1200 Wilmette Avenue
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091

MEETING NOTICE & AGENDA
SPECIAL MEETING OF THE VILLAGE BOARD
April 17, 2018
7:00 p.m.
Village Hall Council Chambers

1)

Call to Order

2)

Discussion & Determination of Path Forward Regarding Storm Sewer System
Improvements

3)

Public Comment

4)

Other Business

5)

Adjournment

Robert T. Bielinski
Village President

If you are a person with a disability and need special accommodations to participate in and/or
attend any Village public meeting, please notify the Village Manager’s Office at (847) 8537509 or TDD (847) 853-7634. For additional information please call
(847) 853-7511, the Village Clerk’s Office.

Special Meeting of the Village Board
Stormwater Improvements
April 17, 2018

Meeting Format
To ensure an orderly meeting, and to provide sufficient time for public
comment and Village Board deliberation, the meeting will proceed as
follows:
• Initial discussion and deliberation by the Village Board
• Public comment
– All residents wishing to speak will have one opportunity to do so
– Residents are requested to keep their comments to 3 minutes or less
– Reminder: The Village Board has received all emails
sewers@wilmette.com

sent

to

• Final discussion and deliberation by the Village Board
• Vote by the Village Board
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Project History
The Village has studied this issue extensively for the past 5 years:
Year

Action

2013

Contract approved with Christopher B. Burke Engineering Ltd. for a
Separate Storm Sewer Study

2015

CBBEL presented the results of the above study which found that Sewer
Expansion was the most cost effective improvement to provide 10-year
flood protection west of Ridge Road

2017

Village hired Stantec to validate the results of the CBBEL study, review
cost estimates, and identify potential lower cost options

2017/18

Village Board completed an exhaustive review of project alternatives
and narrowed the options under consideration to three

2018

Village initiated a public education campaign

Note: Sewer improvement discussions began in 2008; from 2008 – 2013 the Village completed major electrical
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improvements at the SWPS and $24M in sanitary sewer system improvements

Alternatives Reviewed
Since 2013 the Village has reviewed a number of potential projects which
were deemed not cost effective or did not provide adequate floor relief
including:
• Purchase of homes impacted by flooding
– Too costly and not effective

• Green infrastructure as the primary solution
– Green improvements can be complimentary to any project but are not sufficient
as a stand-alone improvement to provide flood relief

• Nine different variations of conveyance and storage projects
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Public Education Campaign
Given the magnitude of the capital investment under consideration, the
Village undertook an extensive public education campaign over the past 4
months:
• Sent three mailers to all Wilmette addresses (11,000+ addresses)
• Held two open houses with more than 100 residents attending
• In February alone, 6,000 visitors reviewed our website dedicated to
stormwater improvements
• Engaged the community through an online community portal
• Produced a public education video
• Received more than 300 email communications
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Options Under Consideration
1. Sewer Expansion ($80M - $95M in 2017)
– Construction of 8 miles of new relief storm sewer
– $2.7 M for preliminary engineering for all phases and Phase I complete design

2. Sewer Expansion + Neighborhood Storage Hybrid ($70M - $80M in 2017)
– Reduced conveyance plus underground neighborhood storage in Kenilworth Gardens
– $2.3 M for preliminary engineering for all phases and Phase I complete design

3. Neighborhood Storage ($48M - $55M in 2017)
– Underground neighborhood storage at Thornwood Park, Centennial Park or Community Playfield, and Hibbard
Park (Community Rec Center)
– $1.7 M for preliminary engineering for all phases and Phase I complete design for Centennial/Community storage
– This can be modified to be compatible with a future Sewer Expansion (+$1.85M) and enhanced by additional
green infrastructure

4. No major improvements
– Incremental improvements over time which will provide little to no flood relief during most rain events
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Existing Flood Conditions- 10-Year Storm

7

Existing Flood Conditions- 100-Year Storm
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Sewer Expansion – 10-yr Storm

Sewer Expansion and Storage Hybrid – 10-yr Storm

Neighborhood Storage - 10-yr Storm

Decision Point
The decision for the Village Board this evening is limited to the options under
consideration; if a project is chosen, there will need to be future discussions regarding
financing repayment vehicles
• It is important to keep in mind that the three options under consideration are the
only practical solutions to provide meaningful flood relief west of Ridge Road
– Buying homes is not under consideration due to the cost and inefficacy
– Green infrastructure can be complimentary but is not a stand-alone solution

• The decision points for the Village Board are as follows:
– Which project (if any) does the Board support, and how should this project be constructed
(immediate vs. phasing)?
– If the Village Board supports proceeding with one of the three options, the following motion would
be appropriate:
• Motion to direct Village Staff to issue a Request for Proposal for Phase 1 (preliminary) Engineering Design
Services to construct [insert project here]
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Timeline
If the Village Board votes to move forward with a project this evening, the following
timeline is anticipated:
• Park District Engagement
– Immediately and formally engage the Park District to discuss potential impacts to district property

• Phase 1 Preliminary Engineering Steps
–
–
–
–

Release the Request for Proposal (RFP)
RFP responses due
Village Board contract award to begin Phase 1 engineering (late summer)
Engage the Park District throughout the course of Phase 1 engineering

• Tentative Project Construction Timeline
– Underway in Fall 2019

14

Village Manager’s
Office

(847) 853-7509
Fax (847) 853-7700

Date:

April 13, 2018

To:

Timothy J. Frenzer, Village Manager

From:

John Prejzner, Assistant Director of Administrative Services

Subject:

Public Comments on Storm Water Project

Attached are public comments that staff has received since September 2016 related to
the Stormwater Improvement Project. The Village collected comments through several
forums, including a dedicated email address (sewers@wilmette.com), two open houses
that allowed for written comments, and MindMixer, an online engagement platform. In
total, staff received 357 emails, 29 comments at the open houses, and 98 votes and 46
comments on MindMixer.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Joel Feinstein; dist.ntfy.sewers; Karleen Stevens McAllester
RE: Reminder: Stormwater Meeting on Monday, June 26 at 7:00 PM at Village Hall
Friday, June 23, 2017 2:21:23 PM

Hi Joel,
My responses to your questions are provided below in red. Let me know if you have any
questions or would like to discuss further.
Thank you!
Brigitte
847.853.7627
1)      Can we add a cross pipe during the upcoming Hibbard Road and Skokie Boulevard
construction for the intersection improvement? The pipe crossing could be constructed
by cut and fill and each end could be bulk headed.
The Skokie / Hibbard project is slated to begin in a few weeks. Your suggestion is possible,
but difficult for two reasons. The most significant reason is the Village Board has not yet
decided to proceed with a relief sewer project. It would be unfortunate to spend money on a
sewer crossing if it turns out the project does not move forward. Secondly, the project has not
been designed yet. I’m not sure the design consultant (who hasn’t even been selected yet)
could determine pipe elevations at Skokie without upstream and downstream pipe elevations.
2)      Why are we using 1-hr storm duration and not critical duration, is that just indicative for
the public’s information? Does the XPSWMM model use critical duration? Yes, all of the
modeling criterial and analysis is based on the critical duration. I reference the 1-hour event in
my memo and PP for ease of public understanding.
2)      Why is the trench backfill specified as CA-7 (without fines) normally it would be CA6? Washed stone may be more expensive and is certainly easier to compact. This item
is one of the cost discrepancies between CBBEL and Stantec. This is a detail that
could be discussed further if the Village Board directs staff to perform a valueengineering review of Alternative 1.
4)      Please refer to the map on page 32/82 titled “Subsurface Water Management Capacity of
Wilmette Soils”. We know from recent construction experience that at least some of the grey
zone is sandy and highly permeable with a low water table. Does the Village keep better soil
data? Does it make sense for the Village to adapt the MWRD Watershed Management
Ordinance and supplement it with additional requirements for areas that have high
permeability? This may not be pertinent to a discussion for intense storms, but it may be worth
exploring for the Value Engineering study. These areas tend to be on higher ground such as
along Old Glenview Road and near Ridge Road, certainly near Centennial Park and the new
development on the south side of Wilmette Avenue between Illinois Road and Alpine Lane.
We have not formally kept track of soil data. Through maintaining our system, however, we
have good information on where there are permeable soils. I agree that soil data is something
that should be discussed during the value-engineering review should it move forward to that
stage.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Joel Feinstein; dist.ntfy.sewers; Karleen Stevens McAllester
RE: Reminder: Stormwater Meeting on Monday, June 26 at 7:00 PM at Village Hall
Friday, June 23, 2017 2:08:15 PM

Hi Joel:
Just wanted to confirm I received your questions and am working on a response.
Best,
Brigitte
From: Joel Feinstein [mailto:joelifeinstein@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, June 23, 2017 1:41 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>; Karleen
Stevens McAllester <karleensm@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Reminder: Stormwater Meeting on Monday, June 26 at 7:00 PM at Village Hall

Hi Brigitte,
I have read through the material and have some comments for you and the consultants.
1)      Can we add a cross pipe during the upcoming Hibbard Road and Skokie Boulevard construction for
the intersection improvement? The pipe crossing could be constructed by cut and fill and each end could
be bulk headed.
2)      Why are we using 1-hr storm duration and not critical duration, is that just indicative for the public’s
information? Does the XPSWMM model use critical duration?
3)      Why is the trench backfill specified as CA-7 (without fines) normally it would be CA-6? Washed
stone may be more expensive and is certainly easier to compact. This item is one of the cost discrepancies
between CBBEL and Stantec.
4)      Please refer to the map on page 32/82 titled “Subsurface Water Management Capacity of Wilmette
Soils”. We know from recent construction experience that at least some of the grey zone is sandy and
highly permeable with a low water table. Does the Village keep better soil data? Does it make sense for
the Village to adapt the MWRD Watershed Management Ordinance and supplement it with additional
requirements for areas that have high permeability? This may not be pertinent to a discussion for intense
storms, but it may be worth exploring for the Value Engineering study. These areas tend to be on higher
ground such as along Old Glenview Road and near Ridge Road, certainly near Centennial Park and the
new development on the south side of Wilmette Avenue between Illinois Road and Alpine Lane.
I am looking forward to a positive resolution on getting this project started. It is a very expensive project,
and I strongly urge the board to not make a special tax district as part of the financing of this project.
Please let me know if I can be of any assistance.
Regards,
Joel Feinstein
linkedin.com/in/joel-feinstein-2b4aa68
On Fri, Jun 23, 2017 at 10:59 AM, Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
Good morning everyone:

This is a reminder that the Village Board is meeting on Monday, June 26 at 7:00 PM to discuss the
results of the value-engineering review of the original stormwater study for the area west of Ridge
Road. The meeting will be held in the Village Hall Council Room. If you are unable to attend the
meeting, you may watch it live on WCTV Channel 6 or stream it via the website at
www.wilmette.com. The meeting will also be archived on the Village website and can be viewed at
any time.
A copy of the agenda materials can be found here:
http://www.wilmette.com/download/agendas_and_minutes/committee_of_the_whole/packets/2017/062617COW-Meeting-Packet.pdf
Residents are encouraged to visit the Village’s website at http://www.wilmette.com/villageservices/stormwater-management/stormwater-improvement-project/ to learn more about the
project. You may also share your comments on this project with the Village Board at
sewers@wilmette.com .
Warmest regards,
Brigitte

Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

Please note you are receiving this email because you expressed interest in stormwater and flooding in
Wilmette. If you would like to be removed from this list, please email me at bergerb@wilmette.com.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bill Tefft
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer Project
Thursday, February 23, 2017 8:54:08 PM

Hello, following up to Bob's newsletter, and as current Kenilworth Gardens residents, we are supportive of future
investments in the storm water/sewage system. We look forward to seeing the presentation this spring or summer.
Regards,
Bill Tefft

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Fisher
dist.ntfy.sewers
how can the village budget be adjusted to reduce the impact of the $77Million sewer project
Friday, February 10, 2017 5:24:23 PM

Hi
I am questioning the value of this project - just looking for ways to cut other expenses to
reduce the cost.
For example, how much the village pay annual to maintain the brick streets - I have heard that
they are expensive to maintain. Though charming, I don’t think like them. The are impossible
to ride a bicycle on, they very noise when I drive on them and very bumpy. Over a 30 year
period much could be saved if the village converted the brick streets to pavement?
Thanks for listening
Rich
RichFisher@ameritech.net
+1-847-226-5311
How you relate to the issue, is the issue.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tucker, Christopher
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm water plan currently implemented
Thursday, February 9, 2017 9:54:46 AM

Dear Brigitte,
I’m hoping you can clear up an issue regarding the current storm water plan, adapted after the 2009
MWH screening level assessment. According to the February 2nd Wilmette Beacon, Value
engineering contract approved for storm sewer project, “The Village has since implemented many
options including system flow metering.”
For the storm sewers, do we use metering. I asked this question of the village once before and I was
told there was no storm sewer metering. Possibly above they are referring to sanitary metering?
The article is not clear.
Best regards,
Chris Tucker

**********************************************************
Chris Tucker
Principal Scientist, Bioanalysis US
Astellas Research Institute America (ARIA)
8045 Lamon Ave. Skokie, IL 60077
Office:  847-933-7489
Fax: 847-933-7482
E-mail: chris.tucker@astellas.com

**********************************************************

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rich Fisher
dist.ntfy.sewers
this project needs to be done
Friday, February 3, 2017 6:52:02 PM

just wonder how much other items in the village cost us.
For example how much does it cost to maintain the brick streets vs a paved street. Though the
brick streets look quaint, they are noisy to drive upon and are totally not bicycle friendly.
I wonder much we could save over 30 years if we convert brick to pavement?

Rich Fisher
RichFisher@ameritech.net
847-226-5311 (cell)
How you relate to the issue, is the issue

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wendy Crawford-Schultz
dist.ntfy.sewers
Consultant award
Tuesday, January 24, 2017 4:01:56 PM

I'm in favor of awarding the contract for the west side storm sewer study to the proposed consultants.
Wendy Schultz
2130 Beechwood Ave
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marcia Heeter
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Water Project concerns
Tuesday, January 24, 2017 9:36:39 AM

Dear Bob Bielinski and Wilmette Village Trustees,
I am concerned about the proposed Storm Water Project.
1. If you vote to hire a consultant to review the proposal on a cost basis I believe that
is important, BUT IT IS NOT ENOUGH!
IT IS MORE IMPORTANT TO CONSIDER ALL THE OTHER POSSIBLE WAYS
THAT RAIN WATER
CAN BE MANAGED BY RAIN GARDENS, SWELLS, PLANTINGS, NATIVE
PLANTS, PERMEABLE PAVING, AND OTHER NATURAL POSSIBILITIES.
The proposal needs to be reviewed by people who are knowledgeable and concerned
about the total environmental impact.
Another question is: Where does the water go in this proposal? Does it contribute to
flooding in communities downstream?
2. Even if the proposal is “cost effective” the incremental increase in cost to all
households in Wilmette may not be affordable
     for those of us on fixed incomes.
Thank you for your attention to this letter and for your willingness to struggle with
these issues.
Sincerely,
Marcia Heeter
910 Tenth Street
Wilmette

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
www.avast.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

oshmanld .
dist.ntfy.sewers
Fwd: Stormwater Value Engineering Study
Tuesday, January 24, 2017 9:20:56 AM

Dear Village Board,
I strongly encouraged you to vote yes on an infrastructure project to ameliorate the flooding we
experience in my neighborhood.
Sincerely
Lauren Oshman
2817 Birchwood Ave Wilmette
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Date: Fri, Jan 20, 2017 at 10:51 AM
Subject: Stormwater Value Engineering Study
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>

Good morning everyone:

As you are aware, the Village recently completed a study of the separate storm sewer system west of
Ridge Road. The purpose of the study is to identify solutions to address overland flooding. The
results of the study show that the existing storm sewer pipes are undersized and that building a
network of larger storm sewers is the most cost-effective alternative to reduce street and overland
flooding. The current proposed storm sewer project is estimated to cost $77 million and would be the
largest capital infrastructure project in Wilmette’s history. Given the magnitude and cost of the
project, the Village Board devoted funds in the 2017 budget to hire an independent consultant to
review the original storm water study. The scope of work for this Value-Engineering Study includes
a review of the current proposed project, an analysis to determine whether the recommendation is the
most cost effective solution, and an in-depth study of the cost estimate to ensure that the projections
are accurate and reliable. The Village Board will be voting on the Value-Engineering Study at their
January 24, 2017 Village Board meeting at 7:30 PM at Village Hall. Additional details about the
study and the consultant selected to perform the work can be found on page 189 of this link
http://www.wilmette.com/download/agendas_and_minutes/village_board/packets/2017/AgendaPacket1-24-17.pdf

Residents are encouraged to visit the Village’s website at http://www.wilmette.com/villageservices/stormwater-management/stormwater-improvement-project/ to learn more about the project.
You may also share your comments on this project with the Village Board at sewers@wilmette.com.

Best regards,
Brigitte

Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karleen
dist.ntfy.sewers
Vote Yes to Award Contract for Westside Storm Sewer Value Study
Monday, January 23, 2017 3:21:54 PM

To Wilmette Village Board:
Please continue to make progress as fast as possible towards improving the westside sewers.
The need for westside storm sewer improvement was established eight years ago, by the 2009 MWH westside sewer study.
The board needs to act responsibly, by upgrading westside storm sewer infrastructure to handle the current level of
development and increasingly intense rainstorms.
Please approve the hiring of MWH to conduct the new "value" study. I believe the village could begin planning an actual
project today, but in lieu of that, please at least start heading the right direction.
I approve of MWH because the same company completed the 2009 study on westside storm sewer issues and they did a good
job.
There are a limited number of reputable engineering studies in the area. So how many times does each company need to find
that "the westside storm sewers are inadequate" before the village acts?
Our first priority should be installation of a new storm sewer main, to connect to the pumping station and North Branch of the
Chicago River. After that, we should be able to build some storm sewers as part of planned road reconstruction, using the
same strategy as for the eastside relief sewer (as reported by Dir of Eng/PublicWorks Brigitte Berger).
At this point, it's extremely difficult to believe the board is acting with good faith in solving westside stormwater and
infrastructure problems.
I hope that you prove me wrong.
In the meantime, I've added yet another level of floodproofing to my home, in the hopes that our pressurized and surcharging
storm sewers don't break through the new defenses before we get some relief.
Karleen S McAllester
323 Wilshire Drive East
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bill Muno
dist.ntfy.sewers
Comments - Proposed Storm Water Sewer Project
Sunday, January 22, 2017 10:11:24 AM

I have two comments on this proposed project:
1 - The engineering study needs to take a much harder look at the cost/benefit of this
project in terms of the cost per home that will benefit from reduced flooding. I have
read that the cost per unit home is quite high. If this is actually the case, then other
lower cost alternatives should be considered for the affected homes. The overall goal
should be to get desired benefits at the lowest cost.
2 - The funding of a storm water project should not be tied to the sewer tax (water
usage). There is no direct correlation between storm water flow and potable water
usage. Unlike the recent West Park sanitary sewer water storage project, the funding
of this proposed project should be based on a bond issue supported by property
taxes. Storm water improvements provide a Village-wide benefit and should be born
equally by all taxable properties. The fact that sewer projects have been funded in the
past by increases in the sewer tax does not require that all new projects must be
funded in the same manner. This is especially true for storm water projects that have
no relationship to potable water usage.
William Muno, P.E.
2319 Schiller Avenue

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ben Tolsky
dist.ntfy.sewers
Can we also review how such a project can be implemented over time
Friday, January 20, 2017 3:05:19 PM

I am glad that we are reviewing this project, while the review is expensive, it is a lot less
expensive than making a mistake on a project of this magnitude. But I think that there is one
more issue that needs to be looked at before any decisions can be made about moving forward
with it, how this project is implemented and financed.
It seems to me that the plan is to spend $77 million over 5 years (I think it was mentioned that
we have spent $75 million over the previous 25 years), which will more than double our sewer
rate for the next 30 years. That means that much of this increase is due to the financing costs
of a project of such scale. I understand that the village can't afford to pay for this without
financing in the same way that I couldn't purchase my home without a mortgage. But couldn't
we review how long it takes to implement this project. Certainly we can postpone the start of
the project by a few years allowing the village to build up a reserve that can be used to pay for
the initial part of the project. Could we also not stretch out the project over a longer period of
time, say wait 5 years to start and then construct the new system over a period of 20 years.
That would of course decrease the financial burden of this project as we would not need to
finance it, or at least as much of it. I do realize there is an economy to scale and that may be
lost at slowing down the project, but I would imagine that additional costs assumed due to
slowing it down and inflation would be much less than financing this project.
Ben Tolsky
339 Lamon Ave
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dale Davison
dist.ntfy.sewers
comment
Friday, January 20, 2017 2:05:22 PM

Please consider exploring other cost effective solutions:
Specifically,
reimburse residents to install their own flood control systems

Dale  Davison
922 Seminole Road
Wilmette
847-920-1010

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ronnie h
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewers
Friday, January 20, 2017 12:31:26 PM

After rebuilding New Trier, now you want to slap a 77 million tax on us! You should have
dumped the school revamp for sewers! Outrageous!
Sent on a Sprint Samsung Galaxy S® 5

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

EILevin@drl-ent.com
dist.ntfy.sewers
groundwater
Friday, January 20, 2017 12:12:50 PM

sirs,
is there a firm you can recommend to reduce the amount of groundwater
running into my sump pump at 2906 hawthorn ln?
the pump runs every 15 minutes for about 30 seconds.
thank you,
ellils levin
224 558 8997 cell

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

tatarlawfirm@gmail.com on behalf of Jerome Tatar
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Sewer Project
Wednesday, January 18, 2017 11:03:58 AM

As the committee should be aware, I am a village resident (333 Wilshire Drive West) who has attended
many of the storm sewer meetings and talked with Brigitte several times concerning the matter. I am
quite pleased that the committee appears to be focused on the most comprehensive recommendation for
upgrading the storm sewer system. At the same time, I do understand that the cost of such project has
been of great concern to many village residents, especially those on fixed incomes.
To date, most all of the discussions concerning payment for the project center on raising sewer bills.
While I have no objection to such plan, I also recognize the burden that such could place on some
families. For that reason, I believe that we need to look at alternative methods to pay for this project.
Frankly, the easy way is just to raise the sewer rates. Other means may be more productive for the
village in the long run and for other needs and be less burdensome to those on fixed incomes or who
have other financial burdens. I would like to suggest two alternatives which are actually related to each
other.
First, the village has seen a growth in business in the downtown district fueled mainly by the expansion of
great restaurants and the "rebirth" of the Wilmette Theater. If it is within the village's authority, I would
propose a small tax on the sale of alcoholic drinks in the village. This need not be a burdensome tax, but
it would be one which could greatly increase revenues to be used for the storm sewer and other projects.
It would also be a voluntary tax which would lessen the impact of a storm sewer tax.
Second, and more dramatic, I would suggest that the village sell the property where the village hall is
located and relocate village offices to a new facility, perhaps located near the main police station. There
is no necessity to have an entire block in downtown Wilmette be used for administrative offices. Portions
of the grassy areas and the fountain could be maintained while the rest of the space could be redesigned
for retail business. This would increase business in downtown Wilmette, encourage more people to shop
in Wilmette which will help the existing establishments and, obviously, increase village revenues, again
from voluntary spending.
I hope that the committee and the village will consider these funding alternatives. I see them as a great
opportunity to help the village grow while meeting the needs of our residents. To that end, I look forward
to your response.

Jerry Tatar

Jerome A. Tatar Law Firm
790 Frontage Rd. Suite 114
Northfield, IL 60093
O: (847) 441-4318
F: (847) 441-4319
NOTICE
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE - UNAUTHORIZED INTERCEPTION IS PROHIBITED BY FEDERAL
LAW [Electronic Communications Privacy Act of 1986, 18 U.S.C. 2701(a) and 2702(a)]. This message is
being sent by an attorney. This communication, including any attachments, may contain proprietary,

attorney-client privileged, confidential and/or information otherwise legally exempt from disclosure and is
intended for the sole use of the individuals and/or entities to which it is addressed. If you are not the
named addressee, you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate this message or any
part of it. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any reading, use or
dissemination of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please
immediately, notify us by telephone at (847) 441-4318 and delete this message from your

system. This message is protected by applicable legal privileges and is confidential.
Do not deliver, distribute or copy this message and/or any attachments and if you are
not the intended recipient, do not disclose the contents or take any action in reliance
upon the information contained in this communication or any attachments.
Although this E-mail and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus or other defect
that may affect any computer system in which it is received and opened, it is the responsibility
of the recipient to ensure that it is virus free and no responsibility is accepted by Jerome A.
Tatar for any loss or damage arising in any way from its use.
E-mail communication is not a secure method of communication. Any e-mail that is sent to
you or by you may be copied and held by various computers it passes through as it goes from
me to you, or vice versa. Persons not participating in our communication may intercept our
communications by improperly accessing your computer or my computer or even some
computer unconnected to either of us which the e-mail is passed through. I am
communicating to you via e-mail because you have consented to receive communications via
this medium. If you change your mind and want future communications to be sent in a
different fashion, please notify my office.
Circular 230 Disclosure:  Pursuant to recently enacted U.S. Treasury Department Regulations,
we are now required to advise you that, unless otherwise expressly indicated, any federal tax
advice contained in this communication, including attachments and enclosures, is not intended
or written to be used, and may not be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding tax-related penalties
under the Internal Revenue Service Code or (ii)promoting,  marketing or recommending to
another party any tax related matters addressed herein.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carl Hopman
dist.ntfy.sewers
$77 million project makes no economic sense
Tuesday, January 10, 2017 4:48:44 PM

Dear Bob,
Thank you very much for giving us an email address through the Beacon, where we can voice
our opinion regarding the sewer project.
I have been reading with a lot of attention the Beacon to understand the cost/benefit of this
massive project.
If I understand correctly, less than 200 houses will benefit, and only against fairly small
storms (the sewers will still be overwhelmed by the larger storms).
More importantly, it appears that the aggregate cost would be much less if each of the (less
than) 200 houses were to do the appropriate work on their own house (install a sump pump,
build trenches around their houses etc), instead of building this grandiose project.
I have a Ph.D. in Economics from MIT. In economics, there are very good reasons for
collective action. One is when it is much more efficient to spend money collectively than
individually. For example, it is much more efficient for a village to build a large water
treatment plant that everyone can use rather than each villager building a small water
treatment that only they can use. This is what you and the village of Wilmette have been doing
efficiently over time.
In this specific case, there is no economic foundation for having the whole village pay this
enormous amount for something that could cost much less if each of the affected household
were to do its duty. Indeed, it would be more efficient for the village to subsidize each of these
households so they would do the work that they should do anyway.
I strongly urge you to reject this project.
Carl Hopman.
(resident of Wilmette)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cary Kelly
dist.ntfy.sewers
Yikes!
Tuesday, January 3, 2017 3:43:11 PM

This project is an example of government waste on an epic proportion. Per the proposal, this is the
largest infrastructure project undertaken by Wilmette in 75 years, and yet it benefits only a very
small minority of residents. Doubling everybody’s sewer bill is a bit extreme. At a minimum a
referendum should be in order. Perhaps the $77 mil solution isn’t really the best one. I understand
that the consultants identified several possible solutions. What were the costs of the alternatives?
Could it be that the consultants did some very poor work (it’s been known to happen). Perhaps you
should consider the absurdity of the existing proposal’s cost and find a more economically grounded
consultant to submit some proposals.
Thanks for your thoughtful consideration,
Cary Kelly
Wilmette Resident

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Johnstone
dist.ntfy.sewers
Water infrastructure project
Monday, December 19, 2016 5:18:44 PM

Will this project address the frozen pipe issue which causes some families to run water in the home to prevent
freezing after the ground reaches certain temperatures, which is not an optimal solution?
Thank you.
Heather Johnstone
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Teasdale
dist.ntfy.sewers
Against the Sewer Proposal
Saturday, November 5, 2016 2:27:24 PM

Dear Village Officials,
My name is Mark Teasdale, and I live at 1004 Central Avenue.
I am writing against the proposed increase in sewer bills to cover the cost of
improving the sewer system in West Wilmette.
I understand the problem that the homeowners in West Wilmette are facing. My wife
and I had to pay several thousand dollars in work within a year of purchasing our
house to deal with leaking that occurred following major rain events. It is expensive
and frustrating. Hopefully, they have the resources to engage in the kind of repairs
and improvements that will allow them to ameliorate the leakage they are
experiencing.
I am against the increase in the sewer bill because it simply comes at a bad time. The
New Trier expansion, with its additional cost to local tax payers, the Cook County
increase in sales taxes, and the much higher reassessment of New Trier land and
buildings for property taxes, coupled with my pay, which has been frozen for two
years, and the increase in medical premiums I have to pay, guarantees that my family
will have substantially less take home money from my paycheck next year, to the tune
of a few thousand dollars. The idea of over doubling the sewer bill on top of this is
very concerning, especially given that state income taxes will likely be hiked in the
next year.
I sympathize with my neighbors, but I believe that they need to bear the cost of their
own improvements, just as my wife and I did. The request for public funds is already
straining our budget. Adding this would make it even harder.
Thank you for your consideration,
Mark Teasdale

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: 1131 Virginia Lane
Monday, October 31, 2016 1:09:50 PM

-----Original Message----From: Berger, Brigitte
Sent: Monday, October 31, 2016 1:09 PM
To: 'Jasmina dlT' <jasminadjv@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: 1131 Virginia Lane
Hi Jasmina:
Thank you again for your question about the possible use of the Avoca property for stormwater. The consultant
indicated the property has several disadvantages as noted below:
        •       It is the upstream portion of the watershed and in fact at the northern boundary of the Wilmette limits.
The main              trunk storm sewer on Lake is substantially lower than the ground elevation at the school. A storm
sewer here         would have to be very large to back water up into the park area.
        •       It is not large enough to provide significant amount of flood storage if we were to consider it for a
centralized                       detention area.
        •       It is not close enough to a flooding area to be a candidate for a neighborhood detention solution.  
For these reasons, it does not seem there is enough benefit to pursue this option.
Best regards,
Brigitte
Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

-----Original Message----From: Berger, Brigitte
Sent: Friday, October 28, 2016 1:31 PM
To: 'Jasmina dlT' <jasminadjv@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: 1131 Virginia Lane
You too!
-----Original Message----From: Jasmina dlT [mailto:jasminadjv@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, October 28, 2016 1:25 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: 1131 Virginia Lane
Thank you so much for getting back to me. And thank you for giving the question some consideration.
Have a wonderful weekend.

Jasmina
> On Oct 28, 2016, at 12:49 PM, Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
>
> Hi Jasmina:
>
> Thank you for the email. I have asked our stormwater consultant to look at the parcel in question and provide an
opinion as to its efficacy from a flood mitigation perspective.
>
> Best regards,
>
> Brigitte
>
>
> -----Original Message----> From: Jasmina dlT [mailto:jasminadjv@gmail.com]
> Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2016 4:35 PM
> To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
> Subject: Re: 1131 Virginia Lane
>
> Good afternoon Brigitte,
> Unfortunately I have not been able to attend the latest meetings regarding the new proposal for additional
remediation work regarding storm water. I hope that a knowledgable and competent engineering firm is selected to
look at the situation.
> There was an Avoca School Board meeting last night regarding a parcel of land in Wilmette that the Board is
looking to sell, or perhaps flatten the building there and leave an open green space. I wonder if this 4 acre parcel is
being considered by the Village as a potential relief point in the overall storm water remediation effort. The Village
might look to acquiring the acres and collecting storm water there. I do not know how much help 4 acres would be,
but I know that we desperately need something done in the Hibbard/Illinois/Ramona/Lake quadrant. Who might be
the best person at the Village to discuss this with?
>
> Jasmina
>
>> On Aug 19, 2016, at 7:37 AM, Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
>>
>> The storm sewer system is a gravity system up until the pump station on Lake Avenue. What you describe with
water rising and then receding is strictly a function of hydraulics. When the system is no longer under pressure
(because more water is trying to get in than the system can handle) it will begin to flow by gravity and drain.
>>
>> Brigitte
>>
>>
>>
>>
>> -----Original Message---->> From: Jasmina dlT [mailto:jasminadjv@gmail.com]
>> Sent: Friday, August 19, 2016 7:21 AM
>> To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
>> Subject: Re: 1131 Virginia Lane
>>
>> Good morning. Yes, I know, the North Branch. Are you saying that the Village does not make a determination of
when to let out discharge to the North Branch or at what volume? It is continuous/on demand? That cannot be the
case. If you watch a flooding event, you would see a moment when the flow of water changes course within seconds
from up through the floor to back out where it came from and the draining happens at a rate of minutes while the
flooding is prolonged over a period of time. It is precisely as if a switch is flipped and I have no doubt at all that
some action causes the change in water flow.

>> As for sending someone to check the sewer on Virginia, thank you. Here is a picture 50 feet to the North of my
property. I do not know what the marking is for, but this has been on someone's to do list all Summer as the paint
marks on the street were put in some time ago.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Briskin, Jacqueline
dist.ntfy.sewers
Oppose $77 million dollar project that will not solve the problem
Saturday, October 29, 2016 3:45:26 PM

Trustees:
I agree standing water is a big problem in Wilmette. But I don’t agree on the proposed 77m dollar
solution that doesn’t solve the problem. As stated in the board meeting, the proposed project will
only slightly improve the standing water in yards problem. It will not stop basement flooding. Will
not stop sewer back- ups.
Cost per house hold that will only partially benefit is huge - $650,000/house.
For less money, the city could buy-out a portion of the houses at ground zero of flooding and
construct a lake. Add swans and some playground equipment – and you have a very nice park with
lake, and solved the flooding for a substantial number of home owners.
I seriously do not want to waste a lot of money (close to $20,000/household) for a non-solution.
Sincerely,
Jackie Briskin
230 10th st.

###
The information contained in this communication is confidential and may be privileged. It is
intended only for the use of the addressee and is the property of Takeda. Unauthorized use,
disclosure, or copying of this communication, or any part thereof, is strictly prohibited and
may be unlawful. If you received this communication in error, please notify me immediately
by return e-mail and destroy this communication and all copies thereof, including all
attachments.
###

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Berger, Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Scanned image from Royalblue
Friday, October 28, 2016 2:24:43 PM
RoyalBlue@wilmette.com 20161027 153545.pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: 1131 Virginia Lane
Friday, October 28, 2016 12:49:48 PM

-----Original Message----From: Jasmina dlT [mailto:jasminadjv@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2016 4:35 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: 1131 Virginia Lane
Good afternoon Brigitte,
Unfortunately I have not been able to attend the latest meetings regarding the new proposal for additional
remediation work regarding storm water. I hope that a knowledgable and competent engineering firm is selected to
look at the situation.
There was an Avoca School Board meeting last night regarding a parcel of land in Wilmette that the Board is
looking to sell, or perhaps flatten the building there and leave an open green space. I wonder if this 4 acre parcel is
being considered by the Village as a potential relief point in the overall storm water remediation effort. The Village
might look to acquiring the acres and collecting storm water there. I do not know how much help 4 acres would be,
but I know that we desperately need something done in the Hibbard/Illinois/Ramona/Lake quadrant. Who might be
the best person at the Village to discuss this with?
Jasmina
> On Aug 19, 2016, at 7:37 AM, Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
>
> The storm sewer system is a gravity system up until the pump station on Lake Avenue. What you describe with
water rising and then receding is strictly a function of hydraulics. When the system is no longer under pressure
(because more water is trying to get in than the system can handle) it will begin to flow by gravity and drain.
>
> Brigitte
>
>
>
>
> -----Original Message----> From: Jasmina dlT [mailto:jasminadjv@gmail.com]
> Sent: Friday, August 19, 2016 7:21 AM
> To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
> Subject: Re: 1131 Virginia Lane
>
> Good morning. Yes, I know, the North Branch. Are you saying that the Village does not make a determination of
when to let out discharge to the North Branch or at what volume? It is continuous/on demand? That cannot be the
case. If you watch a flooding event, you would see a moment when the flow of water changes course within seconds
from up through the floor to back out where it came from and the draining happens at a rate of minutes while the
flooding is prolonged over a period of time. It is precisely as if a switch is flipped and I have no doubt at all that
some action causes the change in water flow.
> As for sending someone to check the sewer on Virginia, thank you. Here is a picture 50 feet to the North of my
property. I do not know what the marking is for, but this has been on someone's to do list all Summer as the paint
marks on the street were put in some time ago.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

RoyalBlue@wilmette.com on behalf of RoyalBlue@
dist.ntfy.sewers
Scanned image from Royalblue
Thursday, October 27, 2016 3:41:58 PM
RoyalBlue@wilmette.com 20161027 153545.pdf
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chadwick Hoyt
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer Project
Wednesday, October 26, 2016 7:53:20 PM

Ladies and Gentlemen
I wanted to voice my opinion that the proposed project does not appear to make sense from a cost - benefit analysis.
Best regards
Chadwick Hoyt

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scott Preusen
dist.ntfy.sewers
flooding
Wednesday, October 26, 2016 6:40:14 PM

have you looked into flooding issues east of ridge. the 1500 block of gregory seems to have a lot of rain water and
overburdened sewers that can not handle most moderate and severe rainfalls. street floods as it did today. we
should look at all areas of wilmette.   all of wilmette should benefit from such a massive infrastructure fix. if i'm
paying for west wilmette, i would like my street to benefit also. thanks. scott preusen. please present this to
whoever is in charge of sewer system and the board. please respond as appropriate

Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Marshall, Thomas
dist.ntfy.sewers
Kelly Croswell (kellycroswell@gmail.com)
2017 Storm Water Project
Wednesday, October 26, 2016 4:33:40 PM

Dear Village of Wilmette,
As a resident of Wilmette at 3030 Hill St, I completely support the $77 million storm water project
and increase in the annual sewer bill. My home was flooded on April 2013 and July 2016 due to the
flooded streets. Please let me know if there is anything I can do to further support this project.
Best Regards,
THOMAS MARSHALL, PHARMD, MS
Director, Neuroscience Therapeutic Lead
Health Economics & Outcomes Research

Abbvie
Dept. GMH1, Bldg. ABV1-3NE30407
1 North Waukegan Road
North Chicago IL 60064
OFFICE +1 847-937-9120
FAX          +1 847-937-1992
EMAIL t.marshall@abbvie.com
abbvie.com
This communication may contain information that is proprietary, confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended
recipient, please note that any other dissemination, distribution, use or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. Anyone who
receives this message in error should notify the sender immediately by telephone or by return e-mail and delete it from his or her
computer.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Wilmette Sewer proposal - Important Information
Wednesday, October 26, 2016 3:15:38 PM
WilmetteSewer Letter to Trustees.doc
ATT00001.htm

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2016 2:47 PM
To: Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Subject: FW: Wilmette Sewer proposal - Important Information
Please add to email compilation.
From: Bielinski, Bob
Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2016 2:39 PM
To: Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>; Berger,
Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: Wilmette Sewer proposal - Important Information

Begin forwarded message:
From: "Dick Friedman send email to \"dick@GenBusCon.com\""
<rcfriedman@att.net>
Date: October 26, 2016 at 1:46:19 PM CDT
To: <bielinskib@wilmette.com>, <ducommunc@wilmette.com>,
<kruegerc@wilmette.com>, <mckennat@wilmette.com>,
<plunketts@wilmette.com>, <sullivand@wilmette.com>,
<wolfj@wilmette.com>
Subject: Wilmette Sewer proposal - Important Information

attached

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steinman, Joan
dist.ntfy.sewers
cost of storm water project
Monday, October 24, 2016 4:17:54 PM

I sent an email back on 10/12 and haven't heard back. One question was: for how many years
do you anticipate having an increase in the average annual sewer bill of $625? Another was
whether you ever seek to impose a greater portion of the costs on the homeowners who will
predominantly benefit from an improvement (here, owners west of Ridge Ave.) and a lesser
portion on those who will experience little if any benefit from the improvement.
Thanks. JS  
-Joan Steinman
Distinguished Professor of Law
312-906-5292

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brian Bewley
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Sewer Project
Monday, October 24, 2016 4:15:49 PM

Hello,
I was unable to attend the meeting last week, but wanted to chime in as well. I'm not
sure what the law says on projects like this, but it would be nice to have a referendum
on such a large project that is sure to exceed the forecast amount and is significantly
increasing my cash expenditure for the rest of my time in Wilmette. It would also be
nice to hear about alternatives. Surely there is more than one solution to this problem
that was/should be evaluated and presented.
Best Regards,
Brian Bewley

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mike Goldstein
dist.ntfy.sewers
Question about Debt Service estimates for upcoming Sewer project
Monday, October 24, 2016 12:04:48 PM

Hello – I was in attendance at the most-recent Village meeting during which you addressed
the planned Storm Water improvement project and, while the project costs were only alluded
to, you did hand out a print-out of the projects summary that showed the impact of our debt
service on sewer rates. That chart showed that, for a project costing $77M, the annual debt
service would be $5.6 million over a 30 year period. That would assume that the interest rate
on that borrowing would be in the range of 5-6% annually. Based on what I see most A-rated
muni bonds are selling for these days (about 3.1% nationally, with higher-rated bonds selling
for less than 2.5%), I’m wondering why we would need to pay so much for our local project? Is
the Village’s credit rating low (i.e., low enough so that we’d have to pay a rate nearly 2X more
than the national average)?
Please let me know – my wife and I just returned to Wilmette after 30+ years away and are
simply trying to increase our knowledge about how the Village is operating these days.
Thanks for any info you’d be willing to share with me.
Warmest Regards
Mike Goldstein
Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gwen Blossom
dist.ntfy.sewers
storm water project
Monday, October 24, 2016 11:19:06 AM

Hello,
I suggest the village be a strong advocate for rain gardens. Rain
gardens retain water for a while, until the ground can absorb it. I
wonder if half the homeowners in Wilmette created rain gardens would
that be sufficient to eliminate the flooding of basements?
Gwen  Blossom

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Sewer Letter
Monday, October 24, 2016 8:59:06 AM
Resident Letter re sewer project and fees.pdf
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sophia Lopez
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater project
Saturday, October 22, 2016 5:12:12 PM

I do not support the proposed storm water plan for Wilmette because the cost and anticipated
5-year traffic disruptions are extraordinarily high, even before we are hit with the inevitable
delays and cost overruns I have lived in central Wilmette (east of Ridge) since 1988. It is
clear that, even if this project goes forward and works as anticipated, many residents west of
Ridge will still experience significant flooding, and will therefor continue to demand that the
Village take further action to fix a problem that most likely is not capable of being fixed.
Sophia Fenton
215 Catalpa

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Greg Korak
dist.ntfy.sewers
$77 Million Sewer Project
Saturday, October 22, 2016 1:10:52 PM

Dear Village of Wilmette,
Having read through most of the letters in the Capital Planning Workshop deck, we agree with all of the views and
objections already submitted by other residents opposed to the project so we will not reiterate their rationale.
We are strongly opposed to the current sewer project proposal.
I did notice the carefully worded bullet point on page 14: "There are no other identified, less costly alternatives that
provide comparable levels of protection”. How about investigating and presenting some much less costly
alternatives that would provide some degree of mitigation?
Regards,
Greg and Carol Korak
707 Forest

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

KENNETH DIVINCENZO
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Water Project
Friday, October 21, 2016 12:55:19 PM

Sorry I couldn't make the Board meeting. My input on the Storm Water Project is that the cost is way too high.
Regards,
Ken DiVincenzo

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karleen
dist.ntfy.sewers
forwarding input on sewers
Thursday, October 20, 2016 6:11:00 PM

To Wilmette Village Board:
This is last minute but the meetings, studies, and issues continue, so I'm sending this input.
A family I know who lives on the westside asked me to forward this information, so they
could submit it while remaining anonymous, to protect the resale value of their house.
In my opinion, this is an example of the type of information that should be collected by the
village to inform infrastructure decisions.
-Karleen Stevens McAllester
323 Wilshire Dr East
Wilmette, IL 60091
cell: 847-644-2524
************
Dear Trustees,
I am writing to implore you to approve the Option 1 westside storm sewer upgrade. It is clear
that this is necessary, so I do not understand why we are proposing still more expensive
studies instead of spending the money to get started fixing the problem. It has been years
since the Board started investigating at the problem, and all that time our streets and our
basements have been flooding, causing considerable property damage to homeowners. The
Village has conducted numerous engineering studies, and these studies have investigated the
problem thoroughly. It is time to act on that information.
In the September meeting, Village President Bielinski asked the engineering rep, Darren
Olson, a vitally important question: Are the new storm trunk and storm sewer lines a
prerequisite for other localized flood relief solutions?
Olson replied, “Absolutely.” I want to highlight the importance of this, and to thank President
Bielinski for asking the question. Engineers are almost never so definite about anything, and
yet he was saying that Option 1 is absolutely necessary and nothing else could be done to
effectively solve the flooding problem without first doing this. One would think that the next
step would be pretty obvious.
Adequate storm sewers is a basic public service that is currently not being provided for
westside residents. We have paid/are paying for the eastside relief sewers, and for MWRD,
which built the eastside TARP system and Wilmette locks and sanitary canal, which provide
eastsiders with storm relief. This cost tens of millions of dollars but I am not begrudging
paying these taxes for sewers that have no benefit for westside residents, just like I did not
begrudge paying for public schools when I didn’t have children attending them, or for the fire
department when we have not had a fire. I am simply saying that we must be fair and have

adequately effective storm sewers in West Wilmette, like we do in East Wilmette.
This is absolutely NOT something that individual homeowners can solve on their own, it
literally takes a Village. I was extremely disheartened to hear a Trustee ask at a recent
meeting why the Village can’t ask westside residents to install their own floodproofing
systems. This is something that other people who do not understand the situation have also
wondered, but it was upsetting that a Trustee who supposedly is informed of the situation and
who supposedly been listening to engineering reports and westside homeowners for years, still
does not understand.
I will explain why this is something the Village must do, why individuals cannot solve it for
themselves. Please understand that there are no westside residents who are just waiting for the
Village to solve the sewer problem instead of looking for individual solutions; no one in their
right mind would wait years for the Village to do something, dealing with flooded basements
with every heavy rain, if there was a solution they could pay for as an individual homeowner.
Most of the strongest voices calling on the Village to finally do something are westside
homeowners who have already spent $15-20,000 (or more) on floodproofing systems, because
even with all of this personal expense, it does not stop the street and basement flooding
problem when there are inadequate storm sewers.
Our homeowner/sewer experience is a good example. We have spent more than $15-20,000
on water solutions for our home, and we still have problems during the frequent heavy rains;
this figure does not include the ruined property from a repeatedly flooded basement. We have
an overhead sewer in the basement, a French drain installed, two sump pumps, and two
emergency back-up batteries for each sump pump (so one can work while the other is at a gas
station being charged). This got the water out of the basement, but the volume of water was so
great that there was constantly water on our sidewalk (and ice on the sidewalk in the winter)
even though we followed all Village guidelines and had the water discharged from our house
the required number of feet from the sidewalk. This was unsafe as well as unsightly,
especially with the ice on the sidewalks, so we had three large tanks installed underground in
our front yard to collect the water, just a few feet from our house.
However, all of this expense does us little good if the Village does not upgrade our storm
sewers. The three large tanks have vents at the top at ground level so that if they fill too
quickly, there’s a way for the water to get out and not overflow. The storm sewers on our
street are so inadequate that about once a year the street floods to a depth of about 18 inches,
and the standing water goes so far up our lawn, past the sidewalk, near the house that it covers
the vents at the top of our tanks and the water from the flooded street washes in to the tanks.
The westside homeowners are doing their part, both in terms of paying for floodproofing
systems and other water-solutions for our individual homes and in terms of paying taxes for
eastside storm sewers that do not benefit us. We are simply asking the Village to do its part
and provide us this basic public service, adequate sewers. The studies have been done for
years, we know what needs to be done, so please do it.
I am asking a friend to send this because I do not want the problems we have had with water in
the basement to be a matter of public record. We want to sell our home someday, and making
these issues public would scare off potential buyers and dramatically drive down the selling
price. Declining property value is a serious issue for westside residents because of the
inadequate storm sewers and the resultant problems. If you need to know my identity to

legitimize my experience, please tell the friend who is sending this and I will contact you,
although I do NOT want my identity as part of the public record.
Sincerely,
A West Wilmette homeowner seeking sewer relief

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Moses Phenany
dist.ntfy.sewers
Jeanne Phenany
Sewer Planning Meeting/Vote
Thursday, October 20, 2016 2:24:53 PM

Dear Board Members,
I am a resident of Wilmette and live across from Wilshire on Wilmette Ave. I live in a split level house and
over the past three years the bottom level has flooded three time. I have had plumbers come out yearly to
ensure that the drain pipes on our property are unobstructed. Based on their assessment, the cause of
the flooding is due to a backup in the sewer system. The water damage has caused us to remove much
of the affected carpeting and we are hesitant to build out the space since we expect a re-occurrence.
Effectively, we are hampered in fully utilizing several hundred square feet of our livable space. I count
myself as lucky since many of my neighbors have had to deal with much more extensive flooding and
damage.
While I realize the cost of the project is significant I am willing to support the cost and I would urge the
board to do so as well. I believe it will be beneficial to the community and provide much needed relief for
years to come.
Sincerely,
Moses Phenany

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David K Russell
dist.ntfy.sewers
$77mm storm water project
Thursday, October 20, 2016 2:00:32 PM

Dear Village Board,
I am a resident concerned about the magnitude of the cost of this project. I am against spending this amount of
money. From a governance perspective, it never occurred to me that the Village Board had the authority to vote on
expenditures this large. I think this decision should be made in accordance with a village referendum which I think
would be against this project. Thank you.
David K. Russell
2018 Highland Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Isaac Gaetz
dist.ntfy.sewers
77 million
Thursday, October 20, 2016 12:18:31 PM

To whom it may concern.
I would like to attend this evening's meeting, but am out of town on business.
First a little about myself. I am a civil/structural engineer with experience in the design of
storm water systems as well as buildings, roads and bridges. I live on ridge road, on the east
side, and as such, I do not have flooding issues, nor would my home personally be affected by
this project.
That being said, I am in favor of this project, but would like to know the following:
1. What are the ages of the existing pipes that would be replaced by this project?
2. How many years of useful life do these existing pipes have left?
3. What would be the cost of replacing those existing pipes like for like, without significant
size or layout changes, when the time comes?
I believe the answer to number 3 should be our baseline comparison number.
As it stands, considering a $77 million dollar investment against $0 is illogical. We already
have existing sewer pipes and, with or without this approval, those existing pipes will still
require repair/replacement at some time and at some cost. As such, this proposal should be
considered within that context and not as an isolated number compared against zero. We are
not discussing whether or not to deliver sewers to some virgin landscape. We are discussing
whether or not to upgrade our existing sewers now, or to wait and pay for repairs and
replacement of the existing sewers. There is no zero cost option here.
Although I am personally inclined to be a proponent of small government I feel that of all the
core roles of government, a functional sewer system should be near the top of the list in terms
of it being a true public service and utility, comparable to roads, without which are community
can not function and which no practical private sector alternative presents itself. While it is
true that Individual homes can install localized storm water solutions, these solutions tend to
merely pass the excess water on to adjacent properties, who will now suffer even greater water
inundation than before. This can potentially lead to a sump pump arms race as community
members compete to out-pump their neighbors and stay dry. I say we declare a sump pump
armistace and instead move forward on this unglamorous but necessary project.
Isaac Gaetz S.E., P.E.
1012 ridge rd
Wilmette IL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dory Hixon
dist.ntfy.sewers
$77 million
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 11:01:23 PM

When I moved to West Wilmette in 2000 I purchased a house, built in the late 1950s,
which did not flood and did not have a sump pump.
In the past 4 years we have had water in the basement just about every time it rains.
Once about a foot of water and several times 2 or 3 inches.
The backyard is often covered in water after a rainfall and the water goes up to the
back door of the house behind us.
During the last rainfall, I watched the water rise in my basement, and wondered why
so many millions of dollars had been spent on the West Park project -- which is just
down the street -- as it obviously wasn't working.
And now the figure of $77 million is being thrown around, even though the New Trier
Winnetka school fiasco is still ongoing without a final dollar figure in sight.
Have you thought about a 50/50 cost split with homeowners on installing overhead
sewer pipes and sump pumps, as Northfield does?
Have you thought about NOT allowing any more concrete being poured in Wilmette
and keeping open spaces open to soak up the water?
Sorry, but throwing money at a problem does NOT make the problem go away.
I'll install a sump pump. And it won't cost $77 million.
$77 million is too much money with NO guarantee. And how much are the consultants
being paid?
Sincerely
Dory Hixon
3533 Thornwood Avenue

Dory
Dory Morgan Hixon
847-256-5652 (home)
847-612-0062 (cell)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Kolmin
dist.ntfy.sewers
Comments on Storm Water Project
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 10:21:13 PM

To the Village Board:
Summary: We are in favor of investment in our community's infrastructure and specifically
ask the Village Board to approve the Storm Water Project.
Our individual story: We live on Highcrest Drive west of Ridge at the end of the street that
has a tremendous flooding issue. Public works has been out and confirmed that the sewer
system is operational, yet with a reasonable amount of rain, we have a flooded street and yard
putting our vehicles and home at risk of significant damage.
The worst of the storms, which have occurred at least three times this year, causes the sewer to
bubble, water to flood the street and then push all the way to the back of our property. Water
can then last for days leading to significant mosquito populations.   
Moreover, with a completely flooded street, it becomes impassable as we live at the dead-end.
This flooding puts residence on our end of the street at significant risk in the event of an
emergency. Moreover, it is a significant inconvenience and burden to live on a flooded street
and not something we should endure in a community like Wilmette.
Comments from a Real Estate Broker: Wilmette has a stigma of having water problems and
is evident from various road floods, basement back-ups, disclosures, etc. Clients have
specifically ignored looking at homes in Wilmette, in favor of Glenview, Northbrook, Skokie,
Glencoe, and Highland Park. Whether these communities have a better infrastructure around
storm sewers or not, the reputation of Wilmette is that we have this problem. This investment
should help cure the reputation both from a publicity standpoint and actually mitigating the
storm water problem. In my opinion, property values should benefit from this investment.
Evidence: I have attached two photos and links to two videos:
The photos and videos are from July 23 and August 18, 2016.
VIDEO 1:

https://drive.google.com/open?id=1LIZOFfL39wYN1dueYnYbvFwHsWsRWgM7pA

VIDEO 2:https://drive.google.com/open?id=1AddqigNLRQTFnVmzoWYSOIReVQV-Eqy_Kg

We thank you for your consideration and are happy to provide any additional comments as the
board would like or answer any questions.
Steve and Cheryl Kolmin
472 Highcrest Drive
-skolmin@gmail.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

idilber@gmail.com on behalf of Ilhan Dilber
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Water Project views
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 7:06:57 PM

Dear Village of Wilmette
I am sure many people living West of Ridge road have similar experiences. I lived in Wilmette for
about 20 years, West of Ridge Rd. Over this time, there were very few years without having some
seepage or flooding in our basement, whenever the road in front of our house accumulates storm
water due to insufficient drainage. Having to clean up the basement multiple times a year is not just
exhausting, but the cost of the water damage we had to deal with not insignificant. I have to keep
everything off the floor to prevent damage, maintain and replace sump pump frequently to keep it
functioning, keep up with the moisture damage from water pressure leaks from saturated soil
conditions. The cost of fixing this problem may seem high, and I am sure the village will do a fair
assessment to cut costs, but long term collective cost to residents can justify this cost. It cannot
be resolved with band-aid solutions, but require the right foundational solution.
I do support the project and hope the Village can do an assessment to move forward.
Ilhan Dilber

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Smith
dist.ntfy.sewers
Input for storm water meeting 10/20/16
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 5:44:01 PM

I would like to share an excerpt from an email I received from the Illinois chapter of the Sierra
Club that reflects my feelings on the matter.
Thank you for your careful consideration of all viable options.
Laura Smith
2149 Washington Ave
We believe that all options should be thoroughly explored before committing to such a longterm and expensive project that will affect all Wilmette residents, and that a comprehensive
plan should incorporate both grey and green infrastructure. Green infrastructure projects have
been used throughout the country to provide effective stormwater management while saving
communities money and offering additional benefits such as new green space, aesthetic appeal
and increases in property value. This option should be considered beyond what has already
been done, and important questions must be answered.
For example, shouldn’t more than one rain garden be considered for each home site
throughout the Village and couldn’t large rain gardens be designed on public sites to control
stormwater?
The Village is currently installing green alleys and bioswales. How will these improvements
impact flooding? Was this considered when assessing the need for the project? Are there plans
to install more green alleys and bioswales?
Are there areas of pavement in Wilmette neighborhoods that can be replaced with green
space/green infrastructure? Has an inventory of these opportunities been created and the
benefits calculated?
Has the village considered a comprehensive plan that maximizes the use of green
infrastructure and minimizes the needed investment in new piping?

Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

annie@nwpassage.com on behalf of Annie Aggens
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please consider all options before committing
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 5:26:29 PM

To whom it may concern,
Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback regarding the proposed sewer project. I live
on Ridge Road and I have experienced some minor flooding during significant rain events.
I would like Wilmette to discuss and assess implementation of swales, rain gardens, permeable
pavement options and other green options before deciding on a course of action.
Many thanks,
Annie Aggens
515 1/2 Ridge Road
947-651-0524

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frenzer, Tim
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Proposed Village sewer improvement
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 12:38:56 PM

Timothy J. Frenzer
Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
1200 Wilmette Ave.
Wilmette, IL 60091
Tel. (847) 853-7501
Fax (847) 853-7700
E-Mail: FrenzerT@wilmette.com
This message is intended only for the use of the person or entity to whom it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If
the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for
delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

From: Bielinski, Bob
Sent: Wednesday, October 19, 2016 12:04 PM
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Berger,
Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: Proposed Village sewer improvement

Begin forwarded message:
From: "buy" <buy411@comcast.net>
Date: October 19, 2016 at 10:33:05 AM CDT
To: <bielinskib@wilmette.com>
Subject: Proposed Village sewer improvement
10/19/2016
To: Bob Bielinski
Village Wilmette President
From: Randall Cohn/Wendie Choll
210 Kilpatrick Avenue
Wilmette, IL
We are long term residents on the west side of the Village of Wilmette and
have dealt with heavy rains and flooding for a number of years. Over that
time period, we have invested in drainage systems and waterproofing to

keep water out of our basement and have not looked to the Village to
solve flooding problems.
Based on our review of the proposed $ 77 million dollar sewer project, we
do not support spending taxpayer funds on this project. Reasons for our
rejection of this proposal are:
1. Projected additional water/sewer fees are excessive,
particularly for residents on fixed incomes.
2. The number of homes being “protected” by this project is a
small percentage of the total housing stock in the Village.
3. Homeowners who are currently impacted by flooding can make
investments in their home to protect the property without this Village
project.
Other questions to be considered are:
1. Would it be cheaper for the Village to make grants/loans to
individual homeowners to install flood protection at their property?
2. If this project is approved, why not increase property taxes
which will provide for a tax deduction by homeowners rather than the
non-deductible fees on water/sewer bills?
In addition, a project of this magnitude should absolutely be put to a
voter referendum and not decided by a small group of Village officials or
committee members.
Please share this letter with other members of the Village Board.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

buy
dist.ntfy.sewers
proposed sewer project
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 10:48:30 AM

10/19/2016
To:

Village Wilmette

From: Randall Cohn/Wendie Choll
210 Kilpatrick Avenue
Wilmette, IL
We are long term residents on the west side of the Village of Wilmette and have dealt
with heavy rains and flooding for a number of years. Over that time period, we have
invested in drainage systems and waterproofing to keep water out of our basement
and have not looked to the Village to solve flooding problems.
Based on our review of the proposed $ 77 million dollar sewer project, we do not
support spending taxpayer funds on this project. Reasons for our rejection of this
proposal are:
1. Projected additional water/sewer fees are excessive, particularly for
residents on fixed incomes.
2. The number of homes being “protected” by this project is a small
percentage of the total housing stock in the Village.
3. Homeowners who are currently impacted by flooding can make
investments in their home to protect the property without this Village project.
Other questions to be considered are:
1. Would it be cheaper for the Village to make grants/loans to individual
homeowners to install flood protection at their property?
2. If this project is approved, why not increase property taxes which will
provide for a tax deduction by homeowners rather than the non-deductible fees on
water/sewer bills?
In addition, a project of this magnitude should absolutely be put to a voter
referendum and not decided by a small group of Village officials or committee
members.
Please share this letter with members of the Village Board.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dan
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please approve $77million project
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 10:34:28 AM

This is a health and safety issue. Not having streets able to be navigated by emergency vehicles and having dirty
standing water in and on people's property is unhealthy. It is only a matter of time before someone will die from
electrocution or some other accident. The mold that can grow in a flooded basement is unhealthy. It is embarrassing
that a well-regarded village can alleviate a problem and doesn't do it. That is a lot of usable space (basements - that
people underdevelop) that is going to waste where land space is at a premium. Ultimately it is extremely
shortsighted even from a financial standpoint. By not improving this infrastructure, property values suffer. The
yearly amount, while not insignificant, is a huge savings to flood damage and insurance costs. It is also extremely
needlessly stressful. People worry every time there is a heavy rain and must curtail all kinds of plans to deal with the
issues surrounding floods.
It would be ridiculous to put this up for referendum as it becomes a political issue then. This is not a political issue
that needs to be put up for vote.
Dan Kim
812 Leyden Ln

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Teresa Kim
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm water project
Wednesday, October 19, 2016 10:03:23 AM

To the Village of Wilmette-We are strongly in favor of the $77M storm water project. We have been residents of
Wilmette x 10years, and have suffered 2 major floods in 2013 and this past July. To
the people who are opposed to the project b/c they want individuals to spend money
to fix their problem--we have spent a lot of money trying to fix our flooding issue
including installing a full back up sump pump, generator, telescoping our sump lines,
recementing our window wells. After this last flood we are installing a new window
well, rerouting our downspouts and installing a second drain in a window well
connecting to our interior drain tile system. The simple fact is that Wilmette's storm
drain system is outdated and too small to handle major rain storms. It is time to
upgrade the system to reduce overland flooding and help the west side of Wilmette.
To the people who state that not enough people are affected to justify the cost--you
are wrong. At the last Village meeting in Sept a resident stated that the number of
people who flood is grossly underestimated. This is 100% TRUE!! Many houses on
our block flood but not everyone reports it to the Village survey. We didn't even fill out
the survey after our first flood! People who have been living here for many years are
simply resigned to the fact that they will flood and just deal with it. They keep their
basements unfinished and don't put anything on the ground. We, on the other hand,
are upset and angry at having to redo our once finished basement now TWICE. This
has cost us not only financially but emotionally as well. It is very stressful when we
know we are going to get a major rainstorm. Besides money and other personal
goods we have lost sleep, work hours, and have had to cancel vacations now twice
due to flooding. We are the lowest point on our block and it is SIMPLY UNFAIR for
our yard to have to take on everyone's water!!!! We have met with multiple engineers,
plumbers, waterproofing companies and landscapers to discuss our flooding issue
and no one has a perfect or foolproof solution.
WE NEED TO DO SOMETHING NOW TO IMPROVE STORM WATER DRAINAGE
AND REDUCE FLOODING!!!
FLOODING REDUCES PROPERTY VALUES AND MAKES WILMETTE AN
UNDESIRABLE PLACE TO LIVE.
PLEASE PROCEED WITH THE PROJECT TO HELP IMPROVE EVERYONE'S
FLOODING PROBLEMS!!!
Thank you!!!
Teresa & Dan Kim
812 Leyden Ln
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Frenzer, Tim
dist.ntfy.sewers
Prejzner, John; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Sewer project
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 9:28:44 PM

Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Bielinski, Bob" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>
Date: October 18, 2016 at 8:39:54 PM CDT
To: "Frenzer, Tim" <frenzert@wilmette.com>, "Braiman, Michael"
<braimanm@wilmette.com>, "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: Sewer project

Begin forwarded message:
From: Jeremy Weiss <jeremyweiss22@comcast.net>
Date: October 18, 2016 at 8:24:34 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com
Subject: Sewer project
Hi Bill,
I just wanted to send you this quick note in support of the $77 million
sewer project. I am a resident of Wilshire Dr for the past 13 years
and we have experienced significant basement flooding in 2007 and
2013. Also, the street floods from sidewalk to sidewalk in almost
every heavy rain event.
We need bigger pipes!
Thank you for your service of our village.
Jeremy Weiss
427 Wilshire Dr W

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jean Gram
dist.ntfy.sewers
Don"t Stop at Sewers
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 7:22:40 PM

While I agree the sewers are inadequate to deal with the number and sizes of houses in this
village I also think we need to have a more comprehensive plan as we spend this kind of
money.
In general most newer homes are maxing out their lots, which is something no one ever
projected would happen in the 1950s designed west Wilmette. On top of that, the increase in
the number of homes who use lawn services has decreased the mulch and organic matter in the
soil throughout the village. This speeds up the run off.   Leaf blowing all season long (no
matter what the law says) compacts our soil and makes areas in our yards such as flower beds
and beds under bushes relatively useless for holding water in a rain.    I wish I had the link to a
graphic illustration I saw of this on a science show for kids... Equal amounts of water were
poured into containers of soil, soil with mulch and soil with compost and mulch and allowed
to run out of holes in the bottom of a clear container. In the case of the plain soil almost as
much mucky water ran out as was put in. In the case of soil with mulch, less so. But the clear
winner of water retention was the soil with a layer of compost and mulch. Not only did the
mass soak up 4/5ths of the water, the water that did drain off actually came out almost clear.
In a village our size each home could have a major impact on run off if we were simply to
have a layer of compost and mulch under our bushes instead of our current expectation of
black soil equaling a cared for lawn.
Like in the 30s when the dustbowl got farmers throughout the nation to begin contour
plowing, a run off crisis like we have seen in the past few years could be an opportunity for us
to assess what we are doing to bring this on ourselves.  
Additionally to improved sewers and changing our landscape maintenance and planting
patterns, we could benefit from having new construction add permeable pavers to increase
water absorption, and include water barrels in the design.
My home on the east side of town is in a low spot on our block. This low area encompasses 4
homes. Even though our street and sewers were redone a few years ago we are still pumping
our yards out after a good rain.
I mention this because it should be clear that even with this expenditure, existing problems due
to the grade of neighboring buildings will not be addressed. In our case the only way to
passively drain our yards would be to lower our alley a couple of inches and run a sewer line
under it. I have been told that the village will not consider this for alleys so we have adjusted
our expectations.
We need to be clear what our expectations need to be with the current suggested work, and we
need to partner with the village in reducing our run off, even if we are rebuilding the sewer
system.
Thank You,

Jean Gram
228 Maple Ave
Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ben Tolsky
Prejzner, John; dist.ntfy.sewers
Re: Questions about new sewer proposal
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 5:36:10 PM

Hi John, I won't be able to attend the meeting on Thursday, just too difficult with little kids. I
hope that the following comments can be expressed at the meeting:
With the recent 25%+ hike in property tax appraisals it seems like Wilmette should be
swimming in money, I don't understand why property taxes couldn't be used to finance this
project. By basing it on water usage, your placing a premium on families with children as
more people in the house leads to more water usage. This is a huge increase in our water bills
on top of what will already be a huge increase in our tax bills.
If we have already spent a similar amount of money in the last 25 years on other drainage
issues (the work in East Wilmette and on the West Park project), how was that financed?
Obviously not with a $625 increase since we don't even pay that much right now.
The plan also is not complete, it ignores large areas of Western Wilmette and the materials
online even shows several large clusters of homes that will still flood when this project is
completed, especialy in between Wilmette Ave and Glenview Rd. Amongst the areas being
ignored is my block which does flood and I've attached a picture of it from August 18th. This
may not be as severe as some of the other flooding I've seen pictures of, but this also wasn't as
severe of a storm as the other storms. I can also say that even after a little bit of rain, or in the
winter as snow melts, there is a lot of land on the northeast corner of Glenview Rd and Big
Tree Ln that is always flooded and the water can sit there for days, or in the winter weeks. In
fact I see this condition all along Glenview Rd in between the Edens and Skokie. I see that
there will be a new lateral along Glenview Rd, but it will rely on existing laterals to get it to
get it to the trunk that runs along Wilmette, won't this just further strain the existing laterals in
my neighborhood? It seems like we could use a trunk running along Hibbard Rd to help move
out all of this water.
I did have some flooding issues in my home, but after having my drains rooted out that is no
longer an issue. The previous owners also installed an ejector pump so that sewers don't back
up into our downstairs bathroom which I assume they only did because flooding was a
problem. My house also sits on a lot that is graded properly so all water drains away from the
house. I would like to know if similar measures have been taken in all of the houses that are
flooding. I would also like to know if the houses that are flooding sit in or near FEMA 50year or 100-year flood plains, that is something that any responsible homeowner should be
looking at before buying a house, I know that I ruled out houses because of that. Certainly if
people purchased a house for less money because it is in a flood plain, then they shouldn't be
complaining when their house floods. I see that many of the people who are very vocal in
supporting this project at any cost happen to love in FEMA flood plains.
I'm not opposed to this project, but I am opposed to how it is being funded, especially with the
increases we are about to see in property taxes. And I think that it needs to be all inclusive, it
is not right to leave many houses out of receiving the benefits that other houses are receiving.
Ben Tolsky
339 Lamon Ave

On Fri, Oct 14, 2016 at 12:59 PM, Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com> wrote:
Mr. Tolsky,

Thank you for providing your comments. We will share your feedback with the Village
Board for their consideration. As for your question regarding the duration of the sewer rate
increase, this would be for at least 30 years. The increase is directly tied to the cost of debt
service necessary to repay the $77 million in debt that would be issued, scheduled to be
repaid for the next 3- years.

Please know that this project is separate from the West Park Project. That project was
implemented to deal with sanitary sewer backups. This proposed project is to deal with
storm water, which is a separate system in west Wilmette.

For more information about the areas the project will impact, please go to
http://www.wilmette.com/village-services/stormwater-management/stormwaterimprovement-project/.

If you have any further questions feel free to contact me or Brigitte Berger, the Engineering
and Public Works Director, who is copied on this email.

John Prejzner
Assistant to the Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
(847) 853-7502

From: Ben Tolsky [mailto:bentolsky@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, October 14, 2016 11:00 AM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>

Subject: Questions about new sewer proposal

I'm not opposed to this new sewer project, I strongly believe that we need to maintain and
improve our infrastructure, but this is a very expensive project and I want to understand
what exactly it is.

First of all, if we are looking at a $625 increase in our water bills, for how long would this
be for? Is this for the 5 years that the project will take, or will this be a permanent increase?

Second of all, how does this relate to or work along side the recent West Park Project. I was
of the understanding that that project was done to deal with storm water. I understand that
that project only dealt with the area west of Romona and this new project deals with west of
Ridge. Does this project only support the area between Ridge and Romona, or will this
provide additional improvements to Western Wilmette as well?

I would assume that constructing sewers lines requires streets to get torn apart, and
something of this scale would probably create a construction disaster accross Wilmette for
the next 5 years. I'm not opposed to do this if it has to happen, but what streets will this
affect. Will sewers only be built along major streets like Lake, Wilmette, and Glenview, or
will it also take place on neighborhood streets.

I was actually out of town when the major storm hit in July, but I did watch my street flood
during some of the other big storms we had this summer. I can tell you that as soon as the
storm slowed down the flooding immediately subsided, but at its worst, water did rise above
the curbs and start flooding a little bit onto the sidewalks and lawns. If you like, I can
provide pictures of the flooding on Lamon and Nina from August 18th if that would help.

Thank you

Ben Tolsky
339 Lamon Ave

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Martin Grill
dist.ntfy.sewers
Question for Oct 20 Capital Planning Meeting - Sewer Project
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 2:05:44 PM

I plan on attending the Oct 20 meeting, but I have a question and a comment that might require
some advanced research – so I just wanted to provide a heads-up in order for you to be prepared…
Question: What is the estimated total dollar value of the economic loss to homeowners and the
Village from a so-called 10-year, 25-year, 50- year and 100-year flooding event? The basis of my
question is that the proposed $77 million project (Alternative 1) is anticipated to provide relief for
700 structures in a 100-year event, at a cost of about $235,000 per structure. It would seem that
there are other interventions that could be implemented on a per-structure basis (e.g., flood
control) that would be considerably less expensive. For example, there appears to be good
topological data to determine risk on a property-by-property basis. Subsidies for individual structure
flood control could be on a sliding scale based upon risk – ranging from full cost subsidy for those at
highest risk, to partial subsidy for moderate risk, to interest-free loans for low risk. In that way,
homeowners have a choice in the amount of risk mitigation they deem necessary, and the amount
of personal expense they wish to assume to protect their property. My assertion is that individual
property flood control would be a fraction of the cost on a per-structure basis than the $235,000 per
structure proposed in Alternative 1. Clearly, this does not solve the underlying storm sewer
infrastructure aging/deficiency issue, but it can provide cost-effective relief for the more frequent
10/25-year events.
Comment: As a follow-up to my assertion, above, it appears that Alternative 1 has a stated project
benefit of reducing street flooding to zero (“at or below street level”) for at least a 10-year event –
and seeks to provide a minimum of zero (lower end of the range) for 25/50/100-year events. I live in
East Wilmette, in an area where street flooding actually occurs by design for events even more
frequent that a 10-year event. In fact, for rainfall classified as 10+-year events, standing water in
streets can last for several days. I find it incongruent that street flooding was deemed an
appropriate solution for East Wilmette, but appears to be something “engineered” to be prevented
in West Wilmette.
Thank you for your consideration of my question and comment. I look forward to your response at
the Oct 20th meeting.
Martin Grill
429 9th Street

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: West Wilmette Sewer Plans
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 1:59:52 PM

Mr. Dodson asked that his comments be shared to the sewers@wilmette.com address as well
so his email (below) is being forwarded.
Brigitte
From: Berger, Brigitte
Sent: Friday, September 23, 2016 5:18 AM
To: Drews, Therese <drewst@wilmette.com>
Cc: Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: West Wilmette Sewer Plans

Hi Tina- this is a follow up comment from the COW meeting Monday night. The resident
asked that his email be shared with the Village Board.
Thanks,
Brigitte
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Date: September 22, 2016 at 2:41:14 PM CDT
To: Richard Dodson <rwd2815@gmail.com>
Cc: Dale Davison <dale@dale-davison.com>
Subject: RE: West Wilmette Sewer Plans
Dear Mr. Dodson:
Per your request, your comments will be shared with the Village Board members.
I also wanted to clarify something in my prior email.   While it is true that the
sanitary sewer system and storm systems are completely separate, during severe
rain events there is often cross-infiltration from one system to the other. For
example, when the storm sewer pipes are full, groundwater can migrate into the
sanitary sewer pipes through open joints, cracks etc. So, while the $77 million
project will add capacity to the storm sewers, it will also benefit the sanitary
system through reduced cross-infiltration. It is difficult to say with confidence
that installation of relief sewers will result in a reduced number or severity of
sewer backups in your home, but it may have a positive impact.
Also, please keep in mind that the Village Board has made improvements to the
sanitary sewer system a high priority. The Village is taking the lead on a regional
study to identify bottlenecks in the interceptor system serving your area (the large
pipes that convey flow to MWRD) and the 2017 budget proposes several projects
that will add capacity to the sanitary sewers by removing groundwater that

doesn’t belong.
I am happy to hear that you only experience some minor street and yard flooding
during major rain events. Unfortunately, there are a number of properties in
Wilmette that see flood waters rise to the elevation of their foundation. For these
folks, the $77 million relief storm sewer project will provide a large benefit.
Thank you again for taking the time to share your thoughts in writing with us.
Best regards,
Brigitte
847.853.7627
From: Richard Dodson [mailto:rwd2815@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2016 2:23 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Cc: Dale Davison <dale@dale-davison.com>
Subject: Re: West Wilmette Sewer Plans

Brigitte,
Thank you for your prompt reply. I suppose I am talking my own position but
what I take away and see as the major problem is sewer back up. I can live with
temporary street flooding and even yard flooding but not sewer back up. In the 22
years I have lived in my present house I have seen at least four major storms and
the street flooding never lasts more than 6-7 hours. When the street flooding
recedes yard flooding can be addressed with a pump and garden hose. So long as
sewer water is kept out of basement I think most people can tolerate the rest. The
77 million project, which at best is probably 50/50 chance of approval. I realize if
approved in 5 years time we will see less water invade the sewers but not
necessarily prevent sewer back up. I still think, particularly if approval is rejected
or delayed, spending a maximum of 4.2 million would be in the best interest of
most residents. If you are not impacted today which is the vast majority of
Wilmette how do you get such a large expense approved? I would add an
observation. At the meeting it was pointed out that 29 million was spent on east
side of town in early 1990's, some 25 years ago. With inflation that would be
double in current dollars. Please share this with the trustees. Thank you,
Richard Dodson
Sent from my iPhone
On Sep 21, 2016, at 8:14 AM, Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
Good morning Mr. Dodson and Ms. Davison:
Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts with us.    
I understand the logic in your message below, however, the
proposals for an overhead sewer cost-share program and the $77
million project address two different problems.
The west side of Wilmette is served by a separate sewer system

which means sanitary and storm flows are collected and conveyed
in two separate and distinct pipe networks. The proposed cost
share program for residential overhead plumbing is to protect
homes from sanitary sewer backups. Such backups can occur
when the sanitary pipes become full or “surcharged” during rain
events. The $77 million investment is actually to improve the storm
sewer system, which is a completely different system. The $77
million project would add capacity to the storm sewers which in turn
would reduce street flooding during rain events.
We will be providing the Village Board with a budget for 2017 next
month that does include a modest amount of start-up funding
(probably $30,000) for an overhead sewer program. I am sure the
Trustees will give this program thoughtful consideration during their
budget deliberations.
Please feel free to contact me if you have any additional questions.
Warmest regards,
Brigitte

Brigitte Ann Berger, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com
From: Richard Dodson [mailto:rwd2815@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2016 1:22 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Cc: Dale Davison <dale@dale-davison.com>
Subject: West Wilmette Sewer Plans

Brigitte,
I watched the board meeting last night on TV and have read the email
you sent recently recapping this long and winding road.
I am a home owner, 2815 Blackhawk Road, and a neighbor of Dale
Davison who spoke at last nights meeting. One of her questions was
why not offer those homes impacted by sewer backups an incentive
to install either overhead sewers or a flood control system.
The board chairman responded that they have discussed this in the
past and a major concern is fairness to those taxpayers that have done

one of these systems in the past. That is a reasonable concern that I
appreciate.
The leading proposal discussed at the meeting was one that would
cost $77 million dollars and take 5 years to implement. A MAJOR
expense.
As I understand the problem approximately 700 homes are impacted
in a 100 year rain event, 1% chance of happening in a given year.
This would amount to $110,000 per home if spread over those 700
homes.
It is my understanding that the cost of a flood control system or
overhead sewer is in a rough range of 10-20 thousand dollars. Why
not simply over an incentive program to all 700 homes that might
work like this;
The city would offer to pay 50 % or say $6000, which ever is less, to
all 700 homes should they install either of the two suggested plans.
Maximum cost to city of $4.2 million and then shelve the whole idea
of spending $77 million.
As to the fairness issue of those that have paid the entire cost
themselves I can only offer that if I were one of them I would rather
see the city finance a 4.2 million program than one costing 77
million.
It is likely some version of this proposal has been made in the past
but either way I would appreciate feedback.
Thank you,
Richard Dodson

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

EILevin@drl-ent.com
dist.ntfy.sewers
ground water seepage
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 12:30:39 PM

sirs,
is there a way to find out the source of groundwater seeping into the sump?
the pump sometimes triggers every 15 minutes-for about 15-30 seconds.
ellis levin
2906 hawthorn ln
wilmette, il
224 558 8997

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mart Jalakas
dist.ntfy.sewers
public comment
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 12:22:25 PM

The amount of money requested for this project is very high and this project will only benefit a minority of
residents. Some combination of an assessment and fee increases should be considered. In any engineering
projects there are alternatives to the most expensive plan. Why do all these drains have to be below ground?
More natural creeks and drainage ditches has been working for millions of years and improvement of these
features must be less expensive than buried sewer pipe. Your web site does not offer any alternative solutions.
Sincerely,
Mart Jalakas

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

EDWARD UDE
dist.ntfy.sewers
Westside sewer upgrade
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 11:43:30 AM

My wife and I have lived on Wilshire Drive West for over 25 years. A flood control
system was installed prior to the purchase of our home. Since that time we have
NEVER had a problem with water backing up into our house through our sewer
system.

While I understand the frustration that some of the people in the neighborhood have
with water problems, I do not feel that I should now be asked to pay $525 to over
$1,000 per year for the next 30 years for something that I don't need.

I would suggest that people who continue to have these problems install a flood
control system as this would still be less expensive than the cost over a 30 year
period. I have read that people say that with numerous flood control systems the
water would have no place to go. I know one thing. It will not go in your basement and
the water will recede as it always does.

My wife and I are both retired and this is an additional expense that we DO NOT
want.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

K Miller
dist.ntfy.sewers
West Wilmette Sewer Project
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 10:24:54 AM

Thank you for all the work in studying and communicating about this massive project. It does
sound necessary, and we support it.
However, is there any way this (and, perhaps even the rest of the sewer part of my water bill)
can be on my tax bill and not a fee? This is a significant expense for the homeowners and the
tax relief of a tax deductible expense rather than a consumer fee can go a long way toward
making it more affordable.
Thank you,
Kimberly and Tim Miller
401 Laurel Ave
Wilmette
847-251-3965

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

pacwjc@aol.com
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer Improvements
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 10:21:18 AM

TO WHOM IT MAY CONERN:
My name is Patricia Coyle and I live just west of Ridge Road. I am definitely OPPOSED to the storm
sewer improvements proposal. You may want to keep in mind with the additional taxes being thrown at
Wilmette residents by the Village, you are bound to experience an exodus from this community.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Renee Kalis
dist.ntfy.sewers
July 23 2016 / 419 Wilshire drive w
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 10:16:06 AM
ATT00001.txt

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Renee Kalis
dist.ntfy.sewers
7 23 2016 - 419 Wilshire drive w
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 10:14:37 AM
ATT00001.txt

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Renee Kalis
dist.ntfy.sewers
6 22 16 from 419 Wilshire drive w
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 10:12:29 AM
ATT00001.txt

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Renee Kalis
dist.ntfy.sewers
June 22. 2016 rain storm
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 10:11:24 AM
ATT00001.txt

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Renee Kalis
dist.ntfy.sewers
June 22.2916
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 10:10:09 AM
ATT00001.txt

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Renee Kalis
dist.ntfy.sewers
Flood water 419 Wilshire drive w
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 9:59:57 AM
ATT00001.txt

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dave Dieffenbacher
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer Project
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 9:47:13 AM

Cam –
Thank you for the newsletter, I always find it informative.
I have not read all the attached emails, and only briefly went through the deck, but has the
alternative of installing sump-pumps in the most affected houses been considered?
The Village could offer to pay the entire cost, or a significant portion of the installation cost. The
rationale would be that due to inferior village infrastructure, these houses were short-changed. You
would be open to objections from people who already paid for their own sump pumps (could
provide a rebate to these folks?), but this seems significantly more cost effective than spending
$77 mm.
Some quick web-surfing provided average reported cost to install a sump pump of $1,064, with a
high cost of $2,600.
High Cost Estimate Sump Pump Install Per Home              $2,600
Less: Resident 20% Co-Pay (Skin in the Game)                   -$520    
Tax Payer Cost Per Remediated Home                                   $2,080
Homes to Remediate                                                                     3,000                                    
Total Project Cost                                                                            $6.24 mm
Thanks again,
DCD

=======================================================
David C. Dieffenbacher, CFA
Principal & Portfolio Manager
Chicago Fundamental Investment Partners, LLC
One South Wacker Drive, Suite 3200
Chicago, IL 60606
(312) 416-4207
ddieffenbacher@cfipartners.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MICHAEL SILBERT
dist.ntfy.sewers
Cost of West Wilmette Sewer Project
Monday, October 17, 2016 9:44:53 PM

Coming on the heels of the New Trier addition and the just completed real estate tax
reassessment the additional cost of this project is too burdensome to undertake.
Michael Silbert
110 sixth street
Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Daniels
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Water Project
Monday, October 17, 2016 9:10:57 PM

Will the proposed enlarged capacity storm sewer west of Ridge create sufficient pressure on the sewer system east
of Ridge to cause backups at the drain points and flooding below Ridge?
John Daniels
1611 Wilmette Ave.

From:
To:
Date:

wms256@ameritech.net
dist.ntfy.sewers
Monday, October 17, 2016 7:38:34 PM

Sent from Windows Mail

From:
To:
Date:

wms256@ameritech.net
dist.ntfy.sewers
Monday, October 17, 2016 7:38:19 PM

Sent from Windows Mail

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

srakj1135@comcast.net
dist.ntfy.sewers
More pics from 419 Wilshire Drive W flood 2013
Monday, October 17, 2016 5:33:06 PM

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Davis
dist.ntfy.sewers
West side sewers
Monday, October 17, 2016 5:07:27 PM

I have lived in Wilmette for 43 years and for most of that time I have flooded. I have spent tens of thousands of
dollars trying to stop this problem.
It is time for the village to do something to stop this problem.
I have willingly paid my share while you helped fix the problem for other Wilmette residents and I feel it is time to
help west Wilmette.
Wilmette has a reputation for flooding and also for not trying to stop the problem, which holds down property
values.
It is time!
Thank you,
Lynn Davis
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bill Shapiro
dist.ntfy.sewers
West Wilmette improvements
Monday, October 17, 2016 3:54:19 PM

Dear Trustees,
I am a 48-year resident of west Wilmette who has lived through many
basement floods. During this period, my taxes have been used to fund the
major sewer improvements of east Wilmette.
It is now time for the village to recognize the needs of our area. Our
flooding problem will not go away and is, in fact, certain to get
worse due to climate change. Failure to address the problem now will
only make it more costly in the future. Therefore, I urge to adopt the
proposed Option 1 plan for enlargement of the west Wilmette storm sewers.
Sincerely,
William Shapiro
406 Wilshire Drive West

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amy Tyson
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1 storm sewer upgrade
Monday, October 17, 2016 3:45:58 PM

Greetings,
I am writing to voice my support of Option 1, the westside separate storm sewer upgrade. With each rainfall
the neighborhood holds its collective breath. Please help protect Westside communities, properties and property values.
-Amy Tyson
439 Wilshire Dr
Wilmette

-Amy M. Tyson, Ph.D.
Associate Professor
Department of History
DePaul University

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ronald M. Meyer
dist.ntfy.sewers
I am against the proposed sewer plan
Monday, October 17, 2016 11:09:21 AM

I have read the reports of the committee about sewer
rehabilitation west of Ridge Road. I am not able to attend
the hearing on October 20.
I oppose the plan because of the high cost per house
that might be helped. Under the proposal, it seems the
village will spend between $200,000 and $400,000 per
house that is helped. It would make more sense to spend
less money just fixing up each house. But I don't agree
that it is the village's responsibility to remediate poor
sitings of houses, or poorly built houses. When I bike
around the village, I often see houses sitting low on lots
that were not designed to discourage flooding.
A lot of flooding seems to occur in Kenilworth Gardens.
That region used to be the site of a natural pond, the
Frog Pond. The original developer saved money by not
adequately elevating houses. The lower initial cost of
those houses is reflected in their lower current property
taxes.
When I purchased my house in 1988, I bought contour
maps to check into the likelihood of flooding. It seems to
me that some of the owners did not check their lots that
carefully and now want the village at large to make up for
their not having researched the property before their
purchase.

Some houses subject to overland flooding sit too low on
the lot. Some have below-grade garage doors with no
surface flood-blocking berm built into the driveway. I
have seen one berm on the north side of the 700 block of
Chestnut.
When I attended the meetings, it seemed that just about
all the homeowners there beside me were outspoken
owners of properties that flood. I do not agree that a
majority of village residents really want to have their
sewer fees more than double for a project that will
benefit only a few hundred houses.
Thank you for considering my opinion.
Ron Meyer
610 8th Street
847.251.5458

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Rachelle Leech
dist.ntfy.sewers
jsheasgarner@gmail.com
Sewer flooding July 2016
Monday, October 17, 2016 9:54:33 AM

In response to the proposed work on sewers in Wilmette, please add my experience this past Summer.
Home owners: Grant & Rachelle Leech
Address: 245 Vista Drive, Wilmette, IL
On Sat July 23, 2016, following a torrential downpour over a few short hours, our basement began flooding. We
have a double sump pump with back-up battery. The power went out for about 2 hours, but our sump pump did
NOT stop as it switched over to batt power.
Our basement is fully completed and lined with deluxe carpeting. It has a TV room, guest bedroom, bathroom and
small gym room. The entire area was flooded so anything on the floor was damaged.
In the 7 years that we have lived in Wilmette, we have never flooded before, so we are not a low lying house. This
damage was entirely due to the sewer system not being able to drain away the rain water fast enough. Many other
homes is our street suffered the same damage, even though we are on higher ground than most other homes east of
us.
The cost to remove the water and dry the basement (done by SERVPRO) was over $5,000. The cost to repair the
damage to dry walls (replace all baseboards and re-paint) and replace carpeting was just over $10,000. The cost to
replace the damaged furniture was another $4,000.
Our insurance company - State Farm - accepted our claim and paid out a significant portion of the incurred costs
(after adjusting for 'depreciation' of carpeting and furniture). Our concern is that we understand that we stand to
possibly lose our State Farm cover should we have this happen again and need to make a 2nd claim.
We applaud the proposed sewer repair / replace project, and thank the Village for this well overdue initiative, which
will save many families from unexpected or unwarranted costs due to flooding.
Kind regards
Rachelle Leech
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

nmaa
dist.ntfy.sewers
storm system
Sunday, October 16, 2016 11:40:17 PM

I would be enthusiastically in favor of the project. It would seem to be reasonable to expect the State and/or Federal
Governments might have programs to cover (or match) some of the costs.   I would also like the Village to hire a
qualified engineering company to be available and provide in home flood control plans and advice for individual
home owners. The various companies cannot always be trusted to be fully objective.
Ned Schwartz
2305 Greenleaf
773-297-9115

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Remmert
dist.ntfy.sewers
77 Million sewer project
Sunday, October 16, 2016 4:50:59 PM

I can’t believe we are even discussing this. It is total nonsense. As a resident and taxpayer the amount of money
for this project is way too much for the limited benefit it would provide. Certainly this type of expenditure requires
a referendum.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joel Kurzman
dist.ntfy.sewers
Re: Input on storm water initiative - 2nd installment
Sunday, October 16, 2016 2:07:15 PM

Hello, below please find the 2nd installment of my feedback to the Village, also shared on the
Dry Out West Wilmette Facebook Page.
Posting from October 14
I’ve shared the view that both expensive grey and cheap green infrastructure improvements
are inescapable if we are to address the misalignment between development and infrastructure
in West Wilmette. But can we start with enforcing our current Village Code? And please know
I’m not picking on Kenilworth Gardens (KG). There is just more information to work with,
although I had to file FOIA requests to obtain it. And while reading this post, please recall
there is a separat...ed sewer system West of Ridge Road...and it is illegal to discharge storm
water into the sanitary sewer system.
In 1987, the Village identified 173 properties in KG that were potentially tied to the sanitary
sewer system illegally. Today, the Village has no information about the extent to which these
properties are now in compliance. Fast forward to 2013, the Village funded smoke and dye
testing of properties in KG and found 151 properties with varying levels of illegal
contributions to the sanitary system. Letters were sent to these homeowners in June 2014
about defects costing $100 or less to repair. As of December 2014, less than half these homes
had complied. In 2015, paid consultant engineers recommended sending a second letter and to
enforce Code. We do not know the current level of compliance.
Why can the Village so easily recommend homeowners spend $15,000 (or more) on overhead
sewers and flood control systems, while taking years to enforce Code about $100 solutions
with KG homeowners who are known contributors to the problem? (Any why do we need to
pay consultants for that rudimentary suggestion to follow up?) And why not enforce the more
expensive repairs as well? If you feel, as I do, the Village isn’t taking taking sewer issues
seriously enough, please attend the October 20 meeting at Village Hall. Please email your
views to sewers@wilmette.com.
But please know, even correcting every illegal connection will not replace the need for
expensive grey and cheap green infrastructure improvements. If anything, correcting illegal
connections to the sanitary system could add burden to the storm water system...making it
even more imperative that we modernize our storm water infrastructure. Because we’re
supposed to have a separated system, right? If you hear me in the community speaking about
stewardship, this is what I’m talking about.
Posting from October 16
So I’ve laid out why the Village must pursue an infrastructure project as part of a
comprehensive plan for addressing its storm water problems and why I think the $77 million
initiative is the most effective proposal that the current Board of Trustees has yet to produce.
So I should be a cheerleader for the plan, right? Not so fast. There is no comprehensive plan
and no enforcement of Code. And I also think the Board is lacking creativity in its proposed
financing of the ...project. Doubling residential sewer bills without a plan or Code

enforcement is going to elicit a very strong negative reaction on October 20. It's fair to wonder
if that's the design.
The Village should pursue a storm water utility to finance the project, following the lead of
Winnetka, Buffalo Grove, Des Plaines, Palatine, Rolling Meadows, Downers Grove, Park
Ridge, and countless other municipalities. Storm water utilities typically use formulas to
determine fees based on a parcel’s impermeable surface and contribution the sewer system.
When it comes to water, Wilmette charges people based on usage. Residents expect to pay
more if they use more water. Why can’t sewer fees be based on how much a property sends
storm water to the sewer system or sanitary matter to the sewer system?
Just doubling residential sewer fees, as the current Board is proposing, also lets some of the
biggest storm water and sanitary sewage contributors of the hook. A storm water utility could
potentially assess businesses, schools, and Park District buildings in addition to residents.
Spreading out the burden, fees tied to use. All governmental bodies need to be working
together and invested in solutions. When you hear me speaking in the community about
stewardship, that’s what I’m talking about.

On Tue, Oct 11, 2016 at 9:56 AM, Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com> wrote:
Mr. Kurzman,

Thank you for providing your feedback. We will share your comments with the Village Board for
their consideration. If you have any other questions or comments please feel free to contact me.

John Prejzner
Assistant to the Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
(847) 853-7502

From: Joel Kurzman [mailto:joelkurzman@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 11, 2016 8:36 AM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Subject: Input on storm water initiative - 1st installment

Dear Village of Wilmette:

Below are three recent postings from the Dry Out West Wilmette Facebook Page with
perspective on the $77 million storm water initiative. I will share subsequent postings as
well. I hope you will find them informative. As you know, I have advocated for the Village
to address its sewer problems for nearly a decade, but only using Facebook since about
2013. If you are not familiar with DOWW, below is a description.

Dry Out West Wilmette is a campaign dedicated to addressing long-standing sanitary and
storm water issues in Wilmette, providing information to residents and establishing a new
and higher level of accountability for the Village.  The campaign does not just seek the
support of households directly impacted by flooding or back-ups, but all residents who care
about their neighborhoods and neighbors. Whether it's property values, insurance rates,
passable streets, or structurally sound Village assets, Dry Out West Wilmette believes all
residents are impacted by sanitary and storm water issues.

