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To:
Cc:
Subject:
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Berger, Brigitte
Ben Tolsky
Kurzman, Joel; Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael
FW: Stormwater Plan
Friday, August 23, 2019 5:56:52 AM

Dear Mr. Tolsky:
Trustee Kurzman shared a copy of your email with me and asked that I provide a response to
the proposals that you offered for Hibbard Park.
Regarding your first proposal (“My Proposal Skokie”) to build detention under Skokie
Boulevard, please understand that municipal rights-of-way are generally fully utilized
underground. Storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water mains, gas mains, electrical conduits, and
communications conduits exist under most municipal streets; additionally there are sometimes
water transmission mains, sanitary force mains, and interceptor sewers within this same
space. These utilities take up the majority of the underground space. In many cases
throughout this project, the design team is presented with significant challenges just to get a
three or four foot diameter sewer to fit in the right-of-way. Therefore, stormwater detention
facilities, of the size required, are not able to fit under roadways. Even if this were physically
feasible, Skokie Boulevard is owned by the Illinois Department of Transportation, not the
Village. The Village does not have the authority to determine how Skokie Boulevard is
utilized.
Regarding your second proposal (“My Proposal”), the Village can only build stormwater
infrastructure within the area determined to be acceptable by the Park District, which is the
plan that was approved on August 19. The Park District is a separate governmental body from
the Village and the Village does not have the authority to direct the park district on how they
chose to utilize their property. The Park District did not offer the area depicted in your
proposal for the Village’s use. They were clear with us that the construction of the
underground reservoir could not interrupt the operation of the Rec Center now or in the
future. Building under the existing parking lot would do both. Please know that the approved
plan mitigates other tree loss and preserves the vegetative screening provided by the trees for
the residents who live in the neighborhood to the west.  
Finally, as each park approaches final design, the engineering team will be working with the
Park District, residents, and other stakeholders to gather input. We appreciate your comments
and hope you will continue to be engaged during this process. The design team will do its best
to take stakeholder concerns into account. We appreciate that these parks are beloved by the
local residents, and our team will work diligently to come up with a final plan that achieves
both the Village’s stormwater goals while also addressing the residents’ concerns.
Thank you for your continued involvement in this effort.
All the best,
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

---------- Forwarded message --------From: Ben Tolsky <bentolsky@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, Aug 21, 2019, 6:10 PM
Subject: Stormwater Plan
To: Joel Kurzman <JoelForWilmette@gmail.com>
Hello Joel, I'm sure you are aware that the Park District has approved a plan and that the plan
is now falling in your court. I'm also sure that you are more than aware about the enormous
grassroots effort to save the trees in Community Playfields, and that those efforts were
successful. They were also successful in Thornwood Park, and in both these laces I feel the
park district has done a wonderful job. However, in Hibbard Park, which is our local park, we
were not given the same treatment, instead the plan is to wipe out all the trees in the Northern
corner of the park. I've been in discussion with the Park District Board, who wishes to set
aside space for possible expansion / replacement of the Rec Center, and Mike Murdock
mentioned something to me that seems very strange when I suggested that they could also
build up and add a third floor:
"Concerning the zoning question (third floor), you would need to discuss that with the village.
It is my understanding that we asked them to guarantee us some zoning relief so we could
consider other options but we were told that was not possible. So there are height restrictions
that we would be bound by in the future."
Is this true? Did the village board ask the park district to generously provide the village with
park land to complete this project, and then tell them that they would not be allowed to go
higher in the future? Is this the reason why they had to set aside more than half of the park for
future possible Rec Center improvements and doom our trees and park?
Quite honestly, if this is true, then it is appalling! Giving zoning for a third floor could
potentially save our park and in no way would hurt our community, but would instead give us
the potential for an even better Rec Center (it's already pretty awesome).
Now nothing is set in stone yet, you still have to approve what they proposed, and I see no
reason why you shouldn't approve the proposals for Community Playfields and Thronwood.
But consturction at Hibbard is still two years out, and there is no reason why you couldn't give
them another month or two to get more community involvement on Hibbard Park alone.
I've proposed to them that they could use portions of paved areas in the park for stormwater
detention, and my proposal offers them the same number of square feet (51,000) that their
proposal has. Obviously I'm not an engineer so I don't know if it will work, but its worth
asking could this work. I also created another proposal that uses no park land and does not
hinder Rec Center expansion, that of course is using Skokie Rd which would yield 80,000
square feet, and if the Park District donated the land beneath the skate park and small parking
area immediately to its south, that number becomes 110,000 square feet, which maybe would
allow for a gravity fed solution instead of for pumps. I have attached images of my ideas so

you can see.
Please take a look at what I have to say. I want a better Wilmette for everyone, and that is
something that can easily be accomplished if everyone works together.
Thank you
Ben Tolsky

From: "Ben Tolsky" <bentolsky@gmail.com> To: "Mike Murdock" <mmurdock@wilpark.org>
Subject: Re: [external] Hibbard Park Trees
Thank you for your response Mike. Let me please clarify, I'm by no means accusing you of
discrimination, but I am saying that you did not effectively reach out to the community. When you get
large turn out at Thornwood and Community Playfields, and no one at Hibbard Park, I don't think it is
a case of apathy on my neighbors behalf, but rather you did not reach out to them properly. I for one
didn't show up because we were in China when you held the meeting in Hibbard, but my wife (and I
assume many other of my neighbors) had no idea that a meeting was even taking place.
Now I completely understand that you will be cutting down a few trees in the other parks. Quite
honestly, my proposal for using the parking lot might cut down 8 trees as well as they grow in that
little ditch between the north and south sections of the lot, however, only one of the is old and large,
and certainly you would be able to plant many trees along the northern perimeter of the lot. I can live
with that.
The fact is, you did your absolute best to satisfy the neighbors at the other two parks, but without any
feedback you decided that our park wasn't worth saving. Sure I can help with future landscaping
proposals, but I already know that you can never plant trees ever again where these tanks are going.
Its not about replacing a tree with a tree, we aren't loggers, we are a park, a park that will forever be
devoid of trees and shade in its Northern corner.
But it should not be too late to make changes, you guys strongly emphasized at the meeting that your
decision was non-binding and changes could be made. That said, I will take up this up with the village
board, and I will ask them why, when the park district is generously offering them land, they are
unable to give any leniency on zoning so that you can come up with a better plan.
I also understand that you don't want to hinder a possible Rec Center replacement/expansion, but I do
not understand why you wish to hinder our park. Why doesn't our park get the same respect as the Rec
Center? I was at the meeting where you discussed the possible expansion, I spoke there too requesting
you save our trees, and thank you for saving 28 of them. But the proposals for the Rec center were
either East or North of the current Rec Center. To the East lies a baseball diamond, a nice one with a
scoreboard, that is completely cut off from the rest of Hibbard Park by

parking lots and a skateboard park. In my opinion, this diamond is not part of the park, it serves only one
function, and that is little league games, which is a very valid function. To the North of the Rec Center
placing a building there would cut the size of our park in half, it would do more damage to our park than
this storage project. So in my mind, you can make a very simple decision for a future board, set aside the
land to the East of the Rec Center and let the North be available for this project. You could still include a
buffer zone if you wish by only using the land beneath the tennis court (which you unfortunately did just
replace a year ago), the northern parking lot, and the skate park. All three of these areas are impermeable
and could easily be rebuilt on top of the detention tanks. Furthermore, access to the pumping station could
easily be built as a small addition to the Rec Center, there would no need to have an additional building or
underground access in our park.
I've attached what my proposed area looks like as well as what your proposed area looks like. They do
have one thing in common, and that is they both encompass about 51,000 square feet of land, or in other
words are equally large. Furthermore, my proposal offers you at least 64 feet (as measured from the
gymnastics complex, the northern most part of the Rec Center) to the North of the current building that can
be used for possible expansion. I also included another proposal that would not impact future Rec Center
expansion or the park, and that is to use Skokie Rd which would give the village a much larger 80,000
square feet to work with. I don't know the numbers, I'm not an engineer, but perhaps a system of this side
could be entirely gravity fed (and by the way if you donated the skate park and the small parking area to
the south of it, the total area is 110,000 square feet).
Please consider what I have to say, there is value in nature, there is value in trees, and there is value in
natural park land, and that value is hard to assign a monetary amount to. Even if it costs a million more
because we need to repave these areas, I don't see how you could say that our park isn't worth it. The board
promised at the start of this that you would leave our parks in equal or better condition than their current
state, please stay true to your word. Could you not just ask the engineers and the village if my proposal is
feasible, and if it is, and we can go thru with it I would be happy to assist in landscaping recommendations,
because even if we don't cut down any trees, we can still plant more trees!

On Wed, Aug 21, 2019 at 10:36 AM Mike Murdock
<mmurdock@wilpark.org> wrote:
Ben- thank you for your note. And thank you for bringing your children. I enjoyed hearing from your son.
A few points:
First and foremost, I can assure you that the racial makeup of the surrounding residents had nothing to do
with the choices we made for each of the parks. Secondly, I believe each of the plans at the other parks still
results in the removal of 1-3 trees (not certain of this as we have gone through many iterations and I was not
even shown the “final” configuration at the playfields but that is a separate issue).
As you noted, Brian and I did attend the meeting at the park and we walked the park after the meeting- both
of us wanted to understand the proposals and the potential impact on the park.
Concerning priorities, I understand that you disagree with me and I respect your right to disagree. That is
why I carefully laid out my decision process so everyone knew exactly what I thought. I don’t think anyone
else provided the same degree of detail. While I appreciate your offer, I don’t think we need to meet to
discuss other options and other priorities- for me, I think future flexibility for the crc is a higher priority than
preserving an additional 8 trees above the 28 we have already preserved relative to the initial plan provided
by the village. I would also note that all of the commissioners supported this plan over “option 3” that would
have preserved 6 of these 8 trees at an additional cost of $900,000. Also I disagree with you that we have
“doomed” Hibbard Park.
Concerning the zoning question (third floor), you would need to discuss that with the village. It is my
understanding that we asked them to guarantee us some zoning relief so we could consider other options but
we were told that was not possible. So there are height restrictions that we would be bound by in the future.
Concerning construction timing, it is true that the Hibbard construction would not start for almost two years,
but you should assume the plan will will be finalized sometime this year. I asked the village if we could
approve the individual plans sequentially but they objected. So we as a park board have agreed to

review and approve the entire plan at the same time per their request.
Concerning the next steps, I would encourage you to reach out to the village. While it is theoretically
possible that the park board could reconsider what we did Monday night, that would run counter to
everything we have committed to the village- you efforts would be more effective at the village which has
not yet approved the MOA. But, to be honest, I doubt they will approve anything other than what was just
passed by the park board. If you do go to the village board meeting, I don’t believe the village ever
provided drawings or cost estimates for “option 4” which I believe you preferred. Perhaps you can ask
them for that information.
But I believe you efforts would be more effective if you focus on the landscaping plan at the park and look
for ways to add improvements through new plantings.
I’m sorry you are unhappy with the current result but I do believe we made the best decision for the park
district and for the residents of wilmette. Thanks for reaching out. Mike
Sent from my iPhone

> On Aug 21, 2019, at 2:16 AM, Ben Tolsky
<bentolsky@gmail.com> wrote:
>
> Hello Bryan, I'm emailing you specifically because I feel that you best get it having just watched what
you said at the meeting, but I'm copying the rest of the board on this email as well, I'm glad that you saw
the light in Community Playfields, but I'm rather disappointed that you chose to doom Hibbard Park for us
and future generations. I did not attend the community meeting at Hibbard Park, it was held the week after
school got out and we were on vacation. I did attend the previous park district meeting and begged you not
to destroy our park. I also couldn't stay too long at this last meeting with my kids there. I actually did not
intend to bring the kids, but when I told them where I was going and what I was doing, they became very
sad that our park is being destroyed. It was their decision to join me at the meeting, even though I knew
that they would be bored out of their minds, and my son was rather confused on why we don't get to vote
on this. Obviously you understand

why I had to leave after I spoke.
>
> But please don't just dismiss our community as not caring about the park, but rather take a look at the
demographics of our community. I live on the 300 block of Lamon Ave, a very short, dead-end street. On
our street there are a total of 9 houses. 7 of the houses (mine included) are either owned by or inhabited
by at least one immigrant to this country, 1 is vacant
(although I believe someone has purchased it). Nina, another impossibly short street perpendicular to
ours, I don't know what percent of the neighbors are immigrants, but it too is very high. My wife, a stayat-home mom, is the one who primarily takes the children to our park, she is Chinese, and everytime she is
at the park she meets another Chinese parent there with their kids, and I would say that more often than
not, her English is significantly better than theirs. My wife, who knows I've been involved in this thought
I was crazy, why save one tree, big deal. When I explained to her it was 8, she was absolutely shocked.
But even she has no way of knowing what was happening if it wasn't for me telling her. She too would
have attended this meeting if she didn't have a prior commitment. When I take the kids to play tennis or go
to the playground in the evenings, I can tell you with absolute certainty that I see more families where the
parents (and possibly even the kids) are from Asia, than I do from America. This is a wonderful thing
about our neighborhood, but at the same time it means that you need to approach it differently. Certainly
you wouldn't have taken an English only approach if it was a park in Chinatown, so why did you take that
approach here?
>
> The fact is, the community meeting was only advertised in Park District Board emails, not in general
Park District emails. It was only English, not in Chinese or Korean, and I would be willing to bet that half
of our community, if not more, is a native Chinese or Korean speaker. It was also held the week after
school ended, which is one of the most popular travel weeks of the year due to it falling in the gap when
school ends but camp hasn't started.
>
> The issue is not that we don't care, the issue is that we as a community in general don't know. For
Chinese immigrants, they are not of a culture where you can take place in politics or have any say in your
local neighborhood. You would be amazed at the

disdain that Chinese citizens have for the people of Hong Kong, they have been taught by the communist
government not to question or meddle with the government. But if you hang out at the park every day,
every evening, and ask people in their language if they are OK with you destroying their park or if you
should find a less invasive option, I am sure that all of them would prefer you find a less invasive option.
>
> To Mike, I totally understand that you don't want to limit the future of the Rec Center, and I appreciate
that. But you are throwing Hibbard Park under the bus in the process. The future use of Hibbard Park
will forever be impaired by the decision that you made. Trees will never grow again in the Northern
corner of the park, at least not until we pull out these drainage systems and rebuild them elsewhere at
tremendous expense. The Rec Center replacement/expansion is not even something being currently
considered, but Hibbard Park is currently being used. By 2050, which may be a logical timeframe for
when a Rec Center project might take place, our climate is predicted to resemble present day St. Louis
thanks to climate change. It is quite possible that the next generation will be furious that you set aside
extra land for the Rec Center at the expense of removing our shade from the park and making our park
unusable. Keep in mind, a future Rec Center can always be built vertically, adding a 3rd floor could
easily add another 25% to programming space (assuming you can't build over the gym, theater,
gymnastics, and future indoor pool that could be placed in the baseball field at Glenview and Skokie).
>
> I am just one person, I work M-F 9:00-5:30. I get home and I want to spend time with my family. I
don't have time to organize our community, I do not speak Korean, and my wife is a busy mom who
would have a very hard time translating every single park district communication into Chinese. But she
could translate some important ones for you.
>
> It is my understanding that Community Playfields is the first phase of the project and that we have some
time on Hibbard Park. But those of us who live around Hibbard Park do use our park and love our park,
but you need to do extra work to reach out to us, and I understand that is not easy. But here is what I
would like to offer you right now, and any of the other commissioners. I would like to sit down with you
and

figure out a better way, or at least some better questions that we can ask the village and the
engineers. I'm happy to meet with you anytime and anywhere, I will take off work, eat into my
family time, meet with each commissioner individually when they have time, whatever it takes. I
hope you will take me up on my offer before it is too late to save our park. >

> Ben Tolsky

From:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Date:

Rick Prohov
"Herbert H. Engelhard"
mmurdock@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; Cecilia Clarke;
jgoebel@wilpark.org; Todd Shissler; Bielinski, Bob; swilson@wilpark.org; joelforwilmette@gmail.com; Barrow,
Peter; Dodd, Kathy; Kennedy, Gina; Berger, Brigitte; Frenzer, Tim; gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net;
joelforwilmette@gmail.com; babbott@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; Berger, Brigitte; Braiman, Michael;
Kurzman, Joel
THE PEOPLE HAVE SPOKEN and THE PARK BOARD HEARD YOUR VOICES
Tuesday, August 20, 2019 5:01:20 PM

Thanks to support and hard work by all to reach a broader community consensus, after due
consideration and much debate, last night the Park Board members unanimously adopted
resolutions that will save the Highcrest Grove of trees.
The matter was sent back to the engineers to refine yet a new plan in a slightly modified version to
the alternative for previously submitted as the “Z” plan that will not impair the grove of trees yet will
provide the sought after storm water management relief in the park and for those living around
West Wilmette.
We look forward to reviewing the Village official minutes of the meeting last night. We believe,
however, the record will confirm several conditions placed upon adoption of the resolutions for the
form of a non-binding MOU with the Exhibit “A” to be attached before being signed and other
details to follow and lead to a binding Intergovernmental Agreement.
Those specific conditions as we heard them provide that:
1.
2.

No cutting the grove of the 31 Cottonwood trees;
A different configuration for the new reservoirs that will leave the
natural flow to the trees as it is;
3. A proposed construction footprint to be beyond the existing root
structure of the trees plus an additional buffer zone to
accommodate a wider root perimeter for some possible growth; and

4.

A separate reservoir that will allow storage for storm waters from
other watersheds;
5. Another optional tank to be considered for additional storm water
management for existing playing field areas and other portions of
the rest of the 40 acres of park; and
6. Easements and other provisions in a final Intergovernmental
Agreement with the Village will define and provide the scope of its
access and permitted work by the Village on Park Board property
and further delineate the respective obligations of the Village and
Park Board for continuing maintenance of the new reservoirs and
the continued care and preservation of the trees.
While the park board had no drawing for the exhibit to be attached to the MOU at this time other
than a concept outlined by the engineers orally, the proceeding elements are to be incorporated in
the ultimate design parameters.
The resolutions for such a design were adopted by a unanimous vote of the Park Commissioners.
We believe the new “T” Plan once presented will reflect the consensus of the Village, the Park Board
and most importantly, the people of Wilmette.
The matter now heads back for review to the Village Board for its next meeting next Tuesday, August
27th at 7 PM at the Village Hall.
We feel reassured that the engineers will Bear Down and we can look forward to reviewing the new
plan soon once it is available.
We have been told that the new plan will thrill the nation with its new T formation.
[Members have been bcc d on recent communications to avoid the notorious “reply to all”
dilemma]

Respectfully submitted
By the Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.
Rick Prohov, its attorney
Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP
Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60602
Phone:
(312) 807 - 3965
Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444
Email:

rprohov@paalaw.com

www.paalaw.com
Confidentiality Notice:
This electronic mail message and any attached files contain information intended for the exclusive
use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Such message may contain information that
is proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you
are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any viewing, copying, disclosure or
distribution of this information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction. Please notify sender,
by electronic mail or telephone, of any unintended recipients and delete the original message without
making copies.
Circular 230 Disclosures:
Pursuant to regulations Governing Practice before the Internal Revenue Service, any tax advice
contained herein is not intended or written to be used and cannot be used by a taxpayer for the
purpose of avoiding tax penalties that may be imposed upon the taxpayer.
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THE PEOPLE HAVE SPOKEN : 539 WILMETTE SUPPORTERS | 1,013 Total Supporters
Friday, August 16, 2019 4:53:53 PM

Darlene B.     26 minutes ago    We need the trees!
Lisbeth L.    an hour ago      Grew up in Wilmette. Trees are vital to our future, should be planting more, not cutting down.
Catharine W. 2 hours ago  
Surely there’s another way to accommodate storm water rather than destroying trees whose roots absorb it. How about planting a huge prairie with deep-rooted native plants, in a bio-system
designed to hold flood waters?
name not displayed    2 hours ago   Trees are important to everyone
Helen S.                      8 hours ago   This is simple. Do not cut down mature trees!
Barbara K.                13 hours ago   Trees are necessary for our planet and its citizens. Playing fields are not. Trees are the higher priority. Save the trees!
Margo T.                    18 hours ago    Every living, native tree must be saved for our environment.
Alice M.                      19 hours ago    COMMON SENSE!!!!
Anita A.                      20 hours ago    
SAVE the trees!!!!! Although I live in Skokie, I am in Wilmette often; not only do we have a business in Wilmette, I love going to Centennial Park and walking around the amazing native
garden prairie! Why have a "deaf ear" to the engineers who YOU hired who actually provided a more affordable plan SAVING BOTH, the TREES & and the TAXPAYERS money? Sounds
like a win-win solution!!!
Jenna R.                     a day ago                  These trees are beautiful. Let's save them!
Merrilee R.               2 days ago                 Mature trees are important part of climate control.
Katherine W.            2 days ago                 I grew up with those trees on Birchwood Lane. Why shouldn't my children also be able to enjoy them?                          
David S.                      2 days ago          
Unnecessary and expensive “addition” to the playing fields. Wilmette should spend some of that money on their terrible roadways. As a bicyclist I can tell you that Wilmette’s streets (except
for those with brick pavers) are the worst on the North Shore!
Terry H.                   2 days ago           Trees sequester carbon and 411 ppm co2 is too much. save trees.
Elizabeth B.   2 days ago            I value trees and the wildlife they shelter.
Vicky B.                      2 days ago         
As a visitor to Wilmette and after seeing the grove today, I cannot fathom why elected officials     would squander this valuable natural resource when there are viable alternatives. Taking
down those trees would be very short-sighted and a huge loss for Wilmette.
Rachel H.                    2 days ago          
We do not need nor want additional playfields. The beauty of the mature trees adds so much more to our community. Cutting these down would be absolutely terrible and will take away from
the beauty of the area. More importantly it would unnecessarily destroy the natural habitat of birds and other wildlife in the area.
Bridie C.                    2 days ago     We need the trees! Don't destroy them
name not displayed   2 days ago    
Preserve the beauty of a park that meant so much to me and my children in their childhood for upcoming generations. We raised our children on the NS and this area was an important part of
their childhoods. One of the greatest charms of the North Shore is that generations return to share their childhoods, buildings and, community institutions with future generations to assure
additional essential drainage beyond the man made. The deforestation and in fill of property has caused a good deal more flooding in these areas than existed in prior years to my
impression/recall. To ensure that a group or property owners, in the west, as opposed to the oft preserved east, are not unduly burdened by what is the broad community's needs. All too often,
property owners west of Ridge seem to be less listened to than do those on the east. Make sure all voices are equally represented.
Cassie Y.                     2 days ago     This should not even be a question, trees are so crucial to this planet and this community. They are beautiful, and good for the environment. SAVE THE
TREES.
Tom Y.                       2 days ago         Preserve the natural landscape.
On-uma L.                  2 days ago               It’s for our community.
name not displayed   2 days ago          These trees are a treasure to hold on to, to be proud of. Please don't cut them!
Dafna F.                     2 days ago           
Trees are needed for shade and oxygen. As well, they help soak up storm rain and shelter animals. No need to kill life giving trees. Nature is meant to be natural. Trees and grass belong in
parks. No AstroTurf    and tree cutting please!
Kiera K.                     2 days ago     
Cutting down a grove of trees that naturally act to absorb storm water is not only counterintuitive and ludicrous, but just gutting. This will be an incredible loss to the residents there and also
sends a very unfavorable message. You should consider the other plans put forward by engineers who have studied this issue.
Heather B. 2 days ago          I grew up in this neighborhood. In this age of climate change and devastation of old growth trees, it is short sighted and harmful to remove a source of shade and
biodiverse environment. Removing these trees will negatively affect the residents and children. This action can only benefit people who have no regard whatsoever for the environment.
Julie L.       2 days ago          Do not destroy this natural area
Danna B.     2 days ago         I played soccer there for 20 years with the Illinois women soccer league and that she provided us much-needed shelter from the sun. It would be horrible to remove
those trees.
Annie G.      2 days ago         We love Wilmette because of the nature and trees. Doesn’t feel like a typical suburb. Don’t cut down the                                                trees.
Maria F.       3 days ago              Trees are crucial to the survival of our planet.
Stephen F.    3 days ago              
Decision makers owe it to the residents to know the options before them and the pros and cons of each. All relevant factors should be considered including the values and desires of the people
who live in the community.

We trust we have helped the Park Board better understand just how much the community values what the parks represent in their truest original and fullest sense. We seek a more balanced policy for this
park’s natural qualities that include these living majestic sources of comfort, reflection and a strong connection with nature while maintaining only the existing fields for play in this Village green of
common ground for all of us. Attached are a few photos from some our members. I encourage everyone to share their own favorite photos of the Highcrest Grove with a “reply to all” so the trees can now
speak for themselves.

We trust we have all learned lessons through this effort to save these celebrated trees. We the people need to be more attuned to participate more often in our own governance. The Boards cannot function
well only with the negative criticism from issues triggered by NIMBY responses.
In an era of divisive politics, we can be proud of our thoughtful community of Wilmette. Hopefully, we will work harder together in a constructive fashion with our elected officials so they can better
serve us in the future. May we all be at ease as we patiently wait a few more days until the vote can be cast regarding the fate of the Highcrest Grove. In the meantime, leave your cell phones at home and
take a moment to sit beneath these ancient denizens of a once far more forested continent. Reflect upon their connection to our own existence and well-being. Be at peace this weekend. Know that the
people have spoken and the Board has listened.
Keep in mind, we are only against board decisions that are reached without sufficient due process, without adequate prior written notice and without meaningful input from the citizens so that questions
can be asked and fully answered with a true discourse. When decisions are primarily based upon running policies an administration wishes to pursue vigorously, they are often based upon policies that are
outmoded or ill-advised but have gone unchallenged. Together with our elected board, we have and must continue to challenge all policies of the past and advance new ones for the future. Remember, we
are not against the board members; to a large extent, their actions are actually a reflection of ourselves and our own inadequate efforts that need to be exerted for the greater good.
Decisions at all levels of government can only reflect the light we send.
Take comfort that our process of government works best when we all work harder together to preserve it as much as we have done to preserve these cottonwood trees. I expect that the experience of these
past weeks of many sleepless nights for so many have taught us all that parks, like our form of government, are something we all share, appreciate and need to help protect. No public park should ever be
delegated to solely function as a venue for organized sports and revenue. Nor should governance of our community just be about us electing those who wish to spend their valuable time and energy to help
make a difference for our collective betterment only to then abandon them until we get upset about matters that most directly affect us and our respective homes.
I expect we can now all rally together with the leadership we need from the Village and Park Boards in the future. We encourage the Park Board and Village Board to meet with one another and as many
residents as they can as they develop new policies and initiatives with the informed consent of the people. We trust that any memorandum of understanding they may reach about reservoirs under our
parks will truly be an agreement by the people, for the people and of the people. Do not fear the Open Meetings Act for its purpose and meaning is to protect the will of the people, not to chill meaningful
discussions between the electors with those whom they elect.
Let’s move on and work harder together with nature, not against it. Let’s work with our elected officials, not against them. Join with the spirit of these trees as well as that spirit of 1776 with pride
together. For all residents of Wilmette, and that includes these stately old trees, we have been truly blessed to inherit a cherished place we all call home. As we travel through time and space on our
unique bio-sphered spaceship earth, let us remember that Wilmette provides our local union among a very fortunate few with every advantage a good life can possibly bring for ourselves, our children, and
with collective vision and wisdom, for our future generations as well. Let this become a grove of unity to be left in good stead for all times.
At Gettysburg, another cherished sacred ground, Lincoln enshrined the people’s rule in the fervent pledge that, “under God,” this democracy “shall not perish from the earth.” May we strive to battle
climate change and not one another so that we shall not perish from the earth due to failures to abide by other higher natural laws.
We will all need to work harder together to mitigate and adapt to the risks posed by a rapidly increasing adverse climate change. The expense of the contemplated resilient infrastructure these reservoirs
represent is a mere window that enables us to see into a future of costs that already must be borne due to an adherence to other outmoded policies of the past gone unchallenged for far too long. We
continue to change our public consciousness and strive to achieve a far greater land ethic. It requires a greater acceptance and respect for how our own existence fits within a finite ecosystem. We must
discover, like a better balance between parks and recreation, a more thoughtful equilibrium for our planet. If the reservoirs are built under the parks may they also represent a common source of waters we
can draw upon as from a well of strength to foster the American Dream that lives on in all of our hearts and all our minds and will only continue to do so if we exert that united force when we pull as one
in the same direction and reach the well informed compromises we must find along the way.
As you peacefully listen to leaves rustling in the wind in the trees that surround your homes this weekend, take a moment to recall that our rights to express ourselves freely, with freedom, liberty and
justice for all began in an American land of trees and wilderness. When there is a cause far bigger than ourselves it can draw us together with a magnetic force that enables people to participate in an effort
to maintain the values we all cherish most. I have every confidence that as Americans living as one nation, our nation, under God when truly work harder to keep it indivisible, will continue to make our
collective futures bright. May we now take the local portage towards new watersheds of indivisible consensus and tranquil harmony. We will find a more stable environment to be enjoyed upon our
common grounds and not divided by unfounded fears and communication that is more often more virtual than real.
Thank you, one and all, for enduring my many (often too long) remarks over these past summer days concerning the Park Board’s decision this week.
I expect that we will witness a more well-informed vote on Monday evening and I look forward to seeing many of you there.
Have a restful weekend everyone.
Respectfully submitted
By the Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.
Rick Prohov, its attorney
Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP
Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60602
Phone:
(312) 807 - 3965
Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:
Importance:

Pinner, Richard
awolfe@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; mmurdock@wilpark.org;
cclarke@wilpark.org; jgoebel@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org; swilson@wilpark.org
Bielinski, Bob; BrijPrajAR Shah; Derek Casteel; Rick Prohov; Herb Engelhard; bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net; Berger,
Brigitte; Braiman, Michael; R, L, S & F Pinner
FW: Highcrest Storm Water Plan
Tuesday, August 13, 2019 2:23:06 PM
We sent you safe versions of your files.msg
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High
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Dear Park Board (and Village Board in copy),
Having previously communicated with you, either by email or in person, I wanted to add further
support to the continuing resentment you are receiving by potentially endorsing a plan that removes
trees unnecessarily as well as appearing to support the additional financial burden that will be
placed upon the residents of Wilmette, the county and state without just cause.
I was able to attend last night’s meeting however with prior family commitments I had to leave early
and before getting the chance to stand in front of you. This was due to the large number of people
wanting to take the chance to have their views heard in public. Regretfully I am out of town next
Monday and therefore I hereby send my further comments in writing for your consideration.
Having read much of the correspondence and prior board meeting minutes I start with the following
passages:
· Commissioner Shissler commented that there is opportunity for more utility if more trees are
removed. Commissioner Clarke added she would also like to have more utility and would like
to see trees replanted. She asked if the school offered any feedback. Director Wilson replied
that he has had informal conversations and the school would like to have more opportunity
for usage.
· Director Wilson listed the pros and cons of the original plan. The main drawback is the loss of
trees. The advantages would be the ability to meet the demand for more field space,
flexibility for turf rotation and regeneration, and increased programming opportunities.
· Commissioner Clarke reiterated that it is a village park, not a neighborhood park and the
possibility of additional space is favorable.
We are fortunate to back on to Locust Park, its original name, as well as to utilize some of the many
programs offered in Wilmette. Both our daughters play soccer on Saturday and many friends’
children play on Sunday. The last 2 seasons of soccer have been under subscribed to the extent that
many teams, across all age groups in Saturday’s and Sunday’s leagues, have had to play the same
opponents 2 or 3 times.
I am also fortunate enough to work from home occasionally and at no point during term time, when
both neighboring schools are utilizing field space throughout the day, does this park appear cramped
for space. Even when the end of year sports / activity takes place for the complete school
attendance there is an abundance of useable area untouched.
I therefore put it to you that your comments to date are not based on fact or any growth / financial
plan that benefits the community but more the ability to take an opportunity that has no cost to you
or the schools. I liken your position to an analogy of being offered $100, no strings, free of charge…
why wouldn’t you take it. “Nothing in life is for free”!
I, and clearly many others, do not feel you are using your responsibility as elected members to

consider everyone within your community, or future generations, in this decision. I feel your effort
and support should be given to the programs that are oversubscribed, by both residents and those
farther afield, as future revenue generators.
What concerns me further is that you are about to make a decision without clearly defined criteria
for the drainage improvement (remember this project is removing existing water retaining trees and
soil to hold 6M gallons of water from another location!) and reinstatement of the park if this project
is to proceed. From everything I’ve seen the village plan does not offer any concrete (other than 6M
gallons worth!) outline or definition to manage these items. It has been asked to be clarified but
merely answered that “these things have been taken into account”. If that were the case there
should be a drainage improvement plan and reinstatement plan available now rather than when / if
the project goes ahead, runs over budget and then the residents suffer more with higher bills and
taxes.
Concerns have been raised to the Village Board about the lack of environmental study that has been
undertaken. About the age, location and scale of soil core samples that have been taken across the
park and used for certain assumptions. It has been highlighted that such a project will not only
disturb the existing, natural and ancient underground flow of water (which I believe has not been
studied) it will unearth potential problems which could significantly increase cost and time burdens,
a typical construction caveat. It has also been muted that at one point in time Locust Park was used
as a landfill site or dump. What justice are you doing the children and other users of the park were
this project to expose unsafe waste such as glass or chemicals?
It is the Village Board that must take ultimate responsibility of the project, its costs and negative
impacts. It is the Village Board that is responsible for finding the right solution and balance between
moving a flood problem from one area to another. However, you have been given a responsibility to
choose a plan, or reject them all, for the betterment of the community as a whole. You also have a
responsibility, as elected members, to listen to your community. You must justify the decisions you
make on our behalf and in this case prove how endorsing the destruction of trees for more useable
space, at more expense, is of greater benefit to the community and all our futures than finding the
right alternative.
I feel for those that suffer flooding issues following heavy rain, and we have friends in this position,
but I cannot endorse a ~$60M project (a cost of ~$270,000 per vulnerable structure) which adds
financial burden to our community as a whole. A burden on top of underfunded pension liabilities
(~$56M) for our villages safety employees which we as Wilmette residents are already liable for.
These pensions were apparently overfunded when our now college students were just born!
Kind regards,
Richard & Lorna Pinner
Cell       +1 (312) 859-6497
From: Pinner, Richard
Sent: Tuesday, April 9, 2019 9:42 AM
To: 'awolfe@wilpark.org' <awolfe@wilpark.org>; 'bielinskib@wilmette.com'
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>
Cc: 'bergerb@wilmette.com' <bergerb@wilmette.com>; 'sewers@wilmette.com'