Posting from October 6
Below please see the recently published Village Communicator with a lead story about the
storm water proposal. For some residents, this could be their first exposure to the scope of
the challenges facing West Wilmette and the significant cost of addressing them. I am happy
for these people, because it may mean they have not been continuously ravaged by overland
flooding and sewer back-up. They also haven’t beaten their heads against the wall with the
Village for decades as the problem got worse. I wouldn’t wish that upon anyone.
How did the problem get worse? To answer, I must disagree with how the problem is framed
in the Village Communicator. True, the separated system was designed and constructed in
the 1950’s, but it probably did handle small and moderate rain events at that time. However,
it was neither designed nor constructed for the development that has ensued. Regardless of
how one thinks about the specific proposal currently under consideration, it is plain to see
that development has outpaced our 1950’s infrastructure. We are now paying a price for this
fundamental misalignment. If and when you hear me speaking in the community about
stewardship, this is what I’m talking about.
http://www.wilmette.com/…/Oct-2016-Jan-2017-Communicator-Fi…

Posting from October 7
In my previous post, I framed the storm water problem as a misalignment between the
development and infrastructure of West Wilmette. So is the $77 million proposal under
consideration going to solve the problem? The short answer is: not by itself. In fact, besides

the cost, the main criticism about the proposal is that it doesn’t go far enough. How will the
community and Board of Trustees wrestle with that? It costs too much, but it doesn’t help
enough. Go figure.
In working with engineers to develop solutions, the Village’s goal was to create 10-year
storm protection for all residents. A modest goal, unlike the 100-year protection aspiration
of Winnetka. There are some West Wilmette neighborhoods that have just 2-year storm
protection currently. It’s hard to imagine investing huge money and to still have flooding
concerns during 100-year rain events such as in July. But that would be true of the current
proposal. That’s how misaligned we are. That said, this proposal will absolutely help avoid
flooding and sewer back-ups during small and medium rain events.
My view is, any infrastructure project must be part of a comprehensive plan. Below please
see the Village’s Stormwater Management Plan and compare it to Winnetka’s Master Plan
(both links below). Besides being less than comprehensive, Wilmette’s plan has no
accountability, no transparency, no metrics, no updating, no creativity, and almost no
meaningful community engagement. However, these documents do reflect the wide-ranging
solutions needed to address complex storm water flooding and sewer issues. Without a
comprehensive approach, any investment in Wilmette will gradually become less effective if
we don’t pursue other solutions as well.
http://www.wilmette.com/…/Comprehensive_Stormwater_Manageme…
http://www.villageofwinnetka.org/…/Winnetka-Stomwater-Maste…

Posting from October 11
So if the Village lacks a substantive master plan to address storm water issues, should we
even spend money on infrastructure improvements? Yes. Even if we implemented all of my
green recommendations (Things I Would Do posting series from 2015), we would only
make a modest dent in the issue. There is no escaping the reality that our pipes cannot
convey water or sewage at a sufficient rate. Even a new asset like West Park does not fill to
capacity because we can’t get the sewage to it.
So why this $77 million plan over the other ideas offered by the consulting engineering
firm? If you are new to the issue and need a primer on the plans that were offered, and why
the current proposal made the most sense, I refer you to the Sewers of Wilmette blog and the
most recent Village study (links below). In short, making Community Playfield into a lake
was highly unpopular for obvious reasons and the local storage idea didn’t get all
neighborhoods to 10-year flood protection. They weren’t cheap plans either. Yes, the most
effective plan was also the most expensive.
http://sewersofwilmette.com/wilmette-storm-sewers/
http://www.wilmette.com/…/Report_January_2015_Final_w_attac…
Most of my green recommendations continue to be valid as additional measures in a
comprehensive plan. However, studies from both Winnetka and Wilmette show minimal
impact for even the most robust green initiatives (link below). There is no realistic way to

garden and rain barrel our way out of the severe misalignment of development and
infrastructure. Any comprehensive plan for Wilmette needs both expensive grey and cheap
green solutions. Again, when you hear me speaking in the community about stewardship,
that’s what I’m talking about.
http://sewersofwilmette.com/…/Report_January_2015_GoGreen.p…
-JOEL KURZMAN
http://www.linkedin.com/in/joelkurzman
joelkurzman@gmail.com
224.475.6630

-JOEL KURZMAN
http://www.linkedin.com/in/joelkurzman
joelkurzman@gmail.com
224.475.6630

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

alpesh patel
dist.ntfy.sewers
Wilmette Feedback - Stormwater Plan and October 20th Meeting
Friday, October 14, 2016 6:24:06 PM

I am writing to inform you of our support of the proposed stormwater plan for Wilmette
but feel strongly it must also be supported by a more immediate, shorter-term solution of
a a storm water basin located under Thornwood Park similar to the West Park basin.
   The Princeton Place basin section of West Wilmette has not received the upgrades it
needs vs. many other areas. The proposed plan phases this work towards the end of the
project and it comes far too late in light of the safety concerns and history of flooding that
the Princeton Place basin has seen over the past few years.
The street flooding over the past few years has been a regular occurrence for Princeton
Place basin residents. Cars have been stranded in the streets and fire vehicles and police
cars are not able to respond to calls for assistance. Children cannot catch their school bus
... we have even seen a school bus that became stranded a few years ago with the high
flood waters. My kids struggle to sleep when it starts storming hard as they worry about
the street flooding and their parent not being able to get home from work and not being
able to get into the driveway. Many in the Princeton Place basin have urged the Village to
immediately implement a short term solution. Consultants hired by the Village to propose
stormwater solutions actually included a plan for a storm water basin to be located under
Thorwood Park similar to the West Park basin. But the Village did not move fast enough
on this plan that could have addressed these major safety concerns and street flooding
over the last few years. The "100 year flood" numbers were largely inaccurate as the past
few years have shown.
The proposed stormwater plan fails to adequately address the pressing issues of
the residents living in the Princeton Place basin area of Wilmette. The proposed
stormwater plan, along with the Thornwood Park basin, is a solution that works and
makes sense. The added cost of the Thornwood Park basin is actually extremely modest
as the proposed solution already requires the stormwater pipes to be made be expanded.
Importantly, it provides a more comprehensive solution for the larger Wilmette footprint
and where problems are most acute.
Thank you for your support.
Best,
Alpesh Patel and Dr. Kruti Acharya
2115 Beechwood Ave
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

amy
dist.ntfy.sewers
Not in favor of Sewer Project
Friday, October 14, 2016 4:14:59 PM

Dear Village of Wilmette,
I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed $77 Million Storm Water Project. I live west of Ridge Road
in the proposed area that would benefit from this project, and yet, I do not think this is a good use of money for so
few residents. Also, since this option does not seem to solve the overall problem, as you state on your website “Low
lying areas, however, would still be prone the occasional flooding,” I think this is just a band-aid and not a solution.
In my opinion, more effective options should be explored.
Thank you for taking my opinion into consideration,
Amy Wolfe

From:
To:
Date:

Murtaugh
dist.ntfy.sewers
Friday, October 14, 2016 1:51:40 PM

We aee very opposed to the tax payers of Wilmette being taxed with a $600 per family sewer fee.
This is really too much.
The Murtaugh Family
722 Park Ave

Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Rebarchak
dist.ntfy.sewers
I say no!
Friday, October 14, 2016 12:42:51 PM

Why do you have to tax us to death with a plan that is too costly. We got by for the last 50 yrs. Why does
government have to protect us from the fear of the"big storm"? Why not offer low interest loans to help the few
people who need it. Use some of that transfer tax money for some good not put it into the general fund!
Sent from my iPhone
Tom Rebarchak

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeanette McDonough
dist.ntfy.sewers
$77M proposed Sewer project
Friday, October 14, 2016 12:41:32 PM

I live in West Wilmette and got a basement full of water in 2013. I have spent much time and
money to fix my problem and make sure I am not creating one for my neighbors. I don't want
to pay to fix the problem for those neighbors who haven't addressed the problem on an
individual basis. This is not a good use of tax dollars.
Jeanette McDonough
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE Droid

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ronnie h
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer
Friday, October 14, 2016 12:33:24 PM

After the high cist of rebuilding New Trier, this is out of hand!
Sent on a Sprint Samsung Galaxy S® 5

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Jud Ely
dist.ntfy.sewers
CeCe Ely
Storm Water Project
Friday, October 14, 2016 12:29:22 PM

This is Jud Ely and I live at 910 Seneca Road, Wilmette. The basement of our house flooded four
times within seven years due to sewer back-up. These floods cost thousands of $’s to remediate and
we lost some very valuable memories/keepsakes on the first one. These traumatic flood events
caused a tremendous amount of emotional stress and distress for myself and my family.
We invested $10K+ in the Park’s backflow system and we no longer seem to have this problem. We
cannot bring back the $’s or the irreplaceable keepsakes that we have lost, but we can prevent this
from happening to other houses in the area that are still experiencing the same problem (evident by
the continuing piles of basement carpeting/other furniture on the curb after one of those 100 year
storms that we have had 5 to 6 of in the last 10 years).
It is amazing to me and in my opinion, a massive oversight, that it took the Village of Wilmette this
long to acknowledge this chronic sewer problem --- it is way, way long overdue! We are strong
supporters of any improvements to fix a sewer system that is clearly inadequate in our day and age.
Sincerely, Judson and CeCe Ely

Jud Ely – Chief Financial Officer
POSRG 1059 N. Old Rand Road, Wauconda, IL 60084
Phone: 847.526.9650 ext 303 | Toll Free: 866.462.1005 | Mobile: 847.815.4367 | Fax:
847.526.9651

http://www.posrg.com/images/email-signature/posrg_sig_01.jpg

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

mcbraun@gmail.com
dist.ntfy.sewers
$77 million sewer project
Friday, October 14, 2016 12:28:11 PM

I respect what the village is trying to do to avoid flooding. However, I have spent over $20,000 personally to install
overhead sewers when I got 11 inches of sludge in my basement a couple years ago.
I spent another $10,000 on cleanup, replacement of appliances, etc. Things are now under control for me with water
in my basement but it was very expensive.
Our taxes are going to be reassessed & it's looking like the increase will be substantial and for this reason, I strongly
object to paying an additional $600 annually for sewers on my water bill.
I am a senior citizen on a fixed income--this is way too much!!
Millie Braun
mcbraun@gmail.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bill Muno
dist.ntfy.sewers
Comments on the Proposed Project
Friday, October 14, 2016 12:20:49 PM

1 - The cost/benefit on this project seems questionable. Not that many homes will benefit.
The cost per affected home is very high.
2 - Any project should be funded from property tax not the sewer fee. The sewer fee should
be for O&M not system improvements.
William Muno, P.E.
2319 Schiller Ave.
Wilmette, Illinois. 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rhode, Christine M.
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer project
Friday, October 14, 2016 12:15:14 PM

I sure wish you had done this after bad storm in 2013, when I had major sewer backup. I then put in
backflow system. Many of my neighbors did the same. Having spent the money on that I am
reluctant to pay again. An expense of this magnitude should be submitted to referendum, just like
the Gillison Park plan. The fact that that referendum failed should not deter you from doing the
democratic thing and asking people to vote on it.
Christine M. Rhode
West Wilmete resident

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: This e-mail is intended only for the use of the individual or
entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this e-mail message is not the
intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivery of the message to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of
this communication is prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify us
immediately by telephone at (312) 609-5038 and also indicate the sender's name. Thank you.
Vedder Price P.C. is affiliated with Vedder Price LLP, which operates in England and Wales
and with Vedder Price (CA), LLP which operates in California.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tony Antolini
dist.ntfy.sewers
I"m in support of the plan
Friday, October 14, 2016 12:08:13 PM

My street Beechwood is dangerous even with moderate downfall in the center of the block.
We are lucky on our end so far but I worry about home values, damage and safety with our
inadequate drainage.
Thank you
Tony Antolini
--

Tony Antolini
Americas Director, Corporate & Industry

The Economist
500 North Michigan Avenue, Suite 1925
Chicago, IL 60611
(312) 704-0445 Phone
(917) 705-8252 Mobile
tonyantolini@economist.com
http://www.economist.com

This e-mail may contain confidential material. If you are not an intended recipient, please notify the sender and delete all
copies. It may also contain personal views which are not the views of The Economist Group. We may monitor e-mail to and
from our network.
Sent by a member of The Economist Group. The Group's parent company is The Economist Newspaper Limited, registered in
England with company number 236383 and registered office at 25 St James's Street, London, SW1A 1HG. For Group company
registration details go to http://legal.economistgroup.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Seth Martin
dist.ntfy.sewers
Not in Favor
Friday, October 14, 2016 12:06:49 PM

I am a resident of east Wilmette so my opinion is clearly biased (even though our block has water
issues as well) but based on Jacoby's article in the paper and the costs associated with this project
($600+ per year) I think it is way too much money. We would be better off paying for some
storm water mitigation at the very few houses most effected rather than a $77MM project. No
matter what this should go to a referendum.
Kind regards
Seth Martin
915 Elmwood Ave
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jerry Pearlman
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Water Project
Friday, October 14, 2016 11:51:14 AM

As a long-time residents of Wilmette (living at 21 Linden since 1972) we have been supportive of
virtually every initiative to improve the Village. We are supportive of the proposed storm water
project. We do, however, strongly object to the proposed means of funding the project. Sewer fees
are already incorrectly charging water users for water that does not ever enter the sewer system.
Irrigation and pool-evaporation refilling water never enter the sewer system. We estimate that our
sewer charge for this water is well over $1,000 per year (perhaps as much as $2,000). Our water bill
for the last 12 months was just over $3,000.
Your proposed funding would more than double the sewer charge on the water bill thereby adding
over $2,000 to our bill. We recommend that you CAP THE AMOUNT OF INCREASE ON ANY WATER
BILL TO $625 or add a flat rate increase to all residents.
Barbara and Jerry Pearlman
21 Linden Avenue

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

cattiva162000@yahoo.com
dist.ntfy.sewers
Fw: Wilmette Resident
Friday, October 14, 2016 11:18:27 AM

Hello,
My house is located on 550 Leamington Avenue and a sewage drain is in front of it.
We have flooded so many time we lost count.The Village of Wilmette has never
responded to any of our complains about the kind of predicament we find ourselves in
every time it rains. My guess is that you have decided to do something about the
flooding problem in Wilmette now that wealthier residents have started to complain.
Hopefully, their complains will not fall on deaf ears like mine have so many times
before.
IT’S ABOUT TIME THE VILLAGE OF WILMETTE TAKES ACTION ON SUCH A
SERIOUS PROBLEM!!!!!
Mary Diaz
Frustrated Wilmette Resident

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ben Tolsky
dist.ntfy.sewers
Questions about new sewer proposal
Friday, October 14, 2016 11:00:10 AM

I'm not opposed to this new sewer project, I strongly believe that we need to maintain and
improve our infrastructure, but this is a very expensive project and I want to understand what
exactly it is.
First of all, if we are looking at a $625 increase in our water bills, for how long would this be
for? Is this for the 5 years that the project will take, or will this be a permanent increase?
Second of all, how does this relate to or work along side the recent West Park Project. I was
of the understanding that that project was done to deal with storm water. I understand that that
project only dealt with the area west of Romona and this new project deals with west of
Ridge. Does this project only support the area between Ridge and Romona, or will this
provide additional improvements to Western Wilmette as well?
I would assume that constructing sewers lines requires streets to get torn apart, and something
of this scale would probably create a construction disaster accross Wilmette for the next 5
years. I'm not opposed to do this if it has to happen, but what streets will this affect. Will
sewers only be built along major streets like Lake, Wilmette, and Glenview, or will it also take
place on neighborhood streets.
I was actually out of town when the major storm hit in July, but I did watch my street flood
during some of the other big storms we had this summer. I can tell you that as soon as the
storm slowed down the flooding immediately subsided, but at its worst, water did rise above
the curbs and start flooding a little bit onto the sidewalks and lawns. If you like, I can provide
pictures of the flooding on Lamon and Nina from August 18th if that would help.
Thank you
Ben Tolsky
339 Lamon Ave

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Crane, Ruth
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm water project
Friday, October 14, 2016 9:33:39 AM

To whom it may concern:
Our family is very much opposed to the costly storm sewer project. Every year Wilmette residents
are subjected to higher taxes and increased fees. This project is too expensive for the projected
benefit.
James and Ruth Schmit, 1319 Wilmette Ave., Wilmette.

*********************EMAIL DISCLAIMER*********************
This email and any files transmitted with it may be confidential and are
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are
addressed. If you are not the intended recipient or the individual
responsible for delivering the e-mail to the intended recipient, any
disclosure, copying, distribution or any action taken or omitted to be
taken in reliance on it, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
e-mail in error, please delete it and notify the sender or contact Health
Information Management 312.413.4947.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Greg Proteau
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Water Project Comments
Thursday, October 13, 2016 6:56:36 PM

Dear Village Board - This is in response to your request for comments on the proposed $77
million storm water project. Our primary thoughts are these:
- The focus of the village's efforts in the past several years has been west of Ridge Road. We
are sympathetic to the impact of flooding on that side of town, but the flooding east of Ridge
Road, and east of the Metra train tracks is not resolved. See the attached photos showing the
effects in front of our home (108 9th St.) of the April 2013 flooding. This is not confined to
our corner (9th & Isabella), but typically extends south across Isabella, north on 9th, the
adjacent alleys and Poplar. Many other streets flood in this corner of town as well. Typically,
any rain event of 2-inches or more (depending on the length and intensity of the rainstorm)
will cause 9th street to flood between the berms and force water into basements that have
not added sewer backup or other protections.
- An earlier village stormwater plan included increasing the size of the sewer under 9th St.
to, we assume, feed into larger sewer mains to Greenleaf and deep tunnel. Apparently, this
action has been postponed or eliminated. Whether this would solve or minimize our flooding
issues is unknown.
- We have suggested to village planners in the past that they consider coordinating
stormwater relief with the City of Evanston on this side of town and near the border.
Generally when our streets are under water the Evanston streets just south of Wilmette are
not. Perhaps there is a way to tie into their system that would provide relief.
- When the street floods here and basements backup, our flooding can range from some
“moppable” puddles to water as deep as 5- or 6-inches and requiring pump out. When we
made some renovations last year, we added a sump pit and sealed remaining basement
drains, essentially going to an overhead sewer system. This has worked relatively well thus
far, though we still get some basement water. To make this change, the cost was about
$8,000 – if it hadn’t been part of the overall project, it easily could have cost twice as much.
- With us it was a personal decision to remedy the sewer backups after living with a
regularly flooded basement for 28-years. Other homeowners have the same option. For those
considering living in Wilmette (or across the North Shore), they should know basements flood
here and accept it, and should be warned by sellers and realtors that they will need to deal
with floods via regular cleanup or significant investment in protection.
- For all village homeowners to fund flooding fixes on the west side of town through
increased sewer fees seems unfair. If Board members still wish to proceed with this project,
a bond issue should be considered to at least allow funding through real estate taxes that can
be applied to federal tax bills. And if the west siders are offered action, the same should be
extended to east siders as well as all village homeowners.
Thank you for considering our views.
Greg & Deidre Proteau

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beitel Greg
dist.ntfy.sewers
$77 million too much for flood control
Thursday, October 13, 2016 11:05:00 AM

Hi:
We live at 1014 Pontiac Rd., Wilmette and my wife and I have reviewed the possible $77 million flood control
project. While we sympathize with the West Wilmette residents, these were existing problems when the current
owners of the properties bought their houses, and consequently the village should not feel obligated to go to
extraordinary costs to fix the problem. The rest of the village should not have to pay huge amounts to fix problems
with these houses. We have now lived in two houses in Wilmette, and both houses had some flooding in the large
storms we’ve had over the last 10 years. I spent $10,000 - $15,000 on each house putting in flood control measures,
including power backup systems. After that, even when there was three feet of water in the street, my houses were
dry. I did not receive any help from the rest of Wilmette in paying for these projects, so I don’t think we have an
obligation to pay what would be much more than that to fix other peoples houses. If Wilmette does proceed with the
possible $77 million plan, I would like to submit a bill to the city to be reimbursed for my flood control measures.
If Wilmette wants to stretch out the project into a 100 yr project and tackle the proposed plan year by year, we
would be willing to pay maybe $50/year. But $600 year is just unreasonable, and considering the proposed plan
would not even completely solve flooding problems, definitely not worth it.
Greg and Annette Beitel
104 Pontiac Rd., Wilmette

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Michael St. Peter
dist.ntfy.sewers
"Tracy"; michaelstpeter@hotmail.com
Statement of Support for Proposed Stormwater Proposal for West Wilmette
Wednesday, October 12, 2016 3:26:17 PM

Dear Village Board of Trustees,
I am writing about the proposed storm water solutions for the Princeton Place basin area of
West Wilmette (between Ridge Road and Romona Road). My wife, Tracy, and I and our two
young children have lived in Wilmette for over 4 years and we have seen the safety issues and
property damage caused by the lack of capacity of the storm water system in our area. Our
street has flooded almost to our front door on multiple occasions, and Village emergencies
crews cannot reach our house during even modest rain events. Also, we have repeatedly
assisted stranded people whose vehicles have stalled in the floodwaters on our street, and we
have witnessed the major property damage that occurs on our street during nearly every heavy
rain event.   
Therefore, we strongly support the “short term” solution proposed by the Village’s consultants
of creating a basin under Thornwood Park. We urge the Village to undertake this project as
soon as possible.
As for the longer-term solutions proposed by the consultants, we strongly support the “Option
1” $77 million upgrade of the storm water system in our area.
We feel fortunate to live in a wonderful community like Wilmette, and I have been privileged
to serve on the Wilmette Historical Preservation Commission for the last 3 years. However,
we need a solution to this very urgent problem in our community. Thank you for your
consideration and attention to this important matter.
Michael St. Peter and Tracy Arbuckle
2125 Beechwood Avenue
Michael St. Peter
office: 312-476-7508
mobile: 312-519-2660
e-mail: mstpeter@lplegal.com
website | linkedin | youtube

LEVENFELD PEARLSTEIN, LLC
2 N. LaSalle St. Suite 1300
Chicago, Illinois 60602

Named to The National Law Journal’’s
“Midsize Hot List” – 2015
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Frenzer, Tim
dist.ntfy.sewers
Braiman, Michael
FW: sewer project
Wednesday, October 12, 2016 9:41:37 AM

Resident comment on Communicator article.
Timothy J. Frenzer
Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
1200 Wilmette Ave.
Wilmette, IL 60091
Tel. (847) 853-7501
Fax (847) 853-7700
E-Mail: FrenzerT@wilmette.com
  
This message is intended only for the use of the person or entity to whom it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If
the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for
delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

From: Larry Craig [mailto:lacraig1@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, October 11, 2016 3:46 PM
To: Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>
Subject: sewer project

Tim Frenzer, Village Manager
Greetings!
I read the article about the storm water project in The Communicator. I saw the part about hiring
a consultant to tell us what needs to be done, but I didn’t see the part where the village sought
proposals from a number of different companies to do the work.
This project will cost a lot of money. I get that. But when a project is very large, I am sure
different companies will have very different estimates on what it will cost for the various parts of
this project. No, the cheapest bid is not always the best bid, but I am not seeing here any great
effort on your part to see that this money will be spent as wisely as possible.
I can’t say either that I have felt the need for such a project in the first place. The only times my
street has flooded is when the street cleaners have been unable to clean the drains often enough
because of all the cars that park by my house.
It makes me wonder if this project is trying to do more than necessary. As The Problem is stated
in The Communicator, it gives the impression that because the storm sewer system was designed
in the 50s, that alone should tell us that it must be inadequate for today. Engineers today are so
much smarter than those who lived back then. Engineers in the 50s didn’t know how to calculate
water flow back then.

Why are they now too small, after almost 70 years of use? I know that there are a lot more
buildings now than there were in the 50s, but we have been here since the 70s, and I don’t see the
problem. I don’t think the conversion of a lot of double lots to single lots would have made that
much of a difference.
So I approach this project with a bit of skepticism, for the cost and the size of the project and for
the Board to make the right decisions about the project.
Thank you.
Larry Craig
1938 Schiller Ave
Wilmette IL 60091
847-251-1324

Please visit my blog at poligion1.blogspot.com for articles I have written on politics,
culture, and public life. I have also started posting youtube videos of these same
articles.
I also have a site called theimportanceofhealing.blogspot.com that talks about healing
and tells a little about my book of the same name. And a site called
LarrysBibleStudies.blogspot.com with all my other articles on the Bible.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert
dist.ntfy.sewers
re: flooding
Tuesday, October 11, 2016 4:55:47 PM

Hello, Wanted to be sure you know that we have flooded three times since
we moved here in 2014.
1st in Summer 2014 [6-8"] and twice this year in the Summer [4-6"] and
[1--2"]. I have moved the
downspouts away from the house, installed rain barrels and planted some
35 trees and bushes [all in
2014] to try to help to no avail. my back yard floods as well. The flooding
is sewage during heavy
rains from the bathroom shower drain and laundry room floor drain. I can't
tell you how frustrating
and heartbreaking it is to experience this not once, not twice, but three
times in two short years
of living here. Please Help!
Robert Wallace
2910 Wilmette
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brett Murphy
dist.ntfy.sewers
Beechwood Avenue
Tuesday, October 11, 2016 12:07:39 PM

As a resident of Beechwood Avenue, I would like to give my strong support to the proposed $77
million storm water project. Recently, a firetruck was unable to get down our street during a rain
event, it is the Village’s responsibility to ensure the safety of its residents. I shudder to think what
would happen if one of my children needed emergency care and a flooded street prevented a fire
truck or ambulance from reaching them.
I truly believe the Village would be negligent if they don’t make improvements when they are
aware of the safety concerns posed by regular flooding of my street.
The Village has been diligent and done a comprehensive thorough study and now is the time to
act.
Thank you for your consideration.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Landwer
dist.ntfy.sewers
Mark Landwer
Support Storm Water Solution - Wilmette
Tuesday, October 11, 2016 9:26:49 AM

Hello - My husband Mark Landwer and I support the storm water solution for Wilmette for all of the reasons
below:

a.     This is now a safety issue – school buses, police, fire and ambulance vehicles cannot get down our streets and
we have video of this. We are fortunate not to have had an emergency situation to date that was compromised due
to impassable streets, but it is likely to occur at some point if we don’t fix this issue.
b.    We are becoming known as a suburb that floods - that hurts property values across the board in Wilmette.
c.     We have had 8 yrs of study and this is the solution recommended through a very comprehensive process. It is
time to act.
d.    It is very clear something needs to be done as we cannot continue to have impassable streets and flooded
basements every time a yellow/red cell passes through Wilmette. Again, this is the solution proposed by
independent consultants.
e.     Residents have spent tens of thousands of their own money to upgrade/install overhead sewers, drain tiles,
sump pumps, etc. - we still have issues and the inadequate stormwater system is the cause.
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Susan & Mark Landwer
2210 Beechwood Avenue

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Parker, David T
dist.ntfy.sewers
Wilmette
Tuesday, October 11, 2016 8:41:42 AM

The sewers need improvement and so do our roads. No one wants to pay more in taxes but keeping
the essential services up to date is necessary. I vote yes for roads and sewers.
Kenilworth Ave between Thornwood park and Locus is a joke and I don’t even drive on Lake avenue
in the right lane heading west as you will hit pot holes with your right tires.
Best,
Dave Parker
2018 Greenwood Avenue
David Parker
The RDP Group
Vice President
Financial Advisor
NMLS # 1262274
Morgan Stanley Wealth Management      
                                                
227 West Monroe St. Suite 3400 | Chicago, IL 60606                                                                        
Phone-312-648-3321 I Fax- 312-648-3344                                                                        
david.t.parker@morganstanley.com
Please feel free to visit our team website @ http://www.morganstanleyfa.com/rdpgroup

Connect with me on LinkedIn: http://www.linkedin.com/david-parker

The information contained herein was prepared by the undersigned for informational purposes only and
does not represent an official statement of your account at the Firm. Please refer to your monthly
statements for a complete record of your transactions, holdings and balances

NOTICE: Morgan Stanley is not acting as a municipal advisor and the opinions or views contained herein are not intended to be, and do
not constitute, advice within the meaning of Section 975 of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act. If you have
received this communication in error, please destroy all electronic and paper copies and notify the sender immediately. Mistransmission
is not intended to waive confidentiality or privilege. Morgan Stanley reserves the right, to the extent permitted under applicable law, to
monitor electronic communications. This message is subject to terms available at the following link:
http://www.morganstanley.com/disclaimers If you cannot access these links, please notify us by reply message and we will send the
contents to you. By communicating with Morgan Stanley you consent to the foregoing and to the voice recording of conversations with
personnel of Morgan Stanley.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joel Kurzman
dist.ntfy.sewers
Input on storm water initiative - 1st installment
Tuesday, October 11, 2016 8:36:07 AM

Dear Village of Wilmette:
Below are three recent postings from the Dry Out West Wilmette Facebook Page with
perspective on the $77 million storm water initiative. I will share subsequent postings as
well. I hope you will find them informative. As you know, I have advocated for the Village
to address its sewer problems for nearly a decade, but only using Facebook since about 2013.
If you are not familiar with DOWW, below is a description.
Dry Out West Wilmette is a campaign dedicated to addressing long-standing sanitary and
storm water issues in Wilmette, providing information to residents and establishing a new and
higher level of accountability for the Village.  The campaign does not just seek the support of
households directly impacted by flooding or back-ups, but all residents who care about their
neighborhoods and neighbors. Whether it's property values, insurance rates, passable streets,
or structurally sound Village assets, Dry Out West Wilmette believes all residents are
impacted by sanitary and storm water issues.

Posting from October 6
Below please see the recently published Village Communicator with a lead story about the
storm water proposal. For some residents, this could be their first exposure to the scope of the
challenges facing West Wilmette and the significant cost of addressing them. I am happy for
these people, because it may mean they have not been continuously ravaged by overland
flooding and sewer back-up. They also haven’t beaten their heads against the wall with the
Village for decades as the problem got worse. I wouldn’t wish that upon anyone.
How did the problem get worse? To answer, I must disagree with how the problem is framed
in the Village Communicator. True, the separated system was designed and constructed in the
1950’s, but it probably did handle small and moderate rain events at that time. However, it
was neither designed nor constructed for the development that has ensued. Regardless of how
one thinks about the specific proposal currently under consideration, it is plain to see that
development has outpaced our 1950’s infrastructure. We are now paying a price for this
fundamental misalignment. If and when you hear me speaking in the community about
stewardship, this is what I’m talking about.
http://www.wilmette.com/…/Oct-2016-Jan-2017-Communicator-Fi…

Posting from October 7
In my previous post, I framed the storm water problem as a misalignment between the
development and infrastructure of West Wilmette. So is the $77 million proposal under
consideration going to solve the problem? The short answer is: not by itself. In fact, besides
the cost, the main criticism about the proposal is that it doesn’t go far enough. How will the

community and Board of Trustees wrestle with that? It costs too much, but it doesn’t help
enough. Go figure.
In working with engineers to develop solutions, the Village’s goal was to create 10-year storm
protection for all residents. A modest goal, unlike the 100-year protection aspiration of
Winnetka. There are some West Wilmette neighborhoods that have just 2-year storm
protection currently. It’s hard to imagine investing huge money and to still have flooding
concerns during 100-year rain events such as in July. But that would be true of the current
proposal. That’s how misaligned we are. That said, this proposal will absolutely help avoid
flooding and sewer back-ups during small and medium rain events.
My view is, any infrastructure project must be part of a comprehensive plan. Below please see
the Village’s Stormwater Management Plan and compare it to Winnetka’s Master Plan (both
links below). Besides being less than comprehensive, Wilmette’s plan has no accountability,
no transparency, no metrics, no updating, no creativity, and almost no meaningful community
engagement. However, these documents do reflect the wide-ranging solutions needed to
address complex storm water flooding and sewer issues. Without a comprehensive approach,
any investment in Wilmette will gradually become less effective if we don’t pursue other
solutions as well.
http://www.wilmette.com/…/Comprehensive_Stormwater_Manageme…
http://www.villageofwinnetka.org/…/Winnetka-Stomwater-Maste…

Posting from October 11
So if the Village lacks a substantive master plan to address storm water issues, should we even
spend money on infrastructure improvements? Yes. Even if we implemented all of my green
recommendations (Things I Would Do posting series from 2015), we would only make a
modest dent in the issue. There is no escaping the reality that our pipes cannot convey water or
sewage at a sufficient rate. Even a new asset like West Park does not fill to capacity because
we can’t get the sewage to it.
So why this $77 million plan over the other ideas offered by the consulting engineering firm?
If you are new to the issue and need a primer on the plans that were offered, and why the
current proposal made the most sense, I refer you to the Sewers of Wilmette blog and the most
recent Village study (links below). In short, making Community Playfield into a lake was
highly unpopular for obvious reasons and the local storage idea didn’t get all neighborhoods to
10-year flood protection. They weren’t cheap plans either. Yes, the most effective plan was
also the most expensive.
http://sewersofwilmette.com/wilmette-storm-sewers/
http://www.wilmette.com/…/Report_January_2015_Final_w_attac…
Most of my green recommendations continue to be valid as additional measures in a
comprehensive plan. However, studies from both Winnetka and Wilmette show minimal
impact for even the most robust green initiatives (link below). There is no realistic way to
garden and rain barrel our way out of the severe misalignment of development and

infrastructure. Any comprehensive plan for Wilmette needs both expensive grey and cheap
green solutions. Again, when you hear me speaking in the community about stewardship,
that’s what I’m talking about.
http://sewersofwilmette.com/…/Report_January_2015_GoGreen.p…
-JOEL KURZMAN
http://www.linkedin.com/in/joelkurzman
joelkurzman@gmail.com
224.475.6630

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Matthew Huebsch
dist.ntfy.sewers
West Wilmette Stormwater Issue
Monday, October 10, 2016 5:36:23 PM

I am a resident on Beechwood Avenue and fully support the stormwater update
proposal. I have had stormwater backup in my basement on multiple occasions,
which has cost me a lot of money (both for repair and preventative measures). The
issues with the backup effect my entire street to the point it is impassable. The issues
are many and range from safety to damage to personal property to reduction in the
value of the houses on these streets. I believe the Village owes it to its residents to
provide adequate drainage. It has gotten to the point that we monitor storm systems
and do not sleep when heavy storms are predicted.
Best,
Matthew P. Huebsch | Partner
Chapman and Cutler LLP
111 West Monroe Street | Chicago, IL 60603
Direct: 312.845.3279
Fax: 312.516.1979
huebsch@chapman.com

Please consider the Environment before printing this email.
Chapman and Cutler LLP is an Illinois limited liability partnership that has elected to
be governed by the Illinois Uniform Partnership Act (1997).
NOTICE OF CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in this email
transmission is confidential information which may contain information that is legally
privileged and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. The information is
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity named above. If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or
taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this email transmission is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this email transmission in error, please notify us
immediately by telephone to arrange for the return of the original transmission to us.

This email has been scanned for email related threats and delivered safely by Mimecast.
For more information please visit http://www.mimecast.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wilkinson, Simon
dist.ntfy.sewers
Support for rainwater relief
Monday, October 10, 2016 2:44:34 PM

We need a long-term solution for the flooding that occurs in the Princeton Place basin. When we
experience sustained rainfall in Wilmette we anxiously monitor conditions on our street and in our
basement. We have experienced surprising flooding in our street on many occasions during our 5
years of residency. The streets are impassable for residents and municipal service vehicles. We see
kayaks cruising down the middle of the road and in the aftermath ruined basement carpets and
furniture pile up awaiting removal. After years of study we believe that the proposed solution
(option 1) should be acted upon now, for the good of residents and property values for the entire
village. It is a costly proposal but the scope and frequency of the flooding for the amount of rainfall
does not seem normal. The investment is about providing a basic service to a substantial portion of
the village’s population.

Thanks
Simon Wilkinson
Offer Development Manager
(312) 594-7187 (Office)
(312) 420-8701 (Cell)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wendy Crawford-Schultz
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater Plan
Monday, October 10, 2016 1:10:55 PM

I am in favor of the proposed stormwater plan as long as it includes the addition of a
stormwater basin at Thornwood Park. East Wilmette received upgrades first. The area west
of Romona received upgrades/relief with the construction of the West Park basin. The
Princeton Place basin section of Wilmette is the last area to receive an upgrade to the
stormwater system.
In the current proposal, the Princeton Place basin area is again the LAST area to receive an
upgrade and the timing is 10+ years away. In the interest of equitable treatment for all
residents, I strongly encourage the immediate approval of a Thornwood Park Basin for
stormwater relief for the Princeton Place basin area.
All residents of Wilmette are entitled to equal services. Currently, some residents living in the
Princeton Place basin area do not have access to emergency response during rain events.
Police cars and Fire trucks cannot drive through flooded streets to assist residents. Residents
need access to emergency response during a rain event that can easily create an emergency
situation such as fire from a lightning strike, electrocution from entering a flooded basement,
a natural gas leak or a personal emergency such as a heart attack from over exertion.
Wendy Schultz
2130 Beechwood Avenue

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Geier, Andrew M.
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater Improvement Project
Monday, October 10, 2016 9:49:31 AM

Dear Sir or Madam,
We are residents at 2034 Beechwood Avenue and are writing to express our support for the
stormwater improvement project the Village is considering. We have lived on Beechwood Avenue
for 10 years. In recent years, any time there is a substantial rainfall, the streets flood and we, and
many of our neighbors, experience basement flooding. It is time to make these needed
improvements to our sewer system. Failure to do so will result in more property damage and
heartache for us and our fellow residents, as well as diminished property values.
Thanks for your time and your work for the Village.
Kind regards,
Andrew & Shannon Geier
2034 Beechwood Avenue, Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karendexter
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm water project Wilmette
Sunday, October 9, 2016 5:33:55 PM

I think the storm water project as outlined in The Communicator as a solution to flooding will enhance the
reputation of our community and value of homes for all.
Thanks for asking and listening
Karen and Fred Rolison
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

JEANETTE GRIDLEY
dist.ntfy.sewers
$77 million
Friday, October 7, 2016 6:14:07 PM

1. Way too much money
2. Who knows how much it will actually help
3. Didn't we just put in a huge retention area by the paddle courts
4. The vocal minority who live in low lying areas as designated by army corps of
engineers bought land in a low area and should know they are prone to flooding so if
the basement floods they were aware of their low area
5. The cost starts at 77 and could easily double
6. Can wilmette cut their taxes instead of spending more?
7. Get some rain barrels and families need to plan better
8. This plan I can bet a million dollars will go over budget and the claims that one
engineer says are inflated.

please consider being fiscally conservative. This is more money than we can fathom,
and we all know once you open up the streets and pipes 20 new problems will arise..

john gridley
429 pinecrest

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leslie Nathan
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer Fee
Friday, October 7, 2016 5:34:55 PM

Will the doubled+ sewer fee be for the five year construction period only or permanently? The articles did not spell
this out.
Thank you
Sent from my iPhone LES

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ANDRIA CANEL
dist.ntfy.sewers
Proposed Reduction in Flooding
Friday, October 7, 2016 3:09:58 PM

I read the Proposed Reductions in Flooding Depths for the $77 million Storm Water
Improvement Project. Would you be able to tell me why the 2100 blocks of Schiller,
Birchwood and Washington were not included in the study. Since the sewer project
on Hunter was completed, the flooding has increased in intensity. Now when there is
a heavy rain the streets have significantly more water and water is backing up my
drive-way. During one rain storm this summer it came fairly close to my front door.
Previously this had never happened. This is a problem around the 2120s of the
blocks that I listed.
What actions under the proposed plan will help remediate the problem and how will
the flood depth on these blocks change as a result of the proposed actions?
Best regards,
Andria Canel
2124 Birchwood
Wilmette IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tim VanDeVelde
dist.ntfy.sewers
Fwd: Kenilworth Ave, west of Ridge
Friday, October 7, 2016 3:00:46 PM

Forwarding an email I sent to Eric at the Wilmette Beacon based on his column recently
around west Wilmette storm system inadequacies requesting feedback.
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: <timvandevelde@hotmail.com>
Date: October 6, 2016 at 1:53:16 PM CDT
To: <eric@wilmettebeacon.com>
Subject: Kenilworth Ave, west of Ridge
Eric, I saw your article in the paper recently around flooding in the West
Wilmette neighborhoods. I have lived on Kenilworth Ave in Kenilworth Gardens
for 12 years and have experienced at least 5 massive flooding incidents both on
our street and ultimately my basement. Each time the Village punts this to a
highly irregular "100 year storm" and accepts no responsibility for a completely
inadequate sewer/storm system, for which I am invoiced. Every time I write the
check to The Village of Wilmette which includes sewer service I am sickened. I
have young children, moved here for the great school system and terrific family
atmosphere Kenilworth Gardens provides. Unfortunately, the lack of adequate
response from the Village and subsequent financial expense to repair my
basement numerous times and ultimately put in a very expensive flood control
system has made me question my decision to stay in this area. It is sad as I
imagine none of the Board members live in this area and therefore don't care what
happens to the young vibrant families of Kenilworth Gardens, at least it seems to
be the case based on past inaction. The Village needs to understand there is a
large group of residents currently coalescing around litigation against the Village.
Based on the property value and individual damages $77m is a bargain for the
Village to upgrade the sewer system.
Tim
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Betty Ann Johnson
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer Project
Friday, October 7, 2016 2:30:08 PM

We are in favor of the sewer project. We believe it is important to improve the village's ability to handle storms.
Betty and Bob Johnson
1213 Gregory Avenue
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ronald M. Meyer
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer paid for by fees vs. property taxes
Friday, October 7, 2016 2:07:05 PM

Dear Village Board,
Is there any chance of paying for the proposed sewer
improvements using assessed property taxes instead of
raising the sewer usage fees? Then the increased cost
would be tax deductible for most village residents who I
suspect itemize deductions.
Thank you for your attention. I suspect you've considered
this and there is a good reason you have not gone this
route, but I had to ask.
Ron Meyer
rmelmeyer@yahoo.com
847.644.6178
610 8th Street, Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dan Johnson
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback on who should pay for the anti-flooding measures
Friday, October 7, 2016 1:48:36 PM

Thanks for the opportunity to submit my thoughts on this project.
It is clear that climate change is causing more extreme rainfall in our region, including West
Wilmette. Climate change is man-made caused primarily from carbon and methane emissions.
Thus, instead of putting the costs for this extra infrastructure we are forced to build as a
response to climate change on all users of the sewer system, I suggest we put some of the costs
on the activities that is causing climate change to hasten.
The burning of fossil fuels (gasoline and natural gas) is the main contributor to climate
change. I suggest the Village assess an additional tax on these activities (a higher retail sales
tax on gasoline and a higher municipal tax on natural gas consumption) to partially fund some
of the anti-flooding work for West Wilmette.
Thanks again for the opportunity to share my views on the most efficient way to raise the
funds to pay for this anti-flooding infrastructure program.
Dan
1726 Walnut
Wilmette
-Dan Johnson
Illinois lobbyist
Progressive Public Affairs
http://www.ProgressivePublicAffairs.com
111 West Washington, Suite 1920
Chicago, Illinois 60602
@DanLobbies
312.867.5377 (office)
312.933.4890 (mobile)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Baugher, Peter V.
dist.ntfy.sewers
Cost/Benefit Analysis on Storm Water Project
Friday, October 7, 2016 1:13:55 PM

To the Village Board:
What are the quantifiable, projected benefits of this plan? Basement flooding problems have
presumably been mitigated by the West Park reservoir. Water on streets after big storms sounds like
a relatively infrequent, transitory problem. $77 million and 5-6 years of construction and disruption
is a very high price for what sounds like not much gain. Let’s take a pass on this. To the extent capital
funds are available, road repairs and downtown/4th and Linden developments should be our Village
priority.
Peter Baugher
1310 Sheridan Road
Wilmette, IL 60091
847-251-2823

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient,
please delete it and notify the sender of the error.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

McColl, James
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater Project - Yes
Friday, October 7, 2016 12:40:03 PM

My family and I have been residents of Wilmette since 2004, and have lived in Kenilworth Gardens on
Beechwood the whole time. We are strongly in favor of the proposed solution, as are a large number of
west Wilmette residents, for many reasons.  Some of the reasons for our support include:
-

-

-

This is now a safety issue – school buses, police, fire and ambulance vehicles cannot get down
our streets and we have video of this. We are fortunate not to have had an emergency situation
to date that was compromised due to impassable streets, but it is likely to occur at some point if
we don’t fix this issue.
We are becoming known as a suburb that floods - that hurts property values across the board in
Wilmette.
We have had 8 yrs of study and this is the solution recommended through a very comprehensive
process. It is time to act.
It is very clear something needs to be done as we cannot continue to have impassable streets
and flooded basements every time a yellow/red cell passes through Wilmette. Again, this is the
solution proposed by independent consultants.
Residents have spent tens of thousands of their own money to upgrade/install overhead sewers,
drain tiles, sump pumps, etc. - we still have issues and the inadequate stormwater system is the
cause.

All the best,
Jim McColl, CFP®
Principal – Financial Advisor
Bernstein
Private Wealth Management
227 West Monroe Street
Chicago, IL 60606
Office: 312-696-7896
Cell: 847-910-0337
Fax: 312-696-7979
Email: james.mccoll@bernstein.com
Please visit us online at bernstein.com

............................................................................
For further important information about AllianceBernstein please click here
http://www.abglobal.com/disclaimer/email/disclaimer.html

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Paul Romer
dist.ntfy.sewers
Bielinski, Bob; Krueger, Cameron; Ducommun, Carol; McKenna, Ted; Plunkett, Senta; Sullivan, Dan; Wolf, Julie
Input on Sewers Upgrade
Friday, October 7, 2016 12:05:02 PM

To all:
I am grateful that you are seeking input before commiting to $77 million in additional
expenses for the residents of Wilmette. The reason is that multiple entities are
affecting the future and the viability of property taxes in our area and all have great
reasons why they are needed at this time.
The $103 million project at New Trier High School which is still climbing in final costs,
the renovations planned at the lakefront originally planned for $14 million but scaled
back, and the pension problems which has not yet fully hit our property taxes as it is
still unresolved due to not having a path to being restructured to something which our
budgets can tolerate.
The triennial reassessment of our properties have recently been published and
properties have been reassessed from 25% to 50% increase in value with already
high property taxes in place. You can do the math on what the reassessment does to
the typical property tax bills in Wilmette which will go through the roof in 2017. What I
have noticed with many of the for sale signs throughout Wilmette is that new
residents are not clamoring to purchase homes with $30,000 to $40,000 annual
property tax bills and the houses have been on the market for a long time. There is
quite a selection of houses for sale throughout the village. Has there been any study
of why so many residents are leaving the area or the state of Illinois?
So, I urge the trustees and the President to rethink the current strategy for how the
village operates in light of continuing escalating costs and the need for long term
capital planning. Your focus and attention should be on restructuring how dollars are
spent, village headcount are utilized vs. services which could be outsourced or not
delivered to maintain the overall health of Wilmette and how the pension problems
can be resolved to a 401k like most residents who work in the private sector have. I
would urge you to table any investments in long term capital projects like the sewers
until you have a viable plan for the future.
Sincerely,
Paul Romer

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Garth Gustafson
dist.ntfy.sewers
Bielinski, Bob
storm water project
Friday, October 7, 2016 10:19:19 AM

Hello,
I read your brief storm water analysis on the front page of the communicator this morning.
While I am in favor of reducing flooding on the west side of the village, I am shocked by the cost of
this project! Doubling our sewer bills is not affordable for many residents living on fixed incomes.
Please consider less expensive solutions to this problem that do not involve an increase in our
water/sewer bills.
Garth Gustafson
157 Prairie
Wilmette, IL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Braiman, Michael
Sewers
FW: basement flooding
Friday, October 7, 2016 9:31:27 AM
www.elmhurst.orgDocumentCenterHomeView610.webloc
ATT00001.htm

From: Bielinski, Bob
Sent: Thursday, October 6, 2016 8:16 PM
To: Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>; Berger,
Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: basement flooding

Begin forwarded message:
From: Dale Davison <dale@dale-davison.com>
Date: October 6, 2016 at 6:05:45 PM PDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com
Cc: ducommunc@wilmette.com, Richard Dodson
<richarddodson24@gmail.com>
Subject: basement flooding
Hello, President Bielinski, and Trustee Ducommun,
Thank you once again for your time and efforts regarding the
flooding in Wilmette.
We've lived here for 18 years, and have spent large amounts of
money trying to mitigate basement flooding during the major
rain events. We still have water problems. I've been gathering
new bids and information to address the continuing basement
water problems.
I am attaching a link to the program that Elmhurst offers it's
homeowners. Would you please consider doing the same for
Wilmette homeowners?
Dick Dodson, my neighbor, has also made a suggestion to the
board, which I hope has been forwarded to you.
Thank you for your attention to this,

Dale
 Davison

922 Seminole Road
Wilmette
Dale Davison, MA.Sp.Ed., PCC
Board Certified Coach
Specializing in ADHD/Executive Functioning
www.dale-davison.com
dale@dale-davison.com
Ph. 847-920-8076
The Coach - Your Partner Dedicated to Your Success
I am a co-author in The ADHD Awareness Book Project: 365 Ways to Succeed
with ADHD a unique resource filled with practical tips and strategies for people with
ADHD.
Confidentiality Note: This e-mail is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is
privileged, confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure. Dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail or the information herein by
anyone other than the intended recipient, or any employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, is prohibited.
If you have received this e-mail in error, please call the sender and destroy the original message and all copies.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bill Tefft
Prejzner, John
Storm Water Project - Yes
Thursday, October 6, 2016 9:26:50 PM

Hello, as current residents in the Kenilworth Gardens neighborhood we'd be supportive of the Storm Water Project.
Thanks!

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DrRobtLindner@aol.com
Prejzner, John
Storm water project
Thursday, October 6, 2016 3:28:54 PM

The cost of this project seems high and the increase in water rates is not fair
to seniors who are on fixed incomes. The project should be funded by
property tax increases instead of fees, so that the source of funding will be
more progressive.
It is also not fair for those of us, who live east of ridge to be called upon to
pay for a project that does not benefit us in any way.
Thank You,
Robert Lindner (70 years old)
1624 Elmwood Ave
Wilmette, IL60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mike Esler
Prejzner, John
Stormwater improvement project
Tuesday, October 4, 2016 4:28:39 PM

In regards to the call for comments on the stormwater improvement project:
As a resident of Kennilworth Gardens since 2010, I am strongly in favor of the proposed
project to improve stormwater management for west Wilmette.
Reading recent emails from Brigitte Berger, as well as her comments in the Wilmette Beacon,
there seems to be a great deal of reference to 50 year storm events, and 100 year storm events.
What's not explained is what these labels mean.
Storm event recurrence metrics are a lagging indicator of how often one would expect to see a
particular amount of rainfall in a given time period. These numbers are easily manipulated to
suit the story one wants to tell. Two inches over one hour is different than two inches over 24
hours or two inches over one week. There are many different ways that the recent storms
could have been described, depending on the time slice one chooses to look at.
In addition, these numbers are based on 10 and 20 year studies. Given our constantly changing
climate, their relevancy is somewhat limited.
What matters is the impact on residents. My home has gotten some water every year we have
lived here, and significant flooding (three to six inches) in three of the six years we've lived
here. If you drive around Kennilworth Gardens after a storm, you will see many homes with
carpet and other belongings out on the street the next morning.
There is a human toll as well. In the last storm event my neighbor had to be taken by
ambulance to the hospital after suffering an injury in the clean-up effort.
And if you walk around Kennilworth Gardens you will see something unique to this
neighborhood - manhole covers in the front lawns of 25-30 per cent of the homes. Unlike
other parts of Wilmette, home owners here are being asked to shoulder the burden of
protecting homes on their own.
The other economic impact is in home prices. Everyone who lives in this neighborhood is
legally required to disclose flooding when selling their homes, which suppresses what
someone is willing to pay.
The Village has a civic responsibility to serve all of its home owners. West Wilmette, and
Kennilworth Gardens in particular is clearly underserved at present.
Lastly, a comment on the cost of the project. The website that the Village has created indicates
that the cost would be equal to the entire sum of what has been spent on the rest of the Village
since 1990. This is an extremely biased and political statement. Seventy-seven million dollars
in 1990 has the equivalent purchase power of 141 million dollars today.
The website also indicates that sewer bills would more than double. I would like to suggest
that there are other ways to pay for these improvements aside from sewer bills. While I

applaud the Village for it's use of an extremely clean budgeting process that ties revenue to
capital expenses within a given department, this is an extraordinary problem that requires
creative solutions. Certainly there are other revenue sources that could be put towards this
exceptional need.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Howard Gopman
Prejzner, John
Carol Gopman
Sewer Project
Monday, October 3, 2016 3:57:29 PM

Since it appears that the sewer project will not benefit the far west side of Wilmette
where we reside, we would oppose it since it will undoubtedly raise our taxes.
Howard Gopman
226 Millbrook Lane
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dennis Hammond
Prejzner, John
Storm sewers
Monday, October 3, 2016 2:50:09 PM

Did we go out for competitive bids for the consultant ( Burke) we seem to use them a lot?
Also why not get a second opinion on this project for design and pricing. Dennis Hammond
I use the free version of Spam Reader to get rid of spam. The Professional version doesn't
have this disclaimer in outgoing emails. Try Spam Reader for free now!