<sewers@wilmette.com>
Subject: Highcrest Storm Water Plan
Dear Park Board Members,
I understand that there are areas that need help to alleviate storm water problems but I am
disturbed by 2 elements of the Highcrest storm water plan...
1st is the unnecessary removal and destruction of the cottonwoods, which in their own right are
amazing utilizers of excess water as well as CO2 recycling. Not to mention the natural shading and
habitat for our children and village to enjoy. Trees of this size and benefit to the immediate and
general environment take many many years to grow so just planting a few new ones, although it
sounds like there’s no real green plan, will not replace what would be lost. This doesn’t even touch
on the impact to the wildlife that flourish in these trees.
2nd is the displacement of natural water retaining soil with solid structures designed to hold water
from other areas! Every Sq Ft of soil as a tank is a Sq Ft of natural water retaining soil removed from
that area for natural drainage.
As the Highcrest field has drainage issues already, how can you justify placing impermeable
structures to hold water from surrounding neighborhoods with, what appears to be, total disregard
for the immediate area.
There are some excellent examples in the region where reservoirs have been placed under playing
fields or pitches without the need to remove our natural habitat. Even car parks have been
suggested which make more sense than this plan.
This has to be reconsidered...
Kind regards,
Richard Pinner

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Braiman, Michael
FW: Wilmette future flood safety plans
Tuesday, August 13, 2019 11:26:23 AM

Hi Mike—Stormwater comment for Manager’s Notes.
B
From: Madysin Lacourte <romgurl66@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2019 6:33 PM
To: dist.ntfy.pubworks <dist.ntfy.pubworks@wilmette.com>
Subject: Wilmette future flood safety plans

Dear sir/madam
I obtained your email address from the Wilmette website. I do not know if you are the correct
person/people to contact over this. If you are not, will you please forward my letter to the
correct person.
I have seen, and signed, the online petition regarding the proposed renewal of your storm
flood system, with regards to cutting down a grove of mature trees on public land, to build
underground water storage and the alternative plans.
Although I live in Windsor, UK, I have been moved by the plight of these trees and the living
creatures that use/enjoy them, including people, to write and beg for a reconsideration.
In this day and age, where climate change is upon us and the lungs of the world, the
forests/trees, are being slaughtered to short-sightedly make way for mankind's greed in less
"westernised" countries. The wildlife that depends upon them are forced out and excluded, to
try and adapt, or die. In the end we shall all suffer, when this extinction event kills too much
for the rest to survive without them. We must save any mature trees that we possibly can.
I know the situation here is a bit different and that property, and potentially lives, will be
saved by your improvements in Wilmette, but please, I am begging from the other side of the
world, for you to choose one of the alternative courses that does not involve the destruction of
trees.
Every tree in the world gains in value and importance as others around the globe are lost. You
cannot know the future value of this one grove of mature trees, as none of us can. We know,
but don't fully comprehend, that the whole of nature is required to keep the "machine" of earth
running. Everything is linked in the current never-ending cycle of life, predator and prey, life
and death.
However I know that there are alternative proposals that do not involve the destruction of
these trees. I have signed the petition, although I now regret not making a comment on there at
the time.
Please consider/reconsider in favour of an alternative plan, so that the trees can stay.
I do hope that my message reaches the right eyes/ears in Wilmette and helps ever so slightly to

decide in favour of keeping the trees.
I do not usually write to people the other side of the world to ask for something, in a place that
I have never been, of people that I do not know and will never meet. I just felt moved by this
one, small cause, and hope that my thoughts and words could help just a little to do something
special in the world, then my time and effort will not be in vain.
I hope that one day I will get a reply telling me that an alternative has been chosen and these
few trees will live on in the heart of your town.
Thank you for your time in reading this rather longer than intended email. I include my
address and telephone number, so that you can see that I'm genuinely from round the other
side of the globe, but care about your trees and your town.
Yours faithfully
Madysin Lacourte (Ms)
18 Broadleys
Windsor
SL4 5HL
Uk
romgurl66@hotmail.com
+44 7591 683 163
-Sent from Outlook Email App for Android

From:
To:

Subject:
Date:

Rick Prohov
mmurdock@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; Cecilia Clarke;
jgoebel@wilpark.org; Todd Shissler; Herbert H. Engelhard; praj.shah@creospan.com; Bielinski, Bob; Martha
Hellander; Faye Jacobs; E. Engelhard; derekcasteel@gmail.com; Julia Grosh; Jim Grosh; Deborah;
csadel1@aol.com; Berger, Brigitte; swilson@wilpark.org; joelforwilmette@gmail.com; Barrow, Peter; Dodd,
Kathy; Kennedy, Gina; Berger, Brigitte; csadel1@aol.com; Bielinski, Bob; Frenzer, Tim; swilson@wilpark.org;
hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; derekcasteel@gmail.com; araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com;
SaucedoA@mwrd.org; gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com;
babbott@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; cclarke@wilpark.org; igoebel@wilpark.org;
mmurdock@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; schmick.mary8@gmail.com;
marlenetbrill@comcast.net; mhellander1@comcast.net; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com;
gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com; Herb Engelhard; Aravinda Reddy; Richard Pinner; Bielinski, Bob; BrijPrajAR
Shah; A. Fogel; Awolfe; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte; Bob Bielinski; ganderson@wilpark.org; Margaret
Martin-Heaton; DeGrechie, Eric; Alexa.burnell@gmail.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; Laura Prohov; E.
Engelhard; Martha Hellander; Erin Engelhard; csadel1@aol.com; Martha Hellander; Michelle Lyons; Bob Lynch;
Richard Pinner; Pianoeb; Faye Jacobs; Derek Casteel; Kristen Casteel; BrijPrajAR Shah; Brij Shah; A. Fogel;
Aravinda Reddy; Caryn Summer; Peter Baugher; Ted Prohov; MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com; Fatum, Stephen;
Van Economou; Michael Prohov; Jonathan Prohov; lea.prohov@gmail.com; Robert Besser; Norm Winer; Wendy
Rice; Mike Italiano; Rita Fromholt; Kurzman, Joel; Plunkett, Senta; Bielinski, Bob; DeGrechie, Eric; Ted Prohov;
Van Economou; Robert Besser; Kristen Casteel; sviktora@comcast.net; Laura Prohov; Bruce Elder; Lawrence M.
Friedman <lfriedman@barnesrichardson.com> (lfriedman@barnesrichardson.com); Fatum, Stephen;
"barbara.greenspan@illinois.gov"; rrosenthal@pclient.ml.com; MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com
JUST HIT AN EVEN 500 WILMETTE SUPPORTERS WHO SAY NO TO CUTTING DOWN TREES!
Tuesday, August 13, 2019 12:14:04 PM

To Friends of Highcrest Grove We are still adding about 10 new signatures each day and just hit a total of 500 Wilmette
Supporters for our Petition and now 939 for total signatures @
https://www.thepetitionsite.com/119/992/219/save-the-trees-in-highcrest-grove-no-floods-nodestruction/.
New comments since the public meeting last night...
Lauren B. I went to Highcrest and loved those big fields. The trees are an important part of
that.
Eileen B. I grew up in Wilmette and went to Highcrest and have so many memories of playing
and hanging out in those trees. They really do provide a sense of peace and serenity.
Mary Jane T. In 1957, we picked our lot to build our house because of these trees. Love them
every day! It is wonderful to see all ages using the park - especially dog owners! Removal of
these trees would be sinful. Do not kill natural beauty!
I look forward to seeing everyone again next week on the evening of the 19th at 7:30 pm to
hear final public comments before the vote by our Park Board Commissioners decide what
they will regarding the fate of the Cottonwood grove in LOCUST PARK.
Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.
Rick
Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP
Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60602
Phone:         (312) 807 - 3965
Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444

Email:     rprohov@paalaw.com
www.paalaw.com
Confidentiality Notice:
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information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under
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copying, disclosure or distribution of this information may be subject to legal restriction or
sanction. Please notify sender, by electronic mail or telephone, of any unintended recipients
and delete the original message without making copies.
Circular 230 Disclosures:
Pursuant to regulations Governing Practice before the Internal Revenue Service, any tax
advice contained herein is not intended or written to be used and cannot be used by a taxpayer
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Rick Prohov
mmurdock@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; Cecilia Clarke;
jgoebel@wilpark.org; Todd Shissler; Herbert H. Engelhard; praj.shah@creospan.com; Bielinski, Bob; Martha
Hellander; Faye Jacobs; E. Engelhard; derekcasteel@gmail.com; Julia Grosh; Jim Grosh; Deborah;
csadel1@aol.com; Berger, Brigitte; swilson@wilpark.org; joelforwilmette@gmail.com; Barrow, Peter; Dodd,
Kathy; Kennedy, Gina; Berger, Brigitte; csadel1@aol.com; Bielinski, Bob; Frenzer, Tim; swilson@wilpark.org;
hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; derekcasteel@gmail.com; araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com;
SaucedoA@mwrd.org; gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com;
babbott@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; cclarke@wilpark.org; igoebel@wilpark.org;
mmurdock@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; schmick.mary8@gmail.com;
marlenetbrill@comcast.net; mhellander1@comcast.net; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com;
gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com; Herb Engelhard; Aravinda Reddy; Richard Pinner; Bielinski, Bob; BrijPrajAR
Shah; A. Fogel; Awolfe; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte; Bob Bielinski; ganderson@wilpark.org; Margaret
Martin-Heaton; DeGrechie, Eric; Alexa.burnell@gmail.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; Laura Prohov; E.
Engelhard; Martha Hellander; Erin Engelhard; csadel1@aol.com; Martha Hellander; Michelle Lyons; Bob Lynch;
Richard Pinner; Pianoeb; Faye Jacobs; Derek Casteel; Kristen Casteel; BrijPrajAR Shah; Brij Shah; A. Fogel;
Aravinda Reddy; Caryn Summer; Peter Baugher; Ted Prohov; MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com; Fatum, Stephen;
Van Economou; Michael Prohov; Jonathan Prohov; lea.prohov@gmail.com; Robert Besser; Norm Winer; Wendy
Rice; Mike Italiano; Rita Fromholt; Kurzman, Joel; Plunkett, Senta; Bielinski, Bob; DeGrechie, Eric; Ted Prohov;
Van Economou; Robert Besser; Kristen Casteel; sviktora@comcast.net; Laura Prohov; Bruce Elder; Lawrence M.
Friedman <lfriedman@barnesrichardson.com> (lfriedman@barnesrichardson.com); Fatum, Stephen;
"barbara.greenspan@illinois.gov"; rrosenthal@pclient.ml.com; MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com
NOW 507 WILMETTE SUPPORTERS | 953 Total Supporters
Tuesday, August 13, 2019 6:31:04 PM

To the Members of the Park and Village Boards and Friends of the Highcrest Grove
everywhere We expect our local leadership to work together to officially abandon additional development
of Locust Park lands solely for maximizing its utility for sports recreation. We need to move
forward together towards a far more effective and efficiently diverse use of this small rare gem
of cherished earth.
The Park Board needs to rebalance its policy for use to incorporate far more natural restoration
and preservation efforts as a true park that includes greater carbon sequestration. It must adapt
to achieve a better balance for the purposes of the entire community at large.   We should not
be cutting trees. We should be identifying where more native trees and shrubs can be planted
without interfering with the current playing surfaces as they now already exist there.
If the land is to become used for municipal resilient storm water infrastructure, it will be
because the Village requires it as the only land resource available for a new and broader
municipal use for the welfare of residents well beyond its perimeter.
We need to acknowledge that the park should also now service the schools for far more than
physical education and special events. This parkland should also serve as a resource for new
related education programs for their environmental science curriculum with the exploration of
experiments in solar and wind energy. Perhaps our public library board should provide
assistance and consider grants for those studies from its healthy financial reserves.
How can the Park Board continue to pursue contradictory actions in this park between our
middle and junior high schools in a manner that will accelerate CO2 levels in the atmosphere
rather than join those who would help mitigate and adapt as best we can now against the rising
risks from climate change? It is climate change that is causing greater frequency and higher
volume storm events for the Village.
We can no longer afford to have a local government that still lives within its bureaucratic
silos.

The name of the park should once again be renamed to reflect the times we are in and not the
times of the past. Locust Park should no longer be known solely as a community playfield. I

*

propose that it should be known as the Wilmette Common.

Given our support from so many so quickly, it becomes apparent that these trees have become
a symbolic rally point to discover a greater meaningful set of integrated uses for this common
ground.
As more and more come citizens come forward to speak up after they first learn more about
this matter, the more apparent it becomes that we all need to rethink how this land will best
serve the general welfare of the next generations.

*

From Wikipedia

“The commons is the cultural and natural resources accessible to all members of a
society, including natural materials such as air, water, and a habitable earth. These
resources are held in common, not owned privately. Commons can also be understood
as natural resources that groups of people (communities, user groups) manage for
individual and collective benefit”.
Stephen F. Illinois 15 minutes ago
Decision makers owe it to the residents to know the options before them and the pros and cons of
each. All relevant factors should be considered including the values and desires of the people who live
in the community.
Joseph F. Illinois 5 hours ago
Trees should not be cut down. Find a better solution
Lauren B. Illinois 6 hours ago
I went to Highcrest and loved those big fields. The trees are an important part of that.
Eileen B. Illinois 6 hours ago
I grew up in Wilmette and went to Highcrest and have so many memories of playing and hanging out
in those trees. They really do provide a sense of peace and serenity.
Mary Jane T. Illinois a day ago
In 1957, we picked our lot to build our house because of these trees. Love them every day! It is
wonderful to see all ages using the park - especially dog owners! Removal of these trees would be
sinful. Do not kill natural beauty!

Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.
Rick
Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP
Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60602
Phone:         (312) 807 - 3965
Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444
Email:     rprohov@paalaw.com
www.paalaw.com

Confidentiality Notice:
This electronic mail message and any attached files contain information intended for the exclusive
use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Such message may contain information that
is proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you
are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any viewing, copying, disclosure or
distribution of this information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction. Please notify sender,
by electronic mail or telephone, of any unintended recipients and delete the original message without
making copies.
Circular 230 Disclosures:
Pursuant to regulations Governing Practice before the Internal Revenue Service, any tax advice
contained herein is not intended or written to be used and cannot be used by a taxpayer for the
purpose of avoiding tax penalties that may be imposed upon the taxpayer.

From:
To:

Subject:
Date:

Rick Prohov
mmurdock@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; Cecilia Clarke;
jgoebel@wilpark.org; Todd Shissler; Herbert H. Engelhard; praj.shah@creospan.com; Bielinski, Bob; Martha
Hellander; Faye Jacobs; E. Engelhard; derekcasteel@gmail.com; Julia Grosh; Jim Grosh; Deborah;
csadel1@aol.com; Berger, Brigitte; swilson@wilpark.org; joelforwilmette@gmail.com; Barrow, Peter; Dodd,
Kathy; Kennedy, Gina; Berger, Brigitte; csadel1@aol.com; Bielinski, Bob; Frenzer, Tim; swilson@wilpark.org;
hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; derekcasteel@gmail.com; araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com;
SaucedoA@mwrd.org; gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com;
babbott@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; cclarke@wilpark.org; igoebel@wilpark.org;
mmurdock@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; schmick.mary8@gmail.com;
marlenetbrill@comcast.net; mhellander1@comcast.net; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com;
gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com; Herb Engelhard; Aravinda Reddy; Richard Pinner; Bielinski, Bob; BrijPrajAR
Shah; A. Fogel; Awolfe; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte; Bob Bielinski; ganderson@wilpark.org; Margaret
Martin-Heaton; DeGrechie, Eric; Alexa.burnell@gmail.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; Laura Prohov; E.
Engelhard; Martha Hellander; Erin Engelhard; csadel1@aol.com; Martha Hellander; Michelle Lyons; Bob Lynch;
Richard Pinner; Pianoeb; Faye Jacobs; Derek Casteel; Kristen Casteel; BrijPrajAR Shah; Brij Shah; A. Fogel;
Aravinda Reddy; Caryn Summer; Peter Baugher; Ted Prohov; MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com; Fatum, Stephen;
Van Economou; Michael Prohov; Jonathan Prohov; lea.prohov@gmail.com; Robert Besser; Norm Winer; Wendy
Rice; Mike Italiano; Rita Fromholt; Kurzman, Joel; Plunkett, Senta; Bielinski, Bob; DeGrechie, Eric; Ted Prohov;
Van Economou; Robert Besser; Kristen Casteel; sviktora@comcast.net; Laura Prohov; Bruce Elder; Lawrence M.
Friedman <lfriedman@barnesrichardson.com> (lfriedman@barnesrichardson.com); Fatum, Stephen;
"barbara.greenspan@illinois.gov"; rrosenthal@pclient.ml.com; MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com
TONIGHT AT WILMETTE VILLAGE HALL-490 WILMETTE SUPPORTERS SAY NO TO CUTTING DOWN TREES!
Monday, August 12, 2019 12:53:59 PM

TONIGHT AT WILMETTE VILLAGE HALL 2nd Floor @ 7:30 PM
PUBLIC COMMENTS AT FRONT END OF THE AGENDA!
Show Up! Stand Up! Speak Up!
SAY NO TO CUTTING DOWN THE HIGHCREST GROVE!!!!
Spread the word... sign our petition no matter where you live @
https://www.thepetitionsite.com/119/992/219/save-the-trees-in-highcrest-grove-no-floods-nodestruction/
Respectfully submitted on behalf of Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.,
Rick Prohov
Cell 312 925 5444
Comments from Petitioners:
Signature #895) 08/11/19 18:47:58 Marlene Bakle Every tree is a gift to our environment!
Signature #893) 08/11/19 14:35:25 Hope Kellman Cutting down 100-year-old trees that
provide shade, beautiful landscape vistas, and help mitigate water management issues is
shameful. Please consider implementing a plan that causes no harm and saves the taxpayers
money at the same time!
Signature #892) 08/11/19 14:35:07 William Schumaker The replacement trees will not be able
to grow to what we have today. Today we have natural storage for excess water, why not
move the reservoir to another area where there are no 110-year-old trees.
Signature #889) 08/11/19 09:11:06 Ellen Caicedo Each individual sees a conflict through their
unique lens. Trees cannot speak - they need us to stand tall and speak for them. They have
given us a place of shade and clean our air for decades in the midst of Children’s play.
Wilmette community play field has many soccer fields, that which my children grew up and
played on. I can envision hot sunny days after practices and games where coaches’ parents and

young players gathered under the “grove “of trees for protection from the sun. Trees cannot
speak for themselves -in the Jewish faith there is a holiday tu bushvat which is celebrates the
birth of trees. How about Arbor Day? This land is not ours, we are merely borrowing it. Now
is the time to not cut down, but protect our trees for future generations as the original
inhabitants of this land tried to protect for us.
Signature # 861 - Mark and Christine Kraemer - a day ago Old growth trees are an
irreplaceable asset to the Village of Wilmette. As long time Wilmette residents (and in my
case, born and raised here), we are appalled that these trees would be cut down when better
alternatives exist for building the storm water tank. These alternative plans represent a winwin solution for this issue. Save the 31 trees that provide so many benefits to the area, and
build storm water treatment tanks that are affordable and effective. We urge the Park Board to
save the Highcrest Tree Grove!

From:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Date:

csadel1@aol.com
jgoebel@wilpark.org
hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; awolfe@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org;
mmurdock@wilpark.org; cclarke@wilpark.org; jgoebel@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org; swilson@wilpark.org;
Barrow, Peter; Bielinski, Bob; Dodd, Kathy; Kennedy, Gina; Kurzman, Joel; Plunkett, Senta; Braiman, Michael;
Frenzer, Tim; rprohov@paalaw.com; praj.shah@creospan.com; schmick.mary8@gmail.com; Bielinski, Bob;
mhellander1@comcast.net; frjacobs@comcast.net; derekcasteel@gmail.com; jmarran3@sbcglobal.net;
lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net; dviktora@comcast.net; csadel1@aol.com; Berger, Brigitte; Van@EconomouIP.com;
rbessr@gmail.com; kristenacasteel@gmail.com; of@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com;
ShoreD@mwrd.org; rprohov@paalaw.com
Re: [external] Request for meeting to Discuss the Highcrest Grove
Saturday, August 10, 2019 5:05:42 PM

RE: "I know you have had great success in rallying residents; I have heard very little from those who are
to benefit from stormwater relief. Perhaps this is an area where you can shine some light in reaching out
to those impacted? "
Julia Goebel
Hello Ms. Goebel:
Your email admits that you "have heard very little from those who are to benefit from stormwater
relief." This revelation should enlighten you and other park district board members of the profound fact
that most of those you characterize as "impacted" have absolutely no interest in contacting you. If the
residents who you characterize as "impacted" thought they would derive any benefit from contacting you,
they would contact you. Clearly, they don't.
My husband and I've lived in Wilmette on Lawndale for 46 years, one block east of Ridge. Our basement
flooded, so - at our expense - we installed a flood control system. I know some of our neighbors did the
same. That our basement flooded, and that anyone's basement floods, is an entirely separate and
different issue from that of destroying a grove of cottonwood trees. You are making an assumption when
you imply that the residents who are contacting you, do not experience stormwater difficulties. If there is a
factual basis for your assumption, please advise.
My assumption is that some and even many residents DO experience stormwater difficulties and ALSO
oppose destroying the cottonwood trees. These residents are smart enough to figure out that chopping
down 30+ stormwater absorbing trees and creating additional unneeded and and unwanted playing fields
will NOT prevent their basements from flooding. Living in a well educated, affluent, and reasonably
sophisticated community, means that a substantial percentage of Wilmette residents, including the about
311 families whose basements are the subject of the flooding project, are fully aware of the vital and
irreplaceable roles played by trees, in this case, a grove of native cottonwood trees. And, some of
the "impacted" residents are fully aware that the cottonwood trees (just like the prairie in Centennial Park)
doubtless played a role in preventing flooded basements in Wilmette during the recent May and July
storm episodes. And, some, possibly most, of the "impacted" residents do not support destroying trees to
create unneeded and unwanted playing fields that no residents asked for, or to install stormwater holding
tanks when alternative tree-free locations are very available and the project will even be less costly.  
Many of Wilmette's intelligent and educated residents - including "impacted residents" - are aware
of scientific and practical matters involving the environment. Most Wilmette residents know (and their
children learn in Wilmette schools) that trees produce oxygen, which is essential to human life, including
in Wilmette, in order to breathe. These trees include those growing in the cottonwood grove the Park
District wants to eliminate. These Wilmette residents are offended by the Park District's refusal to make
saving existing trees - and planting new trees - a priority. Many residents with children, and residents who
are children, are shocked, horrified, disappointed and disgusted, by the Park District's inexplicable
indifference and refusal to set an enlightened, practical, and contemporary example for youngsters and
all the residents. The Park District is directly contradicting the school teachers, curriculum,  books and
magazines, parents, scientific studies, and contemporary public policy that respects and protects trees
and other irreplaceable natural ecosystems. The Wilmette Park District has a duty to reform its backward

view and policies.
Park District Board: do you read the newspapers? If you do, did you ignore the May 2019 United Nations
report advocating planting trees, locally and globally, to prevent a terrible worsening of global climate
change? Global climate change, amazing as it may seem, will adversely effect even the residents of
Wilmette!! "Local" includes Wilmette. Further, if you read newspapers, you are also aware of the recent
scientific report in Science Magazine similarly advocating immediate planting of MILLIONS of trees in
order to avoid the worst that global climate change is expected to bring globally, including in Wilmette.
Planting trees excludes destroying trees, which exacerbates global climate change.
Does the Wilmette Park District believe that Wilmette is an island that is immune to the disasters facing
the rest of the globe? How provincial can Wilmette government be? What is the Wilmette Park District's
reaction to recent the scientific reports unanimously virtually begging the world - including Wilmette - to
PLANT millions of trees that will absorb and sequester CO2 and help offset global climate change? What
is the Wilmette Park District's reaction to the well known fact that destroying a tree releases sequestered
CO2 into the atmosphere and exacerbates global climate change? Answer: The Wilmette Park District
chooses to ignore global climate change and instead focus on increasing playing fields (that are neither
needed or wanted by Wilmette residents, the ones who pay taxes and administrators' salaries ). Wilmette
insists on the destruction of a grove of trees and thus insists on releasing the trees' stored C02 into the
atmosphere. This is, in a word, irresponsible.
The upside is that productive approaches exist. You and those park district board members who are
determined to destroy the grove of cottonwood trees can and should pause and consider the reality that
exists outside the insular universe called the Wilmette Park District Board. This reality includes the
residents of Wilmette - who don't want expanded playing fields and have become aware that they have
been conned - and a variety of scientific, practical, enlightened, up-to-date and contemporary facts and
concepts that the Wilmette Park District Board has refused to consider.
For the Park District Board to responsibly do its job requires becoming current on global warming and
other well known scientific matters. The Park District Board undoubtedly recieved (but did they read,
understand, and put into context?) the June 12, 2019 message from Debra Shore, a Metropolitan

Water Reclamation District commissioner that she sent  thousands of district residents.
Further, per Comm. Shore's request to "Bring your ideas to your local representatives and
push for action," I forwarded her message to the Wilmette Trustees, Park District
Board, and other relevant Wilmette officials. Subsequently, I again sent Comm.
Shore's view and ideas to the same governmental officials, and requested their
responses. To date, not even one individual has replied.
To be responsible, the Park District Board can and should invite Comm. Shore to
testify before it at a public hearing.
To be responsible, the Park District Board should incorporate Comm. Shore's comments and ideas, as
follows:

"By now many of you may have heard that the month of May was the wettest on record
for northern Illinois since we started measuring rainfall in 1871, outstripping the prior
record May for rainfall, which occurred just last year. Cook County recorded 8.25” of
rain in May, roughly 20 percent of the total annual rainfall in one month!  During the
month of May, the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District’s Tunnel and Reservoir
system intercepted nearly 13.6 billion gallons of combined sewer overflows (CSOs).
That’s sewage and waste water from our homes, businesses, and industries combined
with rain washing over city streets collecting salt, oil, pet poop, brake dust, and fertilizer
from lawns and gardens that otherwise would have flowed directly into nearby rivers
and streams, polluting them significantly. From January through May 31, the Tunnel

and Reservoir system captured 42.56 billion gallons of combined sewer overflows.
Think about that: if that amount of water covered the surface area of Chicago, we’d be
wading in 10.5” of stormwater mixed with sewage. Remarkably, given the record rains,
there have been NO REVERSALS of CSOs to Lake Michigan since October 2017.
Consider this: even though
our region has been breaking
rainfall records, we’ve
avoided reversals to the lake,
the Albany Park diversion
tunnel has saved that area
from flooding, and CSOs are
down in number. The reason?
The first phase of the
McCook Reservoir, which
can capture and hold 3.5
billion gallons of CSOs, went
online in December
2017. Thanks are due not
only to huge pipes and
tunnels, but also to the heroic
efforts by MWRD staff to
lower water levels in the
Chicago Area Waterways
system in advance of storms
to give the system as much capacity as possible to capture stormwater. During the late
May storms, the gates releasing water at MWRD’s Lockport Powerhouse were open as
wide as possible and the flow recorded there was 20,000 cubic feet per second (cfs). By
comparison, Chicago can legally withdraw only 3,200 cfs/day of freshwater from Lake
Michigan. Here's a fascinating fact: one cubic foot of water weighs 62.5 lbs. Thus, the
flow of 20,000 cfs at Lockport equaled 625 tons of water per second flowing through
the Powerhouse gates. The high flows on the Chicago Waterways also brought
commercial barge traffic to a standstill in recent months. Beginning on May 7th, the US
Coast Guard halted barge traffic on the Illinois River (which receives flows from the
Chicago Waterways). And our soils are soaked! The soil moisture in Cook County is
now higher than 99 percent of the historical record, according to NOAA and the
National Weather Service. Saturated soils mean much less capacity to absorb rain when
it comes. The Great Lakes have responded to this record-setting weather as well.
According the Army Corps of Engineers, which tracks Great Lakes water levels, Lake
Erie and Lake Superior reached new monthly mean high water levels in May, and Lake
Ontario surpassed its all-time record high level this week. As of the first week of June,
Lake Michigan is 13” above its average level and is expected to continue rising through
this summer. Lake Michigan is currently just 2” below its all-time record height for
June, set in 1986.
What’s to be done with all this
water? First, expect the

unprecedented. Predictions for
the climate crisis in
northeastern Illinois include
more intense, less predictable
rain and snowstorms. These
are likely to be our new
normal. Consider this
conundrum: warmer air here in
Illinois means more water
evaporates and coalesces into
violent storms, while warmer
air in the Arctic destabilizes
the jet stream, leading the
Great Lakes to freeze over and
lake levels to rise when the ice
melts. Cook County sits at the
crux of these forces, with all
the variability that entails.
Second, let’s do everything we can to give the land more absorptive capacity. We
should install rain gardens, bioswales, permeable pavement, and green roofs everywhere
we can to capture rain and keep it out of the sewers. But we may also need to un-

finish our basements and expect them to take on water now and then -the way things used to be. (A harsh reality, I know, but we live in a flat,
wet world. There’s no downhill to move water away from us.) Finally, let’s
get creative about ways to capture (and reuse) rain. Let's think about repurposing rail
tank cars for stormwater capture next to big box stores and warehouses. Let's install
community cisterns block by block and re-green vacant lots as wetlands. Let's
convert parkway patches into prairie grass stands. Bring your ideas to your local
representatives and push for action. Folks, we need all hands on deck because we’re
taking on water!" (Emphasis in red added by Adelman)
     After years of being subjected to Village and Park District promises of relief due to the
stormwater project, the truth leaked out, as the stormwater project was revealed to be a project to
increase the size of playing fields. After being subjected to YEARS of presentations on the bait of relief
from flooding, the Park District SWITCHED and admitted and declared its true goal is EXPANDING the
playing fields (that no residents want) . This bait and switch follows years of duplicative hearings by the
Village and the Park District - with residents expected to attend in good faith, be informed about the
details of various alternative plans and their respective costs, and make intelligent comments when
repeatedly solicited by the village governments which governments then ignore, meet with the engineers
and examine maps and learn how the flood control project work, be told Centennial Park was the perfect
site until it was not. Be told Community Playfield is the perfect site for a stormwater tank, except for its
annoying groves of trees which must be removed, NOT to provide better stormwater relief but to ADD
playing fields. Residents are skeptical about the Park District's motives and sincerity in insisting on
destroying cottonwood trees for this stormwater project which has been re purposed into an increased
playfield project. The bait and switch follows years of residents being implored to read glossy documents
(paid for no doubt by WIlmette taxpayers) sent to each resident to persuade him or her of the desperate

need for an expensive FLOOD PLAN. Exposure to years of public relations efforts for stormwater relief
that turned out to be a front for unnecessarily increasing Park District play fields explains residents' lack
of faith in the park district and their cynicism about its representations about a wonderful flood-free future.
What's the point in contacting Park District Board members whose statements of purpose are
inconsistent? Many of the exhausted "beneficiaries" probably have by now become aware that they will
never receive the promised relief and when that fact becomes clear, it will be too late to take retributive
action. Based on Park District broken and changing representations, many "beneficiaries" know there is
nothing to be gained by continuously-for-years contacting the village authorities, including the park district
board. .
Further, and importantly, the flood plan is out of date. As global climate change becomes a reality,
responsible people with relevant responsibilities are tasked with facing and creating based on new and
continuously changing information and evidence, new assumptions about what the future may bring.
Spending millions of taxpayers' dollars on a system based on old data and old assumptions is a waste of
resdients' money and a betrayal of their trust in government. The Wilmette Park District has a moral and
legal duty not to proceed on outdated assumptions and information, even if it did spend vast sums over
several years, accumulating and publicizing them. Both the Wilmette Park District and the Village of
WIlmette have the duty of accessing Comm. Shore's assistance, and obtaining, studying, and
incorporating  Stormwater and Flooding, Dec 2017.

https://www.cmap.illinois.gov/documents/10180/653821/FY180051+STORMWATER+AND+FLOODING_FINAL.pdf/42e7f8b1-c9ed-b7b5-0eeba03f4a51dee7
Thank you for your response and for your attention to my letter.
Best wishes,
Charlotte Adelman
-----Original Message----From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
To: Julia Goebel <jgoebel@wilpark.org>
Cc: Herbert H. Engelhard <friendsofhighcrestgrove@gmail.com>; praj.shah@creospan.com
<praj.shah@creospan.com>; Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Martha Hellander
<mhellander1@comcast.net>; awolfe@wilpark.org <awolfe@wilpark.org>; ganderson@wilpark.org
<ganderson@wilpark.org>; babbott@wilpark.org <babbott@wilpark.org>; mmurdock@wilpark.org
<mmurdock@wilpark.org>; Cecilia Clarke <cclarke@wilpark.org>; jgoebel@wilpark.org
<jgoebel@wilpark.org>; Todd Shissler <tshissler@wilpark.org>; Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>;
E. Engelhard <eengel@sbcglobal.net>; derekcasteel@gmail.com <derekcasteel@gmail.com>; Julia
Grosh <jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>; Jim Grosh <lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>; Deborah
<dviktora@comcast.net>; csadel1@aol.com <csadel1@aol.com>; Berger, Brigitte
<bergerb@wilmette.com>; swilson@wilpark.org <swilson@wilpark.org>; joelforwilmette@gmail.com
<joelforwilmette@gmail.com>; barrowp@wilmette.com <barrowp@wilmette.com>; doddk@wilmette.com
<doddk@wilmette.com>; kennedyg@wilmette.com <kennedyg@wilmette.com>; sullivand@wilmette.com
<sullivand@wilmette.com>; kurzmanj@wilmette.com <kurzmanj@wilmette.com>;
plunketts@wilmette.com <plunketts@wilmette.com>; bielinskib@wilmette.com
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>; eric@wilmettebeacon.com <eric@wilmettebeacon.com>; Ted Prohov
<t_prohov02@yahoo.com>; Van Economou <Van@EconomouIP.com>; Robert Besser
<rbessr@gmail.com>; Kristen Casteel <kristenacasteel@gmail.com>
Sent: Fri, Aug 9, 2019 12:53 pm
Subject: RE: [external] Request for meeting to Discuss the Highcrest Grove
Ms. Goebel

Thanks for your reply.
I am also not yet retired and also have many professional and other commitments as well.
I regret you will not have time to discuss the issues with us before the meeting Monday but will look
forward to seeing you there Monday evening.
In your response to my for a request for a meeting, you noted: "I know you have had great success in
rallying residents; I have heard very little from those who are to benefit from stormwater relief.
                                Perhaps this is an area where you can shine some light in reaching out to those
impacted?"
Last time I checked, the charge for Intergovernmental cooperation now rests upon the shoulders of the
Park District to work with the Village administration for Public Works as far as storm water relief is
concerned on the matter at hand.
Since the MOU and draft of an Intergovernmental Agreement is what seems to be what is being pushed
along this month by the Park Commissioners and the Village Trustees, apparently there have been
insufficient meetings among those respective governing bodies for you to be fully informed of the many
years of study of the matter.
Since the homes among our members have never suffered from storm water damages, I do not know
those that do but would welcome the opportunity to meet with them as well.
I believe face to face meetings are still the most productive form of communication. Your public meetings
do not afford that opportunity.
I do know that the Village engineers and their consultants have struggled for many years to determine
how to best address the storm water management those citizens that do suffer flooding. I have only read
the relevant information that is available on the Village Website as I am certain you have as well. My only
information to date on the extent of the flooding issues has been gleaned from those reports. Since I
have not been allowed to meet with the consulting engineers or ask them questions, I suggest you start
with them rather than thinking I can shine any light for you on these engineering issues.
The engineers have studied the source of the storm water problems, considered the matter at great
expenses for years and provided numerous iterations and cost estimates for various alternatives. It is
that process that brought your "consensus" to cut the trees and threaten our homes.
Since we cannot meet before Monday when I cannot ask questions and have only three minutes for
"comments," I will look forward to hearing what cooperative efforts your board has made to reach out to
the Village Board to develop your understanding of the storm water concerns before you could possibly
discuss any viable memorandum towards a valid agreement.
Respectfully yours,
Rick Prohov

Rick

Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP

Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60602

Phone:         (312) 807 - 3965
Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444

Email:     rprohov@paalaw.com
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-----Original Message----From: Julia Goebel <jgoebel@wilpark.org>
Sent: Thursday, August 8, 2019 10:33 AM
To: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Subject: Re: [external] Request for meeting to Discuss the Highcrest Grove
Hello Mr. Prohov,
Thank you for your outreach and emails. I appreciate the urgency about the matter and take this very
seriously.
This week is difficult for me to meet as we have a family reunion as well as professional commitments of
mine.
So I will look forward to the discussion on the 12th and the 19th; I am eager to hear from a wide range of
resident voices, especially those impacted by flooding personally.
I know you have had great success in rallying residents; I have heard very little from those who are to
benefit from stormwater relief.
Perhaps this is an area where you can shine some light in reaching out to those impacted?
Thanks very much for your continued dialog,
Julia Goebel

____________________________
Julia Goebel
Commissioner
Wilmette Park District
jgoebel@wilpark.org

On Aug 6, 2019, at 5:32 PM, Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com> wrote:
Dear Park Board Commissioners
We now have 464 local Wilmette signatures adding their voices to save the trees in the Highcrest Grove
and accept an alternative plan at significantly less taxpayer cost.
In our meeting with Mr. Wilson last week, he acknowledged that there is no current nor near-term
foreseeable demand for more playing fields. He explained that the Park Board regards the Community
Playfields as an "asset" with a primary function that its name implies. It is still a park. It is not used even
close to every day of the year for that "function." A park is generally defined as "an area of natural, seminatural or planted space set aside for human enjoyment and recreation or for the protection of wildlife or
natural habitats." As far as at least 464 of your constituents have always known, the area is still a park
and needs to serve more than sporting recreational playfield purposes. Within 40 acres there is no
justifiable need to limit it like this. When asked about it at that same meeting, Mr. Wilson would not rule
out an installation of astro-turf if it was being considered as an option should the trees come down given
the contemplated concrete tank that would be under the surface. If any of you share that vision for the
maximization of field utility as you described last month, we wish to know.
Since we are diametrically opposed to this type of development in the park, we wish to better understand
why any of you still would side with the 5 to 2 consensus positions stated in your 7/8 board meeting. In
the case of Mr. Abbott and Mr. Anderson, we would welcome a meeting with either of you as well to see if
you have any update on any efforts to persuade your fellow board members to come to see the issue the
way each of you expressed your views at the last meeting.
Please let me know when any of you, individually, or more than one collectively, would be able to make
yourself available for a meeting later this week in Wilmette on a day and at a time and place that would be
convenient for you. Depending on the day and time, more than one of us would likely wish to attend such
a meeting this week.
I look forward to a written reply from each of you at your earliest convenience.
Respectfully submitted,
Rick Prohov, on behalf of Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.
Cell No. 312 925 5444
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/X1LKCADrR3UNxkmC9aLEA
464 SUPPORTERS in Wilmette | 864 SUPPORTERS
Naomi F. Illinois 9 hours ago
I grew up playing soccer on those fields, having gym class on those fields, and going on bike rides along
there. Would be such a shame to do the plan that has to cut all the trees rather than the alternatives that
do not!
Elizabeth T. Illinois 13 hours ago
I grew up on Meadow Drive and my back yard faced the park. I looked at those trees every day for 49
years. Please do not chop down these beautiful trees! That would be a disgrace!
Mark and Christine K. Illinois 18 hours ago Old growth trees are an irreplaceable asset to the Village of

Wilmette. As long time Wilmette residents (and in my case, born and raised here), we are appalled that
these trees would be cut down when better alternatives exist for building the storm water tank. These
alternative plans represent a win-win solution for this issue. Save the 31 trees that provide so many
benefits to the area, and build storm water treatment tanks that are affordable and effective. We urge the
Park Board to save the Highcrest Tree Grove!
name not displayed Illinois a day ago
I want to save the trees near the school. Trees are essential to our environment.
name not displayed Illinois a day ago
There IS a better way to manage the storm water: use it! Our children need those trees for shade, for
beauty, for memories, for learning to respect and love the outdoors. We need those trees for air quality,
soil retention, carbon dioxide removal and water absorption. Don't destroy these beautiful trees that we
cannot replace!
name not displayed Illinois a day ago The height of the trees cannot be replaced The amount of water
they soak up The beauty in the winter Tracie T. Illinois 2 days ago Those trees are a beautiful part of the
Community Playfields. They provide shade during soccer and XCountry, and give the fields a look of
having been around for a long time! How could you even think of cutting them down????
C R. Illinois 2 days ago
There must be a better way
name not displayed
Illinois
2 days ago
The trees provided shade and beauty to the area and it's environmentally important.
name not displayed
Illinois
2 days ago
Preservation of natural resources. It seems to me that I’m an area with such heavy pedestrian usage, that
the Board would entertain and seriously consider alternate locations.
KAY G.
Illinois
2 days ago
The trees add beauty, shade and act as a natural storage for excess water. The trees add more to the
park than another soccer field. Don't remove the grove of trees.
Jeremy F.
Illinois
3 days ago
I grew up playing in those trees while playing soccer in the park or during gym class. Find a solution that
doesn’t destroy a whole grove of old trees.
Carla F.
Illinois
3 days ago
Trees are vital to our environment. Terrible thing to teach children to cut down trees. Soccer fields can be
handled in other ways if needed in the future.
Charlotte F.
Illinois
4 days ago
I used to play tag and capture the flag between those trees!
Jesse R.
Illinois
4 days ago
I love trees
Joseph G.
Illinois
5 days ago
Grew up on Laurel near community playfield and spent my childhood playing under those trees Tom V.
Illinois 6 days ago It will destroy the park, one of the most valuable assets of Wilmette Nico V. Illinois 6
days ago I grew up with those trees I remember running around between them playing with friends in
school and out. As well as during summer camps.

name not displayed
Illinois 6 days ago
Why to kill such a majestic tree? It is unacceptable. Find another solution.
Robin S. Illinois 6 days ago
Because trees do so much for the environment.
Peggy C. Illinois 6 days ago
I've enjoyed the shade these trees provide at hot, sunny soccer games. I'd like to learn more about the
more affordable plan that includes saving these trees. Cutting them down seems suspiciously senseless.
Lesley H. Illinois 7 days ago
Tragic to cut down old growth trees!
Helen A. Illinois 7 days ago
Saving trees is the right thing to do!
Brian M. Illinois 7 days ago
Conservation of trees. For the sake of beauty. Because alternatives which do not destroy trees should be
chosen.
Thomas M. Illinois 7 days ago
I have played in this grove since I was very young and I don’t want to see it cut down because it is such
an essential part of the landscape and the way it ties the whole area together. Plus, capture the flag is
dope.
Cathie W. Illinois 8 days ago
environmental reasons. there are other viable options I believe without destroying valuable natural
habitat.
Carol R. Illinois 8 days ago
The trees help clean the air, provide a home for birds and other living creatures, create shade and beauty
and enhance our community. Don't cut them down!
Edith R. Illinois 8 days ago
Needless destruction of environmentally attractive and proven way to manage water. Other options are
available.
name not displayed Illinois 8 days ago
I grew up playing in these fields around these trees and it would be a shame to see them taken down
before future generations get the chance to :(♥ Cathy R. Illinois 8 days ago The natural plants attract
more birds and insects, as I have found in my own yard.
Richard F. Illinois 8 days ago
save the tress for my grandchildren who live in Wilmette and attend Highcrest!
Brigitte G. Illinois 8 days ago
For the Wilmette Park District and the Village of Wilmette to even entertain plans to clear-cut an entire
grove of mature trees in our Village of Wilmette is irresponsible and destructive. Trees contribute to
saving nature and ultimately saving the environment. Not only does this grove of trees provide shade for
the many families during soccer games and family outings, but also absorbs the greenhouse gases to
provide clean air for all of us. It's time for the representatives of the Village of Wilmette to re-think about
ways to save our own climate and our world environment, as well as the money of those who live in the
Village of Wilmette. Let's do better to think outside this grove of trees for a more practical and affordable
solution.
Mary B. Illinois 8 days ago
I thought Wilmette was called Tree City?
freed c. Illinois 8 days ago
Trees good for the environment. Please find a way to save even if it costs us more.
Barbara K. Illinois 9 days ago
Saving mature trees should be a top priority for the village.
Tad G. Illinois 9 days ago
I believe this is ill-conceived and overly costly.
name not displayed Illinois 9 days ago
Home to many animals! Save the trees!
Mhairi P. Illinois 9 days ago
In a world where areas of quiet shaded space are disappearing, I demand an alternate solution to
clearing all the trees from the Highest Grove. I am a resident that uses the park daily - weekends and
weekdays. I never see all the fields in use and wonder about the necessity of additional play areas? Who

does this benefit and who will pay for it?
Katie D. Illinois 9 days ago
tons of kids play in these trees during events and they are beautiful and hard to replace Paul T. Illinois 9
days ago With climate change as one of our most pressing threats, the decision to cut down a huge stand
of old growth trees, which are a wonderful carbon sink, is irresponsible. We should do the environmentally
responsible thing and protect our trees.
Sarah T. Illinois 9 days ago
A grove of old growth trees should not be cut down. They are invaluable in an age of rising temperatures
and provide shade and beauty to Wilmette.
Gary P. Illinois 9 days ago
Preservation of Forests
Linda s. Illinois 9 days ago
Maintaining trees in our community is a critical step to help offset impending climate disaster. Don’t teach
kids it’s ok to tear down healthy, living trees. Teach everyone to conserve and preserve!
Laurie M. Illinois 10 days ago
During the current climate crisis, we cannot squander any of our natural resources, especially trees that
take CO2 out of the atmosphere & produce oxygen. DO NOT CUT DOWN THESE TREES!!!!
Julie R. Illinois 10 days ago
I don’t want our beautiful old trees cut down!!! The trees make Wilmette the quaint charming town that it
is! It also detrimental to our ecosystem. Please reconsider this bad decision to cut down so many trees.
Julie Robbins Krissy W. Illinois 10 days ago It’s trees!! Shade, wild animals!
Kara K. Illinois 10 days ago
My daughters relish the shade of those trees at recess, gym, cross country practice, and playing with their
friends. They are already removing other large, old trees inside the Highcrest courtyard as part of the
HMS learning commons expansion. What are we teaching our children, the next generations, about the
importance of green space? The benefits of trees to our environment and general health? About
shortsighted decisions vs finding creative solutions. The community playfields are much larger than just
this grove and surely alternatives are possible.
Donna M. Illinois 10 days ago
Trees offer needed shade to the students and sports teams. There is an another option for placement and
installation of the storm water underground tank. Use that other option. Leave the trees where they are. It
takes decades for a beautiful tree to mature as these have. Choose the plan that is more affordable,
saves taxpayer money, and SAVES the grove of trees at Highcrest.
Sally V. Illinois 10 days ago
Mature trees need to be preserved whenever possible, always.

Respectfully submitted,
Rick Prohov, on behalf of Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.
Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP
Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60602
Phone:
(312) 807 - 3965
Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444
Email:

rprohov@paalaw.com

www.paalaw.com
Confidentiality Notice:
This electronic mail message and any attached files contain information intended for the exclusive use of
the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Such message may contain information that is

proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any viewing, copying, disclosure or distribution of this
information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction. Please notify sender, by electronic mail or
telephone, of any unintended recipients and delete the original message without making copies.
Circular 230 Disclosures:
Pursuant to regulations Governing Practice before the Internal Revenue Service, any tax advice
contained herein is not intended or written to be used and cannot be used by a taxpayer for the purpose
of avoiding tax penalties that may be imposed upon the taxpayer.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Berger, Brigitte
derekcasteel@gmail.com
Braiman, Michael; Frenzer, Tim; Bielinski, Bob
FW: Dear Wilmette Trustees - Request for Consideration of Lower-Cost Green Infrastructure Strategy...
Friday, August 9, 2019 11:05:32 AM
Green Infrastrcutre Slides from from Wilmette Pres 20180313_v3_1.pdf
Stormwater Optimization 2-22-19.doc.pdf

Dear Mr. Casteel:
Thank you for taking the time to reach out to President Bielinski with your thoughts on the stormwater
project. President Bielinski shared a copy of your email with me and asked that I respond on his behalf.
By way of background, the separate storm sewer system west of Ridge Road is quickly overwhelmed during
moderate and heavy rain events resulting in widespread flooding. For your reference, I’ve included flood
vulnerability maps for 10-year and 100-year storms below. The areas shaded in blue represent flooding.
You can see on the maps that, in addition to significant structure flooding, there are thousands of properties
that flood during heavy rain events. This means that the water in the street can get so high that it overtops the
curbs and sidewalks and encroaches onto front and side yards and in the most extreme cases enters homes.
After several significant storms of record in 2008, 2011 and 2013 that resulted in widespread flooding, the
Village undertook an engineering study in 2013 to identify projects that would help alleviate flooding on the
west side. The project alternatives, as initially contemplated, had varying levels of effectiveness and ranged
in cost from $52 million to $98 million. Please know that the Village does not take lightly the cost of the
project and the impact it will have on residents and businesses. As such, the Village Board hired a second
engineering firm and spent several years carefully reviewing the original project alternatives and others to
ensure all options were considered and thoroughly vetted. Through this public process, the engineers
identified a cost-effective project (Neighborhood Storage) that provides protection for 98% of vulnerable
structures and thousands of properties for $68 million instead of $98 million. I’ve included a press release
issued in February of this year (Storm Optimization 2-22-19) that discusses the proposed project’s
performance.
During both aforementioned engineering studies, the Village’s consultants examined in detail the
effectiveness of green infrastructure to mitigate flooding. In order to protect homes and properties during a
10-year storm, the infrastructure (green or gray) would have to capture, store, convey or infiltrate 55 acre-feet
(18 million gallons) of stormwater. The attached PDF titled “Green Infrastructure Slides…” is from a
presentation made to the Village Board in March of 2018. It reviews green infrastructure measures available
to us, the efficacy of their implementation and the maximum stormwater benefits they could provide. The
study concluded that “green infrastructure can complement but not replace traditional improvements for
protection against intense storm events.”
Please know that the Village Trustees and staff have been and continue to be strong proponents of green
infrastructure. In 2015, with the help of a grant from the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of Greater
Chicago, the Village built four green, permeable paver alleys. We recently applied for another grant to
convert the Village Hall parking lot into a “green” lot. The Public Works Department has built several
“pocket” rain gardens in parkways and publicly maintained islands to address localized flooding issues.
Native plants are extensively used throughout the Village’s landscape beds due to their drought tolerance and
deep roots, which encourage stormwater infiltration. And, we are excited to convert the turf grass field at the
southeast corner of Lake and Laramie into a pollinator garden this fall.
We are also incorporating green infrastructure into all phases of the Neighborhood Storage project. The first
phase of storm sewers that will be installed this fall will include selectively placed parkway bioswales and a
“green intersection” at the corner of Lavergne and Washington Avenue.
Finally, this is the inaugural year of the RainReady Wilmette program, which is a public/private partnership
to encourage green infrastructure on private property to mitigate yard flooding. The Village partnered with
the Center for Neighborhood Technology to administer the program which offers grants to qualifying home
owners. The program has been very successful with a large number of applicants.