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
margarita.garcia
RE: $77 million sewer project
Monday, October 3, 2016 9:55:00 AM

Ms. Garcia,
Thank you for contacting us and providing us with your questions. The answers are below.
The proposed project is solely located in the Village of Wilmette and thus Wilmette is the only
community involved in paying for it.
The plan is to finance the project through issuing debt which would be paid over the course of 30
years.
As proposed, the project will be paid for through an increase in the sewer rate, which is part of the
water bill. Therefore, all water customers in Wilmette will be involved in paying for the project.
If you have any further questions or comments please feel free to contact me.
John Prejzner
Assistant to the Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
(847) 853-7502

From: margarita.garcia [mailto:margarita.garcia@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Saturday, October 01, 2016 10:14 AM
To: Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Subject: $77 million sewer project

Sirs,
How many communities will be involved in paying for this exorbitant amount?
The project will be paid over a period of how many years?
Will every Real Estate tax payers AND for-profit AND not-for-profit be involved in the
payment of this exorbitant amount?
Thank you for responding,
Margarita Garcia

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Birdsell
Prejzner, John
Please do this project
Saturday, October 1, 2016 10:11:25 AM

We have lived in Wilmette for 11 years in 2 different homes west of ridge. We have flooded multiple times in both
homes. Most of the flooding has been from sewer back up. I strongly encourage you to do the proposed sewer
project as soon as possible.
Thank you.
Rob Birdsell
2511 Kenilworth Ave

Rob Birdsell
847.204.3836

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Lee F. Canel
Prejzner, John
"ascanel"
Some Relief is needed July 23 2016 photo
Friday, September 30, 2016 2:04:28 PM

Our residence has a storm sewer in front on both sides of the street. It is to low point of the block
where water is the highest.    The street regularly fills up like a bath tub, but lately water has gone
well beyond the limits of the street and up even past where sidewalks and parkways would be (we
do not have them on the north side of Birchwood). Water has gone up our driveway to near the
path in front of our home. While the street has filled periodically for years, particularly if the grates
are clogged, and we understand this is by necessity and by design, having the sewers flood and
greatly exceed curb level to also flood the public right-of-way and large portions of my front yard in
dramatic fashion (see photo) was not anticipated.   In the past, water sometimes overflowed from
the street, but not to the point I feared it would damage my house if it came much closer like this.
Flooding in the past few storms exceeded anything we have seen in the past, and was clearly due to
flooded sewers, not clogs.    Nobody wants to increase taxes, but everyone should recognize that this
problem not going to go away, and it will likely get worse year by year. Accordingly, we would
definitely support a well-designed project that would bring relief to our street and those in the
surrounding area. We also believe that any new sewer installed should anticipate increasing water
amounts and severe rain events in the future, as this is highly likely if not certain.
Andria and Lee Canel
2124 Birchwood Avenue
Wilmette, Illinois 60091-2306
(847) 256-2519

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gale Teschendorf
Prejzner, John
Sewers
Friday, September 30, 2016 12:46:41 PM

Can we have a special assessment to cover this cost? At least for 50% of the cost.
Won't this increase property values in the affected neighborhood?
What do you expect when you buy/build on a swamp?
Is it fair for them to get all of the gain at no additional cost?
Best regards,
Gale Teschendorf
1920 Schiller Ave
Wilmette, IL 60091
847-701-4253
“Live every day like it’s your last because someday you’re going to be right.” Muhammad Ali

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

JAtkin747@aol.com
Prejzner, John
Storm sewer project
Friday, September 30, 2016 12:19:39 PM

If the $77 million project will truly significantly reduce flooding, it sounds like it is worth it. And best to
start working on the project now while interest rates are low . . . and before global warming and more
storms make the matter worse.
If funding is available from federal and state governments, so much the better. (And if not, we still
need to reduce flooding.)
I am interested to know how this project relates to the water storage facility that was installed south of
Lake Avenue, west of the expressway.

Jeff Atkinson
3514 Riverside Drive
Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Prejzner, John
Fwd: Blackhawk Road Flooded Again
Thursday, September 29, 2016 6:11:32 AM

Begin forwarded message:
From: David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com>
Date: September 28, 2016 at 10:05:30 PM CDT
To: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: Blackhawk Road Flooded Again
Blackhawk Road flooded again. 5th time this year. Not able to access driveway
to home. Unacceptable!!! The Wilmette Village needs to fix this regular ongoing
problem!!! Resident since 2003!!! Please forward to Village President.
Residents entitled to access to homes!
David J. Kupiec
Kupiec & Martin, LLC
600 West Van Buren Street, Suite 202
Chicago, Illinois 60607
312-632-1022
dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com
www.kupiecandmartin.com

From: David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com>
Date: Saturday, August 20, 2016 at 8:49 AM
To: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: July 23,2016 Rain Event - Blackhawk Road Completed Flooded
Blackhawk Road was completely flooded and impassable this morning earlier this hour.
Water has since drained in the sewers.

David J. Kupiec
Kupiec & Martin, LLC
600 West Van Buren Street, Suite 202
Chicago, Illinois 60607
312-632-1022
dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com
www.kupiecandmartin.com

From: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Date: Thursday, August 18, 2016 at 8:10 AM
To: David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com>
Subject: RE: July 23,2016 Rain Event - Blackhawk Road Completed Flooded

Noted—thanks.
From: David Kupiec [mailto:dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2016 7:45 AM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: July 23,2016 Rain Event - Blackhawk Road Completed Flooded
Water on Blackhawk Road is draining. Street open.

David J. Kupiec
Kupiec & Martin, LLC
600 West Van Buren Street, Suite 202
Chicago, Illinois 60607
312-632-1022
dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com
www.kupiecandmartin.com                 

From: David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com>
Date: Thursday, August 18, 2016 at 7:04 AM
To: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: July 23,2016 Rain Event - Blackhawk Road Completed Flooded
Blackhawk Road is completed flooded again. Residents cannot get to work or school.

David J. Kupiec
Kupiec & Martin, LLC
600 West Van Buren Street, Suite 202
Chicago, Illinois 60607
312-632-1022
dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com
www.kupiecandmartin.com                 

From: David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com>
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 at 11:35 PM
To: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: July 23,2016 Rain Event - Blackhawk Road Completed Flooded
Yes, through the floor drain which has a reverse shut off. The basement toilet which has a
reverse protection is also having problems and both were installed in 2013. Once the sewers
start to drain everything will the fine. It has been over an hour since the rain stopped. Not
sure why there is no place for the water to go after all the improvements. The flooding on
Blackhawk Road today is much worst than 2013!

David J. Kupiec
Kupiec & Martin, LLC
600 West Van Buren Street, Suite 202
Chicago, Illinois 60607
312-632-1022
dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com
www.kupiecandmartin.com                 

From: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 at 11:09 PM
To: David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com>
Subject: Re: July 23,2016 Rain Event - Blackhawk Road Completed Flooded
The storm sewers are surcharged which means at capacity. Unfortunately, there is not much
we can do until it stops raining and system drains.
Are you experiencing a sewer backup through the basement floor drain?
On Jul 23, 2016, at 11:06 PM, David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com> wrote:
Blackhawk Road flooded again. Basement sewers in house starting to make
noises. Please address street flooding ASAP to take pressure off home sewers
and prevent addlt basement flooding. Thank you.

David J. Kupiec
Kupiec & Martin, LLC
600 West Van Buren Street, Suite 202
Chicago, Illinois 60607
312-632-1022
dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com
www.kupiecandmartin.com

From: David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com>
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 at 8:54 PM
To: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: July 23,2016 Rain Event - Blackhawk Road Completed
Flooded
Thanks again.

David J. Kupiec
Kupiec & Martin, LLC
600 West Van Buren Street, Suite 202
Chicago, Illinois 60607
312-632-1022
dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com
www.kupiecandmartin.com

From: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 at 8:47 PM
To: David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com>
Subject: Re: July 23,2016 Rain Event - Blackhawk Road Completed
Flooded
Noting receipt. Thank you. Public Works crews are doing what they can but
Wilmette received almost 3-inches of rain in little over an hour.
On Jul 23, 2016, at 8:40 PM, David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com>
wrote:
Blackhawk road water has withdrawn. Road is dry. Thank you.

David J. Kupiec
Kupiec & Martin, LLC
600 West Van Buren Street, Suite 202
Chicago, Illinois 60607
312-632-1022
dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com
www.kupiecandmartin.com

From: David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com>
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 at 7:47 PM
To: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: July 23,2016 Rain Event - Blackhawk Road
Completed Flooded
Water starting to come in to house from sewer. Please correct
street problem ASAP!!!

David J. Kupiec
Kupiec & Martin, LLC
600 West Van Buren Street, Suite 202
Chicago, Illinois 60607
312-632-1022
dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com
www.kupiecandmartin.com

From: David Kupiec <dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com>
Date: Saturday, July 23, 2016 at 7:35 PM
To: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: July 23,2016 Rain Event - Blackhawk Road
Completed Flooded
Brigette,
Unfortunately for more than an hour and a half, Blackhawk Road
from Locust west to Romona is completed flooded. Higher water
than the April 2013 storm. Moreover, water continues to gush
from the sewer at Blackhawk and Osage like a fountain. This did
not happen in 2013. Please address at you earliest. Thank you.
Dave and Barb Kupiec, 2728 Blackhawk Rd.

David J. Kupiec
Kupiec & Martin, LLC
600 West Van Buren Street, Suite 202
Chicago, Illinois 60607
312-632-1022
dkupiec@kupiecandmartin.com
www.kupiecandmartin.com

From: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Date: Thursday, June 23, 2016 at 3:06 PM
To: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: June 22 Rain Event

Good afternoon everyone:
You are receiving this email because you have expressed
interest in Wilmette’s sewer systems.
Last night, the western portion of Wilmette received
approximately 2-inches of rain in one hour. As you are
likely aware, the Village has recently made significant
improvements to the sanitary system west of Ridge
Road, including completion of the West Park Sanitary
Storage Reservoir (which filled for three hours last
night), construction of overflow relief sewers, sewer
lining and manhole rehabilitation. We would greatly
appreciate your feedback on how these improvements
may or may not have impacted your property.   
Please respond to this email and let us know if you
experienced water in your basement last night. We
would also love to hear from you if you did not have a
sanitary sewer backup, but might have flooded during
similar rain events in the past.
Don’t forget to include your address in your response.
Thank you in advance for your feedback.   
Kind regards,
Brigitte
Brigitte Ann Berger, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dave Wisel
Prejzner, John
Comments on Proposed Storm Water Project
Wednesday, September 28, 2016 8:34:25 PM

As a 21 year resident of Wilmette, I want to submit my input concerning the storm water
project under consideration. Unfortunately I cannot attend the meeting on October 20th.
Regardless of the potential benefits of the storm water project, the cost is extraordinarily high.
Due to the length of the project and unknown complications, the current estimate of $77M
could easily become closer to $90-$100M. These projects also have a history of mixed results.
I do not believe we can afford a major project like this with our other obligations and rising
taxes. We should look at other alternatives with much lower overall costs.
I also do not approve of the potential cost being allocated to the sewer bill. The combined
water / sewer rates have increased over 300% in the last 15 years ($2.27 to $6.85 per 100 CF).
Your proposal would increase the sewer cost by another 210% by my calculations, bringing the
combined water / sewer increase to over 500% since 2001 and that is assuming the water rate
does not increase which I’m sure it will. For comparison purposes, the cumulative inflation
rate over the same 15 year period was 36%.
Our water expenses have risen every year like clockwork for 15 years at a rate nearly ten times
higher than inflation without the cost of this potential project. Even if the projected annual
increase of $625 per household is accurate, this is a significant impact to all homeowners
and especially for those on a fixed income. We need a lower cost solution.
Thank you for your consideration.
Dave Wisel
443 Sandy Lane
Wilmette, IL
wisel.dave@gmail.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peg Duros
Prejzner, John
need to be heard
Wednesday, September 28, 2016 12:06:31 PM

To Whom it May Concern:
Everyone has a story….... my family moved to Wilmette in 1970, when I was 16 years old. My
husband and I chose to return to Wilmette in 1985 to raise our children and have lived here ever
since. From 1985 until just 3 years ago we lived on 14th Street and never had water in our
basement. My husband is ill with MS and Parkinson’s and is now completely confined to a
wheelchair. We were determined to stay in Wilmette and searched for a ranch style home. We
moved to west Wilmette almost 4 years ago and in that time have had two major floods in our
finished basement – both times 6 inches of standing water throughout the entire basement. We
have lost furniture, clothing, appliances, and all of our family photos ( the most heartbreaking). I feel
frustrated, angry, sad and completely abandoned and neglected by the Village administration. What
I have learned from other residents of this area of Wilmette is that this kind of flooding has been
going on for a number of years. The fact that absolutely nothing has been done to remedy the
situation despite pleas from countless residents of west Wilmette is not only disappointing but
unconscionable. We have limited financial resources and cannot go through this again.   What is it
going to take?
Sincerely,
Peg Duros
2606 Marian Lane

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Prejzner, John
FW: Notice of October 20, 2016 Special Meeting of the Village Board
Wednesday, September 28, 2016 9:41:43 AM

From: sgold111554 [mailto:sgold111554@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2016 9:40 AM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: RE: Notice of October 20, 2016 Special Meeting of the Village Board

Good morning,
Unfortunately I will be out of the country until the 24th. I was a bit dissapointed at the Sept.
19th meeting. The inappropriate responses inre the first resident's query was anything but
respectful. It is intimidating enough to stand before that board, on telly, but, to be insulted was
beyond my expectation. There were issues discussed and estimates mentioned that made
absolutely no sense. Ie:, if we already spent 77 million and it was proposed to spend an
additional 77 million, why was it considered not the "Cadillac " for 200 million if in total we
are thinking 184 million? The board member sitting on the far right of this board does not
have the demeanor of a person assisting on budgetary matters. He was rude and demeaning.
He challenged me and as you already know of my demeanor, I accept the challenge. The
comment about salaries was also incorrect. Not all members of this panel are volunteers as the
spokesman stated. I am going to request cost sharing for my raised sewage lines. I saw that it
was on the proposed agenda for 2017 however, it will cost double, if not more, to continually
clean up and replace the basement because of the recent sewage backup. Also, the comment to
my request was "why should residents tax money pay for my individual repairs". This, of
course, has a weak argument since it was clearly stated that not ALL residences will benefit
from a 77 million dollar investment of ALL resident's tax monies.
Sometimes it is easier to pick your battles at the appropriate times, with 5 minutes allotted, a
discussion was not appropriate.
I do believe that your opinions are valuable and it was obvious that you are brighter than the
two gentlemen (used freely) whom guided the discussions. You have always responded
promptly and respectfully to my queries. Sewage backup was barely mentioned. Sewage
backup is NOT an act of god, it is a controlled reversal, timed, that began on April 23, 2015,
just after the work was done on the corner of Greenwood and 21st street. Since that house
had NEVER before flooded, since it was built, the only reasonable explanation is that when
my plumbing company cameras that area, we will indeed find a back flow apparatus.
Respectfully yours ,
Sherri Gold

Sent via the Samsung GALAXY S® 5, an AT&T 4G LTE smartphone

-------- Original message -------From: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Date: 09/27/2016 4:19 PM (GMT-06:00)

To: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Notice of October 20, 2016 Special Meeting of the Village Board
Good afternoon everyone:
The purpose of this email is to provide an update on the Village Board’s on-going
discussion of long range capital planning for roads, water infrastructure and sewers. While
the Village Board did not make any decisions at their September 12 and September 19
Committee of the Whole meetings, they did schedule another meeting on October 20, 2016
to continue discussions of these important matters. The meeting will be held at 7:00 PM at
Village Hall. If you are unable to attend the meeting, you may watch it live on WCTV
Channel 6 or stream it via the website at www.wilmette.com.
Also, this link http://www.wilmette.com/village-services/stormwatermanagement/stormwater-improvement-project/ will take you to a new page on the Village’s
website dedicated to the proposed $77 million stormwater project west of Ridge Road to
reduce flooding. We welcome your feedback at sewers@wilmette.com.
Warm regards,
Brigitte

Brigitte Ann Berger, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Prejzner, John
Fwd: Notice of October 20, 2016 Special Meeting of the Village Board
Tuesday, September 27, 2016 4:44:25 PM

Begin forwarded message:
From: Katherine White <ktwint@aol.com>
Date: September 27, 2016 at 4:35:11 PM CDT
To: "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: Notice of October 20, 2016 Special Meeting of the Village Board
Hi Brigitte,
Although I was not able to attend I did watch the meeting on the tv. Basically
one of the main issues for the storm water sewers, which I was able to surmise
from the reports that your associate sent to me, is that the pipes are too small,
which I could see right away from the dimensions listed (10" in Diameter) ridiculously small. I am hoping replacement of these is being considered. As
several of the speakers indicated, this discussion has been going on for decades,
and maybe, it is time to rectify the issue. Until those pipes on our street are
replaced we will continue to have street flooding several times a year - we had it 3
times in August and September.
Regards,
Katie White
1042 Pontiac Road
Sent from my iPad
On Sep 27, 2016, at 4:19 PM, Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
Good afternoon everyone:
The purpose of this email is to provide an update on the Village
Board’s on-going discussion of long range capital planning for
roads, water infrastructure and sewers. While the Village Board did
not make any decisions at their September 12 and September 19
Committee of the Whole meetings, they did schedule another
meeting on October 20, 2016 to continue discussions of these
important matters. The meeting will be held at 7:00 PM at Village
Hall. If you are unable to attend the meeting, you may watch it live
on WCTV Channel 6 or stream it via the website at
www.wilmette.com.

Also, this link http://www.wilmette.com/village-services/stormwatermanagement/stormwater-improvement-project/ will take you to a
new page on the Village’s website dedicated to the proposed $77
million stormwater project west of Ridge Road to reduce flooding.
We welcome your feedback at sewers@wilmette.com.
Warm regards,
Brigitte

Brigitte Ann Berger, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Aly Jiwani; dist.ntfy.sewers
Paula Acuna
RE: 1936 Lake Ave -- Stormwater Management Options
Thursday, February 8, 2018 1:06:58 PM

Hi Aly:
Thank you for the question. Slide 9 shows all of the areas vulnerable to flooding during a tenyear storm. Your home at 1936 Lake Avenue is not shaded blue, so based on our hydraulic
study, is not prone to flooding during ten-year storms. From a topographic standpoint, Ridge
Road is the high point on the west side system and you are located very close to Ridge. As
you can see from the maps, most of the flooding occurs in southwest Wilmette, where the
topography is much lower.
I hope this helps. Please feel free to call me at 847.853.7627 if you have any additional
questions.
Kindly,
Brigitte
Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com
From: Aly Jiwani [mailto:aly.jiwani@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, February 5, 2018 5:05 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Cc: Paula Acuna <pacuna@u.northwestern.edu>
Subject: 1936 Lake Ave -- Stormwater Management Options

Dear Brigitte,

In studying the 3 stormwater management options being presented to the Village, I wanted to ask a
clarifying question regarding vulnerable structures that will be protected under each of the 3 options.

If improvements are made to the rest of the system under either of the 3 options, are properties such as
1936 Lake Ave that remain outside the 14 study areas expected to benefit indirectly from an overall
improvement to nearby systems?

In looking at Santec’s 14 study areas on slide 9, it appears that 1936 Lake Ave is not included in the 14
areas and will therefore not be served under either of the 3 options?

https://www.wilmette.com/download/agendas_and_minutes/committee_of_the_whole/packets/2017/1127-17-Storm-Water-Agenda-Packet.pdf

We understand that 1936 Lake Ave is not considered as vulnerable as other parts of West Wilmette.
However, understanding this will allow us to appropriately weigh private vs public costs and benefits
under the proposal.

Best regards,

Aly Jiwani
Paula Acuna
1936 Lake Ave

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Click here to
report this email as spam.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sarah Fritz
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Thursday, February 8, 2018 10:31:57 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Sarah Fritz
Street Address: 208 Thelin Ct
E-Mail Address: sarah.fritz@abbott.com
Feedback: I have looked at all the Options. What would really be helpful is
to see a map of the current state of flooding as a benchmark. That will
make it easier to really evaluate Options 1,2,and 3.
Please put a current flood map on either the Problem page or the Options
page.
Website looks good. Thank you for this.
Regard,
Sarah

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Click here to
report this email as spam.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Storm water action plan
Tuesday, February 6, 2018 1:56:21 PM

From: Frenzer, Tim
Sent: Tuesday, February 6, 2018 1:31 PM
To: Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>; Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: Storm water action plan

Hi,
Can we add this to the comments going to the Board?
I will send him a thank you message.
Thanks,
Tim
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Yip-Wah Chung <ywchung@northwestern.edu>
Date: February 5, 2018 at 7:46:11 PM CST
To: "frenzert@wilmette.com" <frenzert@wilmette.com>
Subject: Storm water action plan
Dear Tim,
Long time no see!
I would like to offer a few comments on the storm water action plan that the
Village Board of Trustees will be deliberating:
(1) If money is no object, we should of course take option 1 that provides
protection for the maximum number of vulnerable homes (1521). However,
money is not infinite, especially given the recent tax law that limits combined
state income tax/property tax deduction. The project will be extensive and will be
disruptive to residents and local traffic. Finally, the cost of protection for this
option works out to be $71,000 per home, using the inflationary cost of $108
million.
(2) Although option 3 protects the fewest number of homes (1075), it is the most
cost-effective option - $56,700 per home. The property tax burden for
homeowners is the least. Just as important, the number and locations of
construction sites appear to be quite limited and therefore pose relatively minor

disruptions to residents.
(3) Option 2 is a hybrid between option 1 and 3 and therefore inherits some
unfavorable features. The cost of protection is $72,800, the most expensive
option, while protecting only 80% of vulnerable homes. Traffic and resident
disruption will be substantial.
As you know, construction projects rarely go according to plan – unexpected
engineering issues and change orders are commonplace. Therefore, the above
figures represent the lower limit of the Village's expenditure. Going for option 1
will severely limit us when future infrastructure needs arise that may be just as
compelling. I urge Trustees to vote for option 3, which protects 70% of
vulnerable homes at the lowest cost and minimum disruption to residents. Please
feel free to pass this email to Trustees.
I plan to come by February 8 after 4 pm for the open house. Hope to talk to you
then.
With my best,
Yip-Wah Chung
2932 Indianwood Rd

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Click
here to report this email as spam.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Aly Jiwani
Berger, Brigitte; dist.ntfy.sewers
Paula Acuna
1936 Lake Ave -- Stormwater Management Options
Monday, February 5, 2018 5:04:49 PM

Dear Brigitte,

In studying the 3 stormwater management options being presented to the Village, I wanted to ask a
clarifying question regarding vulnerable structures that will be protected under each of the 3 options.

If improvements are made to the rest of the system under either of the 3 options, are properties such as
1936 Lake Ave that remain outside the 14 study areas expected to benefit indirectly from an overall
improvement to nearby systems?

In looking at Santec’s 14 study areas on slide 9, it appears that 1936 Lake Ave is not included in the 14
areas and will therefore not be served under either of the 3 options?

https://www.wilmette.com/download/agendas_and_minutes/committee_of_the_whole/packets/2017/1127-17-Storm-Water-Agenda-Packet.pdf

We understand that 1936 Lake Ave is not considered as vulnerable as other parts of West Wilmette.
However, understanding this will allow us to appropriately weigh private vs public costs and benefits
under the proposal.

Best regards,

Aly Jiwani
Paula Acuna
1936 Lake Ave

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Click here to
report this email as spam.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Neil Soifer
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Sunday, February 4, 2018 2:33:39 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Neil Soifer
Street Address: 2336 Meadow Drive South, Wilmette
E-Mail Address: Nsoifer@aol.com
Feedback: I would vote for choice #1, Sewer Expansion. This problem
needs to addressed as comprehensively as possible. Choice #3 does not
resolve the problem. The difference between choices 1 and 2 is a cost of
$70 more per year, with much better results for choice 1. Why spend this
much money on a problem while only resolving it for 80% of structures?
Choice #1 makes the most sense at this time.

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Click here to
report this email as spam.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Stormwater Management System - Do not destroy the prairie - Please provide copies to all trustees
Friday, February 2, 2018 3:51:12 PM

From: Frenzer, Tim
Sent: Friday, February 2, 2018 3:27 PM
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Cc: Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>; Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: FW: Stormwater Management System - Do not destroy the prairie - Please provide copies
to all trustees
Public Comments
Timothy J. Frenzer
Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
1200 Wilmette Ave.
Wilmette, IL 60091
Tel. 847-853-7501
Fax 847-853-7700
Email: FrenzerT@wilmette.com

From: csadel1@aol.com [mailto:csadel1@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, February 2, 2018 3:25 PM
To: Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>
Cc: gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com
Subject: Stormwater Management System - Do not destroy the prairie - Please provide copies to all
trustees

Hello Wilmette Trustees, President Bielinski, and Mr. Frenzer:
The Wilmette Environmental and Energy Commission (EEC) was
formed in 2007. As a founder of the newly formed Wilmette Residents for a
Better Environment, later renamed Go Green Wilmette, I worked for
passage of the ordinance that created this advisory system. It was assumed
that matters like storm water problems would inspire Wilmette's trustees to
avail themselves of EEC services. So, I ask you to, belatedly, send the
stormwater matter to the EEC - now, upon receipt of this email.

based on common sense, and on the opinion
of engineers I respect, it is obvious that the proposed
Second,

stormwater management system is doomed to failure.
Three improvident options require spending millions of
taxpayer dollars in return for short-term and speculative
benefits. The basis for a "Significant Rain Event"
frequency analysis should be at least 100 years of data.
Yet, Wilmette defines the basis for its "Significant Rain
Event" as "A 10-year storm which has a 10% chance of
occurring in any given year; this is 2.86 inches of rain in
3 hours."  
In Chicago, even 100-year storms tend to occur more often than once
every 100 years. The same applies to 10-year Chicago storms. The 2013
Primary Impacts of Climate Change in the Chicago Region's Appendix A
noted that, as of 2013, Chicago had already experienced two 10-year
storms in the last four years and three 100-year storms since the 1980s.
(And, in 2013, 7 years still remained of the 10 year decade.)
  The truth is, large year to year variability has, and always will be a
characteristic of the Chicago region's climate. And, as Wilmette's single
family homes relentlessly to give way to run-off-creating commercial and
multi-purpose buildings that lack rainfall absorption capacity, a storm
standard based on the previous 10-years is an irrelevant and unreliable
standard.
Please advise as to the following: Has Wilmette conducted a
cost/benefit analysis comparing the respective storm water absorption and
retention abilities of (a) Centennial Park Prairie and (b) Option 3?

If not, why not? If yes, please make it publicly available
and send me a copy.
Please advise as to the following: Has Wilmette conducted an analysis
comparing the

“gray” water infrastructure the village is pushing (in a
rather unseemly fashion), composed of hard, concrete
and metal pipes, holding tanks, pumps, and water

tunnels, with the "green” infrastructure being used by
forward thinking communities? The latter, as you know,
is a newer approach to stormwater management that
mimics nature by capturing stormwater so it can either
be reused or seep into the ground where it falls, rather
than flowing into underground sewer and storm pipes.
Methods for stormwater capture include creating rain
gardens, wetlands, prairies, woodlands, pervious
pavement, and planted swales (Mallinckrodt holds one
that cries out for native landscaping). Greeninfrastructure features can help reduce stress on water
systems (and on people) and make the communities
where they’re installed healthier and much more
beautiful.
According to reports issued by the Illinois
Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) and
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA), "Green
infrastructure is effective in achieving stormwater quality
goals as well as being cost-effective when compared to
other methods. Recent green infrastructure pilot projects
completed across the country continue to support the
cost saving benefits of
using green infrastructure." "Prompted by the Clean
Water Act and the regulation of post -construction
stormwater quality, communities are already looking to
green infrastructure to achieve multi-objective
benefits." As a Wilmette resident, I am baffled that
Wilmette is not one of these communities.
    So, if you have considered green infrastructure, and if you have - or
have not - included it in your plans, please send me copies of the relevant

data and make it available to the residents.

If not, please explain

why.
  
Please advise as to the following: Has Wilmette conducted a study
comparing the anthropogenic emissions of air pollution that will be caused
by the construction at Centennial Park Prairie of a man made storm water
management system to replace the natural storm water management

sequestration
of anthropogenic emissions - if it remains intact? If you
have, please send me copies and advise the public. if
you have not please explain your reasoning to me and
the public.
system currently in existence, with the prairie's future

Are you aware

that a gray storm detention system
cannot sequester carbon and thus offset global climate
change? Do the trustees recognize that the harm from
global climate change is equally - and actually more
destructive - to the future of human life than the harm
done by flooded basements? And do the trustees
recognize that the trustees are responsible for the zoning
and other decisions that permitted developers and
homeowners to build in a wetland, which inevitably led to
flooded basements? Have the trustees given any thought
to the probability that the current plan will turn out to be
yet another example of poor judgment that will be paid
for by the taxpayers?
Please advise as to the following: Has
Wilmette quantified - or even considered - the value of
Centennial Prairie's to residents as a natural area in
which to relax, sit on park benches, walk, observe and
photograph birds, bees, butterflies in the context of a
  

scarce habitat composed of native flowers and grasses?
That the enjoyment of nature provides the residents
with mental and physical benefits? If yes, please send
me this evaluation, and provide it to the public. If not,
please explain why.
Sincerely,
Charlotte Adelman
Charlotte Adelman, co-author of The Midwestern Native Garden; Midwestern Native
Shrubs and Trees; Prairie Directory of North America; Prairie Directory of North
America 2nd Edition; author of WBAI 75.
232 Lawndale Street
Wilmette, IL 60091
847-251-6726
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Prejzner, John
jack daniels
dist.ntfy.sewers
RE: Costs of options
Wednesday, January 31, 2018 12:08:22 PM
Daniels, John WS Report.pdf

Mr. Daniels,
I just created a report that will provide each resident an estimated impact on their individual water and sewer bill.
We will have this available at our open houses, though I'm not sure if we can make it available online.
I ran your address and attached the report. Your annual usage is approximately 52 units (based on an average of the
last 2 years). You will see the potential impacts outlined in the report.
Please know that this is still a work in progress. If you have any questions or comments feel free to contact me.

John Prejzner
Assistant Director of Administrative Services
Village of Wilmette
(847) 853-7502

-----Original Message----From: jack daniels [mailto:jackddaniels@sbcglobal net]
Sent: Monday, January 29, 2018 5:05 PM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Subject: Costs of options
The recent mailing from the village gives estimates of average annual increase in sewer bill costs to finance each
option. Can mean increases instead of averages be provided? Is there a way for residents to calculate their
individual increases based on their current bills?
John Daniels
1611 Wilmette Ave.
847-251-7142
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bernard L Schwartz
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Tuesday, January 30, 2018 3:15:33 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Bernard L Schwartz
Street Address: 232 Lawndale St
E-Mail Address: blschw@aol.com
Feedback: Addendum to my earlier comments
Since I supmitted my comments earlier I received from the village the
printout as to the proposals. I can only say that basing the village's
solution to its flood water problem on a 10 year rain event is sure proposal
for failure. The system will be over whelmed in a very short period of time
and millions of tax payer dollars will be flushed down that drain with no
benefit.
Further the proposal will destroy the retention basin prairie in Centennial
Park that already protects its neighbors form flooding when there are
heavy rain. A better plan would be to build more retention basins in the
areas where flooding occurs and beautiful prairies can also be planted in
them that attract beautiful and beneficial wildlife. These retention basins
would be much less expensive and would be just as effective as any of
your 10 year rain event plans.
Sincerely yours,
Bernard L Schwartz
Retired Civil Engineer
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jack daniels
dist.ntfy.sewers
Costs of options
Monday, January 29, 2018 5:04:56 PM

The recent mailing from the village gives estimates of average annual increase in sewer bill costs to finance each
option. Can mean increases instead of averages be provided? Is there a way for residents to calculate their
individual increases based on their current bills?
John Daniels
1611 Wilmette Ave.
847-251-7142
---------This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Visit the following link to report this
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Daniels
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Monday, January 29, 2018 4:35:05 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: John Daniels
Street Address: 1611 Wilmette Ave.
E-Mail Address: jackddaniels@sbcglobal.net
Feedback: The brochure recently received shows three options with costs
described for each as an annual average annual increase in sewer bill per
household. What are the costs per mean annual increase per household?
Is there a way for residents to compute their individual annual increase
based on current sewer bills?
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ronald Meyer
dist.ntfy.sewers
Aaa
Monday, January 29, 2018 11:43:03 AM

Dear Madams & Sirs:
I appreciate this well-written information. You state that Moody told the Village paying off the proposed 30 year
bond with a property tax levy would harm our Aaa credit rating.
Can you please tell me why that would be? I’d like to understand. In the current US Income tax regime, I wouldn’t
be able to deduct an increased property tax, but I would still like to now the answer.
Thank you.
Ron Meyer
847-251-5458
610 8th St.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Samuel Lin & Kao Kuo Lin
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Sunday, January 28, 2018 6:43:48 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Samuel Lin & Kao Kuo Lin
Street Address: 235 Kilpatrick Avenue, Wilmette, IL. 60091
E-Mail Address: Ssylin@comcast.net
Feedback: To Whom It May Concern,
We are Wilmette residents of 30 years and have suffered numerous times
of severe damages to our house, cars and personal belongings due to
overland flooding resulting from heavy rain events. Among the practical
options, we strongly prefer the Option - 1. This is the best option that will
benefit the entire village and Wilmette residents will not question the
wisdom of this decision at a later year.
Thanks for your considerations.
Samuel Lin, PhD
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Bozeday
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Friday, January 26, 2018 11:59:56 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: John Bozeday
Street Address: 235 Ridge Road, Unit 4C
E-Mail Address: bozeday@yahoo.com
Feedback: So, let me get this straight: $356.00 (average) per year for the
next 30 years? The time factor hasn't been clear, at least to me.
Also, I think a more useful figure would be to provide a % that property
owners could multiply against their current assessments to predict their
approximate annual increase.
Cordially,
John Bozeday
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Schladweiler
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Friday, January 26, 2018 11:12:17 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: John Schladweiler
Street Address: 1630 Sheridan Road Unit 8E
E-Mail Address: john@schladweiler.com
Feedback: I am for fixing it right, and doing this for the long term, so I
support Sewer Expansion Option 1. I can't help thinking about the
opportunity years ago to depress the railroad tracks - and we live with
crossing gates now and forever.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dave Wisel
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Thursday, January 25, 2018 10:30:08 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Dave Wisel
Street Address: 443 Sandy Ln
E-Mail Address: wisel.dave@gmail.com
Feedback: I am very concerned about the overall cost / benefit of the
project and the proposed method for paying for the project.
The latest brochure sent to residents states up to a 97% reduction in
vulnerable properties “in significant rain events” which seems to refer to
only 10 year storm events. According to earlier reports from the village,
there were 19 major storms between 1980-2016 of which only five (26%)
were 10 year storms. The other 14 storms (74%) were all greater than 10
year storms (25, 50 or 100 year) where the solutions have diminishing
protection, down to only 47% for a 100 year event like the one in 2016.
Based on these statistics, proposing to spend up to $100M on a solution
that only partially addresses 74% of the storms is not a very impressive
cost / benefit scenario.
Regardless of the option selected, I do not approve of the cost being
allocated to the sewer bill based on water usage. This method allocates
charges unfairly for people who have a lawn sprinkler system, which does
not use the sewers. The village also made it cost prohibitive to split the
system to meter the sprinkler separately.
It currently costs me almost $12 to water my average sized property each
time I run the system. Under the proposed sewer rate hikes, it will cost
close to $17 after the first hike and then $20 after the second hike. That is
ridiculous. The village should not penalize homeowners for keeping their
landscaping healthy and their property looking presentable.
Thank you for your consideration.
Dave Wisel
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Thank you for Stormwater Action Plan update
Thursday, January 25, 2018 6:57:26 AM

From: Denny Roberts [mailto:robertsdenny860@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2018 8:09 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Cc: Diane Roberts <robert_dv@yahoo.com>
Subject: Thank you for Stormwater Action Plan update

Dear Brigitte - Thank for your effort and the initiative of the Village Board in publishing the
"Stormwater Action Plan" we received in our mailbox today. My wife and I have been
following this issue for the last 3 years, and it's great that the Village Board is moving to a
public education phase and a vote in April.
I've written before and testified at the last meeting where the decision was made to narrow the
options to the 3 identified in the report. The information and pictures you provided offer a
focused and complete picture of the problem and the options the city has to consider. We want
you to know that we will stay engaged in the public meetings, and that we appreciate your
work in bringing the flooding problem to the public's attention and asking for resolution.
Best always,
Dennis and Diane Roberts
720 LaCrosse Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bernard Schwartz
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Wednesday, January 24, 2018 2:16:27 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Bernard Schwartz
Street Address: 232 Lawndale
E-Mail Address: blschw@aol.com
Feedback:
It's my understanding, and if I am wrong please let me know, that one of
your solutions to the storm water problem in Wilmette is to dig a big hole
under all or part of the present prairie at Wilmette & Crawford and place
into this hole some kind of tank to collect the storm water.
Your plan will not solve the stormwater problem. It is impossible to create
a large enough tank in Centennial Park to hold the amount of water that
Wilmette wishes to collect. That is true, even with a design that connects
the tanks to each other. I will give just one example and that is the Cook
County's deep tunnel project.
After spending millions of dollars on this solution, the deep tunnel did not
solve Chicago's storm water problem. Recent reports note a 2017 weekend
storm overwhelmed Chicago's sewer deep-tunnel system.
See: chicagotonight.wttw.com/2017/10/16d/weekend-storm-overwhelmschicago-s-sewer-deep-tunnel-system
But, in Wilmettte, following recent heavy storms, the prairie in the
Centennial Park retention basin held that stormwater. In Wilmette, the
stormwater did not run over. The prairie in the Centennial Park retention
basin contains the water more efficiently than any artificial tank.
Spending money on an ineffective solution is not good government.
Sincerely
Bernard Schwartz,
Civil Engineer - retired.
232 Lawndale, Wilmette
blschw@aol.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ami Campbell
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Wednesday, January 24, 2018 1:31:01 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Ami Campbell
Street Address: 401 10th Street
E-Mail Address: ami.campbell@sbcglobal.net
Feedback: I'm not writing to offer feedback, only to ask a clarification
question: how is "structure" versus "property" defined for the purposes of
the analysis? I've looked through many of the materials and am still not
entirely clear on how to interpret those terms. Thank you.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael M. Gordon
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Friday, January 19, 2018 3:50:12 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Michael M. Gordon
Street Address: 3209 Central Avenue
E-Mail Address: mmrdgordon@aol.com
Feedback: The village government has been reviewing potential
improvements. Each year the cost has increased significantly in current
year dollar value. It is beyond the time to decide what should have been
accomplished a few years ago.
If that had been done I would not have had two to three in home floodings
as well as finally having flood control work finished at my cost and no
village cooperation. The Option 1 is the correct action for West Willmette
flooding protection.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Grossbart
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Friday, January 19, 2018 12:25:34 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: John Grossbart
Street Address: 2233 Beechwood Ave.
E-Mail Address: jgrossbart@yahoo.com
Feedback: I strongly agree with the articulated premise that storm water
and sewer management are core Village responsibilities. A $500/year
uptick in average household fees and/or taxes to fund what clearly is
needed is easily justified. Frankly, I think the Village can and should go
even further, and s consider programs to encourage homeowners to
improve conditions on their own property, e.g., liner installation programs
for home sanitary sewer laterals (e.g., liners), including things like partial
matching grants, or at least using the Village's purchasing power to help
achieve cost reductions through preferred plumbing contractors. The
flooding problems can and should be addressed through multiple
mechanisms. As a resident, I favor the most comprehensive project
designs and efforts -- carried out with all deliberate speed -- to improve
water management. That will improve living situations for many Wilmette
residents, enhance property values, etc.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ned Schwartz
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Friday, January 12, 2018 5:20:13 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Ned Schwartz
Street Address: 3205 Greenleaf Ave
E-Mail Address: nmaa@comcast.net
Feedback: I was under the impression that it was decided to proceed with
"option 1" but there would be a new estimate to see if it could be
completed at a lower cost. Why all of the other options? Is Wilmette
waiting for higher interest rates to raise the fees of bonds? My impression,
all of the alternative options will fail to solve the capacity of drainage
logjam, therefore, it is imperative to replace as much sewer pipe as
possible with higher capacity to drain water away. Due to climate change
forecasts, more extreme weather events will be occurring at higher rates
of frequency. Since interest rates are essential "0%," delaying will only
cost us more, along with increasing the chance of being hit with costly
flooding during this frivolous delay. One thing to consider, regarding the
project's bonds, would it be possible to create a tax-free bond, available
for us residents (and anyone else) to purchase, so we, individuals, might
be able to benefit from interest payments, and/or tax benefits, instead of
the usual financial companies?
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Stormwater Action Plan Update
Thursday, January 11, 2018 9:00:43 AM

From: Nextdoor [mailto:reply@rs.email.nextdoor.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2018 4:23 PM
To: Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: Stormwater Action Plan Update
Nancy F.,
The project under consideration proposes Wilmette residents foot the ENTIRE
$95 million bill in increased Sewer Bills. That's too hefty an expense to pass
through without a referendum that allows every taxpayer a say. I ask that the
village end masking this extraordinarily large expense under the auspices of
an traditional infrastructure expense. $95 million is too huge a price tag to pay
without prior public vote. Take it to referendum and allow the voters to
decide.

Original post by Assistant Director of Administrative Services John Prejzner
from Village of Wilmette (1 reply):
The Villge is embarking on a public education and listening initiative to
inform residents about its Stormwater Action Plan and solicit feedback
about the potential infrastructure improvements...
Jan 10 in General to subscribers of Village of Wilmette
View or reply

Thank · Private message

Not interested in following this discussion?
You received this update because you thanked or replied to this post. Stop receiving immediate
updates on this post

This message is intended for prejznerj@wilmette.com.
Unsubscribe or adjust your email settings
Nextdoor, 875 Stevenson Street, Suite 700, San Francisco, CA 94103
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christen Reimer
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Wednesday, January 10, 2018 4:01:05 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Christen Reimer
Street Address: 3015 Wilmette Ave
E-Mail Address: reimer3015@comcast.net
Feedback: First comment: please pave over the bumpy road on west
Wilmette Avenue, between Hibbard and Skokie. It has gotten progressively
worse over the years. I have called about it before.
Second, did anyone take a survey of who has had sewer backup in the last
5-7 years or so, and plotted these homes on a map so the areas that are
hardest hit can be identified? Would this then allow the repairs to be
narrowed down to real problem areas, perhaps saving money? The price
tag is very high at this point (95 Mil).
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Private message: Stormwater Action Plan Update
Wednesday, January 10, 2018 3:39:05 PM

From: Paul via Nextdoor [mailto:reply@rs.email.nextdoor.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2018 3:38 PM
To: Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Subject: Private message: Stormwater Action Plan Update

Re: Stormwater Action Plan Update
Conversation between you and Paul H., Lake - Leclaire

Paul H., Lake - Leclaire
Do nothing!!!! We on a limited income are broke.
View or reply

This message is intended for prejznerj@wilmette.com.
Unsubscribe or adjust your email settings
Nextdoor, 875 Stevenson Street, Suite 700, San Francisco, CA 94103
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Smith
dist.ntfy.sewers
Segregated Data Proposal
Wednesday, January 3, 2018 2:02:42 PM

Hi,
Can I send you a sample of one of our B2B email lists? We offer email lists based on your
requirements.
All Industrial Sectors: Information Technology | Logistics | Oil & Gas | Automotive | Energy |
Transportation | Construction | Pharmaceuticals | Veterinary | Travel & Tourism
|Telecommunications | Retail | Banking | Manufacturing |Health Care | Interior Designers |
Facility Management | Education & E-Learning | Architects | Food & Beverages | Real Estate| HR
| Hospitality | Aviation and more… etc
If you could send me your target audience.
Industry:
Geography:
Titles:
I’ll come up with the data counts, costs & samples for your review.
Keep us posted on the same.
Regards,
David Smith
Business Development Dept.
Note: please reply with subject line as "Exclude" to exclude from all future mailings
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lourdes cornelius
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1 : Relief Sewers
Thursday, December 28, 2017 1:17:19 PM

Hello,
Please accept this email as my request for the Village trustees to vote for Option 1. While the
other options might require less financial investment up front, option 1 puts all of the
residents on a level playing field with one another in terms of protection. Although my home
does not flood, there is a high level of anxiety and stress during a heavy rainfall as we watch
our neighbors scramble to the street to check on the catch basins. As residents continue to
invest money on individual flood control systems, we need for the Village to invest on our
outdated infrastructure.
I would support a fair nominal increase in my services to help fund this.
Thank you,
Lourdes Cornelius
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Dempsey
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1
Monday, December 25, 2017 7:09:22 AM

Please approve relief sewers
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

andrew kang
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1 : Relief Sewer
Friday, December 22, 2017 8:05:04 AM

Hi,
After reading through some options for improvement in sewer. I vote for the option 1 : Relief Sewer.  
Please take my vote for the consideration.
Andrew Kang
3107 Central Ave
Thanks,
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dave Wisel
dist.ntfy.sewers
Comments on Proposed Sewer Project
Tuesday, December 19, 2017 9:43:13 AM

I am very concerned about the overall cost of the project but it appears there are no
reasonably priced alternatives being presented.
If the project must go forward, I do not approve of the cost being allocated to the sewer bill.
This method allocates charges unfairly for people who have a lawn sprinkler system. The
village also made it cost prohibitive to split the system to meter the sprinkler separately.
It currently costs me almost $12 to water my average sized property each time I run the
system. Under the proposed sewer rate hikes, it will cost close to $17 after the first hike and
then $20 after the second hike. That is ridiculous.
The village should not penalize homeowners for keeping their landscaping healthy and their
property looking presentable.
Thank you for your consideration.
Dave Wisel
443 Sandy Lane
Wilmette, IL
wisel.dave@gmail.com
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Dan Cohan
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sara Green Cohan
Storm Sewer Options
Thursday, December 14, 2017 12:00:03 PM

To Whom It May Concern:
We live at 2716 Blackhawk Road in Wilmette.  
We feel it is time for the Village to take action. The Village has spent a decade and nearly
$1 million of taxpayer money on studies, but still needs to build an effective solution to the
storm water situation in our West Wilmette neighborhood and surrounding areas.
After studying the four alternatives, we support Option 1, constructing a full size Relief
Sewer.
Options 2, 3 & 4 cost significant money but do not come as close to solving the problem.
We urge you to adopt option 1 in Tuesday's board meeting and then to move forward.
Thanks for your consideration.
Dan & Sara Cohan

-----------------------------Dan Cohan
2716 Blackhawk Road
Wilmette, IL 60091
847-251-6193 H
847-710-6570 M
dancohan@comcast.net

------------------------------
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Denny Roberts
dist.ntfy.sewers
December 12, 2017, Flood Control comments
Tuesday, December 12, 2017 7:41:55 PM
Village Board Meeting 12-12-17.docx

Village Board - The issue of West Wilmette storm water flood control is dire. I offered comments based on the
attachment during the Village Board meeting of December 12, 2017.
My hopes, and the deepest hopes of many of us on the West side, is that the Village Board will include Option#1 as
one of the options to be considered as you engage the broader Wilmette community in deliberation.
Thank you for listening, for your diligence in studying this important question, and for moving forward with a
decision.
Sincerely,
Dennis C. Roberts, Ph.D.
720 LaCrosse Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter & Hedy
dist.ntfy.sewers
Support for Option 1
Tuesday, December 12, 2017 3:10:58 PM

To whom it may concern,
Unfortunately we cannot attend tonight's meeting due to religious reasons, that is
the first night of Hanukah. But we do want to make our voices herd.
We, my wife and I are 40 year residents of West Wilmette, the area west of Hunter
Rd., east of Skokie Blvd., north of Wilmette Ave. and south of Lake St. We both
feel that Option 1, for our area, is the best plan and if we were voting tonight we
would vote for Option 1.
Over the 40 years we have experienced flooding in our basement, twice destroying
our family and utility room. Costing us a great deal to refurbish. Something needs to
be done and halfway measures will not do.
Thank you,
Peter & Hedy Ciocci
614 Pine St.
Wilmette
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

M Morris
dist.ntfy.sewers; Berger, Brigitte; JoelForWilmette@gmail.com
Option 1 is the ONLY way
Tuesday, December 12, 2017 11:52:10 AM

Hello,
As a Wilmette resident since 2009 I've endured my share of basement floods. Each flood
meant the significant amount of money spent on the clean up, repairs and additional house
investments (pumps etc.) It's the money that could have been spent on e.g. new paint for the
house increasing the house value/curb appeal for the village or even eating out/shopping
locally/investing in the community.
Every time it rains I get nervous; I have even grown to like Chicago snow storms(!) since they
are not yet another flash flood threatening the house and even cars parked on the street.
After investigating the issue I truly believe Option 1 is the fairest option for ALL residents
and the best bang for our tax buck. We all suffer when it rains and it would be unfair to take
care of only one part of the village, especially if the other projects proposed (unlike Option 1)
are not set to expand with time and additional funds.
The cost of it all will only go up; it's better to start now and have a solution that can be
modified with time, while covering most (not just a small concentrated group) of the
residents.
I also agree with issuing a moratorium on any new developments in the village; we should not
be trying to go from a small spread out town surrounded by farms to a tightly set up Chicago
neighborhood kind of a city. We all chose Wilmette for what it is, not because we hoped it will
become Evanston 2.0.
Can't make it to the meeting tonight, but I trust that fairness will prevail and the village will
choose Option 1.
Thank you!
Madison Morris
606 Laporte Ave
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ben Tolsky
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer Project
Tuesday, December 12, 2017 10:03:52 AM

I certainly agree that we have a problem, but will 10-year storm protection actually solve the
problem? Won't you still flood in 20-year storms and 50-year storms, and especially in 100-year
storms? The problem is that these numbers are old and don't take climate change into effect.
Statistically, what we call a 10-year storm is more like a 1- or 2-year storm, while a 50-year storm
might occur every 5 years. And of course, this is only going to get worse since no one is doing
anything to slow down climate change. So my issue is not with spending $100 million dollars, my
issue is that we aren't spending $150 million or $200 million dollars to actually solve this problem.
After all, if your house floods twice a year now, having it flood once a year doesn't really help you
any, does it? My issue is not just that we are using 1950's solution to solve a 1950's problem, but
we are also not using green technologies to solve this (and other) problems. It seems foolish to
me to spend $100 million now, and then next year spend $200 million because we didn't do it right
the first time. And doing it right isn't just meeting current EPA standards, doing it right means
exceeding EPA standards. The Chicagoland area diverts around a billion gallons of water each
day from the Great Lakes Basin into the Mississippi River Basin. Over the course of one year, that
amount equals 1 inch of water across all of Lakes Michigan and Huron. We have a split sewer
system, which is awesome. We are discussing storm water, not raw sewage, but easily cleanable
storm water. Sure, the amount of water that falls in Wilmette is pretty insignificant in the grand
scheme of things, but every little bit helps. If we can lead the way and send storm water back to
Lake Michigan, and then Evanston follows, and then Winnetka, and then Chicago does it... that
will have a major impact. Perhaps we should even talk with Glenview about how we can help
them get their storm water back into the lake. After all, the lake is our greatest, and one of the
world's most important natural resources.
I would love to attend the meeting tonight, but tonight is the first night of Chanukah. I'd be very
happy to attend a future meeting. Thanks.
Ben Tolsky
339 Lamon Ave
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Schield
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please choose Option 1.
Monday, December 11, 2017 9:35:29 PM

We live at 2744 Blackhawk Road and would like to encourage the village board to select
Option 1 - the Relief Sewer Option - to really solve the storm water drainage problems that
exist. With "10 year storms" seeming to happen every year or two, and "50 year storms"
coming every 10 years, the time has come to take the action necessary to address the problem.
Sincerely,
Michael and Jill Schield
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DEREK VANDERVOORT
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1 - Relief Sewer Project
Monday, December 11, 2017 8:22:16 PM

After reviewing the costs and benefits it seems clear Option 1 provides the most consistent and equitable solution for
all residents. I urge you to elect this option. Thank you.
Derek Van der Voort

Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Randall Wilson
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1
Monday, December 11, 2017 12:02:58 PM
Stormwater Management Plan.docx
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Natalya Volchek
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1 is the only way!
Monday, December 11, 2017 11:20:38 AM
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Stein, Jonathan
dist.ntfy.sewers
Westside Wilmette Flooding
Monday, December 11, 2017 11:16:40 AM
image002.png

TO:
Village of Wilmette Board
FROM: Jonathan J. Stein
I am a 17 year resident at 634 LaCrosse Avenue and am in full support of Option 1 as the best
solution to resolve the habitual and historical flooding in West Wilmette. With Westside Wilmette
flooding costly to residents over the many years, it is perplexing why a permanent solution to the
problem is not addressed through Option 1 as the best value for all Wilmette neighborhoods.
If you would like to further discuss, I can be reached at 630-218-4949.
Thank you,
Jonathan J. Stein
Jonathan J. Stein
Director
Inland Real Estate
Advisors,Inc.
2901 Butterfield Road
Oak Brook, IL 60523
Direct: 630.218.4949
jj@inlandgroup.com  
The Inland name and logo are registered trademarks being used under license.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Leonard Brenner
dist.ntfy.sewers
2616 Blackhawk
Monday, December 11, 2017 10:24:15 AM

We are located east of Locust, but I don’t see a plan that covers our street. We flood just as bad as
Blackhawk west of Locust, and our block also needs to be addressed.
Leonard J. Brenner
Leonard J. Brenner, Ltd.
555 Skokie Blvd. Suite 500
Northbrook, Illinois 60062
Phone: (847) 480-1020
Fax: (847) 480-0034
PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
The information in this electronic mail is intended for the named
recipients only. It may contain privileged and confidential matter. If
you have received this electronic mail in error, please notify the
sender immediately by replying to this electronic e-mail or by calling
(847) 897-5750. Please do not disclose the contents to anyone.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deana Tolzien
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1
Monday, December 11, 2017 9:36:54 AM

I encourage the Board to vote on option 1 regarding the sewer system in West Wilmette. It
seems logical to me that if we are going to spend the money, it should impact the most of
amount of people in the village-option 1 doing so.  
Thank you.
Deana Tolzien
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert S. Vihon
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm sewers issues
Monday, December 11, 2017 8:18:14 AM

Dear Board Members,
Mary and I have lived at 2806 Blackhawk for over 20 years and we have also experienced
multiple basement flooding issues and mold in our home caused by ineffective aging storm
water drainage impacting the quality of our life.
Option 1 in our opinion is the best option to attempt to address this issue for all residents
of Wilmette including the west side of Wilmette. We strongly support option 1 and are willing
to be charged whatever the expense to address this basic needed critical safety issue. All the
options are expensive but failure to address the concerns that are outlined in option 1 will
plague some residents for decades. Thank you. Robert and Mary Vihon.
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Joel Feinstein
dist.ntfy.sewers
Berger, Brigitte
Wilmette West Side Sewers
Sunday, December 10, 2017 6:41:03 PM

Dear Village Trustees,
I send you this communication to clarify and elaborate on my brief comments at the
stormwater meeting on Monday, November 27.
Hydrology
We will very likely see increases in the storms as we have in the past decades. Technical Paper
40 (TP-40) by the US Department of Commerce, published in 1961, was the default design
hydrology used in this region until it was replaced by the Bulletin 70 from the Illinois State
Water Survey published in 1989. It is general knowledge, and well accepted, that the Bulletin
70 rainfalls are no longer adequate and needs to be increased.
To show an example of the increase between TP-40 and Bulletin 70 the 10-yr, 3-hr storm for
this area was 2.1 inches in TP-40, while it is 2.86 inches in Bulletin 70. This presents a 36%
increase in the design code over 28 years or over 1.1% per year. This may not be the actual
increase in the storms, but it is certainly indicative. I picked the 3-yr storm for the example
because I think Joe Johnson of MWH (now Stantec) may have mentioned this storm in the last
meeting, though I think they are using critical storm durations for each sub-basin.
This hydrologic information I used can be found on page 36 of TP-40 here:
http://www.nws.noaa.gov/oh/hdsc/PF_documents/TechnicalPaper_No40.pdf
and on page 30 of Bulletin 70 here: http://isws.illinois.edu/atmos/statecli/PDF/b70-all.pdf
Construction
When the Village tears up roadways to install large sewers, the roads will have to be
reconstructed, not just resurfaced. This means that the cost of road improvements could be
incorporated and paid for, in part, by the sewer improvements. That said, it makes no sense to
reconstruct a roadway and not put in the optimal size sewer for the long run. To increase the
size of the sewer at some time in the future would be a waste of precious Village funds.
Option 1 – Relief Sewer
For the reasons outlined above, Option 1 – Relief Sewer is the best alternative in the long run.
True, it is very expensive and those living at the upstream will have to wait. However, there is
one other very compelling reason that Option 1 is better that the others. All the analysis to date
does not adequately show a very real problem. The problem with the detention storage options
is that they will not serve back-to-back storms. If another storm hits while the basins are full,
the system will act almost as though no improvements were made.
Legacy
The inherent issue with the Village west side stormwater, is that we have a very large drainage

area with a single outlet. Our stormwater challenges are only going to get greater over time.
The Village has an opportunity to take a long-term planning look at the west side drainage. In
that light, we should ask ourselves what should our drainage system look like in one hundred
years. I do not believe we will ever be able to increase the capacity of our pumping station as
it would create issues for properties downstream, and maybe upstream, on the Chicago River.
That said, we would best build to our maximum downstream capacity once and for all.
The Village has let development get so far ahead of the stormwater system, it would be best to
address the issue as expeditiously as possible, rather than kicking the problem further down
the road for future generations to solve. In that light, I challenge the Trustees to do what may
prove to be unpopular, but is the right thing for the future of the Village. This large public
works project, Option 1 – Relief Sewer, is right thing.
Respectfully submitted,

Joel Feinstein
Professional Engineer
Certified Floodplain Manager
407 Wilshire Drive West
Wilmette, IL 60091
linkedin.com/in/joel-feinstein-2b4aa68
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Wyse
dist.ntfy.sewers
I am opposed to West wilmette sewer relief plan
Sunday, December 10, 2017 4:09:47 PM

When I moved to wilmette 20 years ago I protected my home by putting in an overheard sewer system-at
considerable expense to me. I am NOT in favor of a large project that will cost me even more taxation.
Joseph wyse
919 Cherokee
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Harry Huang
dist.ntfy.sewers
My vote for Wilmette flooding projects: option 1
Saturday, December 9, 2017 11:23:20 PM

Dear sir or Ma'am,
I can not show up in the village Board meeting because of my kids's swimming lesson. I have
read and consider all options in wilmette website, and I believe option 1 is the best proposal to
solving the long time pain flooding problem of west wilmette.
I am the owner of 2931 greenleef ave.
thanks
Zhinong Huang
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nicky & Jeff Hilbert
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer project- vote for option 1
Saturday, December 9, 2017 9:05:46 PM

Hello,
We live at 1000 Pawnee Road in Indian Hill Estates. We've reviewed the various options for
storm water relief. The only option that includes our neighborhood is Option 1. Home values
in this particular area of Wilmette are very high, as are property taxes. The neighborhood is
currently turning over with new families who are heavily investing in restoring and improving
their homes and properties. Hence, it seems unfair and unthinkable to leave vulnerable some
of the village's most expensive and well cared for homes who proportionately pay a higher
than average property tax.
Please implement a fair and complete solution and vote for Option 1.
Thank you,
Jeff and Nicky Hilbert
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

jimlecinski@gmail.com on behalf of Jim Lecinski
dist.ntfy.sewers
Annette Lecinski
Resident input on Sewer options
Saturday, December 9, 2017 5:03:10 PM

We live at 2800 Blackhawk Road in Wilmette.  
It is time for you to act. The village has spent a decade and nearly $1 million of taxpayer
money on "studies" and taken no action to address the situation.  
After thoroughly studying the four alternatives, we strongly support either Option 1 (the
"Cadillac" option) or Option 4 (the targeted cheapest option).
Options 2 & 3 are caught in the middle, neither fully solving the problem nor being the most
economical. They are bad compromises.  
We urge you to narrow the options in Tuesday's board meeting down to only 1 or 4.
--Jim & Annette Lecinski
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Drewry
dist.ntfy.sewers
Support For Option 1
Saturday, December 9, 2017 4:03:20 PM

Hello, Village Board Members:
As a recent purchaser of a house in west Wilmette, I am writing to express my support for
Option 1 in the Stormwater Improvement Project. Although it is the most expensive option, it
is also the only option that comes close to solving the problem. It seems like talking halfmeasures (i.e., Options, 2, 3, and 4) will not be successful, and will eventually lead to the need
for a comprehensive solution (i.e., Option 1) anyway. So, Option 1 has my full support.
Thank you,
Rob Drewry
2928 Central Avenue
Wilmette, IL, 60091
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karleen
dist.ntfy.sewers
Approve Option 1 Relief Sewers
Friday, December 8, 2017 11:08:10 PM

To the Wilmette Village Board:
Please approve Option 1 Relief Sewers and move forward on upgrading the westside sewers.
This is the only upgrade that can improve drainage throughout the entire westside, bringing
roads and properties up to the minimum standard of 10-year storm design.
Option 1 takes full advantage of the existing pump station capacity and our outflow permit for
the Chicago River. A full capacity storm trunk is an essential part of the project, along with
the network of new and bigger storm sewer pipes.
There are potential sources of supplementary funding (MWRD, IDOT) as well as cost savings
(installation during roadway construction or water main replacement). Option 1 would replace
some old storm sewer pipes, cutting legacy maintenance costs for the replaced sections.
As Stantec engineers Joe Johnson and Burke engineer Darren Olson have explained, the only
way to spend less is to cut back on the level of service, the area served, or both. That's not an
equitable solution.
I join my westside friends and neighbors in the opinion that the flooding situation has gone on
too long. Practically as soon as the sewers were installed in the 20s and 50s, they were
overwhelmed by development. Climate change is just making rainfall worse. Although the
engineering findings have not changed significantly in three years, the board continues to meet
and study and ask for more charts showing the existing data. That is not leadership.
I invite you take a walk through any of the 14 identified flood areas in the westside. You'll
notice many inventive defenses people have constructed to attempt to save their property.
Flooding is stressful, expensive, and will take more and more of a toll on community health
and property values.
Do the right thing. Get going on Option 1 and put your energy behind finishing an
infrastructure upgrade for the entire village. Let's also get started on creating green
infrastructure, zoning rules that deal with stormwater, and "rain ready" programs to support
struggling property owners.
I learned at the recent Chicago Climate Summit that mayors around the US have sustainability
and stormwater management woven into every department and every decision--Wilmette
should too.
Karleen S McAllester
323 Wilshire Drive East
Wilmette, IL 60091
cell: 847-644-2524
email: karleensm@gmail.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

comcast
dist.ntfy.sewers
option 1
Thursday, December 7, 2017 8:46:49 PM

I am very supportive of option 1 - increasing the capacity of the sewer's capacity and adding pumping power to
elevate the storm water out of the system during high rain events, and consider hiring engineers to evaluate homes
with chronic problems, and possibly a cost share program to help pay for homeowner remedies.
Thank you for your consideration.
Ned Schwartz
3205 Greenleaf
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

James Kirby
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewers
Thursday, December 7, 2017 7:56:06 PM

I approve. My wife approves.
Move forward with the sewer project.
James and Karen Kirby
809 Redbud Ln
Thanks!
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kim Sterling
dist.ntfy.sewers
Village drainage system
Wednesday, December 6, 2017 7:07:46 PM

Hello,
I live at 840 Chilton Lane in Wilmette. I am writing to support option 1 as the best solution.
Wilmette has been studying the situation for long enough and it's time to make things right for
all of our village residents.
Thank you,
Kim Sterling
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

brendude@aol.com
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer Project
Tuesday, December 5, 2017 5:32:15 PM

Dear Wilmette Village Board Members,
While we will not be able to attend the 12/12/17 board meeting, we want you to know that we strongly
support Option 1 of of the Relief Sewer Project. Not only has Option 1 been verified by the engineers as
the best solution to our westside storm protection problem, but it is also the best value when compared to
the other options.
Sincerely,
Brendan Keleher and Mary Rose
3115 Central Ave.
Wilmette, IL

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Click here to
report this email as spam.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrea White
dist.ntfy.sewers; whitea@gtlaw.com
Option 1 please
Tuesday, December 5, 2017 4:04:42 PM

As a resident of west wilmette, 1028 Pawnee Road, I ask that option 1 is chosen by the village.
My husband, Andrew White, is copied on this email.
Thank you,
Andrea White
1028 Pawnee Road
(847)652-5348

From:
To:
Date:

Wilkinson, Simon
dist.ntfy.sewers
Monday, December 4, 2017 11:04:53 AM

Thanks for your work so far on getting us closer to alleviating our sewer issue.
We still need a long-term solution for the flooding that occurs in the Princeton Place basin. When we
experience steady rainfall in Wilmette we anxiously monitor conditions on our street and in our
basement. I go out and clean drains with a rake handle to help water flow into the sewers (not a
complaint, just reality). We have experienced surprising flooding in our street on many occasions
often when the rain is not particularly heavy during our 7 years of residency. The streets are
impassable for residents and municipal service vehicles. We see kayaks cruising down the middle of
the road and in the aftermath ruined basement carpets and furniture pile up awaiting removal.
After years of study we believe that the proposed solution (option 2 with the Thornwood basin)
should be acted upon now, for the good of residents and property values for the entire village. It is
a costly proposal but the scope and frequency of the flooding for the amount of rainfall does not
seem normal. The investment is about providing a basic service to a substantial portion of the
village’s population.
Simon Wilkinson
2043 Beechwood Ave.

Thanks
Simon Wilkinson
Offer Development Manager
(312) 420-8701 (Cell)
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gao Family
dist.ntfy.sewers
Fw: Please to approve the option 1: Relief Sewer Project
Monday, December 4, 2017 8:56:01 AM

Dear Village Board:
Please to approve the option 1: Relief Sewer Project
Thanks,
Fang Gao
217 Thlein Ct.
Wilmette, IL 60091
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Barton
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please vote for Option 1 Relief Sewer Project on Dec 12
Sunday, December 3, 2017 10:11:04 PM

Village BoardMy wife and I recently became Village of Wilmette residents, purchasing our property at 710 Laporte in summer,
2017.
We were aware of the recurring flooding issues that were common in this area and one of the things that helped
make our decision to purchase in Wilmette rather than Glenview, Northfield, or Winnetka was the thoughtful,
financially responsible diligence that the Village devoted to this issue. To ensure that all residents benefit from the
substantial project, it is critical that Option 1 be approved by the Board. Any other choice will be ignoring the
residents of this area as a cost will be realized in the form of increased taxes without any benefit. We will still be at
risk in the event the flooding problem is not properly remedied.
Please approve Option 1 at the upcoming hearing.
Best Regards,
Chris & Amanda Barton
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Morrow
dist.ntfy.sewers
Relief Sewer Project
Saturday, December 2, 2017 2:17:46 PM

Hi,
Please accept this email as advocating for and supporting Option1-The Relief Sewer Project.
The situation will only worsen and the infrastructure is in dire need of upgrading.
Thank you,
Eric Morrow
621 Laporte Ave.
Wilmette
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Denny Roberts
dist.ntfy.sewers
Diane Roberts
Wilmette Stormwater Management Proposals
Tuesday, November 28, 2017 9:46:53 PM

Dear Wilmette Village Board members and staff - We write to urge the Village Board to take
action as soon as possible to resolve the stormwater problem on the west side of Wilmette.
The subject has been studied in great detail and many alternatives explored. The time has
come to take a position, and we support the adoption of Option #1. To adopt one of the other
three solutions would leave residents in the unaddressed areas at risk, action that undermines
the public good of all Wilmette.
We believe that the Village Board has complicit responsibility derived from decisions that
were made over decades to allow more residential and business development in Wilmette.
While these past decisions added revenue for the Village, the infrastructure was not improved
to a commensurate degree to make the development viable. Now is the time to rectify the
problem; not addressing it will continue to have negative consequences not only for those
individuals who live in flood-prone areas, but also on the overall quality of the community, its
economic vitality, and reputation.
Sincerely,
Dennis C. Roberts, Ph.D.
Diane V. Roberts
720 LaCrosse Ave.
Wilmette, IL 60091
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stella Auto
dist.ntfy.sewers
Re: Westside storm sewers to reduce flooding
Monday, November 27, 2017 5:02:33 PM

We are residents of West Wilmette. We are requesting that our storm sewer should be upgraded to
reduce flooding. West Wilmette should have the same level of storm sewer protection that East Wilmette
has had for years. We feel neglected as west Wilmette residents having to face and experience constant
street and basement flooding for years. We sincerely appreciate the help of our Village trustees to look
into this problem and provide the necessary solution to correct the problem.
Thank you.
The Auto family

Virus-free. www.avg.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Westside Sewers Upgrade
Monday, November 27, 2017 12:12:20 PM

From: David Castlewitz [mailto:wdcastle@live.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 22, 2017 2:41 PM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Subject: Westside Sewers Upgrade
After reviewing the literature I urge the council to vote in favor of upgrading the west side sewers.
Thank you,
David C.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Westside Storm Sewers
Sunday, November 26, 2017 6:40:09 PM

Hi John—For the Village Board.
Brigitte
From: Berger, Brigitte
Sent: Sunday, November 26, 2017 6:38 PM
To: 'David Elsasser' <tennisdir@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Westside Storm Sewers

Thank you for the comments, Mr. Elsasser. We will make sure the Village Board receives a
copy of your email.
Kind regards,
Brigitte
Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

From: David Elsasser [mailto:tennisdir@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, November 24, 2017 8:26 AM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Subject: Westside Storm Sewers

Good Morning,
I live at 718 Lavergne Ave for 25 years. Our neighborhood, as I am sure you are
aware, is extremely prone to floods and we have endured many of them over the
years that I have lived in West Wilmette. I will not be attending the meeting this
Monday night but I want to go on record in favor of whatever is needed to help
alleviate the flooding problems in the west neighborhoods.
Sincerely,
David Elsasser

David Elsasser
Cell - 847-528-2998
Home - 847-853-9061
E-MAIL tennisdir@yahoo.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Elsasser
dist.ntfy.sewers
Westside Storm Sewers
Friday, November 24, 2017 8:27:31 AM

Good Morning,
I live at 718 Lavergne Ave for 25 years. Our neighborhood, as I am sure you are
aware, is extremely prone to floods and we have endured many of them over the
years that I have lived in West Wilmette. I will not be attending the meeting this
Monday night but I want to go on record in favor of whatever is needed to help
alleviate the flooding problems in the west neighborhoods.
Sincerely,
David Elsasser
David Elsasser
Cell - 847-528-2998
Home - 847-853-9061
E-MAIL tennisdir@yahoo.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Castlewitz
dist.ntfy.sewers
Westside Sewers Upgrade
Wednesday, November 22, 2017 2:41:19 PM

After reviewing the literature I urge the council to vote in favor of upgrading the west side sewers.
Thank you,
David C.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

michael mccarthy
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm sewers
Friday, November 17, 2017 3:23:00 PM

Village Board,
I am against this village spending taxpayer money on a west side sewer project that will benefit few residents. On
the east side, we are inconvenienced a few time a year by allowing water to accumulate in the streets so that it can
be digested slowly by the existing sewer system. When we have a bad rain, we move our cars off the street. That’s
it.
For this village to even consider a project of the magnitude that is being discussed is ridiculous. Apparently, there is
a very vocal group of interested parties pushing for this and a member of your board is firmly in support as an
interested beneficiary as well. This needs to go to a referendum if it is considered at all
Mike McCarthy
707 Laurel
Wilmette.

Sent from my iPad
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

amrita seo
dist.ntfy.sewers
Re: Audit Report!
Wednesday, November 8, 2017 12:52:06 AM

Hi There,
Reading the mail and ignoring it as a more sales one? That’s fine, I didn’t take it personally!
Just kidding!
I was wondering if you are interested in our free of cost audit report for your website, if you are targeting for
better sales, this is the right time to start SEO for your website. Let me know your thoughts.
Thanks,
Amrita

From: amritaseo22788@outlook.com
Sent: 17 September 2017 10:28
To: sewers@wilmette.com
Subject: Audit report!
Hi There,
With a team of experienced and proficient SEO professionals, our services are helping businesses craft a
niche in the online marketing segment. A quick analysis of your website from its content, structure, and
Meta tags demonstrates that your website needs keen consideration in some pivotal sectors.
We would like to share an SEO audit report, which contains indexes that will help you drive more traffic to
your website.
Furthermore, we are also adroit in enabling businesses modify their websites for better prospects of
conversions and business selling.
If you would like to talk about business, you can go through the audit report and reply to this email with
your contact details. Our consultants are looking forward to exchange more regarding your business.
Thanks,

Business Development Consultant
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Something must be done
Tuesday, November 7, 2017 7:43:13 AM

From: Berger, Brigitte
Sent: Tuesday, November 7, 2017 7:43 AM
To: 'Sam Kirshenbaum' <Kirshenbaum@lkhs.com>
Subject: RE: Something must be done

Thank you for the comments Mr. Kirshenbaum. Your email will be shared with the Village
Board.
Please keep in mind the next meeting of the Village Board to discuss stormwater is November
27 at 7:00 PM. You are welcome to attend.
Best regards,
Brigitte
Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

From: Sam Kirshenbaum [mailto:Kirshenbaum@lkhs.com]
Sent: Monday, November 6, 2017 4:15 PM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Subject: Something must be done
As someone who lives west of Ridge Avenue, and has experienced repeated flooded streets and flooded
basements, I, of course, strongly advocate moving forward with modernizing our sewer system.
I believe that, with climate change, the frequency of these flooding events will only increase over time
dramatically and adversely affecting the quality of life and health in our community. Obviously, home
values are also impacted by these recurring floods.
It has become a common practice to watch with dread the approach of every thunderstorm and then wait
with even greater anticipation for the storm to pass. And, while we have done all we can to try to mitigate
the effects of these storms on an individual basis, I believe it will take a concerted community effort to truly

resolve this problem.
We need to view the cost of this program — and programs like it — as a worthwhile investment in the
future of our community. Thank you.
Sam Kirshenbaum
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sam Kirshenbaum
dist.ntfy.sewers
Something must be done
Monday, November 6, 2017 4:14:49 PM

As someone who lives west of Ridge Avenue, and has experienced repeated flooded streets and flooded
basements, I, of course, strongly advocate moving forward with modernizing our sewer system.
I believe that, with climate change, the frequency of these flooding events will only increase over time
dramatically and adversely affecting the quality of life and health in our community. Obviously, home
values are also impacted by these recurring floods.
It has become a common practice to watch with dread the approach of every thunderstorm and then wait
with even greater anticipation for the storm to pass. And, while we have done all we can to try to mitigate
the effects of these storms on an individual basis, I believe it will take a concerted community effort to truly
resolve this problem.
We need to view the cost of this program — and programs like it — as a worthwhile investment in the
future of our community. Thank you.
Sam Kirshenbaum

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Click here to report this email as
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Anita Miller; dist.ntfy.sewers
Joel Kurzman; Michael Dr. Miller; John Nash; rigneyj@me.com; Jack Zoldan
RE: Storm Water Project
Monday, October 30, 2017 8:24:03 AM

Thank you for the email Ms. Miller. We will be sure to share it with the rest of the Village
Board.
Please keep in mind the next meeting to discuss the stormwater project is November 27.
Best regards,
Brigitte
Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

From: Anita Miller [mailto:anitaivymiller@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, October 29, 2017 9:19 AM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Cc: Joel Kurzman <joelforwilmette@gmail.com>; Michael Dr. Miller <mmiller@luriechildrens.org>;
John Nash <johnnash.homes@gmail.com>; rigneyj@me.com; Jack Zoldan <j.zoldan@comcast.net>
Subject: Storm Water Project

To Whom This May Concern
The project proposed by Christopher Burke of 44,000 feet of new storm sewer west of Ridge road makes
the most sense for real resolution concerning flooding in Wilmette . If we really want to resolve this
problem, cutting corners with less functional plans will not suffice.
My street consistently floods. During our latest storm event in October the water was 4" high and not
passible for a sedan vehicle.
As a resident who greatly values living in Wilmette I support the above plan.
Land use is also an important part of this issue.
Thank you for your consideration

Anita Miller
3029 Central Ave.
Wilmette, IL
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Anita Miller
dist.ntfy.sewers
Joel Kurzman; Michael Dr. Miller; John Nash; rigneyj@me.com; Jack Zoldan
Storm Water Project
Sunday, October 29, 2017 9:19:25 AM

To Whom This May Concern
The project proposed by Christopher Burke of 44,000 feet of new storm sewer west of Ridge road makes
the most sense for real resolution concerning flooding in Wilmette . If we really want to resolve this
problem, cutting corners with less functional plans will not suffice.
My street consistently floods. During our latest storm event in October the water was 4" high and not
passible for a sedan vehicle.
As a resident who greatly values living in Wilmette I support the above plan.
Land use is also an important part of this issue.
Thank you for your consideration
Anita Miller
3029 Central Ave.
Wilmette, IL
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
David K Russell; dist.ntfy.sewers
RE: Stormwater project topic
Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:43:56 AM

Thank you Mr. Russell. We will be sure to share your comments with the Village Board.
Best regards,
Brigitte
Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

-----Original Message----From: David K Russell [mailto:russelldavidk@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:15 AM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Subject: Stormwater project topic
Hello Village Board
I am writing to state that I am emphatically against spending money on the west side project currently being
considered. Temporary street and front yard flooding is a short term inconvenience, one that we actually built into
the east side 20 years ago and are tolerating just fine. And, the cost is almost as great as what was spent on the New
Trier project which benefited a much larger number of homeowners and was financed by several villages.
Secondly, from a governance perspective I do not believe this proposal should be in the hands of the Village Board.
It is far too expensive to be decided by a small group, at least one of whom is completely biased. Please submit it to
a Village-wide referendum where I am certain it will be voted down. Thank you for your consideration and service.
David K. Russell
2018 Highland Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David K Russell
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater project topic
Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:15:06 AM

Hello Village Board
I am writing to state that I am emphatically against spending money on the west side project currently being
considered. Temporary street and front yard flooding is a short term inconvenience, one that we actually built into
the east side 20 years ago and are tolerating just fine. And, the cost is almost as great as what was spent on the New
Trier project which benefited a much larger number of homeowners and was financed by several villages.
Secondly, from a governance perspective I do not believe this proposal should be in the hands of the Village Board.
It is far too expensive to be decided by a small group, at least one of whom is completely biased. Please submit it to
a Village-wide referendum where I am certain it will be voted down. Thank you for your consideration and service.
David K. Russell
2018 Highland Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: FW: Stormwater improvement project feedback
Monday, October 23, 2017 9:46:00 AM

Please share with the Village Board—thanks
Brigitte
From: Mike Lepley [mailto:mikelepley@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, October 21, 2017 2:47 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: FW: Stormwater improvement project feedback

What a thorough and fantastic response - thanks!!!!!!!!!!!
Mike Lepley
mikelepley@gmail.com
(404) 642-5782
On 10/20/2017 2:43 PM, Berger, Brigitte wrote:
Hi Mr. Lepley:
Thank you for your comment below. We will be sure to share your email with the Village Board. My responses to your questions are
provided below in red.
(1) the increased tax cost per household: The Village Board will be discussing four project options ranging from $48 million to $95
million at the Committee of the Whole meeting on November 27. I expect they will also discuss some detailed financial
information, including anticipated impact to sewer fees. Please keep in mind, however, that in addition to not deciding on a
project yet, they have also not yet decided how to pay for it. There are other funding mechanisms, stormwater utility fee, for
example, that will also likely be discussed by the Village Board.
(2) the current probability of 10-year flooding for my house: This is the map showing areas impacted by a 10-year storm event.

(3) the expected probability of 10-year flooding for my house after the project.: Here is the map of areas impacted by a 10-year
storm after Alternative 1 ($95 million) is built.

(4) could also be expressed in terms of average annual flooding repairs cost per household before and after the project, or maybe
average annual flooding repairs cost + decreased home value before/after the project: Unfortunately, we do not have
information on annual cost of flood repairs or home values.
I also attached the complete agenda packet from the last Village meeting in which this project was discussed. I hope this information
has been helpful to you. I can be reached at 847.853.7627 if you have any questions.
Best regards,
Brigitte
Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

From: Mike Lepley [mailto:mikelepley@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2017 5:15 PM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Cc: dist.ntfy.pubworks <dist.ntfy.pubworks@wilmette.com>; Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Stormwater improvement project feedback

Hi,

I live on the 3100 Block of Wilmette. I'd be open to the Village paying $95M and associated higher taxes if it meant a significant
reduction in flood chances. First, I'd like to understand (1) the increased tax cost per household, (3) the expected probability of 10-year
flooding for my house after the project. (2) and (3) could also be expressed in terms of average annual flooding repairs cost per
household before and after the project, or maybe average annual flooding repairs cost + decreased home value before/after the project.
Effectively, let me understand my household's costs and benefits.
Thanks!
cc'ing a few other email addresses because sewers@wilmette.com bounced a few days ago, even though that email address was listed
in the Communicator.
-Mike Lepley

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jack
dist.ntfy.sewers
flooding
Sunday, October 22, 2017 3:31:27 PM

I am contacting you about a regular problem with flooding because of the poor drainage on Hibbard
Rd. in West Wilmette.
Are you aware of this?
I have heard that this road, for some reason, is a Cook County responsibility.
T is, therefore, not the responsibility of the Village.
But is there some thing you could do to help with the problem?
I was hoping all the pipes being laid down on Hibbard and Skokie Blvd would help, but I was told it
would not.
Thank you,
Jack Zoldan
3035 Greenleaf
Wilmette
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Stormwater improvement project feedback
Friday, October 20, 2017 2:19:00 PM

From: Mike Lepley [mailto:mikelepley@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2017 5:15 PM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Cc: dist.ntfy.pubworks <dist.ntfy.pubworks@wilmette.com>; Berger, Brigitte
<bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Stormwater improvement project feedback

Hi,
I live on the 3100 Block of Wilmette. I'd be open to the Village paying $95M and associated
higher taxes if it meant a significant reduction in flood chances. First, I'd like to understand (1)
the increased tax cost per household, (2) the current probability of 10-year flooding for my
house, and (3) the expected probability of 10-year flooding for my house after the project. (2)
and (3) could also be expressed in terms of average annual flooding repairs cost per household
before and after the project, or maybe average annual flooding repairs cost + decreased home
value before/after the project.
Effectively, let me understand my household's costs and benefits.
Thanks!
cc'ing a few other email addresses because sewers@wilmette.com bounced a few days ago,
even though that email address was listed in the Communicator.
-Mike Lepley

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Seth Martin; dist.ntfy.sewers
RE: Storm Water
Wednesday, October 18, 2017 9:45:58 AM

Thank you Mr. Martin. Your comments will be shared with President Bielinski and the
Village Board.
Kind regards,
Brigitte
Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com

From: Seth Martin [mailto:wsmartin@firstmartin.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 17, 2017 3:36 PM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Subject: Storm Water

To begin with I would like to thank the Village Board and Staff for addressing what is clearly a
very complex issue. There is mostly likely no perfect answer.
I am a resident of Wilmette and recently completed the construction of a new home. As part of
that construction I was required to spend a significant amount of money to make sure rainwater
that fell on my lot was effectively controlled on my lot. I also have a friend who lives in
Kenilworth gardens that spent $10k of his own money fixing his drainage and putting in a double
guard to prevent water from entering his basement. We have also heard that Winnetka has a
program to help assist individual homeowner with improvements that might be much better and a
more cost effective solution.
$95MM is a staggering sum of money for our small community and if I am doing the math
correctly it would work out to $3,490 per citizen (assuming 27,219 from the 2016) or $13,962 per
family (assuming our average household is four people which is a guess). I would also guess that
the actual cost will be much higher (as it always is and the estimates have already gone up almost
20%!!!) and this is all on top of the recent cost to do storage under West Park. I feel for impacted
homeowners but this is not a new problem and I don't know why this huge burden should be
placed on our community when we have so many other issues to address.
Seth Martin

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Braiman, Michael
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Stormwater Project Referendum?
Wednesday, October 18, 2017 9:29:25 AM

For VB Materials.
Begin forwarded message:
From: Peter Baugher <pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>
Date: October 12, 2017 at 9:52:32 AM CDT
To: "bielinskib@wilmette.com" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>
Subject: Stormwater Project Referendum?
Bob—Given the very substantial cost of the contemplated project (best measured by
the $80-90 million aggregate price rather than by impact on hypothetical annual sewer
and water bills), and the underwhelming benefits after thorough engineering
investigation, would it make sense to put this issue to Wilmette voters in a referendum
next March?
This is a well-researched, discrete, exceedingly expensive project, and local voters are
accustomed to being allowed to participate directly in deciding these kinds of issues.
Wilmette voters defeated Park District referendums for lakefront improvements an
order of magnitude less expensive in 2014; township voters approved the second New
Trier rebuilding referendum for about the same dollar amount as the stormwater
project ($100 million township-wide) several years ago after rejecting the $180 million
first proposal; and we approved a District 39 referendum for an elementary school
bonds some years back.
The Village Board could present its research and outline benefits and costs without
recommendation and let the community decide whether the project should go forward
or be tabled at least in its current configuration.
Best regards,
Peter
Peter V. Baugher
Baugher Dispute Resolution LLC
130 North Garland Court – Suite 4101
Chicago, IL 60602
T: + 1 847-912-1716
pbaugher@baugherlegal.com
www.baugherlegal.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Prejzner, John
FW: Comment on sewer project- Communicator October 2017
Wednesday, October 18, 2017 9:21:38 AM

Hi John—Mike B said you were gathering these for the VB.
B
From: Berger, Brigitte
Sent: Saturday, October 14, 2017 11:25 AM
To: william arnold <billncele@comcast.net>
Subject: Re: Comment on sewer project- Communicator October 2017

Hi Mr. Arnold— thank you for the note. I will be sure to share your comments with the
Village Board.
Best regards,
Brigitte Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
On Oct 14, 2017, at 10:36 AM, william arnold <billncele@comcast.net> wrote:
Hello- I tried to submit our comment to sewers@wilmette.com as instructed
in the Communicator BUT the email address was returned as invalid.
Therefore I have included the body of our remarks in this e-mail.Please
forward this to the appropriate village official(s). Thank you.
Dear Village Board Members-We are opposed to the village of Wilmette pursuing
a sewer project that could cost up to $95 million. On a per household basis this is
simply too much money to be spent by too many of us to benefit so few of our
residents. We see the only option for a village wide solution as one which would
involve outside federal or state funding or a special additional levy on residents at
risk to defray a significant part but not all of the cost. Lacking further information
we are not persuaded that even with the expenditure of the $95 million that this
would actually solve the flooding problem.
Otherwise we feel that residents at risk either were or should have been
knowledgeable that they were purchasing a home in an area subject to flooding.
They thus bear the burden of finding a solution to the problem.
We realize that Wilmette is a community of people who have rallied in support of
each other in the past. Sadly we also recognize that there must be limitations
placed on the tax burden each of us are asked to bear. We sincerely hope that an
equitable solution can be found for this vexing problem.
William J Arnold, MD
Celia M. Arnold
751 Michigan Ave

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Seth Martin
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Water
Tuesday, October 17, 2017 3:35:41 PM

To begin with I would like to thank the Village Board and Staff for addressing what is clearly a
very complex issue. There is mostly likely no perfect answer.
I am a resident of Wilmette and recently completed the construction of a new home. As part of
that construction I was required to spend a significant amount of money to make sure rainwater
that fell on my lot was effectively controlled on my lot. I also have a friend who lives in
Kenilworth gardens that spent $10k of his own money fixing his drainage and putting in a double
guard to prevent water from entering his basement. We have also heard that Winnetka has a
program to help assist individual homeowner with improvements that might be much better and a
more cost effective solution.
$95MM is a staggering sum of money for our small community and if I am doing the math
correctly it would work out to $3,490 per citizen (assuming 27,219 from the 2016) or $13,962 per
family (assuming our average household is four people which is a guess). I would also guess that
the actual cost will be much higher (as it always is and the estimates have already gone up almost
20%!!!) and this is all on top of the recent cost to do storage under West Park. I feel for impacted
homeowners but this is not a new problem and I don't know why this huge burden should be
placed on our community when we have so many other issues to address.
Seth Martin

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Braiman, Michael
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
Tuesday, October 17, 2017 12:32:09 PM
image001.png

From: Sonja Hickey [mailto:sonjahickey1@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, October 16, 2017 6:28 PM
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)

Here is the full e-mail:
Hi,
I read the article in 'The Communicator' entitled 'Village Continues Consideration of Storm Water Project". At the
end of the article, it asks for people to e-mail comments. Here are mine (with a few questions):
1) In the early 90's, the Village of Wilmette spent large amounts of money to fix/upgrade/etc. the sewer system East
of Green Bay Road. Why was it decided to fix/upgrade/etc. the sewer system East of Green Bay Road (and not
West of Green Bay Road)?
2) The 'storm of the century' hits Wilmette several times in the 2000's. Not just once, but 3, 4, maybe 5 times? The
people that are impacted? The people owning homes West of Green Bay Road, where improvements to the sewer
system have not been made. Affected homeowners are simply told to invest thousands of dollars to deal with the
issue by installing overhead drain systems, check valves, etc. The homeowners East of Green Bay Road don't have
to shell out this money - their basements stay nice and dry during these 'storms of the century'.
3) The Village is about to spend millions of dollars to fix the sewer system West of Green Bay Road. As we all
know, ALL Wilmette households will have to fund this project through increased property taxes. So, the people
who have had to live through multiple basement floodings will equally share the burden of paying for the
upgrades.
Is this really fair?
At a minimum, households who have experienced basement floodings starting on or after the first 'storm of the
century' should NOT have to contribute equally to the funding of this project.
Suggestions:
1) Perhaps households West of Green Bay Road pay less in property taxes and let the people East of Green Bay
Road pay for these improvements? Since this probably is not doable from a process perspective ... I would opt for
Suggestion #2.
2) Perhaps a household that reported a minimum of two basement floodings to the Village of Wilmette get
reimbursed say $10K/basement flooding for the pain and suffering they experienced while the households East of
Green Bay Road sat nice and cozy and dry during these 'storms of the century'?
I really do not think it is fair that people who had basement floodings (who live West of Green Bay Road) should
have to pay an equal amount to fund the sewer improvements. It is simply just not fair.
Feel free to call me if you would like to discuss further.
Sonja Hickey
2117 Chestnut Avenue (yes, WEST of Green Bay Road)

Wilmette, IL 60091
sonjahickey1@gmail.com
847.612.8370

On Mon, Oct 16, 2017 at 3:29 PM, Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com> wrote:
Ms. Hickey,
Our apologies for the error in regards to the sewer email. The email address was created in
September 2016 and at some point was accidentally reclassified which prevented it from receiving
external emails. The matter is now fixed and the email account is functioning properly.
I have received your comments, however, it appears that a portion of the message beginning in
the middle of your third bullet point was lost. If you can resend your comments to me I will be
sure to include them in a future report to the Village Board.
Thank You,
Mike
Michael Braiman
Assistant Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
847-853-7506

From: Sonja Hickey <sonjahickey1@gmail.com>
Date: October 16, 2017 at 8:46:05 AM CDT
To: bergerb@wilmette.com, bielinskib@wilmette.com
Subject: Fwd: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
As an fyi, the e-mail address indicated in the article is not valid.
Sonja Hickey
---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Mail Delivery Subsystem <mailer-daemon@googlemail.com>
Date: Mon, Oct 16, 2017 at 8:43 AM
Subject: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
To: sonjahickey1@gmail.com

2) The 'storm of the century' hits Wilmette several times in the 2000's. Not just
once, but 3, 4, maybe 5 times? The people that are impacted? The people
owning homes West of Green Bay Road, where improvements to the sewer
system have not been made. Affected homeowners are simply told to invest
thousands of dollars to deal with the issue by installing overhead drain systems,
check valves, etc. The homeowners East of Green Bay Road don't have to shell
out this money - their basements stay nice and dry during these 'storms of the
century'.
3) The Village is about to spend millions of dollars to fix the sewer system
West of Green Bay Road. As w ----- Message truncated -----

STORMWATER ACTION PLAN OPEN HOUSE - PUBLIC COMMENTS

FEBRUARY 8, 2018

I’d like to see more green infrastructure solutions as part of plans. Did I miss it, or do none of
these plans incorporate any green infrastructure? Beth Dreick

Option 1 makes the most sense, though some additional underground storage would provide
further relief unless the costs are prohibitive. We are concerned that any solution not diminish
park areas, gardens (especially the Centennial Prairie Garden), and the other open areas. All
means to educate homeowners on individual water reduction on their own properties—rain
gardens, permeable pavers, rain barrels—should be pursued by the Village.

I appreciate the cost, but hope the Board will opt to benefit the largest number of
homes/residents as possible. And if they opt for the cheaper option, that Thornwood Park is
returned to its current beauty. Do NOT turn it into another West park. Thank you.

The options under review vary in number of households who they fit. The cost per household is
so minimal and the difference across the 3 options negligible; why would any consideration be
given to a lower cost solution? Dennis Roberts, 720 Lacrosse.

I like playing in Thornwood Park. Don’t dig it up please. Do option one! Please! Sam, 1221 Colgate

Flooded streets are unacceptable in a 10 year storm event. I believe we need to at least go with
the 3rd option, neighborhood storage. Doing nothing is not an option.

I live on Thornwood Park and have lived there all my life. I have also planted a lot of trees there.
If you choose Option 2 or 3 it is not an everlasting solution, if you choose Option 1 then that will
be a long lasting solution.

I know that green infrastructure alone is insufficient to solve this problem, but I think it’s critical
that green infrastructure is a tangible component of whatever plan we choose. It’s senseless to
put millions of dollars into a system like this without doing everything we can to avoid overtaxing
the system with avoidable runoff. Let’s be forward thinking and really put effort into Village-wide
green infrastructure. It could be beautiful as well as functional. Thank you, Karen Glennemeier,
719 Laurel.

STORMWATER ACTION PLAN OPEN HOUSE - PUBLIC COMMENTS

FEBRUARY 8, 2018

Please protect Centennial Prairie from destruction or make it whole again if destruction is
necessary. It serves many uses, not the least of which is storm water retention. Karen
Glennemeier, 719 Laurel.

I feel strongly that we must amend our zoning ordinance to disallow the expansion of impervious
surfaces on residential properties. To allow for more runoff while spending millions to control
this runoff makes no sense. I like the storm water utility fee as one way to incentivize doing the
right thing as far as impervious surface is concerned. Karen Glennemeier, 719 Laurel.

I completely agree with the need to solve this problem but I completely disagree with how you
are proposing to do it. There is nothing green in any of the solutions. And nothing addresses the
fact that a 10 year storm occurs every other year and that in another decade will be even more
frequent. Use green infrastructure. Send our rainwater back to Lake Michigan! Ben Tolsky, 339
Lamon Ave.

Let’s make rain barrels mandatory in affected areas. If they were purchased in bulk cost will be
affordable to residents.

If the Board of Trustees chooses to do nothing I feel that is an absolute insult to the residents of
West Wilmette. Every time it rains the people of West Wilmette panic. There should be funds for
this. It is a never ending problem for the homeowners. We need this addressed. Tom Cahill

“When it rains, Wilmette floods” is bad branding. The Village needs to do more catch basin
cleaning – not inside, more on the tops, especially after a storm (street sweepers). Comments
regarding the mailer: upset that the photos are undated, it “seems like a sales job.” The term
“vulnerable structures” is undefined - did Legal look at this?

I would like the Village to do more than just encourage/suggest green water remediation efforts,
such as rain barrels, native trees and discouraging larger and larger homes with bigger footprints,
driveways, etc. I understand that this will not solve the problem but experts believe that up to
20% of water can be remediated this way? Keep here instead of sending problems down the
Mississippi to others. More financial incentives to develop homes and greater leadership from
the Village for remediation efforts. Need to walk the walk, not just talk.

STORMWATER ACTION PLAN OPEN HOUSE - PUBLIC COMMENTS

FEBRUARY 8, 2018

Open Spaces are the most valuable possession a neighbor can have. Protect parks is a must!! The
money we should invest for the Option 1 will be recovered in the houses’ price because we will
have a neighbor as it is now (beautiful and calm) but without flooding problems. Raul, 1201
Colgate.

I am very, very concerned that the Village is ignoring the use of green alternatives in approaching
this problem. I believe very short shrift was given to green alternatives in what the Village is
attempting to document the study that was undertaken. It does not appear that the Village
understands the nature of the land in West Wilmette, the impact that native planting on a large
scale could make and the continuing damage that is being done by allowing the building of bigger
and bigger homes without allowing for open land that is filled with natives. Joann Dinneen, 801
Romona Rd.

We have lived in Wilmette for almost 10 years. We had sewer backup in our basement for the
first time in July of 2011 and for the second time in April, 2013. After our second flood we installed
a flood control system to protect our house. Every time it rains we worry. Even in minor rain
storms our street (Beechwood) floods and water begins to approach our front stairs to our house.
We are in favor of Option1 as it seems to help the most number of homes. Please help keep my
house from flooding. We would love to enjoy rain storms again without the constant worry.
Please Option 1-Sewer Expansion. Jill Huebsch, 2038 Beechwood Ave.

We have lived on Colgate Street for 5 years and back up to Thornwood Park. We have had
birthday parties, Popsicle parties, and walked our kids to school through the park. Our kids play
baseball in the fields and we play tennis on the courts. For years our kids have played at the
playground. Many of our good friends in the neighborhood have had flooding in their streets and
homes. We would love to give the Village of Wilmette the best opportunity to protect the most
houses from flooding. And protect our home value. Please vote for Option 1!!! The financial
implications will pay off in the long term—and no damage will be done to Thornwood Park or
neighboring parks. Thank you for listening! Sophie Candido, 1221 Colgate St.