In summary, we see tremendous value in green infrastructure and are constantly looking for ways to
incorporate it into our existing plans and programs.
I hope this information is helpful to you. Again, we thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts in
writing. Please don’t hesitate to contact me should you like to discuss the project in detail.
With 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

Begin forwarded message:
From: "Derek S. Casteel, CFA" <derekcasteel@gmail.com>
Date: August 3, 2019 at 9:09:52 PM EDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com, barrowp@wilmette.com, doddk@wilmette.com,
kennedyg@wilmette.com, plunketts@wilmette.com, sullivand@wilmette.com
Subject: Dear Wilmette Trustees - Request for Consideration of Lower-Cost Green
Infrastructure Strategy...
Mimecast Attachment Protection has deemed this file to be safe, but always exercise caution when opening files.

Dear Trustees:
I’m a married 46-year-old father of three children (6 years, 3 years, and 4 months) residing with
my family at 2447 Pomona Lane. We purchased our home in 2012. This if the first letter I’ve
ever drafted and sent to a government official.
Over the past several weeks, I’ve learned through conversations with neighbors (and subsequent
online research) that the Village board of trustees is scheduled to vote on August 27th on one of
several competing “neighborhood storage” plans (consisting of the installation of stormwater
tanks under three village parks) that are part of a larger stormwater action project launched by
the Village in 2013.
If I’m correctly interpreting the data contained in the documents that appear on the Village
website, each of these competing plans is anticipated to cost roughly $50 million, and is

projected to protect 71% of the 311 homes identified as “vulnerable structures” during a 10 year
storm event.
This equates to 221 homes (71% of 311) protected at a cost of over $226,000 per house.
According to a February article that appeared in the Chicago Tribune, the Village plans to finance
this project by borrowing the money through a series of bond issuances to begin next year.
As you’re likely aware, the financial position (specifically, the level of unfunded future liabilities)
of the State of Illinois and of Cook County has gone from bad to worse since the Village began
work on this project; both the state and county are regularly featured by national media outlets
based on their dire financial situations.
Given this deterioration in fiscal health, it should be unsurprising that many Wilmette
homeowners have recently been (or will be) burdened with:
1)      An increase in property taxes (particularly for homeowners who recently learned that
the Cook County Assessor’s office had increased the assessed value of their home)
2)      An increased federal income tax burden resulting from the new $10,000 per year
limit on the deductibility of state and local taxes (i.e. the “SALT deduction cap”), and;
3)      A rise in their future state income tax rate payable under the governor’s plan
Moreover, while familiarizing myself with the Village of Wilmette’s website content this week, I
discovered that Wilmette residents will ultimately be responsible for $56 million in unfunded
pension liabilities to the Village’s public safety employees (remarkably, just 21 years ago, these
pensions were overfunded by more than $2 million!)
Based on the progressive worsening of circumstances at the state, county, and village level – and
the extremely high cost per household that is expected to benefit from the current stormwater
plans to be considered, I urgently request that you delay the upcoming vote on the selection of
one of the three storage tank plans in favor of developing -- for competing consideration -- an
alternative plan that consists exclusively of green infrastructure features to be installed at and
around the properties of the homes subject to flooding – and at the homes of surrounding
neighborhoods.
According to the Urban Land Institute, “green infrastructure [bioswales, permeable surfaces,
cisterns, rainwater barrels, green roofs, etc.] reduces the need for buried storm sewer systems
and end-of-pipe detention systems, thus lowering infrastructure costs...”
My assumption is that the village could pay for the purchase and deployment of many of these
features for a cost that is a tiny fraction of the $50 million price tag of the storage tank plans
currently under consideration. Should you decide to pursue this alternative, I’m eager and
willing to assist the village in promoting such a service and will gladly volunteer our home to be
the first installation site.
I hope you will agree with my conviction that a green infrastructure plan would be a far more

financially prudent approach to stormwater mitigation than the neighborhood storage tank
plans recently submitted for your review.
Moreover, the reduced project cost would enable the village to incur far less debt, thereby
providing a meaningful level of relief to future Wilmette taxpayers, who – due to state and
county problems out of our control -- can reasonably be expected to experience a continued
escalation in their overall tax burden.
I greatly appreciate your consideration of my requests.
Sincerely,
Derek Casteel, CFA
2447 Pomona Lane
Wilmette, IL 60091
312.953.9345 mobile

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael
Fwd: [external] Request for meeting to Discuss the Highcrest Grove
Friday, August 9, 2019 1:29:35 PM

Begin forwarded message:
From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Date: August 9, 2019 at 1:53:00 PM EDT
To: Julia Goebel <jgoebel@wilpark.org>
Cc: "Herbert H. Engelhard" <friendsofhighcrestgrove@gmail.com>,
"praj.shah@creospan.com" <praj.shah@creospan.com>, "Bielinski, Bob"
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>, Martha Hellander <mhellander1@comcast.net>,
"awolfe@wilpark.org" <awolfe@wilpark.org>, "ganderson@wilpark.org"
<ganderson@wilpark.org>, "babbott@wilpark.org" <babbott@wilpark.org>,
"mmurdock@wilpark.org" <mmurdock@wilpark.org>, Cecilia Clarke
<cclarke@wilpark.org>, "jgoebel@wilpark.org" <jgoebel@wilpark.org>, "Todd
Shissler" <tshissler@wilpark.org>, Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>, "E.
Engelhard" <eengel@sbcglobal.net>, "derekcasteel@gmail.com"
<derekcasteel@gmail.com>, Julia Grosh <jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>, Jim Grosh
<lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>, Deborah <dviktora@comcast.net>,
"csadel1@aol.com" <csadel1@aol.com>, "Berger, Brigitte"
<bergerb@wilmette.com>, "swilson@wilpark.org" <swilson@wilpark.org>,
"joelforwilmette@gmail.com" <joelforwilmette@gmail.com>,
"barrowp@wilmette.com" <barrowp@wilmette.com>, "doddk@wilmette.com"
<doddk@wilmette.com>, "kennedyg@wilmette.com"
<kennedyg@wilmette.com>, "sullivand@wilmette.com"
<sullivand@wilmette.com>, "kurzmanj@wilmette.com"
<kurzmanj@wilmette.com>, "plunketts@wilmette.com"
<plunketts@wilmette.com>, "bielinskib@wilmette.com"
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>, "eric@wilmettebeacon.com"
<eric@wilmettebeacon.com>, Ted Prohov <t_prohov02@yahoo.com>, Van
Economou <Van@EconomouIP.com>, Robert Besser <rbessr@gmail.com>,
Kristen Casteel <kristenacasteel@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: [external] Request for meeting to Discuss the Highcrest Grove
Ms. Goebel
Thanks for your reply.
I am also not yet retired and also have many professional and other commitments
as well.
I regret you will not have time to discuss the issues with us before the meeting
Monday but will look forward to seeing you there Monday evening.

In your response to my for a request for a meeting, you noted: "I know you have
had great success in rallying residents; I have heard very little from those who are
to benefit from stormwater relief.
Perhaps this is an area where you can shine some light in reaching out to those
impacted?"
Last time I checked, the charge for Intergovernmental cooperation now rests upon
the shoulders of the Park District to work with the Village administration for
Public Works as far as storm water relief is concerned on the matter at hand.
Since the MOU and draft of an Intergovernmental Agreement is what seems to be
what is being pushed along this month by the Park Commissioners and the
Village Trustees, apparently there have been insufficient meetings among those
respective governing bodies for you to be fully informed of the many years of
study of the matter.
Since the homes among our members have never suffered from storm water
damages, I do not know those that do but would welcome the opportunity to meet
with them as well.
I believe face to face meetings are still the most productive form of
communication. Your public meetings do not afford that opportunity.
I do know that the Village engineers and their consultants have struggled for
many years to determine how to best address the storm water management those
citizens that do suffer flooding. I have only read the relevant information that is
available on the Village Website as I am certain you have as well. My only
information to date on the extent of the flooding issues has been gleaned from
those reports. Since I have not been allowed to meet with the consulting engineers
or ask them questions, I suggest you start with them rather than thinking I can
shine any light for you on these engineering issues.
The engineers have studied the source of the storm water problems, considered
the matter at great expenses for years and provided numerous iterations and cost
estimates for various alternatives. It is that process that brought your "consensus"
to cut the trees and threaten our homes.
Since we cannot meet before Monday when I cannot ask questions and have only
three minutes for "comments," I will look forward to hearing what cooperative
efforts your board has made to reach out to the Village Board to develop your
understanding of the storm water concerns before you could possibly discuss any
viable memorandum towards a valid agreement.
Respectfully yours,
Rick Prohov

Rick

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Braiman, Michael; Frenzer, Tim
FW: Neighborhood Requests for Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project
Thursday, August 8, 2019 8:34:36 AM

FYI
From: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 8, 2019 8:27 AM
To: Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; Mike
Murdock <mmurdock@wilpark.org>; cclarke@wilpark.org; Julia Goebel <jgoebel@wilpark.org>;
Todd Shissler <tshissler@wilpark.org>; Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>; Berger, Brigitte
<bergerb@wilmette.com>; Darren Olson <dolson@cbbel.com>
Cc: Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Subject: Neighborhood Requests for Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project

Park District Board,
We thank you so much for your prompt and thorough replies to our email requests in
the past month. We have shared them with our email distribution lists to educate our
neighbors and to collect feedback in order to present to you a collective voice.
We have advocated for six main points and have received support for all them. The
first three are from our petition, which was presented last month and which now has
121 signatures. The remaining three are from email exchanges we have had with our
distribution lists, in response to your replies. We plan to present all of our requests at
the August 12th Park District meeting, and also at the August 19 Park District
meeting. Given some conflicting information from the Park District and from the
Wilmette Beacon, we are still a little uncertain about the purpose of each meeting and
of the timing of the MOU vote.
Our top priorities for Thornwood Park are:
1. We want to save the trees (we want Alternative Configuration 2)
2. We want to return the park to its original function (no new amenities, no public
restroom, no sledding hill) (We plan to attend the Parks and Recreation Committee
meeting on August 12 to understand how the Park District will be making decisions to
replace seasonal portable toilets with permanent restrooms.)
3. We want park function to return as soon as possible (replace the grass with sod,

not seed)
4. We would like a portable generator to be used, instead of a permanent generator.
Our goal is to keep Thornwood Park "as-is" which means we do not want any extra
permanent structures above ground, especially ones that might require frequent, loud,
and odorous maintenance and testing.
5. We would like the location of the pumping station to be as close to a street as
possible, in order to minimize or eliminate any paved road that would need to be
placed through the park. Preferably the pumping station would be a reasonable
distance away from the backyards of the neighbors whose property borders the park
to the east. Our understanding is that the pumping station can be completely
underground.
6. We would like to see drawings of a possible vault configuration that would shift
Alternative Configuration 2 slightly west and south. The goal would be to keep the
vault as far away from the trees/roots along the east edge of the vault and along the
northeast corner of the vault, where the "climbing trees" are. We want to see how the
left outfield of both baseball diamonds could be utilized in the vault configuration,
without sacrificing trees.   
Again, thanks so much for your help as we all gather information.
Sincerely,
Colgate Street Neighborhood Association

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Request for meeting to Discuss the Highcrest Grove | 468 Wilmette Supporters | 869 Supporters - SAVE
THE TREES!
Thursday, August 8, 2019 12:51:18 PM

Bob Bielinski
President, Village of Wilmette
bielinskib@wilmette.com
Begin forwarded message:
From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Date: August 8, 2019 at 11:25:53 AM EDT
To: Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>
Cc: Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>, "Herbert H. Engelhard"
<friendsofhighcrestgrove@gmail.com>, "praj.shah@creospan.com"
<praj.shah@creospan.com>, "Bielinski, Bob" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>,
"Martha Hellander" <mhellander1@comcast.net>, Faye Jacobs
<frjacobs@comcast.net>, "E. Engelhard" <eengel@sbcglobal.net>,
"derekcasteel@gmail.com" <derekcasteel@gmail.com>, Julia Grosh
<jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>, Jim Grosh <lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>, Deborah
<dviktora@comcast.net>, "csadel1@aol.com" <csadel1@aol.com>, "Berger,
Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>, "joelforwilmette@gmail.com"
<joelforwilmette@gmail.com>, "barrowp@wilmette.com"
<barrowp@wilmette.com>, "doddk@wilmette.com" <doddk@wilmette.com>,
"kennedyg@wilmette.com" <kennedyg@wilmette.com>,
"sullivand@wilmette.com" <sullivand@wilmette.com>,
"kurzmanj@wilmette.com" <kurzmanj@wilmette.com>,
"plunketts@wilmette.com" <plunketts@wilmette.com>,
"bielinskib@wilmette.com" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>,
"eric@wilmettebeacon.com" <eric@wilmettebeacon.com>, Ted Prohov
<t_prohov02@yahoo.com>, Van Economou <Van@EconomouIP.com>, Robert
Besser <rbessr@gmail.com>, Kristen Casteel <kristenacasteel@gmail.com>,
"ganderson@wilpark.org" <ganderson@wilpark.org>, "babbott@wilpark.org"
<babbott@wilpark.org>, "mmurdock@wilpark.org" <mmurdock@wilpark.org>,
"Cecilia Clarke" <cclarke@wilpark.org>, "jgoebel@wilpark.org"
<jgoebel@wilpark.org>, Todd Shissler <tshissler@wilpark.org>
Subject: Request for meeting to Discuss the Highcrest Grove | 468 Wilmette
Supporters | 869 Supporters - SAVE THE TREES!
Dear Ms. Wolfe
Thanks for your reply.
I hope you have been somewhere fun with your family this week.

Being off-grid is what we all need more often. I trust you already know I feel the
same way about having parks without gridlines...
Perhaps you can give me a call on Monday after you have a chance to settle back
in.
Otherwise, I will look forward to seeing you Monday evening at the next Park
Board meeting.
Rick Prohov
312 925 5444
Amanda N. 8 minutes ago It is ludicrous to me that the village is considering the
removal of all of these mature Cottonwoods, that provide tremendous assistance
in natural drainage, in order to create better drainage! These trees and all of
Wilmette’s mature trees, are an essential part of a valuable ecosystem and habitat!
Are we truly a “tree city” as our signs say we are? Or are we only a tree city when
it’s convenient to someone’s plan? Please reconsider. I can’t tell you how many
residents, both adult and kid alike, who are appalled at the villages plan to remove
these trees. Please, speak for the trees.
Katie F. 13 hours ago I work at Highcrest. These trees provide comfort and shade
to our students!!
Thomas S. 17 hours ago The trees have been there since I was a kid and them not
being there won't be as serene and natural as the look now. Also, they create a
nice sectioning if the park, and I see no reason to remove them except to be
destructive
Kenneth M. 2 days ago This is a no brainier... The Beautiful Trees Should Be
Saved AND The Village of Wilmette should save thousands of dollars by
adopting the alternative plan.
Naomi F. 2 days ago I grew up playing soccer on those fields, having gym class
on those fields, and going on bike rides along there. Would be such a shame to do
the plan that has to cut all the trees rather than the alternatives that do not!
Elizabeth T. 2 days ago I grew up on Meadow Drive and my back yard faced the
park. I looked at those trees every day for 49 years. Please do not chop down
these beautiful trees! That would be a disgrace!
Mark and Christine K. 2 days ago Old growth trees are an irreplaceable asset to
the Village of Wilmette. As long time Wilmette residents (and in my case, born
and raised here), we are appalled that these trees would be cut down when better
alternatives exist for building the storm water tank. These alternative plans
represent a win-win solution for this issue. Save the 31 trees that provide so many
benefits to the area, and build storm water treatment tanks that are affordable and
effective. We urge the Park Board to save the Highcrest Tree Grove!
-----Original Message-----