Under Option 1 there is still an area around Washington & Hibbard that is shown as blue on the
map. The consultants say that can be improved. It should be; for the cost of this project, all areas
should be improved and kept dry.
[name & email illegible]

STORMWATER ACTION PLAN OPEN HOUSE - PUBLIC COMMENTS

FEBRUARY 8, 2018

I vote for none of the three options since not a dime will be spent on helping the individual
homeowners mitigate the problem nor is any money going toward utilizing natural water
retention on homeowners’ property or Village property. Please call Jack Pizzo 815-351-3250-he
is an expert on the use of native infrastructure to help with urban water issues. Edie Rowell
[business card attached]

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

perry pakravan
dist.ntfy.sewers
Vernelle Pakravan
Storm Water mitigation plan
Thursday, February 8, 2018 10:46:49 PM

This email is directed at the trustees, the village manager and the village engineering department. I
was at the village hall on February 8th and spoke with village engineering staff and the storm water
consultant. I believe the trustees need to reconsider the three mitigation plans and look at the plan
with more granular local mitigation plan. Here we go:
The big part of the expense is enlarging the sewer lines. I understand the consultants have looked at
granular plans, which entails storm water storage in immediate neighborhoods, obviating the need
for sewer line enlargement and thus reducing the cost substantially.   I also understand that an
empty lot can be designed to retain about 300,000 gallons or something like 2 acre inches of water.
With the purchase of some homes in the right locations, their subsequent demolition and
conversion for storage of water under the surface it may be possible to accomplish the mitigation
plan at a substantially lower cost than the plan #3 that is being considered currently.   The added
advantage is that the lot can also be used for a nice kiddy park for the immediate neighborhood.   I
encourage the trustees to circulate the cost estimate of this granular (or micro plan) plan to the
residents and seriously re-consider the plans currently put forward.
Further, the mitigation can be tried in phases.   In my neighborhood, for example, there is a perfect
opportunity to try the granular option.   There is a large lot on the corner of 21st and Chestnut that
is before the planning commission for subdivision into two lots.   The existing structure will be
demolished and seems to be vacant currently.   This is a perfect lot to buy and convert to water
detention/park. This micro mitigation can most likely be done quickly, inexpensively and solve the
flooding problem for most of the Kenilworth Gardens.
Moreover, the village must become really disciplined and hardnosed about storm water
management. It makes absolutely no sense to permit diversion of backyard water to the street as a
result of allowing re-grading of the back yards or expansion of the current structures.   Any
expansion or re-grading permit must require storage tanks/wells in the back yard to at least retain
120% of the storm water that the new structure or grading may displace; with an easement in favor
of the city for future inspection and maintenance.
Finally, I believe we really need plan 4 and 5.   Clearly current plans 1 and 2 should be discarded.
Regards,
Perry Pakravan
2111 Thornwood Ave
847 769 5994

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wendy Brickman
dist.ntfy.sewers
2240 wilmette ave
Saturday, February 17, 2018 7:10:24 PM

Dennis Brickman is in favor of the sewer expansion option.
2240 Wilmette Ave

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sonja Hickey
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Tuesday, February 20, 2018 9:07:29 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Sonja Hickey
Street Address: 2117 Chestnut Avenue
E-Mail Address: sonjahickey1@gmail.com
Feedback: P.S. I would like a list of each and every household that has
ever reported to the Village that their basement flooded. I would like to go
and talk with these homeowners and see how they feel about paying
equally towards the storm water sewer improvements.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jonathan Shean
dist.ntfy.sewers
resident feedback
Tuesday, February 20, 2018 12:34:19 PM

My name is Jonathan Shean and I am a resident at 2035 Beechwood Ave. I strongly recommend that
the board accept Option 2. In my opinion this option has the best cost/benefit/time ratio.
Thank you,
Jonathan Shean
917-583-7743 cell

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Flood Control
Friday, February 23, 2018 8:22:18 AM

From: Frenzer, Tim
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2018 4:27 PM
To: Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Cc: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Subject: FW: Flood Control
Public Comment
Timothy J. Frenzer
Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
1200 Wilmette Ave.
Wilmette, IL 60091
Tel. 847-853-7501
Fax 847-853-7700
Email: FrenzerT@wilmette.com

From: Myra Zissman [mailto:mgzissman@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2018 4:25 PM
To: Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>
Subject: Flood Control

I am very concerned about the proposed Flood Control Project. Having experienced 18 inches
of water in my basement in 2008, I am very much interested in the passing of Sewer
Expansion #1. Though covered by insurance, the process was very painful and I hope I never
have to experience it again. I have lived in the Village for 35 years. West Wilmette needs the
same protection as East Wilmette.
Looking forward to NEW comprehensive flood protection.
Myra Zissman
802 Redbud Lane

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Centennial Prairie and Storm Water Improvement Project
Friday, March 2, 2018 8:55:25 AM

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Thursday, March 1, 2018 4:37 PM
To: Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Subject: FW: Centennial Prairie and Storm Water Improvement Project
For our next email submittal to the Village Board.
From: csadel1@aol.com [mailto:csadel1@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2018 3:59 PM
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: Centennial Prairie and Storm Water Improvement Project

Hello Mr. Braiman:
Thanks. This explains why people at the Park District advise they have yet to hear anything specific from the village about
the project and where parts of it will be located in, for example, in Centennial Park.
The EEC was created, as you know, for the use of the village board on matters of the environment and energy. I am aware
of its history because I worked on drafting it and presenting it to the trustees who passed it. The idea was for the trustees
to have FREE advice and assistance on environmental matters. The idea was to save the taxpayers money.
It appears that the time and effort to achieve this was a big waste of time and effort as the EEC is a resource that the
trustees ignore and choose not to use.

Also, I would like to know what plans are being made to change the plan so that it excludes Centennial Park
and returns to including the playing field where the stormwater flooding problem actually exists. This
modification will save money that the plan currently spends on building underground pipes carrying the water
a great distance from the flooded area to an underground tank placed in an area that does not flood, namely
Centennial Park. This change should be easy, as this issue and how foolish it was to cave to residents who
live where the flooding exists but who want the solution to be in someone else's backyard, was brought to my
attention by one of the engineers who the village hired to work on the stormwater problem and who illustrated
the issue by pointing out the locations on the village map. I look forward to hearing from you regarding this.
According to the engineer I spoke with at the village stormwater educational event, and according to Brigitte ,and

according to the documents sent by the village,the stormwater plan has no green components.
And, from the lack of response to my letters suggesting educational events, it appears the village is making
no effort to revise the plan to include green components.
I hereby request the following: That you advise in writing the trustees that I - a resident of Wilmette - ask the trustees to
forthwith send the stormwater plans to the EEC to review and assess, and that the trustees postpone making any
stormwater decisions until after the EEC has publicly reported its findings to the board and the residents.

Please send me a copy of the letter you send to the president and the trustees setting forth my request.  
Also, please keep me informed about the trustees' vote on this matter.

Thank you.
Best wishes,
Charlotte Adelman
-----Original Message----From: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
To: csadel1 <csadel1@aol.com>
Sent: Thu, Feb 22, 2018 1:27 pm
Subject: RE: Centennial Prairie and Storm Water Improvement Project

Charlotte,
The storm water improvement project is a matter for the Village Board and not the EEC, and as such, has not and will not be sent to the EEC for
review. The Village has been professionally informed of the potential green components relating to the stormwater project by the Christopher
Burke study, which Brigitte sent to you on February 6th. The Village has held informal discussions with the park district staff regarding the
proposed improvements; there are no formal letters from the Village to the park district which are responsive to your request.
Thank You,
Mike

Michael Braiman
Assistant Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
847-853-7506

From: csadel1@aol.com [mailto:csadel1@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2018 4:09 PM
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: Centennial Prairie and Storm Water Improvement Project

Hello
Please let me know if the trustees sent the stormwater plan to the EEC for evaluation and suggestions.
Also, please let me when the village told the park district about its stormwater plans, and send me copies of letters to the
park district so advising.
Thanks.
Charlotte Adelman
Charlotte Adelman, co-author of The Midwestern Native Garden; Midwestern Native Shrubs and Trees; Prairie Directory of
North America; Prairie Directory of North America 2nd Edition; author of WBAI 75.
232 Lawndale Street
Wilmette, IL 60091
847-251-6726
-----Original Message----From: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
To: csadel1 <csadel1@aol.com>
Cc: Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Prejzner, John
<prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Sent: Fri, Jan 26, 2018 12:55 pm
Subject: RE: Centennial Prairie and Storm Water Improvement Project

Charlotte,
I will be sure to provide your comments/emails to the Village Board.
Have a good weekend,
Mike

Michael Braiman
Assistant Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
847-853-7506

From: csadel1@aol.com [mailto:csadel1@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, January 22, 2018 4:13 PM
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Cc: Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Prejzner,
John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: Centennial Prairie and Storm Water Improvement Project

Hello Mr. Braiman:
Thank you for replying.
How can the village not know the size/location of the detention footprint when the village has already published the cost of
the Storm Water Improvement Project at Centennial Park? Please provide all information that formed the basis for the
published cost.
As to Centennial Park being a proposed location, I believe that other usable sites exist. The village can locate
the Storm Water Improvement Project in a site other than Centennial Park.
As a valuable village asset, the prairie is unique. The village has the opportunity to ensure that the prairie will be neither
disturbed nor damaged.
Further, the prairie already is serving as a "neighborhood storage stormwater improvement" and currently absorbing

vast amounts of stormwater.
Additionally, the prairie serves another vital and important function. It serves as a natural carbon sink. This means the
prairie sequesters carbon. Sequestering carbon is an underused but important method of combating global climate change.
The village can decide to use, and not squander, this method which the prairie currently provides.  

It is reason enough for the village to ensure the prairie's preservation that this natural feature combats the
existential threat of global climate change. Serving as a carbon sink is impossible for a man-made neighborhood storage
stormwater improvement tank. The village should designate as a permanent feature the prairie that provides this essential
and desperately needed. It is unacceptable and short sighted public policy to destroy a functioning carbon sink in order to
correct a stormwater problem, particularly in view of the fact that the prairie serves not only as a carbon sink but also
already provides efficient neighborhood stormwater storage.
The Wilmette prairie is a created native ecosystem. The original prairie that once covered 22,000,000 acres
of Illinois is gone; less than 2,000 scattered original acres remain. Prairie is composed of colorful, beautiful
grasses and flowers that are unique to the Midwest. This ecosystem supports valued local wildlife, such as
birds, bees, and butterflies, that would not exist in Wilmette without it. The prairie naturally cleans the air
and water. Its convenient location provides easy viewing by residents who drive by, walk past or bike
past, walk around it, observe it from the comfort of its benches and photograph its wildlife. The prairie
provides important amenities, including a stress free environment that contr butes to residents' health and well being; its
preservation should be a village priority. As an asset that few communities have, the village should never sacrifice

the Wilmette prairie to solve problems that can be solved by employing other alternatives.
My letters have been addressed to the Wilmette trustees as well as its officials. So I ask that you send all the letters
(including one that provided suggested options) that I sent, along with your responses to all the trustees.
Thank you!
Best wishes,
Charlotte Adelman

-----Original Message----From: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
To: csadel1 <csadel1@aol.com>
Cc: Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Prejzner, John
<prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Sent: Mon, Jan 22, 2018 1:10 pm
Subject: RE: Centennial Prairie and Storm Water Improvement Project

Charlotte,
With Tim Frenzer out of the office, President Bielinski asked me to follow-up with you in regards to your most recent emails concerning
the Village’s stormwater management efforts and the Centennial Park Prairie.
Should the Village Board elect to move forward with what we refer to as the Neighborhood Storage stormwater improvement (a
decision which is not anticipated until April 17th), it is important to recognize that we don’t yet know the size/location of the detention

footprint, so we don’t know what, if any, impact the project will have on the prairie garden. Please be assured that we greatly
appreciate all the time and expense you dedicated to the prairie park and we consider the Park District as well as yourself as primary
stakeholders. Should the Village move forward with the neighborhood storage option, we will ensure that all interested parties are
included in the design and restoration process.
You are of course welcome and encouraged to participate in our ongoing dialogue concerning the solutions under consideration to
improve stormwater management in Wilmette. For more information on the process, as well as the three projects under review,
please visit our dedicated stormwater website at: www.wilmettestormwater.com.
Thank You,
Mike Braiman
Michael Braiman
Assistant Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
847-853-7506
From: csadel1@aol.com
Date: January 11, 2018 at 7:34:07 PM CST
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com, FrenzerT@wilmette.com
Subject: Centennial Prairie and Storm Water Improvement Project
President  
Bob Bielinski
Wilmette Trustees
Timothy J. Frenzer
Village Manager
Hello President Bielinski, Trustees, and Mr. Frenzer:
Re: https://www.wilmette.com/village-services/stormwater-improvement-project/
Centennial Park Prairie and Storm Water Improvement Project
I write for information about the storm water option that includes Centennial Park as I cannot find what I am looking for on
the village websites.
Does the storm water proposal discuss the presence of the 2 acre wet/upland prairie located in Centennial Park? Does the
proposal acknowledge Centennial Prairie's efficient storm water services? Does the proposal reference Centennial Prairie's
effective and efficient absorption of storm water and its prevention of run off? Does the proposal explain the prairie's
ability to absorb storm water as due to this ecosystem's deep and complex root system and its spongy, absorbent soil? Does
proposal provide funds to reimburse me for the thousands of dollars I spent acquiring the prairie plants? Does the proposal
provide funds to enable the Park District to restore the prairie after it is destroyed? Does the proposal provide a rationale
for destroying an already existing and efficient storm water detention system? Does the proposal acknowledge the
prairie's services in other venues? Does the proposal reference the prairie's service as a natural area whose beautiful native
prairie plants, and pollinators/wildlife like butterflies, skippers, fireflies, bees, grasshoppers, dragonflies, goldfinches,
nesting red winged blackbirds, and hawks provide the opportunity for observation of nature and enjoyment to Wilmette
residents? Does the proposal recognize the prairie's service as an efficient carbon sink which sequesters carbon and
offsets the existential challenge of global climate change? Does the proposal consider the increased global climate change
that will result from the prairie's destruction which will expel into the atmosphere large quantities of the carbon that it
sequestered? Does the proposal consider that the construction of a man-made detention system will cause the village to not
only destroy a desirable native ecosystem/wild life habitat, an efficient natural carbon sink, an efficient natural storm water
system, release sequestered carbon into the atmosphere but will also produce additional new pollution that will further
increase global climate change? Is it the village's position that it is reasonable and required to destroy a natural ecosystem
that harmlessly provides many useful and vital services, even though its destruction contributes to the existential threat
faced by Wilmette residents from global climate change?
Please supply me with the proposal's comments regarding the prairie.
Is Wilmette aware of the trend to turn corporate parks, retail properties, and other urban spaces including residents' own
back yards into prairies and wetlands in order to manage storm water? Is the village willing to adopt contemporary
solutions?

http://hub.sebert.com/blog/native-prairies-in-our-modern-world
http://hub.sebert.com/blog/maintaining-native-prairies-and-wetlands
https://www.missouribotanicalgarden.org/Portals/0/Shaw%20Nature%20Reserve/PDFs/horticulture/NLM%20Ch2.pdf
http://prairiecrossing.com/conservation/stormwater-management/
I look forward to hearing from you.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Charlotte Adelman
Charlotte Adelman, co-author of The Midwestern Native Garden; Midwestern Native Shrubs and Trees; Prairie
Directory of North America; Prairie Directory of North America 2nd Edition; author of WBAI 75.
232 Lawndale Street
Wilmette, IL 60091
847-251-6726
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amy Gibbard
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm water proposal
Thursday, March 1, 2018 1:29:04 PM

Village of Wilmette,
I have been a resident of Wilmette for about 20 years. I have been keeping up with the Options for
getting help on the west side because of the flooding that occurs. I highly vote for Option 1.
Thanks
Amy Gibbard
415 Wilshire Dr. West
Wilmette
amy4670@sbcglobal.net

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

EDWARD UDE
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer project
Wednesday, February 28, 2018 7:44:44 PM

Based on the information I have read, the cost of this project (Option 1) would be $46
per $10MM of debt. If the total debt is going to be $90MM, that means I would have to
pay about another $400 per year in sewer fees. My wife and I are both retired and
while $400 may not seem like much money to some people I question the need for
this project. How often are we going to have the kind of rain storms that cause the
type of flooding the these new sewers are going to be built for? No one can answer
that question. This is a substantial amount of debt for this village to take on for an
event that may happen once in the next year or once in the next 10, 20 or 30 years.  

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amy Tyson
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1
Wednesday, February 28, 2018 1:34:05 PM

Dear Village Board Members,

I'm writing to voice my support for Option 1.
Thanks,
Amy Tyson
439 Wilshire Dr W
Wilmette IL, 60091
-Amy M. Tyson, Ph.D.
Associate Professor
Department of History
DePaul University

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Al Schonwald
dist.ntfy.sewers
Question About Stormwater Sewers Project
Tuesday, February 27, 2018 11:37:45 AM

(1) Financing: The bond to finance this project will be a 30 year bond. Does that mean that property
owners will also be paying the extra yearly cost of the project for 30 years? For example, for Option
1 the estimated cost including inflation will be $487 annually. Does this mean that each property
owner will be paying $487 X 30= $14,610 over 30 years?
(2) Number of Impacted Homes: How did the engineers determine how many homes will be
impacted? I live west of Ridge Road on 923 Illinois Road. Nobody from the village checked with me
to see if I had flooding in my basement due to stormwater lack of capacity problems. My next door
neighbor has been affected but I don’t believe anybody talked to him either.
So how accurate is the data on how many homes will be impacted?
(3) Question about Option 3: In the information about Option 3 it states, “ It is slightly less effective
than the expanded sewer options because it primarily benefits the neighborhood s directly served by
the proposed storm areas.” Does this mean the streets not directly connected by new storm sewers
to go to the storage holding areas will not benefit at all?
Please send Email reply s I know you received this Email.

Thank you,

Al Schonwald
923 Illinois Road
Wilmette, IL 60091
alsnaibiz@gmail.com
(847) 212-9005

Virus-free. www.avg.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Moses Phenany
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please vote for Option 1
Tuesday, February 27, 2018 10:48:43 AM

I urge you to vote for Option 1 at the April Board meeting. The Village has spent many hundreds of
thousands of dollars on engineering studies, by multiple engineering firms, and they all agree that Option
1 is the best plan to accomplish the Board's original goal: 10-year storm protection throughout the
westside.
Option 1 is the most equitable solution, as it doesn't leave any Wilmette neighborhoods behind (or
underwater). We funded upgrades to eastside sewer infrastructure years ago so that all of the eastside
would have a minimum of 10-year storm protection. Option 1 is the only plan that brings all of the
westside up to the same standard (10-year storm protection) that the eastside has enjoyed for years. It
will also reduce the frequency, intensity, and duration of flooding throughtout the westside for more
intense storms. Better storm sewers will reduce the stress and considerable financial costs of flooding.
Option 1 is a prerequisite for any additional storm sewer projects because it is the only plan that actually
addresses the main bottleneck: inadequate storm sewer pipe capacity. It can be constructed in phases,
as part of water main replacement or road reconstruction, with eligibility for outside funding grants.
Please vote for Option 1 so that all of Wilmette will finally have the minimum standard storm sewer
infrastructure.
Sincerely,
Moses Phenany

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Yu Nie
dist.ntfy.sewers
Yi Bian (bianyi2006@gmail.com)
West Wilmette Storm Sewers
Monday, February 26, 2018 9:51:17 AM

Dear Wilmette Village Board members,
As a resident of Wilmette Village (421 Wilshire Dr. West), I am writing to express my strongest
support for a long overdue storm sewer system upgrade for West Wilmette. In particular, I hope
that you would consider vote to approve Option 1 (i.e. Sewer Expansion, adds a network of new
storm sewer pipes, draining into a big storm trunk, to carry storm runoff to the river, see also
http://sewersofwilmette.com/storm-sewer-project-faqs/) under consideration. Thank you for
your service!
Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Best, Marco

Marco Nie
Professor
Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering
Northwestern University
Phone: 1-847-467-0502

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shane Rundall
dist.ntfy.sewers
PLEASE VOTE on OPTION 1
Monday, February 26, 2018 9:33:26 AM

Dear Village Board Members,
I urge you to vote for Option 1 at the April Board meeting. The Village has spent many hundreds of
thousands of dollars on engineering studies, by multiple engineering firms, and they all agree that
Option 1 is the best plan to accomplish the Board's original goal: 10-year storm protection
throughout the West side.
Option 1 is the most equitable solution, as it doesn't leave any Wilmette neighborhoods behind (or
underwater). Option 1 is the only plan that brings all of the West side up to the same standard (10year storm protection) that the East side has enjoyed for years. It will also reduce the frequency,
intensity, and duration of flooding throughout the West side for more intense storms. Better storm
sewers will reduce the stress and financial costs of flooding.
Option 1 is a prerequisite for any additional storm sewer projects because it is the only plan that
actually addresses the main bottleneck: inadequate storm sewer pipe capacity. It can be constructed
in phases, as part of water main replacement or road reconstruction, with eligibility for outside
funding grants.
Please vote for Option 1 so that all of Wilmette will finally have the minimum standard storm sewer
infrastructure.
Sincerely,
Shane Rundall
303 Wilshire Drive East
Wilmette, IL 6091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aizhen Li
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please support Sewer Expansion Option 1!
Monday, February 26, 2018 8:39:47 AM

Dear Sir/Madame,
Please consider supporting Option 1 for a better and sounder community! My and my
neighbors' backyards on Wilshire Drive north of Glenview Road were literally a lake during
the two rainy days one week ago. I was so worried that the water would come all the way to
my house, that I got out of bed several times to check, which made me think: Are we really
living in one of the best areas in the world, not a third world country with water flooding our
basements almost every major storm and frequent power outage?
Please make a decision that will make America greater!
Thank you very much for your attention to this matter!
Sincerely,
Aizhen Li (426 Wilshire Drive West)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Emily Hayden
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please Vote for Option 1/thanks!
Sunday, February 25, 2018 9:58:24 PM

Dear Village Board Members,
Please vote for Option 1 at the April Board meeting.
Since we moved to Wilmette in 2004, we have witnessed one torrential, record breaking, rainstorm after the next2004, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2011, 2013, 2016...the list goes on and on.
These storms are happening now during all seasons-winter as well as summer and fall-flooding is now a possibility
year round in our village.
The evidence clearly shows that it is time to ensure that these storms do not leave our neighborhoods flooded for
days on end, with streets and basements that simply cannot hold the excess water that has fallen.
Option 1 is the most equitable plan:

it doesn't leave any Wilmette neighborhoods out of protection

from severe rain events.
It is the only plan that brings all of the west side of Wilmette up to the same standard that the east side has had for
some years.
It will reduce the frequency and intensity of flooding during these all too frequent severe storms.
Option 1 is the only plan that actually addresses the main bottleneck:
inadequate storm sewer pipe capacity.
Please vote for Option 1 so we all can be protected from severe rain storms.
Sincerely,

Emily Hayden
310 Wilshire Drive East
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Angela Moy
dist.ntfy.sewers
Vote for option 1
Sunday, February 25, 2018 9:24:46 PM

Dear Village Board Members,
I urge you to vote for Option 1 at the April Board meeting. The Village has spent many hundreds of
thousands of dollars on engineering studies, by multiple engineering firms, and they all agree that Option
1 is the best plan to accomplish the Board's original goal: 10-year storm protection throughout the
westside.
Option 1 is the most equitable solution, as it doesn't leave any Wilmette neighborhoods behind (or
underwater). Option 1 is the only plan that brings all of the westside up to the same standard (10-year
storm protection) that the eastside has enjoyed for years. It will also reduce the frequency, intensity, and
duration of flooding throughout the westside for more intense storms. Better storm sewers will reduce the
stress and financial costs of flooding.
Option 1 is a prerequisite for any additional storm sewer projects because it is the only plan that actually
addresses the main bottleneck: inadequate storm sewer pipe capacity. It can be constructed in phases,
as part of water main replacement or road reconstruction, with eligibility for outside funding grants.
Please vote for Option 1 so that all of Wilmette will finally have the minimum standard storm sewer
infrastructure.
Sincerely,

Angela Moy
337 Wilshire Dr E
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Charles and Sheri Fox
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Sunday, February 25, 2018 1:31:55 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Charles and Sheri Fox
Street Address: 474 Highcrest Drive Wilmette IL 60091
E-Mail Address: slf085slf@gmail.com
Feedback: Please approve plan #1. It will help the most people with the
most severe water problems. We have lived at 474 Highcrest Drive for 40
years. We have frequentlty experienced rain fall that causes a river deep
enough to float a raft on Highcrest Drive. Before we did extensive and
expensive work to our property, this river emptied into the lower level of
our home. We still get enough seepage to cause problems and anxiety
every time there is a huge rainfall. Charles and Sheri Fox

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

bodabag
dist.ntfy.sewers
Vote for Option 1
Sunday, February 25, 2018 6:11:24 AM

Hi,
This email represents our household's choice of Option 1 of the proposed sewer
projects.
Thanks,
Gina Speckman
2215 Washington Ave.
Wilmette
Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Raquel Klibanoff
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please vote for Option 1
Sunday, February 25, 2018 3:39:51 AM

Dear Village Board Members,
I urge you to vote for Option 1 at the April Board meeting. The Village has spent many
hundreds of thousands of dollars on engineering studies, by multiple engineering firms, and
they all agree that Option 1 is the best plan to accomplish the Board's original goal: 10-year
storm protection throughout the westside. Why spend all that money on studies just to ignore
their conclusions?
Option 1 is the most equitable solution, as it doesn't leave any Wilmette neighborhoods behind
(or underwater). We funded upgrades to eastside sewer infrastructure years ago so that all of
the eastside would have a minimum of 10-year storm protection. Option 1 is the only plan that
brings all of the westside up to the same standard (10-year storm protection) that the eastside
has enjoyed for years.
Option 1 is a prerequisite for any additional storm sewer projects because it is the only plan
that actually addresses the main problem: storm sewer pipe capacity.
Please vote for Option 1 so that all of Wilmette will finally have adequate storm sewer
infrastructure, and not just the eastside.
Sincerely,
Raquel Klibanoff

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW:
Friday, February 23, 2018 4:07:20 PM

From: Frenzer, Tim
Sent: Friday, February 23, 2018 3:51 PM
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>; Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Subject: FW:

Timothy J. Frenzer
Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
1200 Wilmette Ave.
Wilmette, IL 60091
Tel. 847-853-7501
Fax 847-853-7700
Email: FrenzerT@wilmette.com

From: phylsimon [mailto:phylsimon@comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2018 8:32 PM
To: Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>
Subject:

Mr. Frenzer, Flood control in West Wilmette will enhance property values to all of the
village. Living with flood fears is very uncomfortable. Thank you, Phyllis Simon

Sent from my Galaxy Tab® E

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Feldman
dist.ntfy.sewers
flooding
Thursday, March 8, 2018 7:34:21 AM

Dear Board,
We urge you to vote for Option 1, because this option offers the greatest relief to the greatest number of residents.
The problem is severe and ongoing. Storms are more severe and frequent. Continuing partial solutions are very
costly while still leaving many residents “underwater."
40+ year residents
Adrienne and Joseph Feldman
2727 Birchwood Ave.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

patricia voloschin-weiner
dist.ntfy.sewers
sewers options
Monday, March 5, 2018 8:09:13 PM

Hello
I would like to vote for option 1 . As a tax payer I think it is preposterous to consider a plan I
would have to pay for but wouldn’t assist me on ensuring I don’t flood. I believe option 1
ensures the entire west side of the village has some relief and avoid backups and flooding
thank you
Mark Weiner
2737 Hawthorn Lane

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

patricia voloschin-weiner
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewer options
Monday, March 5, 2018 8:09:08 PM

Hello
I would like to request you consider option 1 for sewer relief
As a resident of the west side who has faced numerous flooding (in my home and in my street) I believe it is crucial
any plan to be financed by all provide relief to all. I believe the 10 year storm protection of option 1 is best
Sincerely
Patricia Voloschin-Weiner
2737 Hawthorn lane

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Braiman, Michael
dist.ntfy.sewers
Fwd: Sewer project
Monday, March 5, 2018 6:45:52 PM

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Bielinski, Bob" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>
Date: March 5, 2018 at 6:37:38 PM CST
To: "Frenzer, Tim" <frenzert@wilmette.com>, "Braiman, Michael"
<braimanm@wilmette.com>, "Berger, Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: Sewer project

Begin forwarded message:
From: michael mccarthy <mccarthy934@yahoo.com>
Date: March 5, 2018 at 6:20:03 PM EST
To: Bob Bielinski <bielinskib@wilmette.com>
Cc: Tom Scanlan <tscanlan@surplusrecord.com>,
jlunkes@houlihancapital.com
Subject: Sewer project
Bob, thanks for your time last week discussing this sewer project
with me Please count me as being vehemently opposed to this. Given
the fact that this project will not solve west side residents’ basement
flooding, and that it will simply ameliorate street flooding, I think
this is a massive cost being born by all of Wilmette for the benefit of
a few.
As I mentioned on the phone, I could take pictures of 7 th, 8 th streets
and Laurel Avenue that would look very similar to the pictures
shown in the brochure recently sent to residents. As a matter of fact, I
will have water almost up to the sidewalk in front of my house once/
twice a year. When this happens I wear wading boots to get in my car
and wait a day for the water to go down. What I don’t do is rally
everyone in my neighborhood and expect the Village to solve my
problem.
I will not be speaking at the April meeting because it’s going to be a
Lynch-mob type of environment. I hope you know that at least one of

your Board members is rallying the troops to come out in force to
push this through. One of them even has a website devoted to this
cause I am told. Anyone who stands in their way will bear the brunt
of their vitriol. This is not Democracy in action, this is about bullying
the Village and everyone until they get their way.
I think it is downright sinful if this does not go to a referendum. This
is a massive expense to partially solve a problem that happens very
infrequently on low lying areas that have been “ flooding” for 100
years.
I’ve ccd Tom Scanlan and Joe Lunkes on this email as we have
discussed this a lot. I realize you have a very tough job Bob, and I
think you are doing a great job as President but we vehemently
oppose all of the options presented and think that we should do
nothing. Maybe the Village should spring for 200 pair of wading
boots.
Thank you
Mike. McCarthy
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kim Sterling
dist.ntfy.sewers
Sewers
Monday, March 5, 2018 6:32:51 PM

Dear Village Board Members,
I urge you to vote for Option 1 at the April Board meeting. It's my understanding that after many studies the experts
agree that Option 1 will work the best to have 10 year storm protection throughout the West side.
Option 1 is the most fair because it helps everyone get to the same standard and reduces the frequency and intensity
of flooding.
Option 1 is the only plan that addresses the bottleneck of inadequate storm sewer pipe capacity and can be
conducted in phases with eligibility for outside grants.
Please vote for Option 1 so that all of Wilmette will finally have the minimum standard storm sewer infrastructure.
Sincerely,

Kim Sterling
840 Chilton Lane, Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Greg Beitel
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Monday, March 5, 2018 12:56:13 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Greg Beitel
Street Address: 1014 Pontiac Rd.
E-Mail Address: beitel@northwestern.edu
Feedback: I feel VERY strongly about the following 4 points:
1) Any plan to spend the tens of millions of $ being considered by the
board should be subject to a referendum. Village officials, elected or
otherwise, should NOT be making the final decisions on spending tens of
thousands of dollars of MY money.
2) The stormwater action plan is consistently presented as being a choice
between one of several super- or hyper-expensive options, none of which
provides complete protection to the affected properties in serious storms.
Given that even investing 100 million dollars won't solve the water
problem, why is the option of NOT fixing the problem not being seriously
considered? Some problems are too expensive to be worth fixing. This is
one of them.
3) For the cost of some of the plans, the village could just outright BUY the
affected properties and turn the lots into green space. That would robustly
and permanently solve the water problem. No more people complaining
about buying a house at risk of flooding and then complaining when they
actually get flooded. Buying these people out is a MUCH better solution
than any of the three solutions so far presented.
4) Given that Wilmette was originally a swamp, why am I being asked to
pay tens of thousands of dollars to help people who bought properties that
they should have known had water issues? It is NOT my responsibility to
pay for someone's poor decision in what property to buy. If they wanted a
house that never flooded, they should have bought a different house. It is
HIGHLY UNFAIR for the village to tax me for their lack of foresight.

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Click here to
report this email as spam.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

alan levy
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Monday, March 5, 2018 12:40:54 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: alan levy
Street Address: 316 BEVERLY DR
E-Mail Address: almlevy@comcast.net
Feedback: My comment is why can't we offer what Glenview is doing, a
50% reimbursement up to $7500 for overhead sewers. Would be much
cheaper than 20-30 years of $500 increase in sewer bill for homes that are
not affected.
Will this be put to a referendum?

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Click here to
report this email as spam.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Director
dist.ntfy.sewers
vote for Option 1
Sunday, March 4, 2018 4:15:08 PM

Spend the money. Fix this terrible problem!
Thank you,
Christine Director

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dennis D
dist.ntfy.sewers
vote for Option 1
Sunday, March 4, 2018 4:13:35 PM

Spend the money. Do it right. Fix the problem!
Thank you,
Dennis Director

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alisa Lewin-Waldman
dist.ntfy.sewers
Request for Option ONE!!!
Sunday, March 4, 2018 2:54:44 PM

Vote for Option ONE
This includes ALL of Wilmette's needy neighbourhoods. Not just a few.
Option ONE is the only plan that addresses the main bottleneck.
It can be constructed in tandem with water main replacement or road
construction, with eligibility for outside funding grants.
All of Wilmette deserves minimum standard storm sewer infrastructure!
Sincerely,

Alisa Lewin-Waldman, LCSW
2581 Birchwood
Wilmette
847-256-3888

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

comcast
dist.ntfy.sewers
funding opportunity
Friday, March 2, 2018 3:37:23 PM

Assuming one of these proposals gets approved, is there a plan for it being funded through
municipal bonds that we can invest in? Many of us who live in Wilmette believe we are
worthy of investments.
https://www.rethinkhealth.org/the-rethinkers-blog/mini-municipal-bonds-putting-the-publicback-into-public-financing/

First, these two highly visible U.S. cities are placing a value on giving
residents the opportunity to invest in their own communities.
Cambridge allocated $60 million this year to back commercial municipal
bonds and $2 million to back mini-bonds. But, the city could have opted to
sell all $62 million in commercial bonds. I wanted to know what was in it for
Cambridge to sell these mini-bonds. Through a conversation with two City of
Cambridge budget analysts, I found out that the primary motive for selling
these mini-bonds was increased community and civic engagement….
...According to Cambridge budget staff, it seems that residents’ interest in
purchasing mini-bonds was in part due to desire to address social needs.
The city fielded calls from prospective resident-investors who wondered if
the city was selling the bonds to fill a gap in the budget….
...Third, when residents’ money is invested in mini-bonds, the returns
have the potential to stay local. Cambridge has sold $2 million in minibonds, which puts interest payments straight into the pockets of residents. If
some of the interest from these bonds makes its way back into the local
economy through residents shopping at local businesses, there is the
potential for the local multiplier effect, which could create a ripple effect of
local spending and local re-investment.
Ned Schwartz
Greenleaf, Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sophia Bogart
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1
Wednesday, March 14, 2018 9:39:51 PM

We support Option 1 for West Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Darryl Wiggins
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1 voting
Wednesday, March 14, 2018 5:32:15 PM

Hello,
My name is Darryl Wiggins and I live in the Harper area of Wilmette. I am writing to express my support for
“option 1” in the upcoming vote. Option 1 appears to be the effective and complete coverage option for all. It is
important that all resident have access to equal protection against flooding.
Thank you for taking the time to read this email.
D Wiggins-925 Pontiac Rd

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: This gives you an idea on the distribution of folks who attended the open house
Wednesday, March 14, 2018 2:08:09 PM
image001.png

From: Braiman, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, March 14, 2018 2 07 PM
To: Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette com>
Subject: FW: This gives you an idea on the distribution of folks who attended the open house
For the sewers distribution this week
From: Berger, Brigitte
Sent: Wednesday, March 14, 2018 2 05 PM
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette com>
Subject: This gives you an idea on the distribution of folks who attended the open house

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Dempsey
dist.ntfy.sewers
Water
Wednesday, March 14, 2018 11:20:11 AM

I support option 1
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Stormwater Action Plan
Wednesday, March 14, 2018 9:13:30 AM

From: Bielinski, Bob
Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2018 10:07 PM
To: Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>;
Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>; Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: Stormwater Action Plan

Begin forwarded message:
From: Bruce Miller <bruceamiller@comcast.net>
Date: March 13, 2018 at 7:54:06 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com, doddk@wilmette.com, kurzmanj@wilmette.com,
plunketts@wilmette.com, sullivand@wilmette.com, wolfj@wilmette.com
Subject: Stormwater Action Plan
Reply-To: Bruce Miller <bruceamiller@comcast.net>
President Bielinski and Village Trustees,
Thank you for the detailed communications to Village residents regarding
Stormwater Action Plan needs and options. We attended today's open
house and appreciated Village and Stantec staff answers to our questions.
We encourage you to support option 2 for the following reasons:
1. There is a real need for stormwater abatement in West Wilmette
2. Option 3 is insufficient (only 71% reduction in significant [10-year] rain
events)
3. Option 2 can be supplemented with option 1 additions if deemed
necessary at a later time (understand the cost would be higher)
Thank you for your consideration.
Bruce and Karen Miller
1007 Lake Avenue
(Village residents since 1975)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

brendude@aol.com
dist.ntfy.sewers
Choose Option 1
Tuesday, March 13, 2018 7:36:31 PM

Dear Wilmette Village Board Members,
We have carefully studied the 3 options currently being considered by the Village Board to upgrade the
West Wilmette storm sewers and have concluded that Option 1 is, by far, the best solution to the problem.
Not only has Option 1 been verified by multiple engineers as the best solution to our storm protection
problem, but it is also the best value when compared to the other options.
Additionally, Option 1 is the only option that will sufficiently increase our storm sewer pipe capacity so that
storm water will flow at a fast enough rate to our pump station to avoid backups and flooding throughout
the ENTIRE West Wilmette area. The other 2 options will leave a significant number of westside homes
without 10-year storm protection. Choosing Option 2 or 3 would be analogous to choosing a partial repair
of a leaky roof that left some, but not all, of the rooms in the house dry. And leaving some westside
homes unprotected would be both inhumane and unfair, especially since westside residents have already
paid sewer user fees to fund past eastside sewer protection projects.
In light of the foregoing, we strongly support Option 1, and hope that Village Board will also vote for the
only option that will bring 10-year storm sewer protection to all Wilmette residents.
Sincerely,
Brendan Keleher and Mary Rose
3115 Central Ave.
Wilmette, IL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andrea White
Andrew White; dist.ntfy.sewers
YES option 1
Tuesday, March 13, 2018 6:45:31 PM

Please vote YES to option 1. Thank you, Andrea White
1028 Pawnee Road, Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Wang Julia
dist.ntfy.sewers
Vote for option 1!!!
Tuesday, March 13, 2018 10:30:07 AM

Dear village officers
Please vote for option 1, since it is the most equitable solution, and the only plan is going to help us!!! Thank you!!!
Best
Julia Greenberg
931 Pontiac Rd Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Len Crosby
dist.ntfy.sewers
Relief Sewers - Approve Option 1
Tuesday, March 13, 2018 9:31:06 AM

Good morning,
My name is Leonid Gelfgat and my family lives at 613 Hubbard Road in West Wilmette. I want to urge the trustees
of the Village Board to vote for Option 1 to provide comprehensive relief to our outdated and inadequate storm
water relief system.
Sincerely,
Leonid Gelfgat

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Option1
Tuesday, March 13, 2018 9:09:10 AM

-----Original Message----From: David Elsasser [mailto:tennisdir@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 12, 2018 1:06 PM
To: dist.ntfy.pubworks <dist.ntfy.pubworks@wilmette.com>
Subject: Option1
I live at 718 Lavergne Ave and I vote for Option1!!
Thanks
David
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: I am supporting Option 1 regarding the sewers
Tuesday, March 13, 2018 8:42:43 AM

From: Bielinski, Bob
Sent: Monday, March 12, 2018 10:23 PM
To: Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>;
Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>; Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: I am supporting Option 1 regarding the sewers

Begin forwarded message:
From: Carol Yonover <carol.yonover@icloud.com>
Date: March 12, 2018 at 9:13:28 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com
Subject: I am supporting Option 1 regarding the sewers
Please note that i feel that the sewers in West Wilmette need to be upgraded and I
support Option 1.
Thank You - Carol Yonover - 700 Lavergne, Wilmette, IL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ellen
dist.ntfy.sewers
West side storm sewers
Monday, March 12, 2018 10:17:49 PM

I encourage support of Option 1.
I have lived at 2211 Washington Avenue for almost 25 years. EVERY single time we get a heavy rain, the street
floods in front of my house and most of the way to the end of the block in both directions. The deepest flooding is in
front of my house since I am at the low point of the block and the drains are in front of my house.
I have many pictures of cars that flooded out on our block and appear to be floating down Washington Street. When
this happens, I am unable to leave my house or get home without parking blocks away and wading home. Water
often reaches halfway up my front lawn.
I would love to see the village deal with this problem, and it seems that Option 1 offers the best solution to this
problem.
Ellen Goldsmith
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Davida Fruchter
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Monday, March 12, 2018 7:57:33 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Davida Fruchter
Street Address: 3239 Central Avenue
E-Mail Address: dsue@att.net
Feedback: I have attended almost all of the board meetings regarding the
west Wilmette storm sewer options. I have lived in the Village for 38+
years and paid my fair share of taxes to fund sewer improvements for East
Wilmette. It is now time to think of West Wilmette and do the best option
for the most west Wilmette residents. In my opinion, the only choice is
Option 1. If we can't do it right for the most number of people in west
Wilmette, it is a waste of tax payer money to only do a "half ass" job. I
feel our elected officials need to bite the bullet and VOTE FOR OPTION 1
regardless of the complainers in East Wilmette who don't want to pay for
anything that doesn't directly benefit them. Please step up to the plate and
VOTE FOR OPTION 1. Thank you. Davida Fruchter

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
Fwd: Sewer Project
Monday, March 12, 2018 7:21:18 PM

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Bielinski, Bob" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>
Date: March 12, 2018 at 6:43:13 PM CDT
To: "Braiman, Michael" <braimanm@wilmette.com>, "Frenzer, Tim"
<frenzert@wilmette.com>, "Prejzner, John" <prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: Sewer Project

Bob Bielinski
President, Village of Wilmette
bielinskib@wilmette.com
Begin forwarded message:
From: Jeremy Weiss <jeremyweiss22@comcast.net>
Date: March 12, 2018 at 6:04:09 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com
Subject: Sewer Project
Hi Bob,
As we get closer to the deadline for making a decision on the sewer
project, I wanted to send you a quick note that I support Option 1.
Jeremy Weiss
427 Wilshire Dr W

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heather Atagan
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1
Monday, March 12, 2018 2:15:00 PM

Dear Village Board Members,
I urge you to vote for Option 1 at the April Board meeting. Based on studies the village conducted Option 1 is the only plan
that brings all of the westside up to the same standard that the eastside has had for years.
Please vote for OPTION 1 so all of Wilmette will finally have the minimum standard storm sewer infrastructure.
Sincerely,
Heather Atagan

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mike Lepley
dist.ntfy.sewers
Re: Strongly in support of Option 1 - Sewer Expansion
Monday, March 12, 2018 8:39:13 AM

Updated statement (to fix some silly grammar errors) :)
Hello,
We are residents of Wilmette and strongly support Option 1 - Sewer Expansion. We need to
have parity in storm water sewer performance in all areas of Wilmette and not leave any
neighborhoods behind. Engineers have concluded that Option 1 is the most effective. It's the
most value per taxpayer dollar instead of applying other band-aid alternatives. It's essential
that we complete option 1 immediately to reduce flooding. We voted for the Village Board
based on this issue and are expecting our elected officials to complete Option 1. Thanks!
Best,
Mike
Mike Lepley
On 3/11/2018 1:09 PM, Mike Lepley wrote:
-Mike Lepley

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aizhen Li
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please support Sewer Expantion Option 1!
Monday, March 12, 2018 8:09:16 AM

Dear Sir/Madame,
Please support Option 1 for a better and sounder Wilmette! My and my neighbors' backyards on Wilshire Drive
north of Glenview Road were literally a lake during the two rainy days in February. I was so worried that the water
would come all the way to my house, that I got out of bed several times to check, which made me wonder: Are we
really living in one of the best areas in the world, or are we in a third world country with water flooding our
basements almost every major storm?
Please make a decision that will make Wilmette better and sounder!
Thank you very much for your attention to this matter!
Sincerely,
Aizhen Li (426 Wilshire Drive West)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vincent Stewart
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1
Sunday, March 11, 2018 6:20:33 PM

I live at 600 Lacrosse Ave. and am in favor of option 1. I'm not sure if I will be able to
come to the open house.
Thank you,
Vincent Stewart

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter
dist.ntfy.sewers
Question
Sunday, March 11, 2018 3:47:35 PM

When replacing the storm water pipes, are we removing the old pipes and replace them with
larger new pipes or leaving old pipes in place ASIS and adding new pipes next to them so will
have more than double the capacity afterward?

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

lourdes cornelius
dist.ntfy.sewers
Wilmette Storm Sewers
Sunday, March 11, 2018 3:26:44 PM

Hello,
Sending you this email to ask that you please vote for Option 1 Storm Sewer Expansion for all
of west Wilmette. I would rather pay extra in my water/sewer bill knowing all of my
neighbors would have updated piping.
Thank you,
Lourdes Cornelius

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lourdes Cornelius
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Sunday, March 11, 2018 3:22:28 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Lourdes Cornelius
Street Address: 601 Lacrosse Ave
E-Mail Address: lourdescornelius@hotmail.com
Feedback: My vote is making it equitable for ALL of Wilmette. Option 1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Don Barakat
dist.ntfy.sewers
West side of Wilmette sewers.
Sunday, March 11, 2018 2:37:23 PM

To slave the flooding prpolem of West Wilmette we must have option one to solve this
problem. We have been suffering for many years. It is time to solve it.
Thank you
Try the top-rated email app

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Randall Wilson
dist.ntfy.sewers
Flood Control Questions
Saturday, March 10, 2018 4:00:12 PM
Flood Control Questions.docx

(1)Why are the Wilmette taxpayers not being allowed to vote on the
various flood control options through a referendum?
The Village Board may choose to do an advisory referendum on this
issue, though it is not required to do so. Having said that, all of the
capital projects in Wilmette’s history have been approved by the
Village Boards seated at the time and not through referendum,
including the multi-million dollar improvements east of Ridge Road
in the 1990’s. If you would like the Village Board to consider a
referendum, you may let the Board know by writing them or by
speaking at one of our public meetings.
(2)Why is there no “fixed cost contract? Are there incentives in the
contract to meet completion dates? And penalties if completion
dates are not met?
This question is premature in that the Village Board has not yet
selected a project and the design plans and specifications have not
yet been written. More generally, our contracts are typically
developed as “cost-not-to-exceed” contracts and include provisions
for liquidated damages for schedule overruns. It is also likely that
an early completion incentive will be included with any future
stormwater contracts.
(3)Is there a “contingency” fund?
All of the cost estimates include a 20% contingency for unforeseen
conditions.

(4)Is the “estimated” sewer bill increase based on “2017 dollars” or
“inflationary dollars”? And will that increase be phased in, or will
the full amount of the “estimate” be immediately assessed to the
water bill when the project begins?
When the Village issues bonds, the debt service payments are fixed
and known in advance (similar to a fixed 30-year mortgage).
Therefore, the estimated sewer fees are also fixed, meaning that if
based on water usage we predict a $2 increase is needed in 2030,
it will be $2, not $2 plus inflation. However, if the sewer fee is
chosen as the source of revenue for debt service, what may impact
the estimated increases is a change in water usage. If water usage
changes significantly, the rates may have to be adjusted.
The increases are phased-in over the next 20 years or so
(depending on the project and its timeline). The online tool
accessible here shows an overview of the increases over time.
https://apps.gisconsortium.org/CommunityPortal/Default.aspx?P
L=VWM&PG=6069
(5) How long will “Option 2” take to complete?
The Village Board will ultimately determine the construction
timeframe of the Option they select. At the February 27 Village
Board meeting, the consultant presented options to phase each of
the projects over 10 and 20 year timeframes. If the Village Board
selects Option 2 and decides it should be built as soon as possible,
the project could be designed, permitted and built in five or six years
if all goes as expected.

(6) How long will it take to pay off the various flood control options,
if one is selected?
The Village anticipates issuing 30-year bonds to finance the
stormwater project. The final pay off will be 30 years after the last
bond issue (it is anticipated that there will be several bond
issuances depending on the final project amount and timeline).
(7) During the duration of the project, what rate increases might be
expected with “Refuse Fees” and “water standard cycle” (unless
“water” is included in the “estimated” sewer bill increase)?
The estimated sewer bill increases only shows the increase to the
sewer portion of the sewer and water bill. Our current refuse
contract calls for increases that are tied to the Chicago area CPI,
with a not to exceed 2.5%.
The increase to the water rate is more difficult to predict as many
factors can impact it. We have done a financial presentation at two
different Village Board meetings that show the predicted future
cost of Village services. I am including a screenshot of the relevant
slide below.

(8) Once one of these options is paid off, will there be a decrease in
the sewer bill equivalent to the increase?
Assuming there are no other large-scale improvements over the
next 30 years, the sewer bill would decrease by the equivalent
portion that is attributed to the debt service. This is a very difficult
thing to assume and predict. If there are other sewer projects that
are financed through bond proceeds in the 30-year payback period,
the sewer rate increase (or a portion of the increase) may stay in
place.