From: Amy Wolfe [mailto:awolfe@wilpark.org]
Sent: Thursday, August 08, 2019 8:39 AM
To: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Cc: Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>
Subject: Re: [external] Request for meeting to Discuss the Highcrest Grove
Mr. Prohov,
Thank you for reaching out and I am sorry for not getting back to you sooner, but
I am out of town and have not had cell service the last few days. Unfortunately, I
will not be back in town until Monday, so I am unable to meet.
Amy Wolfe
Sent from my iPhone
> On Aug 6, 2019, at 4:32 PM, Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com> wrote:
>
> Dear Park Board Commissioners
>
> We now have 464 local Wilmette signatures adding their voices to save the
trees in the Highcrest Grove and accept an alternative plan at significantly less
taxpayer cost.
>
> In our meeting with Mr. Wilson last week, he acknowledged that there is no
current nor near-term foreseeable demand for more playing fields. He explained
that the Park Board regards the Community Playfields as an "asset" with a
primary function that its name implies. It is still a park. It is not used even close to
every day of the year for that "function." A park is generally defined as "an area
of natural, semi-natural or planted space set aside for human enjoyment and
recreation or for the protection of wildlife or natural habitats." As far as at least
464 of your constituents have always known, the area is still a park and needs to
serve more than sporting recreational playfield purposes. Within 40 acres there is
no justifiable need to limit it like this. When asked about it at that same meeting,
Mr. Wilson would not rule out an installation of astro-turf if it was being
considered as an option should the trees come down given the contemplated
concrete tank that would be under the surface. If any of you share that vision for
the maximization of field utility as you described last month, we wish to know.
>
> Since we are diametrically opposed to this type of development in the park, we
wish to better understand why any of you still would side with the 5 to 2
consensus positions stated in your 7/8 board meeting. In the case of Mr. Abbott
and Mr. Anderson, we would welcome a meeting with either of you as well to see
if you have any update on any efforts to persuade your fellow board members to
come to see the issue the way each of you expressed your views at the last
meeting.
>
> Please let me know when any of you, individually, or more than one
collectively, would be able to make yourself available for a meeting later this
week in Wilmette on a day and at a time and place that would be convenient for

you. Depending on the day and time, more than one of us would likely wish to
attend such a meeting this week.
>
> I look forward to a written reply from each of you at your earliest convenience.
>
> Respectfully submitted,
>
> Rick Prohov, on behalf of Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.
> Cell No. 312 925 5444
>
> https://www.thepetitionsite.com/119/992/219/save-the-trees-in-highcres
> t-grove-no-floods-no-destruction/
> 464 SUPPORTERS in Wilmette | 864 SUPPORTERS
>
> Naomi F. Illinois 9 hours ago
> I grew up playing soccer on those fields, having gym class on those fields, and
going on bike rides along there. Would be such a shame to do the plan that has to
cut all the trees rather than the alternatives that do not!
> Elizabeth T. Illinois 13 hours ago
> I grew up on Meadow Drive and my back yard faced the park. I looked at those
trees every day for 49 years. Please do not chop down these beautiful trees! That
would be a disgrace!
> Mark and Christine K. Illinois 18 hours ago Old growth trees are an
> irreplaceable asset to the Village of Wilmette. As long time Wilmette residents
(and in my case, born and raised here), we are appalled that these trees would be
cut down when better alternatives exist for building the storm water tank. These
alternative plans represent a win-win solution for this issue. Save the 31 trees that
provide so many benefits to the area, and build storm water treatment tanks that
are affordable and effective. We urge the Park Board to save the Highcrest Tree
Grove!
> name not displayed Illinois a day ago I want to save the trees near
> the school. Trees are essential to our environment.
> name not displayed Illinois a day ago There IS a better way to manage
> the storm water: use it! Our children need those trees for shade, for beauty, for
memories, for learning to respect and love the outdoors. We need those trees for
air quality, soil retention, carbon dioxide removal and water absorption. Don't
destroy these beautiful trees that we cannot replace!
> name not displayed Illinois a day ago The height of the trees cannot
> be replaced The amount of water they soak up The beauty in the winter
> Tracie T. Illinois 2 days ago Those trees are a beautiful part of the Community
Playfields. They provide shade during soccer and XCountry, and give the fields a
look of having been around for a long time! How could you even think of cutting
them down????
> C R. Illinois 2 days ago
> There must be a better way
> name not displayed
> Illinois
> 2 days ago
> The trees provided shade and beauty to the area and it's environmentally
important.

> name not displayed
> Illinois
> 2 days ago
> Preservation of natural resources. It seems to me that I’m an area with such
heavy pedestrian usage, that the Board would entertain and seriously consider
alternate locations.
> KAY G.
> Illinois
> 2 days ago
> The trees add beauty, shade and act as a natural storage for excess water. The
trees add more to the park than another soccer field. Don't remove the grove of
trees.
> Jeremy F.
> Illinois
> 3 days ago
> I grew up playing in those trees while playing soccer in the park or during gym
class. Find a solution that doesn’t destroy a whole grove of old trees.
> Carla F.
> Illinois
> 3 days ago
> Trees are vital to our environment. Terrible thing to teach children to cut down
trees. Soccer fields can be handled in other ways if needed in the future.
> Charlotte F.
> Illinois
> 4 days ago
> I used to play tag and capture the flag between those trees!
> Jesse R.
> Illinois
> 4 days ago
> I love trees
> Joseph G.
> Illinois
> 5 days ago
> Grew up on Laurel near community playfield and spent my childhood
> playing under those trees Tom V. Illinois 6 days ago It will destroy
> the park, one of the most valuable assets of Wilmette Nico V.
> Illinois 6 days ago I grew up with those trees I remember running
> around between them playing with friends in school and out. As well as during
summer camps.
> name not displayed
> Illinois 6 days ago
> Why to kill such a majestic tree? It is unacceptable. Find another solution.
> Robin S. Illinois 6 days ago
> Because trees do so much for the environment.
> Peggy C. Illinois 6 days ago
> I've enjoyed the shade these trees provide at hot, sunny soccer games. I'd like to
learn more about the more affordable plan that includes saving these trees.
Cutting them down seems suspiciously senseless.
> Lesley H. Illinois 7 days ago
> Tragic to cut down old growth trees!

> Helen A. Illinois 7 days ago
> Saving trees is the right thing to do!
> Brian M. Illinois 7 days ago
> Conservation of trees. For the sake of beauty. Because alternatives which do not
destroy trees should be chosen.
> Thomas M. Illinois 7 days ago
> I have played in this grove since I was very young and I don’t want to see it cut
down because it is such an essential part of the landscape and the way it ties the
whole area together. Plus, capture the flag is dope.
> Cathie W. Illinois 8 days ago
> environmental reasons. there are other viable options I believe without
destroying valuable natural habitat.
> Carol R. Illinois 8 days ago
> The trees help clean the air, provide a home for birds and other living creatures,
create shade and beauty and enhance our community. Don't cut them down!
> Edith R. Illinois 8 days ago
> Needless destruction of environmentally attractive and proven way to manage
water. Other options are available.
> name not displayed Illinois 8 days ago I grew up playing in these
> fields around these trees and it would be a shame to see them taken
> down before future generations get the chance to :(♥ Cathy R.
> Illinois 8 days ago The natural plants attract more birds and insects, as I have
found in my own yard.
> Richard F. Illinois 8 days ago
> save the tress for my grandchildren who live in Wilmette and attend Highcrest!
> Brigitte G. Illinois 8 days ago
> For the Wilmette Park District and the Village of Wilmette to even entertain
plans to clear-cut an entire grove of mature trees in our Village of Wilmette is
irresponsible and destructive. Trees contribute to saving nature and ultimately
saving the environment. Not only does this grove of trees provide shade for the
many families during soccer games and family outings, but also absorbs the
greenhouse gases to provide clean air for all of us. It's time for the representatives
of the Village of Wilmette to re-think about ways to save our own climate and our
world environment, as well as the money of those who live in the Village of
Wilmette. Let's do better to think outside this grove of trees for a more practical
and affordable solution.
> Mary B. Illinois 8 days ago
> I thought Wilmette was called Tree City?
> freed c. Illinois 8 days ago
> Trees good for the environment. Please find a way to save even if it costs us
more.
> Barbara K. Illinois 9 days ago
> Saving mature trees should be a top priority for the village.
> Tad G. Illinois 9 days ago
> I believe this is ill-conceived and overly costly.
> name not displayed Illinois 9 days ago Home to many animals! Save the
> trees!
> Mhairi P. Illinois 9 days ago
> In a world where areas of quiet shaded space are disappearing, I demand an
alternate solution to clearing all the trees from the Highest Grove. I am a resident

that uses the park daily - weekends and weekdays. I never see all the fields in use
and wonder about the necessity of additional play areas? Who does this benefit
and who will pay for it?
> Katie D. Illinois 9 days ago
> tons of kids play in these trees during events and they are beautiful
> and hard to replace Paul T. Illinois 9 days ago With climate change
> as one of our most pressing threats, the decision to cut down a huge stand of old
growth trees, which are a wonderful carbon sink, is irresponsible. We should do
the environmentally responsible thing and protect our trees.
> Sarah T. Illinois 9 days ago
> A grove of old growth trees should not be cut down. They are invaluable in an
age of rising temperatures and provide shade and beauty to Wilmette.
> Gary P. Illinois 9 days ago
> Preservation of Forests
> Linda s. Illinois 9 days ago
> Maintaining trees in our community is a critical step to help offset impending
climate disaster. Don’t teach kids it’s ok to tear down healthy, living trees. Teach
everyone to conserve and preserve!
> Laurie M. Illinois 10 days ago
> During the current climate crisis, we cannot squander any of our natural
resources, especially trees that take CO2 out of the atmosphere & produce
oxygen. DO NOT CUT DOWN THESE TREES!!!!
> Julie R. Illinois 10 days ago
> I don’t want our beautiful old trees cut down!!! The trees make
> Wilmette the quaint charming town that it is! It also detrimental to
> our ecosystem. Please reconsider this bad decision to cut down so many trees.
Julie Robbins Krissy W. Illinois 10 days ago It’s trees!! Shade, wild animals!
> Kara K. Illinois 10 days ago
> My daughters relish the shade of those trees at recess, gym, cross country
practice, and playing with their friends. They are already removing other large,
old trees inside the Highcrest courtyard as part of the HMS learning commons
expansion. What are we teaching our children, the next generations, about the
importance of green space? The benefits of trees to our environment and general
health? About shortsighted decisions vs finding creative solutions. The
community playfields are much larger than just this grove and surely alternatives
are possible.
> Donna M. Illinois 10 days ago
> Trees offer needed shade to the students and sports teams. There is an another
option for placement and installation of the storm water underground tank. Use
that other option. Leave the trees where they are. It takes decades for a beautiful
tree to mature as these have. Choose the plan that is more affordable, saves
taxpayer money, and SAVES the grove of trees at Highcrest.
> Sally V. Illinois 10 days ago
> Mature trees need to be preserved whenever possible, always.
>
>
> Respectfully submitted,
>
> Rick Prohov, on behalf of Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.
>

> Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP
>
> Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
> 134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
> Chicago, Illinois 60602
> Phone: (312) 807 - 3965
> Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444
>
> Email: rprohov@paalaw.com
>
> www.paalaw.com
>
> Confidentiality Notice:
>
> This electronic mail message and any attached files contain information
intended for the exclusive use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.
Such message may contain information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential
and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any viewing, copying, disclosure or
distribution of this information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction.
Please notify sender, by electronic mail or telephone, of any unintended recipients
and delete the original message without making copies.
>
> Circular 230 Disclosures:
>
> Pursuant to regulations Governing Practice before the Internal Revenue Service,
any tax advice contained herein is not intended or written to be used and cannot
be used by a taxpayer for the purpose of avoiding tax penalties that may be
imposed upon the taxpayer.
>
>
>

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael
Fwd: Request for meeting to Discuss the Highcrest Grove | 465 Wilmette Signatures - DO NOT CUT THE TREES!
Wednesday, August 7, 2019 9:41:15 PM

Begin forwarded message:
From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Date: August 7, 2019 at 10:01:11 PM EDT
To: "mmurdock@wilpark.org" <mmurdock@wilpark.org>
Cc: "awolfe@wilpark.org" <awolfe@wilpark.org>, "ganderson@wilpark.org"
<ganderson@wilpark.org>, "babbott@wilpark.org" <babbott@wilpark.org>,
"Cecilia Clarke" <cclarke@wilpark.org>, "jgoebel@wilpark.org"
<jgoebel@wilpark.org>, Todd Shissler <tshissler@wilpark.org>, "Herbert H.
Engelhard" <friendsofhighcrestgrove@gmail.com>, "praj.shah@creospan.com"
<praj.shah@creospan.com>, "Bielinski, Bob" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>,
"Martha Hellander" <mhellander1@comcast.net>, Faye Jacobs
<frjacobs@comcast.net>, "E. Engelhard" <eengel@sbcglobal.net>,
"derekcasteel@gmail.com" <derekcasteel@gmail.com>, Julia Grosh
<jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>, Jim Grosh <lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>, Deborah
<dviktora@comcast.net>, "csadel1@aol.com" <csadel1@aol.com>, "Berger,
Brigitte" <bergerb@wilmette.com>, "swilson@wilpark.org"
<swilson@wilpark.org>, "joelforwilmette@gmail.com"
<joelforwilmette@gmail.com>, "barrowp@wilmette.com"
<barrowp@wilmette.com>, "doddk@wilmette.com" <doddk@wilmette.com>,
"kennedyg@wilmette.com" <kennedyg@wilmette.com>,
"sullivand@wilmette.com" <sullivand@wilmette.com>,
"kurzmanj@wilmette.com" <kurzmanj@wilmette.com>,
"plunketts@wilmette.com" <plunketts@wilmette.com>,
"bielinskib@wilmette.com" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>,
"eric@wilmettebeacon.com" <eric@wilmettebeacon.com>, Ted Prohov
<t_prohov02@yahoo.com>, Van Economou <Van@EconomouIP.com>, Robert
Besser <rbessr@gmail.com>, Kristen Casteel <kristenacasteel@gmail.com>,
"sviktora@comcast.net" <sviktora@comcast.net>, Laura Prohov
<Laura.Prohov@cje.net>
Subject: Request for meeting to Discuss the Highcrest Grove | 465 Wilmette
Signatures - DO NOT CUT THE TREES!
Thanks Commissioner Murdock for your reply earlier today.
You know very well that three minute comments at public board meetings from
each of us who have expressed concerns is not a sufficient means for your park
board to get true input from our community.
Your public meetings hardly provide for any sort of "discussion" except among
yourselves as a board following short public comments that does not allow for

real time questions from, and real time answers to, the public.
You recently sent an e mail to Dr. Engelhard that read:
On Tuesday, July 23, 2019, 8:37:40 AM CDT, Mike Murdock
<mmurdock@wilpark.org> wrote:
Herb- I have seen the petition and I have read the comments. Happy to discuss off
line or at the next meeting.
I appreciate your passion but I think the issue is a bit more complicated and multifaceted than how it is described in the petition and on next door.
Thanks - Mike Murdock
Yes.... this may have become a far more complicated and multi-faceted set of
issues than how it is described in our petition. Perhaps the Board should have
called for an Ad Hoc Citizen Task Force to review the matter long before now if it
felt it was so complicated and multi-faceted instead of pushing the decision this
summer in the quick fashion that seems to match your expedient objectives.
A back and forth meaningful discourse with the public on this particular
fundamental disagreement over Park Board policy would never have allowed for
your board to entertain the hour long "off agenda" discussion that resulted in a
"consensus" vote on 7/8. One of your members actually called for a vote on the
matter that evening and had to be reminded that such a vote would have been
unlawful and was checked by the rule of law. For the board to have even held that
degree of discussions the day after the 4th of July Holiday to reach their
"consensus" as a matter of mere "unfinished business" is truly an insult to what
that holiday symbolizes to all Americans; government that must remain
accountable to the people and not just to provide fireworks of distraction.
A consensus decision is one that:
"takes into account all of the proper concerns raised. Ideally, it arrives with an
absence of objections, but often we must settle for as wide an agreement as can be
reached. When there is no wide agreement, consensus-building involves adapting
the proposal to bring in dissenters without losing those who accepted the initial
proposal."
Is your "consensus" derived from the people or from the limited views of the
board and Mr. Wilson? Is your "consensus" about storm water management?
Storm water management is supposed to be the 55 million dollar question for your
board to address as a public body across intergovernmental lines. It should not
have been met with what would seem to be more of a self-serving act of coercion
for more playfields based on mere legal title to the land held by the Park District.
The Park District only holds that title in trust for the people. Do not abuse that
trust.
Taking down the trees and altering the natural subsurface drainage patterns

running to the Highcrest Grove from the perimeter of the park would impose at
best, an outmoded, now arbitrary, park board policy. At its worst, it would be an
ill-advised alternative for the location selected for a reservoir in the park that
would directly and needlessly cause irreparable harm to citizen property rights at
an extraordinary additional public expense. Such a decision would seek to fulfill
that antiquated policy to a senseless extreme entailing a level of destruction
demonstrated to be unacceptable to many of your constituents. Some of us feel it
would verge on a wanton and reckless disregard of our community interests and,
if pursued, would be based upon abject fiscal irresponsibility.
In this summer of our discontent, so far expressions of resistance from our
members have started with our petition, a series of three minute comments and a
summer day rally in the grove. As of now, for at least 465 Wilmette residents, the
issues raised in our petition are actually not as complicated and multi-faceted for
them to understand as you seem to believe. Wilmette has a population of very
highly educated citizens. We all live busy lives on a hectic electronic 365/24/7
basis. These very weeks where you would hold a vote is the very time that you
know is the time when most residents in our affluent village take vacations to get
away from home, work and local concerns to focus on family. They will all soon
return. As more and more of the residents become better informed on this matter,
many more will add to our ranks to oppose your hasty policy for your so-called
"consensus."
Freedom of Speech was in the first Amendment to the Constitution for good
reason. Free speech is a two-way street to ensure our fundamental principles for a
lasting democratic government. We are in a world where local public
communication is drowned out in the chaos of priorities. An informed public is
also a two-way street but public participation is also drowned out in the chaos of
priorities and flood of misinformation at an accelerated pace. Full public
discourse over a reasonable period of time with full leeway for adequate free
speech affords a political release valve to help avoid what can become a growing
sentiment of furor and suspicion. Whenever public speech is unreasonably
restricted, misled or denied, there can be no consent to those who govern based
upon what is a limited authority to act. Governance is a privilege that has been
granted by the people and can be taken away by the people. A consequence of not
reasonably discerning the genuine will of the people beyond those that appear at
your public meetings can over enough time turn quiet emotional passions into
enflamed turmoil with misplaced outrage. Without meaningful dialogue, mutual
frustrations generally do not end with the best results for anyone and you are
rushing to a vote before the bulk of the people have been fully informed. With
recessionary pressures building and the effect of the cap on deductions for
property taxes coming into better view, can displaced fears be far over the
horizon? Now is not a time to spend an additional $800,000 on capricious fields
of foolishness.
After 5 years of efforts taken by the Village Board, it requested material
intergovernmental cooperation from your Board. The request was for you to
consider the best location in the park for taxpayer funded storm water
management infrastructure. The issue should never have gotten this far off
message to create legitimate concerns for the structural integrity of our homes and