(9) How many of the 1300 homes (and streets) --- “susceptible” to
flooding --- actually flooded? What is the percentage of homes
(streets) that actually flooded to the total number of homes
(streets) in Wilmette? What flood preventive measures were
installed in these homes? Did they have flood insurance? Do they
now have flood insurance?
The 1300 homes determined to be vulnerable to flooding during a
100-year storm is based on detailed hydraulic modeling which
analyzes system flood elevations relative to existing topography.
The consultants calibrated the model based on resident accounts of
flooding through voluntary surveys and neighborhood meetings.
There are approximately 5,444 parcels west of Ridge Road, so the
1300 vulnerable homes represents approximately 24% of the total
number of homes. We do not have data on the number of homes
that have flood protection measures or flood insurance. It should
be noted, however, that the type of flooding these projects help to
address (overland flooding) is very difficult to protect against as a
homeowner.
(10)
Are there floodplains in East and West Wilmette. And if so,
where are they located?
Here is a link to the FEMA flood maps from the Village’s website:
https://www.wilmette.com/engineering-public-works/femamaps/

(11)
What was the source for the rainfall data? What was the
time period? Does present rainfall rates guarantee future rates?
The stormwater studies are based on the existing definitions for
storm events as determined by the Illinois State Water Survey
(Bulletin 71). The Village is not aware of future changes to these
rainfall definitions.
(12)
Is there any impact to the annual 40-teardowns (the
conversion of single-story dwellings into multi-story) in Wilmette
to its sewer system?
The Village has to follow the County-wide stormwater management
ordinance when permitting multi-family and commercial
redevelopments. Such developments are designed to improve
stormwater conditions because the Village requires stormwater
detention and green infrastructure to reduce runoff volumes. New
or redeveloped single family homes are not required to detain their
stormwater, but they are required to follow zoning regulations
which limits impervious coverage and obtain grading permits to
ensure new homes do not negatively impact neighboring
properties.
(13)

Why did other homes-streets not flood?

Flooding is primarily a function of topography. Homes- streets that
are lower in elevation are more likely flood.

(14) Will the entire amount of the “option” be spent solely on that
option?
Yes, the estimates include engineering and construction costs.
(14)
What if the selected option fails and flooding continues? Do
we get our money back? Or do we simply dig deeper into our
wallets?
All three options were designed for a 10-year storm. The
performance of the three options varies with Option 1 providing a
95% reduction in vulnerable structures, Option 2 providing 81%
reduction in vulnerable structures and Option 3 providing 71%
reduction in vulnerable structures. Rain storms larger than the
design capacity of the three options may result in flooding. It is
simply not practical for Wilmette, or any town for that matter, to
design and build a system that is capable of eliminating flooding for
all possible storm events.
(15)
What is the relationship between flood control in Wilmette
and the opening-closing of the locks at the Wilmette Harbor? I
understand the MWRDGC has control over the locks, and that
they are rarely open after “Deep Tunnel,” but do they have any
influence on flood control?
The storm system west of Ridge Road is not tributary to the
Wilmette Harbor, deep tunnel or the lock system. All of the
stormwater west of Ridge Road flows to the North Branch of the
Chicago River.

(16)
What are other suburbs doing about flood control? Who did
they contract with, if they undertook a project? What did it cost?
And what has been the results?
There is not a “one-size-fits-all” fix for flooding from community to
community. Factors such as topography, size of the existing system,
storage areas, outfall structures, pumping facilities and impervious
coverage, are unique factors that impact why a community may or
may not flood. While the tools to mitigate flooding may be the
same, i.e., larger pipes, detention storage, green infrastructure, etc.
Wilmette’s challenges are unique and the flood mitigation projects
have to be tailored to address our specific needs. This said, our
project team of consultants and staff uses as-bid construction costs
of projects in other towns to estimate Wilmette’s projects and also
draws on experience working in other communities to develop the
best possible plan for Wilmette’s system.
R. Wilson

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Isaac Li
dist.ntfy.sewers
Westside Storm Sewers
Saturday, March 10, 2018 3:06:20 PM

Hello!
As residents on the west side of Wilmette, we urge the Board to choose Option 1 of
the project. Option 1 would allow the entire west side of the village to have the
equitable storm sewer treatment that the east side residents have had for years. In
addition, it represents the best value for dollar of the three.
We ask for Option 1.
Thank you!
Yan and Yong
727 Lamon Ave
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beitel Greg
dist.ntfy.sewers
Two questions I think residents would like on a storm water FAQ
Friday, March 9, 2018 3:04:33 PM

Hi:
Here are two questions that I have yet to see answered in the ANY of the FAQs on the stormwater action plan
1) Does the village HAVE to choose one of three proposed engineering plans for managing storm water? Or can
the village decide the problem is too expensive to fix and not to take action at this time?
2) If the village officials choose one of the three proposed engineering plans for managing storm water, will there
be a referendum for village residence to decide whether the village should actually spend up to $30-$100 million?

I personally feel strongly that for something where the village might be asking me to personally pay between
$10,000 and $30,000 dollars in taxes for a engineering solution that doesn’t even solve the flooding problem, just
limit it, that there should be a public referendum on it. The village had a referendum on spending $15 million on the
Gilson and Langdon beach projects, and since this project is two to seven times more expensive, it is only
appropriate that there be a referendum on whether Wilmette move forward in spending up to $100 million dollars on
storm water improvements.
It would be helpful if the village would address these two ideas. I posted them on "Engage Wilmette" along with
another idea, and while the other idea was commented on, there was no response to the possibility of not proceedin,
and nor was there a response to the possibility of there being a referendum. I get the feeling the officials are trying
to present moving ahead with one of the three plans as the only option. I would very much appreciate if I could get
straight answers to these two questions from village officials.
Thanks in advance for your help.
Greg Beitel
1014 Pontiac Rd.
Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Leonardo
dist.ntfy.sewers
Wilmette Stormwater Project
Friday, March 9, 2018 1:52:31 PM

Hello:
I have been following a lot of the information about the stormwater project. Thank you for continuing to keep all
Village residents in the loop on the planning and research.
I have 2 quick questions related to the project:
1.) How are the 3 different proposals going to be paid for? This is a serious concern and I have not seen anything
published on how the project will be funded or how it is proposed to be funded.
2.) Who will ultimately decide what direction is approved? Is it a Village board vote, or will it be on a ballot for all
residents to vote on?
I’m very concerned about the steep cost of the project.

Thank you!
Michelle Leonardo
202 Girard Avenue
Wilmette, IL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Thursday, March 22, 2018 2:25:32 PM

From: Sonja Hickey [mailto:sonjahickey1@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 5:13 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website

Yes, I have received it.
Who do I direct these questions to:
From the spreadsheet, this is how spending was distributed between the East side and the West
side of the Village (adjusting for inflation):
East Side:
pre-2007 (when the first 'storm of the century' hit): $43,222,926
from 2007 to 2013 (when the 2nd,3rd, and 4th 'storms of the century' hit): $2,987,004
post 2013: $0
West Side:
pre-2007: $17,133,695 - less than HALF of what was spent on the East side of the Village - in
fact, the Village spent 2.5x on sewer improvements on the East side of the Village when
compared to the West side
2007-2013: $1,892,736 - AGAIN, the Village spent less on the West side than the east side
when it came to sewer repairs; the Village spent 1.5x on sewer improvements on the East side
versus the West side
post 2013: $23,555,529 - should this spending make the people whose basements flooded
multiple times from 2007 to 2013 feel any better? No, we lived through it - 4 times! The
expression "too little, too late" applies here.
Q1: Prior to 2007, why was so much more money spent on repairing the East side's sewer
system as compared to the West side? All Wilmette residents pay their fair share of property
taxes. Asked differently, why did the East side of the Village receive preferential treatment
when it came to spending associated with sewer system repairs?
Q2: From 2007 to 2013, the Village continued to spend more money on sewer system repairs
on the East side of the Village (versus the West side)? Why?
Q3: For all the suffering that people on the West side suffered with flooded basements, why
are we paying an equal amount as the residents on the East side of Green bay Road to improve
our sewer systems in Wilmette?
Suggestion: For those residents that reported to the Village of Wilmette that their basement
flooded, give them some money. Even a one-time payout of $10,000 to make us feel just a
little bit better about the extremely uneven amount of money spent from the early 1990's to
2013 on sewer system repairs on the East side of the Village would go a LONG way. it
simply was not right that the Village of Wilmette kept spending more money on the East side

of the Village than the West side.
Last Q: Who made the decision to spend so unevenly on sewer repairs? I really would like to
know who ultimately said 'Yes, let's spend $26,089,231 more on sewer repairs on the East side
of the Village compared to the West side (prior to 2007)."
Thank you for forwarding my questions and my one (very fair) suggestion to the appropriate
government officials in Wilmette.
Sonja
On Mon, Mar 19, 2018 at 2:29 PM, Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
Hi Ms. Hickey—as requested. Please confirm receipt. Feel free to call me if you would
like to discuss this in person.
Brigitte
Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com
From: Sonja Hickey [mailto:sonjahickey1@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:51 AM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website

Have you sent me the spreadsheet indicating the sewer work that has been performed since
the early 1990s to now? I haven't seen it. Mind resending?
On Fri, Feb 23, 2018 at 1:48 PM, Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
Dear Ms. Hickey:
Thank you for your email asking for a list of each and every household that has reported
basement flooding in Wilmette. Your request does not specify a timeframe for reported
backups. Furthermore, your request appears to cover all of Wilmette. As provided, your
request is unduly burdensome and would require significant staff time to search Village
records, spanning decades and many of which are archived and difficult to retrieve.
As a way of narrowing the request, but also providing you the information the Village
believes you are looking for, the Village can provide spreadsheets containing sewer
backup data from several storms in which the Village voluntarily asked residents to report
such incidents. While not inclusive of all basement flooding, this data will provide a

significant amount of information for your review. Please note that this request is treated
as a Freedom of Information Act (“FOIA”) request and therefore any private information,
as well as any other information not subject to disclosure, provided in the spreadsheets
will be redacted in accordance with the FOIA rules.
Please confirm, via email, that this narrowing is acceptable to you. If so, the Village will
proceed with collecting these records and forwarding them via email.
Thanks,
Brigitte
Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E.
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Village of Wilmette
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
847.853.7627
bergerb@wilmette.com
From: Sonja Hickey [mailto:sonjahickey1@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 20, 2018 9:07 AM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Subject: Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Sonja Hickey
Street Address: 2117 Chestnut Avenue
E-Mail Address: sonjahickey1@gmail.com
Feedback: P.S. I would like a list of each and every household that has
ever reported to the Village that their basement flooded. I would like to
go and talk with these homeowners and see how they feel about
paying equally towards the storm water sewer improvements.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Klibanoff
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please support storm sewer Option 1
Wednesday, March 21, 2018 11:25:26 PM

Dear Village Board Members,
I urge you to vote for Option 1 at the April Board meeting.
·       All the engineering studies agree that Option 1 is the best plan to accomplish the
Board's original goal: 10-year storm protection throughout the Westside.
·       Option 1 is the most equitable solution, as it doesn't leave any Wilmette
neighborhoods behind (or underwater). The Village funded upgrades to Eastside sewer
infrastructure in the past so that all of the Eastside would have a minimum of 10-year
storm protection. Option 1 is the only plan that brings all of the Westside up to the
same standard (10-year storm protection) that the Eastside has enjoyed for years.
·       Providing 10-year storm protection to residents is a basic infrastructure requirement,
and providing such basic infrastructure is one of the primary duties of the Village as a
whole. Not to do so in the face of known deficiencies would be active negligence on
the part of the Board and the Village.
·       Yes, it is costly. But non-wasteful expense cannot be a justification for failing to
provide this most basic of services to residents.
Please vote for Option 1 so that all of Wilmette will finally have storm sewer infrastructure up
to minimum standards.
Sincerely,
Peter Klibanoff, Wilmette resident
--------------------------------------------------------Peter Klibanoff
Professor of Managerial Economics &
Decision Sciences
Kellogg School of Management at
Northwestern University
Peter Klibanoff's web page

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Jane Bryan
dist.ntfy.sewers
Jane Bryan
Choose Option 1
Wednesday, March 21, 2018 5:51:01 PM

Hello,
I am choosing Option 1. We might as well take care of everything. Only taking care of part of
the problem is not a solution and will only be more expensive in the future.
I choose Option 1.
Thanks,
Jane Bryan

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Prejzner, John
"pbaugher@baugherlegal.com"
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte; dist.ntfy.sewers
RE: Initiatives to Accompany Stormwater Action Plan
Wednesday, March 21, 2018 4:15:38 PM
Wilmette Pres 20180313 v3 1.pdf

Mr. Baugher,
Thank you for contacting the Village about the stormwater project and sharing the news article with
us. The issue of other accompanying initiatives to absorb and reduce water runoff, also known as
green infrastructure, has been discussed as part of the proposed stormwater improvements. The
Village board actually heard a presentation about green infrastructure, and other similar topics (such
as purchasing all of the affected homes) at the March 13, 2018 Village Board meeting. I have
attached the presentation as it has some good information on green infrastructure. If you would like
to view the video of the presentation, you may do so by going to
http://wilmette.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=2&clip_id=682 (the presentation starts at
the 17:50 mark).
To summarize the presentation, while green infrastructure is a wonderful benefit in many ways, it
simply cannot be a substitute for the conveyance of stormwater in the area. Green infrastructure
can, and will continue to be considered, as a compliment to whichever project is selected as
appropriate. Such green infrastructure can include rain gardens, permeable pavers, bio-swales, and
others. The Village already has several of these types of stormwater infrastructure solutions
throughout the Village and will continue to review and implement where appropriate. Green
infrastructure has several limitations and unfortunately cannot be utilized as a standalone solution
to provide flood relief to West Wilmette due to the sheer volume of rain experienced during
significant events. A great example of such limitations was a recent moderate rain event that caused
the MWRD system to surcharge (though the surcharge was stopped by recent Village improvements
at West Park). The surcharge was caused by frozen and saturated ground, as mentioned in the
article. Such conditions can only be improved by additional infrastructure projects, such as the deep
tunnel or the options under consideration by the Village Board.
Please feel free to contact us if you have any further questions or comments. If you haven’t already, I
would encourage you to review our website dedicated to the stormwater improvement projects at
https://www.wilmettestormwater.com/.
Thank you,
John Prejzner
Assistant Director of Administrative Services
(847) 853-7502

Begin forwarded message:
From: Peter Baugher <pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>

Date: March 21, 2018 at 8:15:44 AM CDT
To: "bielinskib@wilmette.com" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>
Cc: "baugher@comcast.net" <baugher@comcast.net>
Subject: Initiatives to Accompany Stormwater Action Plan
Bob—As the Village considers its own “deep tunnel” project, what accompanying
initiatives can be taken to absorb and reduce water runoff? What is our answer to the
questions posed in the recent Tribune article linked here?
http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/local/breaking/ct-met-deep-tunnel-swamped20180307-story.html
Best regards,
Peter Baugher
1310 Sheridan Road
Wilmette, IL 60091
847-251-2823

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Raquel Klibanoff
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1 is the only sensible choice
Wednesday, March 21, 2018 3:45:17 PM

Dear Village Board Members,
Please vote for Option 1 so that all of Wilmette will finally have adequate storm sewer
infrastructure, and not just the eastside. Option 1 is the most equitable solution, as it doesn't
leave any Wilmette neighborhoods behind (or underwater). We funded upgrades to eastside
sewer infrastructure years ago so that all of the eastside would have a minimum of 10-year
storm protection. Option 1 is the only plan that brings all of the westside up to the same
standard (10-year storm protection) that the eastside has enjoyed for years.
Option 1 is a prerequisite for any additional storm sewer projects because it is the only plan
that actually addresses the main problem: storm sewer pipe capacity. The Village has spent
many hundreds of thousands of dollars on engineering studies, by multiple engineering firms,
and they all agree that Option 1 is the best plan to accomplish the Board's original goal: 10year storm protection throughout the westside. Why spend all that money on studies just to
ignore their conclusions?
I urge you to vote for Option 1 at the April Board meeting.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Braiman, Michael
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Support of Option 1 regarding sewers
Wednesday, March 21, 2018 3:17:12 PM

From: Dodd, Kathy
Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2018 10:39 PM
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: Support of Option 1 regarding sewers

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Carol Yonover <carol.yonover@icloud.com>
Date: March 12, 2018 at 9:14:29 PM CDT
To: doddk@wilmette.com
Subject: Support of Option 1 regarding sewers
Please note that i feel that the sewers in West Wilmette need to be upgraded and I
support Option 1.
Thank You - Carol Yonover - 700 Lavergne, Wilmette, IL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Braiman, Michael
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Stormwater Action Plan
Wednesday, March 21, 2018 3:16:57 PM

From: Dodd, Kathy
Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2018 10:39 PM
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: Stormwater Action Plan

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Bruce Miller <bruceamiller@comcast.net>
Date: March 13, 2018 at 7:54:06 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com, doddk@wilmette.com, kurzmanj@wilmette.com,
plunketts@wilmette.com, sullivand@wilmette.com, wolfj@wilmette.com
Subject: Stormwater Action Plan
Reply-To: Bruce Miller <bruceamiller@comcast.net>
President Bielinski and Village Trustees,
Thank you for the detailed communications to Village residents regarding
Stormwater Action Plan needs and options. We attended today's open
house and appreciated Village and Stantec staff answers to our questions.
We encourage you to support option 2 for the following reasons:
1. There is a real need for stormwater abatement in West Wilmette
2. Option 3 is insufficient (only 71% reduction in significant [10-year] rain
events)
3. Option 2 can be supplemented with option 1 additions if deemed
necessary at a later time (understand the cost would be higher)
Thank you for your consideration.
Bruce and Karen Miller
1007 Lake Avenue
(Village residents since 1975)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Braiman, Michael
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Sewer Project
Wednesday, March 21, 2018 3:16:49 PM

From: Dodd, Kathy
Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2018 10:39 PM
To: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: Sewer Project

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Jeremy Weiss <jeremyweiss22@comcast.net>
Date: March 12, 2018 at 6:05:09 PM CDT
To: doddk@wilmette.com
Subject: Sewer Project
Hi Kathy,
As we get closer to the deadline for making a decision on the sewer project, I
wanted to send you a quick note that I support Option 1.
Jeremy Weiss
427 Wilshire Dr W

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Weiner
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1
Saturday, March 17, 2018 10:24:18 AM

I want you to vote for Option 1. I have lived here with flooding for 25 years. Let’s fix this now.
Thank you, Janice Weiner

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gina Speckman
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1 please
Friday, March 16, 2018 8:33:06 PM

We have flooded 3 times in the 7.5 years we have been in Wilmette. We want this addressed
in the most aggressive way possible.  
Thank you,
Gina Speckman & John Boex
2215 Washington

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MARY COLLINS
dist.ntfy.sewers
Floodwater plans
Friday, March 16, 2018 2:51:09 PM

Dear Village of Wilmette,

I have been thinking about the options being considered by the village and I would
like to propose a new one.

It is my understanding that, in many cases, the addition of a French drain will solve
the problem for several houses on a block. I know that this has worked in Kenilworth
Gardens, particularly on Thornwood Ave.

Given that, I recommend that the village develop a plan that encourages homeowners
to have such drains installed. Assuming the cost of the project is $1,500, the village
could offer homeowners who show proof of such installation during a certain time
period a $1,000 property tax credit for, say, two years. This credit would only be
available to the owner who installed the drain, and would not transfer to a new
purchaser.  

The village may want to consider some additional modifications such as limiting the
number of drains installed to X number per block or to a maximum budget number.  

In any event, such a solution would insure that, while the cost will be borne by all
Wilmette tax payers (because other taxes will need to be adjusted to cover the cost),
those affected by the problem will have a stake in the solution.

Thank you for considering this,

Mary M. Collins

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ben Tolsky
dist.ntfy.sewers
Buy out question
Friday, March 16, 2018 1:54:13 PM

I saw this weeks buy out question and I'd like to know how many houses would need to be
bought out. Certainly if you have a block where 10 houses flood, buying out the 1 or 2 lowest
lying houses and removing all impervious services (structures, driveways) and creating a
drainage basin that is below street level would allow all of the water to collect on that site and
reduce flooding on the rest of the block. Plus you would only be buying 1 or 2 houses, not all
10 that were susceptible flooding.
It would be great if the village could actually share the details of such a plan. Given that a
cost estimate exists, there must be studies and plans available that have not been shared with
the public.
The option would also create a public benefit of open space which certainly has a lot of value
and could easily justify some additional expense. Additional sewers is only beneficial to
Ninja Turtles, and it would take a lot of pizza to lure them away from New York.

STORMWATER ACTION PLAN OPEN HOUSE – PUBLIC COMMENTS

MARCH 13, 2018

Trustees, residents move to Wilmette for a great reason. Great location, good school, good public
services. If residents of Wilmette want to stay in town and tell their friends to move to Wilmette
we need to have sound water management in place to keep up with toady’s changing
environment. Option 1 will be the best option for Wilmette to stay ahead of Mother Nature and
for the security of the residents of Wilmette. Thank you, Donald Cornelius, 601 Lacrosse.
Please vote for Option #1. We live in West Wilmette and have attended almost all of the
Board Meetings on this subject. The time to make the hard decisions you have elected to make
is now!! Option #1 is the option that makes the most sense and accomplishes the criteria set
out by the Board. The additional cost per year is not that much for the benefit you will
accomplish. Joseph Fruchter, 3239 Central Ave.
Please vote for Option 1 – the only one that makes sense for West Wilmette. Might cost more
but in the long run is the best one. Invest money now!! Davida Fruchter, 3239 Central Ave.
The Village needs to evaluate the cost of the project relative to the value of the homes to be
protected. This data should be made available to the community before we are asked to consider
the expense. Many Thanks.
I don’t see how any option other than Option 1 can be chosen. To do otherwise would say to
some residents that their concerns don’t warrant attention. And they would have to pay a share
of everyone else’s improvements and get nothing for their money. Fred Olsen, 2800 Orchard
Lane, Email: folsen4@comcast.net
Option 1 is most fair and will protect property values. Option 1!!
I am against the three fixes due to the cost of the projects that will be placed on the homeowners
that are not impacted. My bill will increase $200-$1100 per year which is astronomical. This cost
is “hidden” as it is not in the property tax bill. Why can’t the Village make the owners impacted
pay for the fix? This does not occur in my backyard and therefore I shouldn’t pay. NIMBY. April
Cesaretti, 935 Oakwood Ave., Email: AAT33@yahoo.com
Current sewer costs on water bill keep increasing – how do you expect people to be able to afford
all these new fees year after year – you are making Wilmette unaffordable.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carole R Zucco
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater Plans
Thursday, March 29, 2018 7:11:24 PM

The the Village of Wilmette,
I wish to have my voice heard regarding the stormwater plans. The Village of Wilmette should have a referendum
put on the ballot so that the residents of the Village can have the opportunity of having their voices heard. I have
spent a good deal of money to make certain that my basement remained dry regardless of the amount of rain. I don’t
wish to pay again through taxes for the stormwater project..
Sincerely,
Carole Zucco
525 Pinecrest Lane
847-256-5541

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Walberer, Andrew
dist.ntfy.sewers
Jani Walberer
Sewer project - why no public vote?
Thursday, March 29, 2018 3:55:18 PM

Hello – thanks for the background information, the website and the newsletters. I was not
able to attend the open houses.
Question: with a project of this size and scope, why is this not being put forward as a
referendum with the current three options plus a do nothing option ?
A referendum was used in 2014 for the New Trier High School expansion and for the
Lakefront capital project in 2015. Given that his project is of a similar scale, why not do a
referendum?
Thanks for your reply
-Andy Walberer
800 Elmwood Wilmette

Andy Walberer
Partner
A.T. Kearney, Inc.
227 West Monroe Street
Chicago, Illinois 60606
United States
+1 773 456 1034 Mobile
+1 312 223 6662 Direct

This message and all attachments are confidential. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure,
or distribution is prohibited. If you believe this message has been sent to you by mistake,
please notify the sender by replying to this transmission, and delete the message and its
attachments without disclosing them.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sally Kaulas
dist.ntfy.sewers
STORMWATER PROPOSAL
Thursday, March 29, 2018 3:21:59 PM

We are asking the Wilmette Village to NOT proceed with any of the stormwater projects. We
don't find it necessary and we also find it to be very costly. The stormwater project that the
Village is proposing would only effect 295 homes at a very high cost to all Wilmette residents.
Our water bills are excessive already due to sewer costs and also for the funding of the Deep
Tunnel project that we were told would eliminate flooding problems. The Stormwater Project
is huge and very costly and should be submitted to a referendum so that residents will feel
they have been heard. On April 17th, we hope you will not vote for the Stormwater Proposal.
If you haven't read the letter to the editor submitted by Carl Hopman, in this week's Wilmette
Beacon please do because he covers the subject matter very well.
Best regards,
Sally & Paul Kaulas

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Flood Control Questions
Monday, March 26, 2018 3:28:47 PM

From: Randall Wilson <rand6057@comcast.net>
Sent: Sunday, March 25, 2018 5:44 PM
To: Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Subject: Re: Flood Control Questions

Mr. Prejzner:
Thank you for responding to my questions about flood control
options for Wilmette.
As for writing to the village board about considering a
referendum, please consider this email affirming my interest.
(If this is insufficient, let me know who and where to send a
more formal written request.) I do find it surprising that any
such “consideration” is deemed necessary. Especially after the
response to the NTE renovations and the upgrades at GillsonLangdon Park. Is there any doubt about an unyielding desire by
Wilmette taxpayers to be directly involved, to be the final
arbiters on how their money is spent.
As for the “advisory referendum,” I believe there is little
interest in this end run around actual participation. It should
be the village board that serves in an advisory capacity, not the
taxpayer for whom they serve. Again, they’re the ones that will
be on the hook financially, and therefore should cast the

deciding vote.
Thanks again for your time and interest.
R. Wilson
From: Prejzner, John
Sent: Monday, March 12, 2018 3:34 PM
To: 'Randall Wilson'
Cc: Berger, Brigitte
Subject: RE: Flood Control Questions

Mr. Wilson,
Attached please find the Village’s responses to your questions. If you have any follow-up questions
feel free to contact Brigitte or me.
Thank you,
John Prejzner
Assistant Director of Administrative Services
(847) 853-7502

From: Randall Wilson [mailto:rand6057@comcast.net]
Sent: Saturday, March 10, 2018 3:59 PM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Subject: Flood Control Questions

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Rosen
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please Do the Right Thing and Vote for Option 1
Saturday, March 24, 2018 9:53:27 AM

I appreciate your voting for Option 1 so that we can:
1) Bring together the community rather than create divisions and haves/have nots. Achieve the board’s original goal
of 10-year storm protection for the entire village (not just the eastside).
2) Improve the daily lives of people who worry about flooding and suffer the devastating emotional and financial
impacts of recurring floods.
3) Protect the reputation and attractiveness of Wilmette as a COMMUNITY where people want to move and stay.
4) Invest in green infrastructure.
5) Spend wisely now rather than having to fix things and spend so much more in the future.
Thank you so much for listening to everyone and going through this process the way you have.
Steve Rosen
       

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ronald Meyer
dist.ntfy.sewers
Applause!
Friday, March 23, 2018 11:28:12 PM

Dear Village staff: I have been following these stormwater FAQs the past 3 or 4 weeks, and I
have to applaud you. These are superb. They’re the most relevant questions and they are
honest, cogent answers.
Whoever is running this project in my opinion is doing a top notch job. And I have to say that
I am a “know it all” who began this process dead set against a Village-level plan. I now favor
option 3, the least expensive and least disruptive.
Ron Meyer
610 8th

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

B. Nunn
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please vote for Option 1 at the April 17 Board meeting
Friday, March 23, 2018 11:25:22 AM

Dear Village Board Members,
I urge you to vote please vote for Option 1 at the April 17th Board meeting. The Village has
spent many hundreds of thousands of dollars on engineering studies, by multiple engineering
firms, and they all agree that Option 1 is the best plan to accomplish the Board's original goal:
10-year storm protection throughout the west side.
Option 1 is the most equitable solution, as it doesn't leave any Wilmette neighborhoods
behind (or underwater) during 10-year storms. It will also reduce the frequency, intensity,
and duration of flooding throughout the westside for more intense storms. The Village funded
upgrades to eastside sewer infrastructure years ago (starting in the 90’s) so that all of the
eastside would have a minimum of 10-year storm protection; the westside deserves the same
level of protection. Option 1 is the only plan that brings all of the westside up to the same
standard that the eastside has enjoyed for years.
Option 1 is the only plan that actually addresses the main bottleneck: inadequate storm sewer
pipe capacity. It can be constructed in phases, as part of water main replacement or road
reconstruction, with eligibility for outside funding grants.  
Better storm sewers will reduce the stress and financial costs of flooding. Even westsiders
whose homes don’t flood often suffer financial costs if their neighbors flood, through higher
insurance premiums or through lower selling prices on their homes (because buyers suspect
they flood even if told that they don’t).
Please vote for Option 1, so that all Wilmette residents will finally have the minimum standard
storm sewer infrastructure.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Brent Nunn
439 W. Wilshire Drive
Wilmette, IL 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aizhen Li
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please support Sewage Improvement Option 1
Friday, March 23, 2018 9:08:04 AM

Dear Village Board Members,

I urge you to vote for Option 1 at the April 17 Board meeting. The Village has spent many hundreds of thousands
of dollars on engineering studies, by multiple engineering firms, and they all agree that Option 1 is the best plan to
accomplish the Board's original goal: 10-year storm protection throughout the westside.

Option 1 is the most equitable solution, as it doesn't leave any Wilmette neighborhoods behind (or underwater)
during 10-year storms. It will also reduce the frequency, intensity, and duration of flooding throughout the westside
for more intense storms. The Village funded upgrades to eastside sewer infrastructure years ago (starting in the
90’s) so that all of the eastside would have a minimum of 10-year storm protection; the westside deserves the
same level of protection. Option 1 is the only plan that brings all of the westside up to the same standard that the

eastside has enjoyed for years.
Option 1 is the only plan that actually addresses the main bottleneck: inadequate storm sewer pipe capacity. It can
be constructed in phases, as part of water main replacement or road reconstruction, with eligibility for outside
funding grants.
Better storm sewers will reduce the stress and financial costs of flooding. Even westsiders whose
homes don’t flood often suffer financial costs if their neighbors flood, through higher insurance premiums or
through lower selling prices on their homes (because buyers suspect they flood even if told that they don’t).

Please vote for Option 1, so that all of Wilmette will finally have the minimum standard storm sewer infrastructure.
Sincerely,
Aizhen Li
426 Wilshire Drive West

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen C Duck
dist.ntfy.sewers
Village of Wilmette Stormwater Action Plan
Thursday, April 5, 2018 6:02:01 PM

Village of Wilmette Stormwater Action Plan
I am writing in favor of the first and most extensive plan. By the current maps of flooding risk, our
house is not likely to flood. However, I believe that it is my duty to “protect” all of the homeowners
in Wilmette. Therefore I am in favor of the most extensive plan since it will provide the widest and
most comprehensive for all of us.
Were I in an area where the lesser plans did not protect and my home flooded I would be
devastated, knowing that it was preventable. Do unto others as you would have them do unto
you: good advice.
Thank you.
Stephen C Duck MD
456 Highcrest Drive
Wilmette, IL 60091-2358
scduck@gmail.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

a sandor
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater Improvements
Thursday, April 5, 2018 1:22:58 PM

Good afternoon,
I have been living in Wilmette over 40 years and every year the costs to live here go up every year; from the
property taxes to the vehicle stickers.I am at a loss to understand why there is not a referendum for a project that
could cost between 80-95 million dollars. Why is the board solely making the decision for this? I believe the
residents have a right to vote on this issue.
Thank you for your attention.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joel Wineberg
dist.ntfy.sewers
April 17
Thursday, April 5, 2018 10:22:52 AM

Hi-I have been a Wilmette resident since 1975 and have nothing but wonderful things to say about
Wilmette and how the citizens are taken care of in this terrific place to live.
However, from my point of view, this storm sewer situation has been very, very messy. Let me
delineate the ways.
1. Your “special edition” mailer sent out earlier this year was poorly printed, impossible to figure
out the boundaries and an email I sent to the mayor regarding those items was never
answered.
2. You folks should be embarrassed regarding how much the project would cost the average
household. Hopefully we will continue to live in Wilmette for over the first year of the
increase, so let’s see some information for a number of years, not just the first “low ball”
figure. We do not live in Wilmette because we are dumb!
3. The cost of this project is a gigantic number which needs to be shared by all the property
owners of Wilmette in some fashion. My sense is that some people do not want to share the
costs strictly as a percentage of the tax bill applied to all the properties. Obviously the homes
and areas that are affected want to share those costs according to the tax bill among all of the
property owners. Can’t say I blame them. My thinking is that some type of compromise needs
to be discussed as there are strong points for each side.
I have my thoughts on what I have written that I am willing to talk about with someone who can
contact me.
You can reach me on my cell phone at 847-867-0740 as I think some of my ideas make sense for the
entire village.
Joel Wineberg
556 Hunter Road
Wilmette, IL 60091
Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Village of Wilmette Stormwater Action Plan
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Thursday, April 5, 2018 9:31:39 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Marilyn Sherman
Street Address: 917 Osage
E-Mail Address:
Feedback: I urge the Village Board to vote for the lowest-cost option of
storage at the three parks. The costs of all options are extremely high and
add significantly to already-high tax bills, so I think the Village owes it to
residents to try the least expensive option first. Later if the outcomes are
insufficient, additional measures can always be taken.
Thank you for your study of the situation and your involvement of
Wilmette residents.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Vic & Mary Doucette
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Thursday, April 5, 2018 9:29:04 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Vic & Mary Doucette
Street Address: 108 Lawndale St.
E-Mail Address: vic.doucette@gmail.com
Feedback: We support helping our neighbors just as we would want to be
if we were in their place, with the Sewer Expansion Plan: 8 mile of new
storm sewer.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John O
dist.ntfy.sewers
Water
Wednesday, April 4, 2018 7:37:55 PM

Please do sewer expansion 8 miles. Underground tanks will eventually leak and/or need replacing.
Thanks.
- John Osborne
421 Sandy Lane
Wilmette, IL
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rothstein, Terri
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm water management improvements
Wednesday, April 4, 2018 6:37:28 PM

We encourage the Wilmette Village Board to approve the 8-mile storm sewer option (most
expensive but also most comprehensive project). The difference in cost between this project
and the hybrid is not enough to justify adopting a lesser solution to a major problem which
needs to be fully addressed. The third option of underground storage is unacceptable.
Thank you for the thoughtful decision making process the Board and Village management
have followed in this matter.
Terri and Sheldon Rothstein
600 Lamon Avenue

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Sobel
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Wednesday, April 4, 2018 3:58:20 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Richard Sobel
Street Address: Lake Avenue
E-Mail Address: CYBERPRIVACYPROJECT@HOTMAIL.COM
Feedback: 3/14/18
To the Village Trustees,
After reading reports to residents and numerous articles in the Beacon and
Wilmette Life and attending an open house, I would like to recommend the
following to the Board:
1. Support alternative 3, retention areas, because it is the most flexible
and cost effective. Plan to revise and extend the plan in 5 years.
2. Supplement alternative 3 by adding retention areas to Community
Park/Playfields between Highcrest and Wilmette Junior High. This almost
40 acre site could retain a great deal of water. As the estimate is that it
takes about 18 hours for the flooding to clear, it would not inconvenience
those who use the Park, and often would occur on weekends or overnight
with minimal effects on residents.
3. Install permeable pavement for all alleys and appropriate street areas
to encourage the natural option of ground water absorption.
3. Work with the other local communities and governments for a regional
plan. Flooding is not a local problem. It's regional to global.
4. Alternatives 1 and 2 are based on 10 year storms that are increasingly
frequent and involve fixed costs for new sewers that will likely be obsolete
before they are finished and cost a great deal more. Both of these are cost
effective, and should not be pursued.
5. Encourage and perhaps require current homeowners in and out of the
flood areas to take steps to protect/mitigate their homes from flooding.
Incentivize those who take these steps by providing a fund for repairs if
flood exceeds predictions.
6. Require that any new construction in the flooding area be flood proofed,

so that even a 100 year storm would not create great damage.
In short, there are many steps that can and need to be taken to improve
the plans and make them more cost defectiveness. Although brought up
late in the process, they deserve careful consideration before the Board
votes to spend a great deal of money perhaps cost ineffectively.
Richard Sobel
Lake Avenue

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy H
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater Options
Wednesday, April 4, 2018 3:54:49 PM

My name is Nancy Hickman and I live at 3136 Sprucewood Rd. I favor installing 8 miles of
new sewers. The project will serve the village for a long time and provide the maximum
benefit to our residents. There is only a marginal increase in the dollars spent and this
approach insures the most comprehensive protection for the properties which so sorely need
relief.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kathy saitelbach
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Wednesday, April 4, 2018 1:07:27 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: kathy saitelbach
Street Address: 706 lacrosse
E-Mail Address: ksaitelbach@gmail.com
Feedback: Following this issue for years has almost left me exhausted!@
Please approve the necessary steps to go ahead with the updating to the
sewer system in Wilmette.
Our community needs strong leadership, so step up to the plate and vote
YES!

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Wilmette Stormwater Proposals
Wednesday, April 4, 2018 10:58:00 AM

From: Frenzer, Tim
Sent: Wednesday, April 4, 2018 10:13 AM
To: Prejzner, John <prejznerj@wilmette.com>
Cc: Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Subject: FW: Wilmette Stormwater Proposals
Hi John;
Additional public comments for the record.
Tim
Timothy J. Frenzer
Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
1200 Wilmette Ave.
Wilmette, IL 60091
Tel. 847-853-7501
Fax 847-853-7700
Email: FrenzerT@wilmette.com

From: piper rothschild <rotwood@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, April 4, 2018 9:40 AM
To: Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Dodd, Kathy <doddk@wilmette.com>; Kurzman, Joel
<kurzmanj@wilmette.com>; Plunkett, Senta <plunketts@wilmette.com>; Sullivan, Dan
<sullivand@wilmette.com>; Wolf, Julie <wolfj@wilmette.com>
Cc: Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Subject: Wilmette Stormwater Proposals
Dear Wilmette Trustees:
The Little Garden Club of Wilmette urges the Village to adopt a stormwater plan that includes
significant green infrastructure, including saving the Centennial prairie. We are disappointed that
none of the three proposals contains any green ideas to mitigate stormwater run-off.
Green infrastructure is not a fad, but a proven solution to stormwater flooding and controlling runoff. Economists, scientists, and urban planners view green infrastructure as a cost-efficient, resilient
way to control flooding that should not be overlooked. Municipalities across the nation, including
Kenilworth and Winnetka, are increasingly deploying green infrastructure, not only because it is less
expensive, but also because it mimics and works with nature. By contrast, the “gray” infrastructure
(pipes, water storage etc.) that Wilmette proposes fights against and tries to control nature. (See
this Sun-Times editorial on the benefits of green infrastructure

:https://chicago.suntimes.com/opinion/editorial-philadelphia-shows-chicago-a-greener-way-tomanage-storm-water/)
That the least-expensive proposal takes away one of the best green infrastructure tools we have—
the Centennial Prairie—makes no sense. The prairie is a wonderful natural resource and a local
treasure, offering valuable environmental benefits and worthwhile educational opportunities to the
entire community. Because it is a well-designed retention basin, full of water-absorbing native
plants, the surrounding area does not flood. To destroy it to bury an artificial tank to hold flood
water pumped in from faraway flood-prone areas of the Village is imprudent. We greatly oppose any
plan that would damage the prairie.
If Wilmette is serious about managing its stormwater flooding, it should have a viable green
infrastructure strategy and an actionable plan to make it happen. It is inexcusable that it does not.
Such a plan should include rain barrels, bioswales, green roofs, native plantings on parkways,
permeable pavers, and more native trees. Plantings like cottonwoods can soak up to 200 gallons of
water a day. Incentives, rebates, and credits for adding green infrastructure to properties should be
built in for both residents and developers.
We ask the Village to reconsider each of the three proposals and commit to adding green
infrastructure to whichever proposal is ultimately selected.
Respectfully,

Piper Rothschild, Civics Chair
Little Garden Club of Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Blake Nelson
dist.ntfy.sewers
Your "Stormwater Bill Estimate" system doesn"t work!!!
Wednesday, April 4, 2018 7:37:02 AM

I have checked your Stormwater Bill Estimate system against multiple addresses and it doesn't work - it reports "No
records found".
What are you hiding?
And why do you only estimate "first-year increase"? Is it because you KNOW people would vote NO if they
realized that you are proposing a total tax levy of over $3,000 per resident (every man, woman and child) in
Wilmette!!
Actions like yours are why no one trusts the government.
Blake Nelson

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Amoruso, Kate
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Referendum needed
Tuesday, April 3, 2018 6:31:14 PM

From: Dory Hixon <dory.hixon@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 3, 2018 5:06 PM
To: dist.ntfy.pubworks <dist.ntfy.pubworks@wilmette.com>
Subject: Referendum needed

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Dory Hixon
Street Address: 3533 Thornwood Avenue
E-Mail Address: dory.hixon@Yahoo.com
Feedback: Please put all options in a referendum for the taxpayers of
Wilmette to decided.
This is too large an amount to be spent by the village board without
transparency.
Dory Hixon

Dory Hixon

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rosemary Naphin
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater Improvements
Tuesday, April 3, 2018 4:27:41 PM

I am writing regarding the proposed stormwater improvements. I have followed the
discussions and read the materials provided over the past many months. I STRONGLY
OPPOSE each of the three options being considered. The costs are prohibitive and do not
justify the minimal benefits described. I am one of many, many Wilmette homeowners who
has been negatively impacted by flooding over the years. During heavy rains my back yard
became a lake with standing water over a foot deep. Ducks found it a comfortable place to
settle. My basement filled with water up to my knees. And like many other homeowners I
addressed the issue myself and incurred very substantial expense to do so. The Village of
Wilmette contributed absolutely nothing to the amelioration of my flooding problems. Why,
then, is the Village now even considering investing in these multi-million dollar "improvement"
projects which will minimally benefit so few residents?
Shady photographs of flooded streets and photographs of debris on the curbs after a storm
are meaningless, intended to appeal to emotions while ignoring that streets and
basements throughout the Village are flooded after heavy storms. That is the nature of where
we live - a lakebed.
An issue involving this much money and affecting every property owner in the Village should
be decided by a Yes/No Referendum. If the result of such a Referendum is "Yes", at that
point the Village Board can decide which option to choose. If the result is "No", the
responsibility to address flooding issues reverts to individual homeowners.
Lastly, I tried to estimate how these "improvements" would impact my sewer bill per the
instructions on the Wilmette website. At "Stormwater Bill Estimate", the response was "No
Record Found". Not helpful.
Thank you for your attention.
Rosemary B. Naphin
1430 Isabella Street, Wilmette
847-256-2009

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joseph Fruchter
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Tuesday, April 3, 2018 1:27:13 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Joseph Fruchter
Street Address: 3239 Central Avenue
E-Mail Address: jaf.cpa@att.net
Feedback: My wife and I have lived in Wilmette since 1979. We have
attended almost all of the open houses and board meetings dealing with
the flooding problems in the west portion of Wilmette. We have watched
as the Village spent many thousands of dollars and many years "studying"
the problem and redoing the original engineering study to try to find a
cheaper solution only to find that the only solution that solves the problem
for the highest number of residents is OPTION #1. Both engineering firms
came up with essentially the same conclusion to solve the problem in
accordance with the criteria given to them by the board several years ago.
The time to act is way overdue, and you must vote for OPTION #1 now as
it is the only option that makes any sense. To do any of the other options
is a waste of time and money as the other options won't solve the
problems and are only "cheap" bandaids to satisfy residents of certain
neighborhoods only. The cost of OPTION #1 is minimal at approximately
$100 per year per average household as you stated in your mailing. Many
people easily spend this amount of money on a family dinner or on a pair
of athletic shoes for one of their children without thinking twice about it.
Again, it is necessary to vote for OPTION #1 on April 17th and get this
project started as soon as possible without wasting any additional time on
any more studies.
Based on my review of the plans presented, it appears that OPTION #1 is
the only option that will help our neighborhood at all.
Please do your jobs and vote for the best option for the Village.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Mazur-Johnson
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm water Plans
Tuesday, April 3, 2018 12:37:26 AM

Dear Wilmette Village Board,
Please do not proceed with any of the Storm Water Projects, or at a minimum to conduct a referendum where one
option is to do nothing.
Neither of the two engineering studies has considered green solutions, including permeable pavement. Where my
home stands, thousands of years ago it was a lagoon. My 1449 address means that it is located 14 blocks from Lake
Michigan.
Thank you for your consideration.
Yours sincerely,
Elizabeth Mazur-Johnson
1449 Wilmette Ave.
Wilmette Resident since 1983
My home is a designated historical home by the Wilmette Historical Society

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Bailey
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Monday, April 2, 2018 9:35:42 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: David Bailey
Street Address: 2956 Iroquois Rd
E-Mail Address: davidobailey@gmail.com
Feedback: Realizing the significant impact a project of this magnitude will
have upon each household, at over $100 million, the democratic process
via a town referendum should be followed. Homeowners will pay the bill
for years to come and should have a say. It is unfair and unwise to place
the burden of such a sizeable project on the shoulders of a few individuals.
A referendum should be brought before the taxpayers of this town so that
each of those paying the cost will have a say and can make their own
cost/benefit analysis.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ivan Sheldon
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Monday, April 2, 2018 9:10:32 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Ivan Sheldon
Street Address: 2410 MEADOW DR S
E-Mail Address: ivansheldon@gmail.com
Feedback: Thank you so much for working on this! My kids and I often go
biking after storms and we typically see so much stuff on curbs that came
from flooded basements! We see ruined belongings in front Harper area
houses, Romona area houses, etc. I've worked in developing countries
throughout Asia and Latin America and our flooding is worse than much of
what I've seen in these "less developed" economies. Please help the
village become a safer and dry place. Thanks.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

CH
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater project
Monday, April 2, 2018 1:24:47 PM

Dear Village Board members,
I am following up on my letter in the Wilmette Beacon.
Please do not proceed with any of the three stormwater sewer projects.
If you are in doubt, please allow Wilmette residents the opportunity to guide you on this
difficult question by organizing a referendum.
One version of the referendum would allow residents to rank their preference between all four
choices (the three sewer options and an option to do nothing) and then you could use ranked
choice voting : http://www.fairvote.org/rcv/#how_rcv_works
In a simpler version, the Board would first choose the best among the three sewer options, and
the voters would only have to choose between that and do nothing.
Thank you so much for giving your time and efforts to our community,
Carl.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

brian.m.jack@gmail.com
dist.ntfy.sewers
Christina Jack
Proposed Sewer Project
Monday, April 2, 2018 12:36:53 PM

Wilmette Village Board I could not agree more with points made by Carl Hopman in his Letter to the Editor published in the
Wilmette Beacon on March 29, 2018.
I would vote against proceeding with the proposed sewer project. At a minimum, this proposed
level of expenditure should be the subject of a referendum.
Brian M. Jack
4039 Bunker Lane
Wilmette, Illinois 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sam Stilp
dist.ntfy.sewers
Referendum for Sewers needed
Sunday, April 1, 2018 9:43:53 AM

I am emailing to ask that the Village not proceed with any of the proposed storm sewer projects for west Wilmette.
Any project of this size should only be brought forth via referendum and even then reevaluated on a cost/benefit for
the Village residents as a whole.
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jane Krivickas
dist.ntfy.sewers
support for option 1
Saturday, March 31, 2018 4:53:49 PM

We wanted to voice our support for option 1 of the village’s proposed storm water action
plan. No one would agree that the village should provide fire or police protection to everyone
except several hundred homes in west Wilmette. The same should be true for storm water
management: the same level of protection should be uniform throughout the village. The
simple truth is that the storm sewers in west Wilmette are undersized. This cannot be
remedied by individual homeowners and needs a village-wide solution. This is a problem that
should have been rectified years ago. It is our hope that the village board will move to solve
this problem once and for all.
Paul and Jane Krivickas
1029 Pawnee Road
Sent from Outlook

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Lindner
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Water Plan
Saturday, March 31, 2018 2:22:11 PM

To the Wilmette Village Board:
I was shocked, when I read Carl Hopman’s letter to the editor in the Wilmette
Beacon of March 29, 2018, to discover what a huge boondoggle and rip off the
West side storm water plan is and how few houses are actually affected. Those
whose housing values will be increased by this plan should be assessed for the
costs. This is an example of a small, but vocal minority taking advantage of the
majority without majority input. If there is no referendum on this plan, the
board should resign and stand for election so that we can elect representatives
that will stand up for the majority of Wilmette Residents.
Robert Lindner
Wilmette Resident

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alexis Langlois
dist.ntfy.sewers
Support to host a referendum on the Wilmette stormwater project
Friday, March 30, 2018 3:55:36 PM

We hereby request the Wilmette Village Board not to proceed with the proposed sewer project
in Wilmette for the reason that cheaper alternatives exist, but have not been seriously
considered.
A democratic and fiscally responsible course of action before committing to the project is to
submit this enormous financial decision benefiting a small number of households to a
referendum. We request that the Village Board consult all the citizens of the village of
Wilmette on this project through a referendum.
Thank you
Alexis & Kimberly Langlois
1628 Central Avenue
WIlmette, IL

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

betty rose mccabe
sewers@wilmette.co; dist.ntfy.sewers
Say no to Flood water proposal for the northwest side of Wilmette!!!
Friday, March 30, 2018 2:31:12 PM

We as residents of Wilmette have used Permaseal to control flooding in two properties at a
cost of over $30,000 keeping the properties viable and flood proofed during that time. We did
not pass the hat to our neighbors to help us with this huge expense. We were not on a flood
plain and we checked that out before we bought. Diligence when purchasing is not something
to be omitted. Soil studies are an option at purchase of homes and have been for many years.
For the village to pay for these homeowners' maintenance fees is ludicrous, inappropriate and
immoral. The village board knows that this is a project that will benefit only a small number
of residents comparatively.These actions would be irresponsible to the entire community.
Elizabeth Penney McCabe
1466 Wilmette Avenue
Wilmette, Ill 60091

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jim McCabe
dist.ntfy.sewers
Northwest side stormwater
Friday, March 30, 2018 2:05:43 PM

I am very much opposed to the any of the three proposals for remedying the stormwater problem in northwest
Wilmette. I favor a Village wide referendum.
James L McCabe (Wilmette resident 46 years)
1466 Wilmette Ave.
847 251-4538

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

rjaeschke@aol.com
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Water Decision
Friday, March 30, 2018 11:52:46 AM

Why is this not a referendum we can all vote on?
Betsy Jaeschke
rjaeschke@aol.com
Betsy Jaeschke
PH# 847-251-5280
Cell# 847-800-4601

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Nassar
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Friday, April 13, 2018 9:30:45 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Elizabeth Nassar
Street Address: 135 Prairie Avenue
E-Mail Address: benatari@ameritech.net
Feedback: We have experienced flooding many times since we moved into
our house in 2003. We took on the added expense to install drain tiles and
a sump pump in our basement. We also paid to have a backflow preventer
installed. I feel bad for all Wilmette residents who have experienced
flooding. It is no fun! The clean up takes a lot of time, money and effort.
However, we took on the financial burden to take care of our house and
our flooding situation. I'm not thrilled about being assessed to cover the
cost of this project which doesn't benefit all Wilmette residents. I think the
village should be fiscally responsible and vote for the Neighborhood
Storage option (Option #3) to help alleviate the flooding issue west of
Ridge Rd. The village, county and state continue to put the financial
burden on the individual taxpayers. We've had enough. It's no wonder
Illinois is in the top 3 states in the nation for outbound moves in 2017. I
think the Village Board should vote for the least expensive solution. It
helps the situation and still benefits 71% of flood-prone homes west of
Ridge.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katherine White
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm sewers feedback
Friday, April 13, 2018 7:28:33 AM

As someone whose home is affected by the flooding (small amounts 1x a year), I have decided that after all of the
talk and costs, that I am not in favor of the program.   Why?   Because of several reasons 1.   It has been admitted that this program will not take care of 100% of the issue.
2.   Because of the looming village tax increase (5 Taxing Bodies, including New Trier, Dist. 39, park, library and
village all getting increases), and with our property values declining, due to the growing property tax burden, and
the Illinois negative economic outlook, the total cost of the flood control project is becoming prohibitive and an
added financial burden for most homeowners, which will add again to our overall tax burden, which will again,
decrease our home values even more.
I therefore am NOT in favor of this expenditure.   The village property tax burden is making it extremely difficult to
stay in the village as a retiree.   It almost feels like the village does NOT care about this segment of their
population.   And I say this as one who has dealt with the flooding issue for 26 years, and have been in touch with
the village regarding the flooding issues.
Katherine White
847-902-7895t
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scott Green
dist.ntfy.sewers
Please vote NO on Stormwater Improvements
Thursday, April 12, 2018 12:40:37 PM

Village Board,
Please vote NO on the proposed stormwater improvements.
Why?
1. The cost is exorbitant without guarantee. We are fighting mother nature. It is a low lying
area!!! Ridge Ave is named just that for a reason. For the 200 or so homes seriously affected
we are spending between $250,000 and $450,000 per home. This is insanity. Insanity.
I grew up in Highland Park and when I looked for a home in Wilmette we looked at
Kenilworth Gardens. Even I heard that the area had flooding issues. A long time issue. For
good reason.
2. We should offer $25,000 or so to each home affected and let them remedy their home. I
know a homeowner living in Kenilworth Gardens and he spent $15,000. Flooding issues
ameliorated.
3. We have huge school funding issues on the horizon. Let’s focus our tax payer money there.
New Trier just Spent $100 million. Barely approved by voters. And that was drawing from a
larger tax base than just Wilmette.
4. Why not offer the affected homes ZONING VARIATIONS. Allow them to build bigger or
new third floors. In essence, transferring space from the basement to a third floor. They can
demonstrate real hardship. Better appreciated space, anyway. My late wife and I did just that.
In sum, these folks would use their basement at their own risk and not lose space with the new
space expansion. Actually gain more valuable space. Maybe even offer them a financial
incentive/support for the third floor. Far less costly than $50-$90 Million!
Thank you again. PLEASE VOTE NO.
Scott Green
1625 Sheridan Rd. Apt. 402 Wilmette, IL 60091
scottgreen29@gmail.com
312-925-1361

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Thomas Scanlan
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater comments
Wednesday, April 11, 2018 8:58:40 PM

Dear Wilmette Trustees:
I will be work traveling on April 17th, so here are my wife's and my
comments on the stormwater improvements.
First of all, I attended the open house, visited the stormwater improvement
website, and read the 2 snail mail promotion brochures. And, last month, I
attended the Village Board Meeting where there was a brief discussion of the
stormwater project. During the past month, I have spoken to nearly 40
Wilmette residents about the stormwater project, and only half of the
residents knew about the project. The other half informed me that I was the
first person who told them about it. Amazing how such a small percentage of
the Wilmette residents are even aware of the stormwater project.
I don't believe the village has been transparent on public communication,
such as the open house, mailed brochures and website. First of all, the cost
options lack accuracy. You fail to inform the community residents how much
it will cost them over the present and future years. You should be more
transparent and inform the community that, "For the average household, the
first-year increase is estimated to be $63 - $105, depending on the project,
and for the next 20 years........" Another example, of lack of complete
communication by the village was at the open house, brochures and website;
where you rarely indicate the past details and future consequences on not
providing the West Wilmette homes the stormwater improvements. From my
perspective of reading the reports and listening to the engineers, there is
no guarantee that the $48 million to $100 million stormwater projects will
completely resolve the flooding. And, how rarely these floods can occur.
Certainly, a Wilmette temporary flood (unlike Houston) can occur twice over
2 years or once over 12 years. There is no consistent pattern.
Finally, you have not communicated to the village community that the
significant cause of these occasional floods are in large part due to the
housing additions to these area homes. In other words, houses built in the
40's, 50's & 60's, where the homes were built on 50% of the property, have
in the 80's and 90's been increased in size where the homes are now more
than 75% of the open property. And, the flooding consequence was anticipated
and predicted by many of the environmentalist due to the lack of natural
landscape for the rain water to soak into. And, now many of the
environmentalists are predicting the unintended future negative consequences
of the proposed 3 stormwater projects.
Therefore, the facts are that a large percentage of the village community
are not aware of the aggregate costs that each resident will be responsible
for during the next 15-20 years, and the possible environmental issues. If
you offered a referendum, then the majority of the community residents will
be aware of the stormwater project.
I request that the village board does not approve the stormwater projects,
and consider a village referendum.

Regards, Tom & Sally Scanlan
Thomas C. Scanlan
1005 Chestnut Ave
Wilmette IL 60091
Tel: 847-256-7366
Email: tscanlan@surplusrecord.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David K. Russell
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater Project
Wednesday, April 11, 2018 7:22:05 PM

Dear Village Board,
The costly brochures sent to residents outline three very expensive alternatives. This is
actually a fourth - do nothing. $50mm-$90mm is far too much to spend to benefit so few,
especially when the only benefit is to reduce the occasional inconvenience of temporary street
and sidewalk flooding. I lived near 13th and Ashland for many years, and after the berms
were installed we tolerated those conditions without major problem.
The particular areas of focus are some of the lowest elevations in the Village and farthest from
the two natural drainage areas, the Chicago River North Branch and Lake Michigan. There is
a very good reason developers built there only relatively recently. These areas have always
collected standing water in times of very heavy rain. It was great farm land but not good for
housing. We should not try to remediate Mother Nature now because of ill-advised building
decisions. And please keep in mind, every homeowner in these areas purchased their home at
a discount because everyone knows these areas collect standing water during times of very
heavy rain.
From a governance perspective, an expenditure of this magnitude should be subject to a
Village-wide referendum, not a Board vote. Please either defeat any spending for this illadvised project or submit it to a referendum.
Thank you for considering my thoughts.
Respectfully,
David
David K Russell
2018 Highland Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
russelldavidk@gmail.com
312-961-7210 (c)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

S Meyer
dist.ntfy.sewers
letter to the Wilmette Village Board ref sewers
Wednesday, April 11, 2018 4:36:32 PM

I have lived in Wilmette all my life and have been a homeowner here for 44 years. There was no sign
that water had ever been in the basement in 1974. In spite of our sandy soil, our basement regularly
gets water through the window wells whenever there are hard rains, so we have things raised off the
floor and in plastic bins. Rain water is definitely not as bad as sewer backups, but a finished
basement is not possible in this house.
I have read the literature you’ve sent out and your web site. I’ve read the occasional letters in the
Beacon. I really appreciate the Board’s effort to get a second opinion. However, given the very
substantial costs, I believe it would be appropriate to have a referendum before going forward.
In my opinion, no one knows what’s going to happen with climate change. I have heard that it is
progressing even more rapidly than expected. Basing your numbers on 10-year rains seems unwise at
best since there have been several 100-year rains since we’ve owned this house. How long will this
solution be sufficient? When will 100-yr rains become 10-yr rains? How can anybody know? What
if some of these homes flood after the next 100-year rain which could happen anytime?
How many other projects are currently on Wilmette’s back burner? Why has this one been
prioritized now? We’ve recently had referendums for the park district and 2 school districts. Are
there other taxing bodies with plans that haven’t yet been made public? I personally know 2 longtime families moving out because of the rapidly rising taxes. I don’t want to be next out.
Did the people in these homes know that they were buying a house that flooded? Shouldn’t they be
willing to give up something themselves to solve their own problems? Would it be possible for them
to put retention areas ( above ground or below) in their own yards? Shouldn’t more retention areas
be tried first? People might have to choose less softball fields in order to have less backups.
Going forward on the problem, my choice would be greener options first. Start with permeable
streets and driveways. Use open parkland for more water retention areas and perhaps some more
prairie to help the environment. Be proactive and change the zoning rules to reduce the amount of
allowable land coverage in areas which are known to flood, and also to prevent further tear downs
from causing new problems in new areas. Involve Wilmette’s Environmental and Energy
Commission.
I am asking the Board Not to go forward on any of the 3 current options. They are very expensive
yet benefit relatively few homes. No one knows what future climate conditions will bring. Please
take incremental and more environmentally friendly steps.
If he will directly benefit, I hope Mr Kurzman will recuse himself from the voting.
Sincerely,
Sally Meyer
2039 Hollywood Ct

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

michael mccarthy
dist.ntfy.sewers
Vote No on Sewer Project. We are better off to write checks to affected homeowners than the proposed options.
Wednesday, April 11, 2018 4:00:41 PM

Dear Board of Trustees of Wilmette;
I am not able to attend next week’s meeting regarding the disposition of the Sewer
Project but want to make my comments heard.
First of all, The thought of spending an enormous amount of money--$50-90mm to
ameliorate an occasional problem of flooded streets and sidewalks for a small portion
of our village is irresponsible. I am shocked that this has gone this far. Especially given
the fact that this will do nothing to fix basement flooding in homes affected.
Many neighborhoods experience flooded streets, like mine, and we don’t come crying
to the village. We wait it out, knowing that the problem only occurs a couple times a
year—if that. Some basements flood and some don’t. Those that flood, pay to have
their problem taken care of.
People in the “flood-prone” neighborhoods are aware that this low-lying area has been
“low lying” for over 100 years. So now, they want the village to change mother nature?
The recent “brochure” that was sent to homeowners smells of a Marketing Campaign,
not an educational piece. The beautiful, 4 page color glossy brochure with professional
pictures must have cost residents a fortune. By the way, similar pictures could be
taken of 7th and 8th streets during this same time period. It’s also extremely unnerving
that apparently one of the Trustees has a website dedicated to pushing this issue
through. Not a lot of objectivity here.
And Finally, The fact that we are a “Home Rule” village apparently gives this board the
power to push this enormous cost onto the voters of Wilmette without having to go to
a referendum. If this is true, then this demonstrates to me just another example of the
many reasons why Illinois is Scam-central.
Do not do this.
Mike McCarthy
707 Laurel Ave

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kent Nusekabel
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Wednesday, April 11, 2018 7:01:43 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Kent Nusekabel
Street Address:
E-Mail Address: laurelbuild5@sbcglobal.net
Feedback: After reading thru much of the material over the last few days,
there are several questions about this complex issue on the west side of
the Village.
1. Is there historical data that clearly shows measurable differences
between flood events from the 1960s and recent flood events? How far
back does the rainfall data go?
2. How does the total area of impervious surface from the 1960s compare
to the today's total?
3. Are the more recent significant rain events showing a trend of increased
intensity and total volumes over the last 50 to 75 years and is the data
available?
4. Given the surface elevations shown in the material, are we trying to
fight nature by working to drain more intense storms and former wetland
areas that were developed into residential properties?
5. Knowing that the east side system is combined sewers and sized larger,
what factors account for the cost differential between the inflated cost of
$46 million (for the east side) and the $95 million (for the west)?
a. Length and overall size of each system?
b. Soil/ground conditions for absorption?
c. Others?
6. In the November 27, 2017 information, the slide on the Sewer Fund
History shows the expenditures for the east, west and both systems. A
total of $100 million was spent on the systems since 1990.
a. Is either system in a state of good repair?
b. What is the expected annual maintenance cost for both systems?
c. Are we keeping up with maintenance?
d. How does the underground storage at West Park help/hurt the
discussions about the west sewer system? And how does it function
currently and for each of the three options?

7. As I understand it, the main reason for the flooding is the sizing of the
existing sewer system. Besides this reason, what are the basic reasons for
the flooding on the west side?
a. changes in the rainfall intensities and durations?
b. the former wetland nature of the area?
c. significant development of properties and land use since 1960s?
d. others?
Thank you, in advance, for your responses as they will help me to form a
more informed opinion on the path forward.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Paul and Amy King
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Tuesday, April 10, 2018 10:55:26 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Paul and Amy King
Street Address: 3041 Iroquois Rd.
E-Mail Address: Pking@itsgtech.com
Feedback: We strongly feel that the board must choose the option that
protects the largest number of properties. The cost differential of the
various plans is not significant enough to justify leaving many vulnerable
properties to foot the bill for improvements with no benefit. The West side
of the village has already helped foot the bill for the prior East side
improvements. To leave 20% of vulnerable West side properties out of
your selected option would be short sighted and expose the village to legal
liability for failing to meet its self admitted responsibility to provide
adequate storm water management.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

margie208@aol.com
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater sewer project
Tuesday, April 10, 2018 8:02:22 PM

We have reviewed the stormwater sewer project options and feel that option 1, the Sewer Expansion: 8
miles of new storm sewer, is the best choice. It addresses the issue more completely than the other
option.
Please select this option and finally give us some relief from flooding which has only gotten worse over
the years.
Thank you,
Joe and Margie Drelicharz
326 Romona Rd.
847-256-2823      

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Steven Harris
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Tuesday, April 10, 2018 2:58:31 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Steven Harris
Street Address: 2425 Meadow Dr N
E-Mail Address: sharris@kentlaw.edu
Feedback: I am a Wilmette resident. I support option #1. It is the only
option that will provide relief for back-to-back storms.
Thank you.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hilde Hutchins
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater Action Plan
Monday, April 9, 2018 7:07:06 PM

To Whom It May Concern:
My husband & I have lived in Kenilworth Gardens on Kenilworth Avenue for 30 years. We have had multiple
episodes of significant flooding (often with prolonged power outages) during this time. We took action by installing
an overhead sewer system, sump pumps and battery back up systems. Despite our best efforts, we still experiences
flooding in our basement and are worried about recurrences with each rainstorm.
We have been following the village's response to the significant flooding issues in our area with great interest over
the years. We must commend the board for the careful study of this problem and for taking these issues and resident
concerns seriously. We understand that there is no easy answer to this multifaceted problem but do know that action
is required, particularly where the safety of residents is concerned (potential difficulty in getting emergency
equipment into affected areas during and after storms). My husband and I both feel that the Sewer Expansion &
Neighborhood Storage Hybrid is the best compromise to address the flooding issues, to attempt to contain costs and
to minimize neighborhood construction disruptions.
We thank the board for their conscientious work on behalf of the residents of Wilmette. We are very glad to see the
village finally taking action on this longstanding problem.
Hilde & Dan Hutchins

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

John Miller
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Monday, April 9, 2018 11:57:46 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: John Miller
Street Address: 411 Laurel Ave
E-Mail Address: jmiller@pass-port.com
Feedback: It is well know that Wilmette tear-downs and subsequent
McMansion construction has significantly reduced the amount of water
absorption and contributed to this problem. And I agree that people should
be able to build the house that they choose within the village zoning rules.
However, it seems only fair that the cost of remediating this problem be
borne by those who have caused it.
The taxes or assessments to pay for the solution should be based on the
percentage of the lot occupied by house versus land. The larger the house,
the higher the assessment.
Many long time residents of Wilmette who have not built additions of new
homes should not be bearing this cost.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joel Feinstein
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Monday, April 9, 2018 11:00:16 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Joel Feinstein
Street Address: 407 Wilshire Drive West
E-Mail Address: joelifeinstein@gmail.com
Feedback: Clearly something needs to be done to improve the vast
drainage area of west Wilmette. The one thing that most makes me
convinced of the correct option, is that the detention options will not work
in back-to-back storms.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Prejzner, John
dist.ntfy.sewers
FW: Stormwater Feedback
Monday, April 9, 2018 9:06:27 AM

From: dhbodnar@aol.com <dhbodnar@aol.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 8, 2018 8:40 AM
To: sewers@wilmette.com.
Subject: Stormwater Feedback
My first option is Option 1 (Unfortunately, the most expensive option)
My second option is Option 3 (the least expensive options).
Thank you for your time.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie Busse
dist.ntfy.sewers
Opinion
Sunday, April 8, 2018 8:53:46 PM

My husband and I are of the opinion that the stormwater project should be done correctly from
the beginning. Choose the most extensive plan if that solves the problem rather than
piecemeal-ing it to save money. The difference per household per year is not that much.
Part of what makes a town desirable is the infrastructure, and getting a reputation for flooding
doesn't help our image.
Now if we could do something about the deplorable conditions of our streets.......
Walt and Julie Busse
1133 Hunter Rd
Wilmette
847-728-0267

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Krishna Kumar
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Sunday, April 8, 2018 2:06:09 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Krishna Kumar
Street Address: 1231 Manor Drive
E-Mail Address: kumkri@gmail.com
Feedback: We are Wilmette residents (1231 Manor Drive) and live in west
wilmette. We have lived here since 2010. Our house rarely floods.
We are against the village spending money on any of the three storm
water improvement projects and feel it is incorrect to burden residents
from additional investments that will be of no benefit to them.
I would recommend that you do a survey of all residents and find out
individually from each resident who would like this project to happen and
have only those residents pay for these improvements.
These improvements will not benefit us and hence it seems unfair for us to
pay anything towards these improvements.
Thanks
Krishna and Lavanya.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Krishna Kumar
dist.ntfy.sewers
Lavanya Krishna
Our input on storm water project
Sunday, April 8, 2018 2:02:12 PM

We are Wilmette residents (1231 Manor Drive) and live in west wilmette. We have lived here
since 2010. Our house rarely floods.
We are against the village spending money on any of the three storm water improvement
projects and feel it is incorrect to burden residents from additional investments that will be of
no benefit to them.
I would recommend that you do a survey of all residents and find out individually from each
resident who would like this project to happen and have only those residents pay for these
improvements.
These improvements will not benefit us and hence it seems unfair for us to pay anything
towards these improvements.
Thanks
Krishna Kumar.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

The Seegers
dist.ntfy.sewers
Our views
Sunday, April 8, 2018 12:13:17 PM

Thank you for the information and mailers that you have provided regarding the sewer project options.
We support the fullest sewer expansion option, which is to create 8 miles of new storm sewer at an estimated cost of
$80 - $95 million dollars. There is no point to saving $10 or $15 million for a lesser option that does not remedy the
situation as fully. We should do the job right the first time.
We live at 2124 Schiller Ave, and regularly see the negative impact of the current sewer problems (including
damage to cars parked on the street when it happens to rain hard, and neighbors suffering through regularly flooded
basements). Wilmette needs to remedy this situation for its residents to the greatest extent possible.
Sincerely,
Kristen and Steve Seeger

Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julie Zaideman
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Sunday, April 8, 2018 8:39:48 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Julie Zaideman
Street Address: 518 Romona Road
E-Mail Address: jzaideman84@gmail.com
Feedback: I vote for Option 2. We've been the victim of flooding multiple
times in the 28 years that we've lived here. Just last year, we installed a
permeable patio with water retention capability to help with flooding. All
our homes were built on a swamp & it costs $$ to counter Mother
Nature...and, she's not getting any kinder to us.
Note: estimated costs page on Wilmette site not working this morning.
Please get that fixed. Otherwise, communications very clear & helpful.
Thanks

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Henry Lahmeyer
dist.ntfy.sewers
citizen comment
Sunday, April 8, 2018 5:55:09 AM

As long term wilmette residents we appreciate information you sent about storm water action
plans. We would favor option #3 neighborhood storage: underground storage at three parks
that has an estimated cost of $ 48-$55 million. We also would suggest that the village offer an
incentive to West Wilmette residents of add green infrastructure when possible.
-Sincerely yours,
Jamie K. Lilie, Ph.D.
Henry W. Lahmeyer, M.D., S.C.
47walter@gmail.com

------------------------------This message is intended only for the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is
privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by telephone and return the original message to
us at the above address via e-mail or the United States Postal Service. Thank you.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Yongchao Charles Ma
dist.ntfy.sewers
Stormwater projects
Saturday, April 7, 2018 6:37:28 PM

My family is against any of the three stormwater projects. All three plans are VERY
expensive, and they will primarily only benefit a small portion of families (~30%?). The
families affected by stormwater should pay for this because the project will increase their
property values. Our sewer rate increased from $2.86 to $4.24 from 2010 to 2016.My family's
water & sewer bill more than doubled during the same period of time. It is already a burden
for us. We could not afford another increase of the bill. Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Charles Ma
200 17th Street, Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dave Derrick
dist.ntfy.sewers
Wilmette Stormwater Plan
Saturday, April 7, 2018 3:54:47 PM

Hi,
I live in Wilmette.
Your flyer says the action plans will help west Wilmette.
Your flyer also says the average household will costs will be $63 to $105.
Wondering if residents in the area effected (west Wilmette) and who gain the most by the
improvements should pay more than other residents who don't gain as much.
Curious is this was considered and if it's an option.
Thank you.
Dave D.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Malik Lalani
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Saturday, April 7, 2018 12:29:48 PM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Malik Lalani
Street Address: 527 Leamington Ave
E-Mail Address: mflalani@gmail.com
Feedback: Is my neighborhood included in this project as we have serious
issue with rain water and sewerage back up issue on our street. thanks

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beth DeWall
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Saturday, April 7, 2018 11:58:41 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: Beth DeWall
Street Address: 306 Laurel Ave
E-Mail Address: bdewall@comcast.net
Feedback: Increasing my taxes and fees we pay is NOT an option for me. I
vote for maintaining the status quo or if absolutely positively imperative,
then Option 3 which is still an expensive added cost! The affected
homeowners need to take responsibility for their homes given they surely
had knowledge of what they were purchasing when they purchased their
homes. Our pockets are only so deep!

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tom Bonnie
dist.ntfy.sewers
Storm Water Plan
Saturday, April 7, 2018 11:15:56 AM

I have lived in Wilmette since 1971 and in my current house since 1978. During
that period my house has been flooded several times, most notably in August 1987
and in 2001.
Over the years, I have taken several corrective action to mitigate the flooding
including installing a sump pump and ensuring that the gutter down spouts direct
water away from the foundation. In addition the village has helped by cleaning out
the storm drains and lining the sanitary sewers.
All of these actions have helped but I know from experience nothing will prevent
flooding when mother nature decides to deposit a “100 year Rain” in a short period
of time.
To be sure, none of the plans proposed in the "Storm Water Action Plan" brochure
can stand up to a rigorous economic analysis. Nor can any “storm water
management plan” prevent flooding when a “major precipitation” event occurs .
The economic payback is simply to small to justify the massive expenditures which
should include the interest costs, but are not stated in the Storm Water Action Plan
brochure. In fact the brochure does not even state whether the annual cost would be
put on the property tax bill or added to the sewer bill.
Furthermore, there is a lower probability of a “Significant Rain Event happening
every year than the 10% claimed in the definition footnote. As we know, the climate
fluctuates between wet years and dry years just like temperatures fluctuate from
year to year. Example is this “spring” which has been colder and drier than
“normal”.
It would be more economic to buy flood insurance for the 295 structures that are
affected than tax every property in the village $540/per year (based on option 1
including interest costs).
I am opposed to any of the options proposed in the obviously slanted “Storm Water
Action Plan” brochure.

Tom Bonnie

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Cole
dist.ntfy.sewers
Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Saturday, April 7, 2018 6:25:41 AM

The following was submitted from the Feedback form:
Name: William Cole
Street Address: 1046 Linden Ave
E-Mail Address: Prairiehome@mac.com
Feedback: I am in favor of the Sewer Expansion: 8 miles of new sewer
option.
While we do not live in the affected area, we need to protect as much of
the property in Wilmette as possible to maintain the desirability of living in
Wilmette.
I also believe that this option will most effectively leave open the
opportunity for future, minor, improvements, should they be needed. This
might include additional lateral lines to the major trunk lines.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Kupferman
dist.ntfy.sewers
Option 1
Friday, April 6, 2018 6:09:06 PM

We are supporting Option 1 as I live on the westside and have experienced many floods in my home.
We are not able to partake in the April 17th Village Board Meeting but wish to voice my vote at this time.
Christa Kupferman
Alvin Kupferman
3023 Greenleaf Avenue
Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bill Muno
dist.ntfy.sewers
Comments
Friday, April 6, 2018 12:25:49 PM

As requested in the recent 2-sided Stormwater Improvements mailer, I am submitting
the following comments:
1. I support the "Neighborhood Storage" option because it has the lowest initial cost of
the 3 options.
2. This option would allow additional time to evaluate its effectiveness to provide flood
relief to the affected neighborhoods. Based on a post-construction evaluation, a more
informed decision could be made to decide if additional steps are necessary if the
initial construction option does not provide a sufficient amount of flood relief. An
incremental approach for this project makes the most sense to me because it
is financially prudent.
William Muno, P.E.
2319 Schiller Avenue
Wilmette, Illinois 60091

Prejzner, John
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ruth Schmit <rcranesc@gmail.com>
Friday, April 13, 2018 10:39 AM
dist.ntfy.sewers
sewer project

I am opposed to the options for the sewer project. All are insanely expensive for little benefit to a small number of
homes. This should at least be put to a referendum. R. Schmit, 1319 Wilmette Ave.
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Topic Name (Instant Poll): Stormwater Improvements
Idea Title: Option 1: Sewer Expansion
Number of votes: 31
Idea Title: None of the Above
Number of votes: 10
Idea Title: Option 2: Sewer Expansion and Stormwater Storage Hybrid
Number of votes: 8
Idea Title: Option 3: Stormwater Storage
Number of votes: 4
Comments
Number of Comments 39
Comment 1: Hi John, I saw in the new flyer that it would take hundreds of rain barrels per
property to do the same as the new sewers. From this website
http://home.costhelper.com/rain-barrel.html it looks like each barrel including installation would
cost $150. So for 200 barrels per property, that would be $30,000 per property, or 10 times
cheaper than the options on the table. Did I miss something? | By carl H
Comment 2: I understand that the reason why we are only solving for a 10 year storm (which
occur annually nowadays) and not a 100 year storm (which now occurs maybe every 10 years)
is that we don't have a permit to divert clean stormwater that is falling in the Great Lakes Basin
towards the Mississippi.
I think that the village has its priorities all wrong, we should be protecting our greatest natural
resource, Lake Michigan, not draining it. I understand this isn't Cape Town, South Africa, but
why not do the right thing and clean this stormwater and pump it back into Lake Michigan
where it belongs.
Instead of further degrading our environment, lets try to improve it and at the same time
actually solve the problem. | By Ben T
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Comment 3: Carl, you are correct, the purpose of this page is to communicate with staff and
the community in general, hence the staff's engagement and responses to the questions
posed on this page. We share feedback with our Village Board on a weekly basis and these
comments will also be included. | By John P
Comment 4: Carl, overland flooding is an issue because it provides challenges to motorists,
homeowners, school buses, first responder vehicles, and can cause property damage.
Providing protection for a 10-year rain event is the engineering standard for any new
construction, something that many of these areas do not have. While we are confident that our
first emergency personnel can respond to emergencies, the issue of overland flooding still
exists. | By John P
Comment 5: Carl, the reason the investment cannot be made on a property by property basis
is because this is a regional problem that affects properties and roads. During a 10-year rain
event, there can be over two feet of water for over 6 hours in a street. During worse storms,
there can be over three feet of water for over 16 hours. The Village has had two independent
engineering firms come to the same conclusion, that this problem cannot be solved on a
property by property basis. | By John P
Comment 6: Carl, the Village's FEMA flood maps can be found on our website here:
https://www.wilmette.com/engineering-public-works/fema-maps/. A small portion of the
affected homes are in Zone X (0.2% annual-chance or 500-year flood). This zone is outside
what FEMA defines as a special flood hazard area. Furthermore, this project is designed to
protect against 10-year storm events. The majority of the homes impacted by the proposed
projects are outside of this zone. | By John P
Comment 7: Dear John, I see a lot of valuable ideas in this comment page. I thought the
purpose of these online comments were to communicate with the village staff and the village
board. Can you please make sure these comments are shared with the Village Board? I have
a constraint today and will not be able to make it to the meeting. Would you mind please
sharing this comment page with the decision makers? Thank you very much. | By carl H
Comment 8: John, I do not see your answer to Greg: why is overland flooding the main
concern (I also thought the main issue was the houses) ? Is it the emergency access ? Has
his swamp boat solution been evaluated? | By carl H
Comment 9: John, I still do not understand why the investment cannot be on a property by
property basis. You tell me that some of the homeowners have already made some floodprevention work, but have they done it with the type of budget you are considering ($322,000
per home for the most expensive to $250,000 for the least expensive) ? I can't imagine that it
cannot be done for $100,000 per house or less. | By carl H
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Comment 10: Thank you, John, for your detailed answers. Can you please tell us which of
these two is correct: have these houses always been in a flooded zone, or is that something
new due to increased covered surface? If it is something new, then the green solutions will
work, because they will bring us back much closer to the original situation. If it has always
been the case, then these houses were bought knowingly in flood zones, presumably at a
significant discount to compensate for this defect. Why should all Wilmette taxpayers be on the
hook for the purpose of enriching the people who knowingly bought flood-prone houses (by
removing the discount on their house value) ? | By carl H
Comment 11: Greg, I think your question is similar to Isaac's above. Our studies are based on
the existing definitions for storm events as determined by the Illinois State Water Survey
(known as Bulletin 71). Providing flood protection for a 10-year event is estimated to cost as
much as $95 million, which is already at the high end of what the Village can practically afford.
Protection closer to 100-year event would exceed $150 million and would likely be difficult to
permit because of the downstream impacts to the North Branch of the Chicago River.
John P

| By

Comment 12: John, one more question. I searched the webpages on the stormwater project,
and I could not find any comment on how climate change is going affect the frequency of
flooding. Did I miss that? Are the proposed "solutions" really going to protect to the 10 year
events in 2030? Or are they just providing protection to the climate we had in 1970? If you
look at the rainfall pattern recently, as predicted by climate change models, the frequency of
intense events is increasing. If we persist in planning for the 1970s, then in 2030 or 2040 the
village might well be saying we need to spend another $200 million to meet the real 10 year
standard because the village used outdated data in deciding what to build back in 2018, and
what they built then all has to be replaced. If we are going to do this, lets do it right, not
halfway. | By Greg B
Comment 13: John, thanks for your answer, and for clarifying the costs. I muffed the
calculation of the total cost, and the correct number comes in considerably lower than I first
thought. The village estimate for my property over 30 years is $5,000-$10,000, depending
which improvement option was selected. That is still expensive, but a lot better than $10K$30K. My apologies for putting misinformation out there. | By Greg B
Comment 14: Greg, I apologize, I didn't see your question about not fixing the problem. Yes,
that is of course an option that the Village Board has been discussing during this process. We
sent out a mailer to all Wilmette residents in January on this program which included a
discussion on not fixing the problem. The mailer can be viewed online here:
https://www.wilmette.com/download/news/Final-Stormater-Mailer-1.pdf.
If the Village Board decides to select one of the options, it may do an advisory referendum. If
that is something you would like the board to do I would encourage you to write your
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comments to the Village Board or speak at one of our public meetings. | By John P
Comment 15: Isaac, the modern engineering standard for new development (such as
subdivisions) is to provide stormwater protection up to a 10-year rain event, which is how this
level of protection was chosen.
We have a lot of documents available on our stormwater website that show cost estimates and
details. I would encourage you to review them by going to:
https://www.wilmettestormwater.com/document-archive.
The idea of upgrading the solutions at a later date has been discussed by the Village Board
and engineering firms. The exact details will depend on what solution is selected. However,
achieving higher level protection (i.e. 25, 50, 100 year rain events) would require approval at
the State and Federal level. This is because the Village's stormwater would be sent
downstream and possibly effect other communities/systems. Such approval is not likely at this
point.
| By John P
Comment 16: John, why do we have to solve the overland flooding problem? Shouldn't the
key issue be whether people are getting property damage? If the issue is emergency access,
the lets buy the police and EMTs a couple of swamp boats to navigate the flooded areas for
the couple of hours or days that those areas are flooded. Is it really worth spending $30-100
million to be able drive through the neighborhoods on a couple of days per year that the
neighborhoods are flooded? You have not laid out a convincing argument why this super
expensive project is actually necessary. | By Greg B
Comment 17: John, as far as I can see, you have not addressed the two questions of 1) Is not
fixing the problem an option? and 2) Will there be a referendum on whether the village should
actually move ahead if the village officials recommend any particular plan? | By Greg B
Comment 18: John, regarding the price to buy out the houses, was it taken into account
possible price changes if the village announces that it not implement flood control but instead
will buy out houses over time? If the prices of at-risk houses drop a lot, this plan becomes
affordable. Critically, if the price of at-risk houses DOESN'T don't drop after this
announcement, then it means that people don't think that the flooding is a major issue and
therefore there is no need for the village to solve the problem. But if we are going to throw
crazy amounts of money at the problem, my feeling is lets go all in with a solution that will
actually solve the problem, not with solutions that will provide a moderate amount of protection.
Even with the $100 million plan, the at-risk houses will be flooded with a frequency that will
likely increase as precipitation events become more severe with climate change. | By Greg B
Comment 19: John,
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I would like to know how the proposed 10 year design criteria was chosen. This seems to be a
low bar. What would be additional cost to increase this criteria to a 25, 50 or 100 year criteria?
I realize the numbers are already expensive for these projects, but once we've theoretically
gone through the tremendous effort to tear up roads and parks to upgrade the sewers, I'd like
to make sure we are making the right choice on what size pipes and retention structures to
construct. The costs of demolition, delays and excavation must be a large percentage of the
costs here, correct? What percentage of the budgets are the actual costs of the pipes and
retention structures?
Also, will the proposed solutions be able to be upgraded to a higher design criteria in the
future, or would be be essentially starting over from scratch and replacing all these pipes again
with larger ones again if we go with this 10 year criteria now, and in 25 years decide it should
be a 50 year criteria?
Thanks!
Isaac Gaetz | By Isaac G
Comment 20: Carl, in regards to the green infrastructure on alleys and driveways, green
infrastructure can be very effective at managing stormwater during small to moderate rain
events and all homeowners are encouraged to minimize their stormwater runoff by installing
raingardens, bioswales, permeable pavers and rain barrels. However, green infrastructure is
not a solution to the west side flooding problem because it would very quickly be overwhelmed
by the sheer volume of water which falls on our community during significant rain events. The
use of such green alternatives as the primary feature in a flood improvement plan is further
complicated by weather conditions which may render such infrastructure unable to perform
during rain storms in which the ground is frozen or highly saturated from excessive snow melt
or previous rain events. | By John P
Comment 21: Carl, in regards to subsidizing homeowners so they can flood proof their
basements, this is an issue of overland flooding. Many of the residents have made significant
investments into their properties but still experience flooding. The solution to the problem
cannot be on a property by property basis. | By John P
Comment 22: Carl, in regards to purchasing the properties, this option is cost prohibitive as it
would cost an estimated $180 million to purchase the structures susceptible to flooding during
significant rain events. This is $85 million more than the most expensive option under
consideration by the Village.
| By John P
Comment 23: In response to John Prejzner, with regard to permeable pavement. It might not
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be possible on streets, but what about alleys and driveways ? Obviously, all the solutions have
a cost, but how does the cost compare to the three proposed solutions? For driveways, it could
simply be a change of regulations: anyone who redoes his driveway could be required to use a
permeable pavement. It would cost nearly nothing to taxpayers, and only marginally more to
people who need to repair their driveway. The large diameter sewers would not be needed
(that is the whole point) because the water would accumulate under the pavement, as it did
before the area was paved. I understand that if the soil drains poorly, that could limit the
effectiveness of this idea, but was it at least considered by the engineering firms? | By carl H
Comment 24: Has the village investigated the option of subsidizing the affected homeowners
so they can make their basement truly flood proof? My guess is that it would be an order of
magnitude cheaper. | By carl H
Comment 25: I also like the idea of the village offering to buy these houses and convert them
into parkland. We would create a green common good for all village residents (in addition of
solving the issue for the worst affected), instead of only subsidizing a few homeowners who
bought in a flood zone. | By carl H
Comment 26: I like Greg B47's ideas very much. I completely agree there should be a vote on
this huge expense. I think all taxpayers will feel much more willing to pay if they feel that it was
a common decision, and not imposed on them by the top. | By carl H
Comment 27: Finally, I VERY strongly feel that before the village commits to spending $50$100 million of the residents hard earned money, there should be a referendum. A decision of
this magnitude should be made by the community as a whole, NOT by any village officials,
appointed or elected. | By Greg B
Comment 28: Another idea that I have not heard the village comment on is that we should just
buy out the most affected properties. For the price of the more expensive plans, many or most
of the affected properties could be purchased and turned into parkland. Flooding problem
permanently solved. | By Greg B
Comment 29: The village seems committed to "solving" the flood problem even though the
engineering analysis says that the problem will NOT be truly solved by ANY of the proposed
solutions. The various neighborhoods will still get flooded on a regular basis. And quite
possibly get flooded more frequently as global warming causes further climate change. Why
does the village feel compelled to solve the problem at any expense? Some problems are just
too expensive to be worth fixing. Why can't we acknowledge that Wilmette used to be a swamp
and that people who bought houses in swampland are now asking other people in the village
to rescue them from a poor choice of house purchase? If they wanted houses that didn't flood,
they should have bought houses in different locations. I don't understand why I should have to
contribute tens of thousands of dollars to bail people out of their bad decisions. If they want to
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spend their money, there are ways to make basements truely flood proof. | By Greg B
Comment 30: I agree with Ben T20 and carl H15 that more creative and greener solutions to
the Village's flooding problem need to be thoroughly investigated, including permeable pavers,
water gardens etc.
We should turn our problem into an opportunity to become leaders in green storm water
management.
The Village should hire a green company to do a thorough investigation of alternative solutions
and offer a full report with detailed information about the costs involved.
Right now we simply don't have enough information to make an informed, forward-looking
decision on this very important issue. | By Marianne H
Comment 31: While permeable pavers can be effective in some cases, they would add
significant cost and provide minimal benefit because the underground infrastructure (large
diameter sewers) would still need to be installed to capture the large volume of stormwater that
cannot be stored within the base under the pavers. There is also also a lot of clay on the west
side which is not suitable for promoting infiltration. | By John P
Comment 32: I was told by the engineers that one issue with permeable streets is that there
are no examples of them in cold weather climates where they need to deal with snow plows
and salt, plus garbage trucks. Of course, with that attitude there will never be any examples of
how they hold up in cold weather climates. I also find it hard to believe that the library's
parking lot does not get salted or plowed, has the library had any issues with last week's snow
or any other snow in the past. Every year the village repaves streets (my street will get
repaved this year), why couldn't the village do a test section and see what happens, the
investment would be minimal, especially on a street like mine that only has a few houses on it
and ends in a cul-de-sac. I'm not saying we need to make Lake, Skokie, or Glenview/Wilmette
permeable, I would think that making residential side streets permeable might be enough to
solve all or most of these problems. If we do need to install larger sewers in some areas,
which we still might, so long as we are digging up the streets, why not replace them with
permeable streets afterwards?
Of course the real issue is that this stormwater is being sent to the river, which takes it to the
Mississippi and the Gulf of Mexico. This practice has led to the creation of a dead zone in the
Gulf of Mexico around the Mississippi delta. Wilmette is in the Great Lakes Basin, or at least
was prior to the reversal of the river. This water, and really all water we use, belongs in Lake
Michigan. The fact that we are not protecting are greatest natural resource is unforgivable.
Yes, the stormwater needs to be cleaned, but that can easily be done. We could even use
green technologies such as a living machine to clean some if not all of the water. I understand
that this isn't Cape Town, the lake will not run dry anytime soon, but our lake still needs to be
protected. | By Ben T
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Comment 33: Thank you, John, I understand that within the framework of engineering sewers
and storage, these three are the only solutions possible. However, have they explicitly
considered permeable paving? We know in theory it should work. In practice, what did they
find wrong with that option? How much would be needed, how much would it cost?
Here is a link to a study of permeable paving done in Illinois http://www.ilasphalt.org/files/6214/8234/8047/Anne_Riemann_2016_Bradley.pdf
As you can see, "The need for drainage structures would be decreased in this hypothetical
Peoria assessment because of the decrease in stormwater running off the pavement into
drainage system and through the water treatment process." It is also much greener: "Studies
have seen permeable asphalts, concretes, and pavers removed between 0 percent and 94
percent of toxins from the infiltrated stormwater preventing those toxins from entering the
groundwater or stormwater system (Ahiablame et al. 2012)" The best place to use it would be
the alleys and driveways.
Same thing for the impervious surface: we know in theory it should work. Did they explicitly
consider it? Did they estimate how much reduction in covered surface would be needed? | By
carl H
Comment 34: Thank you, John, I understand that within the framework of engineering sewers
and storage, these three are the only solutions possible. However, have they explicitly
considered permeable paving? We know in theory it should work. In practice, what did they
find wrong with that option? How much would be needed, how much would it cost? Same thing
for the impervious surface: we know in theory it should work. Did they explicitly consider it? Did
they estimate how much reduction in covered surface would be needed?
Here is a link to a study done in Illinois http://www.ilasphalt.org/files/6214/8234/8047/Anne_Riemann_2016_Bradley.pdf As you can see, "The
need for drainage structures would be decreased in this hypothetical Peoria assessment
because of the decrease in stormwater running off the pavement into drainage system and
through the water treatment process." It is also much greener. | By carl H
Comment 35: Carl, we have had two separate engineering firms evaluate the Village's
stormwater issues. Both have come to the same conclusion: that the options proposed are the
only viable solutions that will bring the sewer system up to a level capable of handling 10-year
rain events. | By John P
Comment 36: I fully support doing something to improve the flooding problems, however, I do
not feel that any of the three available options are appropriate solutions. For one, we are
solving the problem for a 10-year storm as it was defined nearly 30 years ago. The reality of
the situation is that our definition of a 10-year storm happens about every 2 years, and as
climate change continues there is no doubt that they will become even more frequent than they
are today. It seems very foolish not to plan for the future, or even the present. The options
completely ignore green infrastructure, it is simply using sewers with the reasoning being that
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we are permitted to dump more storm water into the river than we currently are. However,
ever since we reversed the flow of the Chicago River, the water in the river has flowed away
from Lake Michigan. This is good clean storm water, not raw sewage, there is no reason why
it couldn't get cleaned and go back to the lake. | By Ben T
Comment 37: Have other options been investigated, other than larger sewer and a water
storage? For example, what about permeable paving (which, to limit the cost, could be
implemented progressively, as streets anyway need to be redone over time) ? What about
offering a financial incentive to residents in the area to have more uncovered surface in their
lots? My understanding is that these problems have gotten worse over time, which suggests
they have been caused by the increased impervious surface. By reversing course, we would
have a more permanent solution, more aligned with nature.
| By carl H
Comment 38: I appreciate that the Village Administration is doing all that is possible to solve
the flooding issue. As with most infrastructure capital improvement projects, waiting longer
usually translates to the issue becoming worse and costing more. We should also consider
that there is a growing number of people that believe these 10-year storms are happening
more frequently than every 10-years. I believe we should act now and choose the option that
best addresses the flooding issue and it is my opinion that Option 1-Sewer Expansion is the
best alternative we have.
| By Nathan K
Comment 39: Even the lowest cost option looks prohibitive: $50MM for 220 houses translates
into $225,000 per house. Instead, we could offer these houses $10,000 of free repair every 10
years (the frequency of the storm) for the next 225 years. Or, even better, we could give each
of these houses $50,000, which should be plenty enough to improve their home to protect
against water damage. That would cost only $10MM. | By carl H
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Topic Name (Instant Poll): Paying for Stormwater Improvements
Idea Title: Add to Sewer Fee
Number of votes: 21
Idea Title: New Stormwater Utility Fee
Number of votes: 17
Idea Title: Property Tax Increase
Number of votes: 7
Comments
Number of Comments 8
Comment 1: It doesn't make sense to tax based on water usage as we are dealing with
stormwater which has nothing to do with how much water you use. How many kids you have
(baths, playing with water), and how much landscaping (permeable surfaces) you have
determines how much water you use. It doesn't seem right to punish families or people who
are actually helping the problem by not paving over their yard. A new stormwater utility would
make sense but I understand it can be difficult and costly to implement. Property taxes would
acheive basically the same effect as a stormwater utility as larger homes, which have more
impermeable surfaces, pay higher taxes. For that reason I think property taxes makes the most
sense. However, I think the village also needs to offer incentives for residents to implement
localized, green solutions on their properties such as rain barrels and permeable pavers for
driveways and patios. I'm not sure if that should be helping offset the cost of installation or
annual tax credits. | By Ben T
Comment 2: Thomas, the Village is considering a stormwater management fee which would
assess a fee based on impervious surface (this is one of 3 options being considered).
As far as assessing a fee only to those home that benefit, as you mentioned, that is not how
the Village finances capital improvements. The Village routinely undertakes capital
improvements that benefit specific areas of the Village (road improvements, water main
repair/replacement, and sewer improvements on both the combined and separate systems).
However, these improvements are always paid for by the entire Village as the Village as a
whole benefits from these improvements. | By John P
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Comment 3: You're asking all Wilmette residents to kick in $500.00 annually (over 20 years)
for approximately 15% of the Wilmette homes. That's not being fair to 85% of the residents,
therefore the entire community should not have to share equally in this sewer expense. Have
you considered a special assessment or higher sewer bill for the 15% of the residents that are
suppose to benefit from the sewer expansion? And, have you considered an impervious
surface fee for the proposed stormwater services? If you want to research impervious surface
fees, view the Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer District details that was imposed to St. Louis
residents in 2015.
| By Thomas S
Comment 4: Eric, as with any large scale project, the Village always seeks all funding
available. However, the Village needs to make a decision on which option to move forward
with and complete the design of the project. We have been in communication with the MWRD
throughout the process and will continue to do so so that we are in good position to seek
funding, if there is any available. | By John P
Comment 5: Has the village investigated the possibility of obtaining federal funds or
infrastructure grants? Has anyone been in contact with Rep. Schakowski's office? | By Eric M
Comment 6: If we have to do this, I would prefer a new fee (Option 2) rather than allocating the
cost to the current sewer fee based on water usage. The current sewer fee allocates charges
unfairly for people who have a lawn sprinkler system, which does not use the sewers. The
village also made it cost prohibitive to split the system to meter the sprinkler separately.
It currently costs me almost $12 to water my average sized property each time I run the
system. Under the proposed sewer rate hikes, it will cost close to $17 after the first hike and
then $20 after the second hike. That is ridiculous. The village should not penalize homeowners
for keeping their landscaping healthy and their property looking presentable.
| By Dave W
Comment 7: While the sewer fee may be the easiest to implement, the Village should consider
implementing the New Storm Water Utility Fee (Option 2) as long as it is made clear how the
calculations are made. | By Nathan K
Comment 8: the sewer fee is probably the easiest and least contentious way paying for the
improvements. option #2 might be feasable if it is clear and easy to understand ie how are the
calcuations used and why. The overall sewer fee of between $400-500 clearly worth the price
of not having a basement and/or utilities destroyed. the Village should also work with insurers
to discuss the potential for insurance discounts for homes in the improved areas. | By Mark M