the preservation of the natural subsurface drainage patterns to the grove or about
saving those trees from your ambitious axes.
You have already made perfectly clear that your personal view would be to take
advantage of this "once in a generation" opportunity to "maximize utility" of the
fields for yet more playing surfaces; a view espoused by Mr. Wilson. My
understanding is that the entire cost would not even come out of the Park Board's
budget. What I wish to know is why you continue to pursue this policy so
vigorously? On what foundation does this policy rest? Where are the minutes of
the open meetings that drive this harsh concerted effort? Are you immune from
the statutory requirements to employ reasonable cooperation to help resolve the
serious broader intergovernmental issues over storm water management now
being raised? You certainly appear to be framing the swift vote to be more about
additional playing fields and not about storm water management. This is not a
game we wish to play where it concerns our fundamental property rights,
fundamental values and the overwhelming pleas from flooded homeowners for
municipal relief. Where is your cost/benefit analysis before a vote can be properly
taken for your actions?
A refusal to meet with us is your prerogative. I will just look forward to seeing
you on the 12th and again on the 19th for my allotted 3 minutes at each park
board meeting.
I look forward to being among the witnesses at the time your board discusses and
then votes for a binding consensus from, and for all of the people of Wilmette.
That discussion was brought to your board and must now be based upon on best
practices for storm water management and drainage alternatives. You are bound
by intergovernmental obligations and are under a legally required duty to use
reasonable cooperation to address those very severe specific municipal interests.
It is the lawful standard to which you and the entire board and Mr. Wilson will be
held accountable.
Be prudent. Be wise. Respect your role as a servant of the people. Discern the best
interests of the community in the 21st century, not form the past. Then address all
of our valid Village concerns.
Respectfully submitted on behalf of Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.,
Rick Prohov
Cell 312 925 5444
Signature # 861 - Mark and Christine Kraemer - a day ago Old growth trees are an
irreplaceable asset to the Village of Wilmette. As long time Wilmette residents
(and in my case, born and raised here), we are appalled that these trees would be
cut down when better alternatives exist for building the storm water tank. These
alternative plans represent a win-win solution for this issue. Save the 31 trees that
provide so many benefits to the area, and build storm water treatment tanks that
are affordable and effective. We urge the Park Board to save the Highcrest Tree
Grove!

-----Original Message----From: Mike Murdock [mailto:mmurdock@wilpark.org]
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2019 8:02 AM
To: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Subject: Re: [external] Request for meeting to Discuss the Highcrest Grove
Rick- thank you for your note and for your invitation. I have not spoken with Mr.
Wilson about your meeting as he left on vacation shortly thereafter, but I will
follow up with him after he returns.
As I had responded to Herb’s earlier request, I believe a public meeting is the best
venue for these discussions and we already have two meetings scheduled in the
next two weeks.
I believe the park district has made great efforts to seek public input and have
further discussions. The storm water plan had been discussed at multiple park
board meetings and at additional on-site meetings at each of the parks in question.
I will look forward to seeing you at one or both of our upcoming meetings.
Thanks. Mike
Sent from my iPhone
> On Aug 6, 2019, at 5:32 PM, Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com> wrote:
>
> Dear Park Board Commissioners
>
> We now have 464 local Wilmette signatures adding their voices to save the
trees in the Highcrest Grove and accept an alternative plan at significantly less
taxpayer cost.
>
> In our meeting with Mr. Wilson last week, he acknowledged that there is no
current nor near-term foreseeable demand for more playing fields. He explained
that the Park Board regards the Community Playfields as an "asset" with a
primary function that its name implies. It is still a park. It is not used even close to
every day of the year for that "function." A park is generally defined as "an area
of natural, semi-natural or planted space set aside for human enjoyment and
recreation or for the protection of wildlife or natural habitats." As far as at least
464 of your constituents have always known, the area is still a park and needs to
serve more than sporting recreational playfield purposes. Within 40 acres there is
no justifiable need to limit it like this. When asked about it at that same meeting,
Mr. Wilson would not rule out an installation of astro-turf if it was being
considered as an option should the trees come down given the contemplated
concrete tank that would be under the surface. If any of you share that vision for
the maximization of field utility as you described last month, we wish to know.
>
> Since we are diametrically opposed to this type of development in the park, we

wish to better understand why any of you still would side with the 5 to 2
consensus positions stated in your 7/8 board meeting. In the case of Mr. Abbott
and Mr. Anderson, we would welcome a meeting with either of you as well to see
if you have any update on any efforts to persuade your fellow board members to
come to see the issue the way each of you expressed your views at the last
meeting.
>
> Please let me know when any of you, individually, or more than one
collectively, would be able to make yourself available for a meeting later this
week in Wilmette on a day and at a time and place that would be convenient for
you. Depending on the day and time, more than one of us would likely wish to
attend such a meeting this week.
>
> I look forward to a written reply from each of you at your earliest convenience.
>
> Respectfully submitted,
>
> Rick Prohov, on behalf of Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.
> Cell No. 312 925 5444
>
> https://www.thepetitionsite.com/119/992/219/save-the-trees-in-highcres
> t-grove-no-floods-no-destruction/
> 464 SUPPORTERS in Wilmette | 864 SUPPORTERS
>
> Naomi F. Illinois 9 hours ago
> I grew up playing soccer on those fields, having gym class on those fields, and
going on bike rides along there. Would be such a shame to do the plan that has to
cut all the trees rather than the alternatives that do not!
> Elizabeth T. Illinois 13 hours ago
> I grew up on Meadow Drive and my back yard faced the park. I looked at those
trees every day for 49 years. Please do not chop down these beautiful trees! That
would be a disgrace!
> Mark and Christine K. Illinois 18 hours ago Old growth trees are an
> irreplaceable asset to the Village of Wilmette. As long time Wilmette residents
(and in my case, born and raised here), we are appalled that these trees would be
cut down when better alternatives exist for building the storm water tank. These
alternative plans represent a win-win solution for this issue. Save the 31 trees that
provide so many benefits to the area, and build storm water treatment tanks that
are affordable and effective. We urge the Park Board to save the Highcrest Tree
Grove!
> name not displayed Illinois a day ago I want to save the trees near
> the school. Trees are essential to our environment.
> name not displayed Illinois a day ago There IS a better way to manage
> the storm water: use it! Our children need those trees for shade, for beauty, for
memories, for learning to respect and love the outdoors. We need those trees for
air quality, soil retention, carbon dioxide removal and water absorption. Don't
destroy these beautiful trees that we cannot replace!
> name not displayed Illinois a day ago The height of the trees cannot
> be replaced The amount of water they soak up The beauty in the winter
> Tracie T. Illinois 2 days ago Those trees are a beautiful part of the Community

Playfields. They provide shade during soccer and XCountry, and give the fields a
look of having been around for a long time! How could you even think of cutting
them down????
> C R. Illinois 2 days ago
> There must be a better way
> name not displayed
> Illinois
> 2 days ago
> The trees provided shade and beauty to the area and it's environmentally
important.
> name not displayed
> Illinois
> 2 days ago
> Preservation of natural resources. It seems to me that I’m an area with such
heavy pedestrian usage, that the Board would entertain and seriously consider
alternate locations.
> KAY G.
> Illinois
> 2 days ago
> The trees add beauty, shade and act as a natural storage for excess water. The
trees add more to the park than another soccer field. Don't remove the grove of
trees.
> Jeremy F.
> Illinois
> 3 days ago
> I grew up playing in those trees while playing soccer in the park or during gym
class. Find a solution that doesn’t destroy a whole grove of old trees.
> Carla F.
> Illinois
> 3 days ago
> Trees are vital to our environment. Terrible thing to teach children to cut down
trees. Soccer fields can be handled in other ways if needed in the future.
> Charlotte F.
> Illinois
> 4 days ago
> I used to play tag and capture the flag between those trees!
> Jesse R.
> Illinois
> 4 days ago
> I love trees
> Joseph G.
> Illinois
> 5 days ago
> Grew up on Laurel near community playfield and spent my childhood
> playing under those trees Tom V. Illinois 6 days ago It will destroy
> the park, one of the most valuable assets of Wilmette Nico V.
> Illinois 6 days ago I grew up with those trees I remember running
> around between them playing with friends in school and out. As well as during
summer camps.
> name not displayed

> Illinois 6 days ago
> Why to kill such a majestic tree? It is unacceptable. Find another solution.
> Robin S. Illinois 6 days ago
> Because trees do so much for the environment.
> Peggy C. Illinois 6 days ago
> I've enjoyed the shade these trees provide at hot, sunny soccer games. I'd like to
learn more about the more affordable plan that includes saving these trees.
Cutting them down seems suspiciously senseless.
> Lesley H. Illinois 7 days ago
> Tragic to cut down old growth trees!
> Helen A. Illinois 7 days ago
> Saving trees is the right thing to do!
> Brian M. Illinois 7 days ago
> Conservation of trees. For the sake of beauty. Because alternatives which do not
destroy trees should be chosen.
> Thomas M. Illinois 7 days ago
> I have played in this grove since I was very young and I don’t want to see it cut
down because it is such an essential part of the landscape and the way it ties the
whole area together. Plus, capture the flag is dope.
> Cathie W. Illinois 8 days ago
> environmental reasons. there are other viable options I believe without
destroying valuable natural habitat.
> Carol R. Illinois 8 days ago
> The trees help clean the air, provide a home for birds and other living creatures,
create shade and beauty and enhance our community. Don't cut them down!
> Edith R. Illinois 8 days ago
> Needless destruction of environmentally attractive and proven way to manage
water. Other options are available.
> name not displayed Illinois 8 days ago I grew up playing in these
> fields around these trees and it would be a shame to see them taken
> down before future generations get the chance to :(♥ Cathy R.
> Illinois 8 days ago The natural plants attract more birds and insects, as I have
found in my own yard.
> Richard F. Illinois 8 days ago
> save the tress for my grandchildren who live in Wilmette and attend Highcrest!
> Brigitte G. Illinois 8 days ago
> For the Wilmette Park District and the Village of Wilmette to even entertain
plans to clear-cut an entire grove of mature trees in our Village of Wilmette is
irresponsible and destructive. Trees contribute to saving nature and ultimately
saving the environment. Not only does this grove of trees provide shade for the
many families during soccer games and family outings, but also absorbs the
greenhouse gases to provide clean air for all of us. It's time for the representatives
of the Village of Wilmette to re-think about ways to save our own climate and our
world environment, as well as the money of those who live in the Village of
Wilmette. Let's do better to think outside this grove of trees for a more practical
and affordable solution.
> Mary B. Illinois 8 days ago
> I thought Wilmette was called Tree City?
> freed c. Illinois 8 days ago
> Trees good for the environment. Please find a way to save even if it costs us

more.
> Barbara K. Illinois 9 days ago
> Saving mature trees should be a top priority for the village.
> Tad G. Illinois 9 days ago
> I believe this is ill-conceived and overly costly.
> name not displayed Illinois 9 days ago Home to many animals! Save the
> trees!
> Mhairi P. Illinois 9 days ago
> In a world where areas of quiet shaded space are disappearing, I demand an
alternate solution to clearing all the trees from the Highest Grove. I am a resident
that uses the park daily - weekends and weekdays. I never see all the fields in use
and wonder about the necessity of additional play areas? Who does this benefit
and who will pay for it?
> Katie D. Illinois 9 days ago
> tons of kids play in these trees during events and they are beautiful
> and hard to replace Paul T. Illinois 9 days ago With climate change
> as one of our most pressing threats, the decision to cut down a huge stand of old
growth trees, which are a wonderful carbon sink, is irresponsible. We should do
the environmentally responsible thing and protect our trees.
> Sarah T. Illinois 9 days ago
> A grove of old growth trees should not be cut down. They are invaluable in an
age of rising temperatures and provide shade and beauty to Wilmette.
> Gary P. Illinois 9 days ago
> Preservation of Forests
> Linda s. Illinois 9 days ago
> Maintaining trees in our community is a critical step to help offset impending
climate disaster. Don’t teach kids it’s ok to tear down healthy, living trees. Teach
everyone to conserve and preserve!
> Laurie M. Illinois 10 days ago
> During the current climate crisis, we cannot squander any of our natural
resources, especially trees that take CO2 out of the atmosphere & produce
oxygen. DO NOT CUT DOWN THESE TREES!!!!
> Julie R. Illinois 10 days ago
> I don’t want our beautiful old trees cut down!!! The trees make
> Wilmette the quaint charming town that it is! It also detrimental to
> our ecosystem. Please reconsider this bad decision to cut down so many trees.
Julie Robbins Krissy W. Illinois 10 days ago It’s trees!! Shade, wild animals!
> Kara K. Illinois 10 days ago
> My daughters relish the shade of those trees at recess, gym, cross country
practice, and playing with their friends. They are already removing other large,
old trees inside the Highcrest courtyard as part of the HMS learning commons
expansion. What are we teaching our children, the next generations, about the
importance of green space? The benefits of trees to our environment and general
health? About shortsighted decisions vs finding creative solutions. The
community playfields are much larger than just this grove and surely alternatives
are possible.
> Donna M. Illinois 10 days ago
> Trees offer needed shade to the students and sports teams. There is an another
option for placement and installation of the storm water underground tank. Use
that other option. Leave the trees where they are. It takes decades for a beautiful

tree to mature as these have. Choose the plan that is more affordable, saves
taxpayer money, and SAVES the grove of trees at Highcrest.
> Sally V. Illinois 10 days ago
> Mature trees need to be preserved whenever possible, always.
>
>
> Respectfully submitted,
>
> Rick Prohov, on behalf of Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.
>
> Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP
>
> Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
> 134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
> Chicago, Illinois 60602
> Phone: (312) 807 - 3965
> Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444
>
> Email: rprohov@paalaw.com
>
> www.paalaw.com
>
> Confidentiality Notice:
>
> This electronic mail message and any attached files contain information
intended for the exclusive use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.
Such message may contain information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential
and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any viewing, copying, disclosure or
distribution of this information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction.
Please notify sender, by electronic mail or telephone, of any unintended recipients
and delete the original message without making copies.
>
> Circular 230 Disclosures:
>
> Pursuant to regulations Governing Practice before the Internal Revenue Service,
any tax advice contained herein is not intended or written to be used and cannot
be used by a taxpayer for the purpose of avoiding tax penalties that may be
imposed upon the taxpayer.
>
>
>

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Braiman, Michael
FW: Community Playfield cottonwoods
Wednesday, August 7, 2019 7:29:53 AM

From: Zick, Steven <SZick@christies.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 6, 2019 2:04 PM
To: dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>
Cc: Zick, Steven <SZick@christies.com>; DeGrechie, Eric <eric@wilmettebeacon.com>
Subject: Community Playfield cottonwoods
Hello,
I was distressed to learn in the Wilmette Beacon that one stormwater plan contemplates the
removal of dozens of cottonwood trees in the park.
My family moved to Cardinal Lane in 1978, and I’ve always revered these cottonwood trees as being
almost sacred—that sentinel line of trees near the walkway between Cardinal and Marian lanes is so
old and atmospheric it might predate the park entirely and go back to Pottawatomi days?
In addition to removing historic trees, it’s a well known fact that mature trees already absorb a huge
amount of rainwater—why would we ignore and eliminate their pre-existing and ongoing
participation in this effort? No replacement saplings will have that effect, not for decades.
Cottonwoods in particular are well known to thrive along waterways and effectively absorb river
runoff and minimize flooding.
Finally, Community Playfield is not overly blessed with trees as it is—it’s largely a sunbaked plain
except around the edges—and it is simply not “green” to remove functioning trees that do a huge
part in ameliorating climate change, moderating temperatures with their shade, sequester carbon,
etc. Please rethink any rash plans to destroy such valuable trees. Let future teenagers in Wilmette
experience the same awe that I did walking into that vast and beautiful space for the first time in
1978.
Sincerely,
Steve Zick
Steven J. Zick | CHRISTIE'S
Senior Vice President & Director | Midwest Regional Office
875 N Michigan Avenue, Suite 3810 | Chicago, IL 60611
T. 312 787 2765 | C. 312 953 0515 | F. 312 951 7449

-----------------------------------Visit www.christies.com to explore special multi-media sale promotions, browse our
illustrated catalogues and leave absentee bids through LotFinder(R), Christie's online search
engine, and register for Internet bidding with Christie's Live(TM).
This message and any attachment are confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, please
telephone or email the sender and delete the message and any attachment from your system. If
you are not the intended recipient you must not copy this message or attachment or disclose
the contents to any other person.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: stormwater plan for Community Playfields
Tuesday, August 6, 2019 10:15:40 PM
We sent you safe versions of your files.msg
ATT00001.htm
Petition for the Trees_CRK.pdf
ATT00002.htm

Begin forwarded message:
From: Kara Kosloskus <karachristman@yahoo.com>
Date: August 6, 2019 at 10:23:45 PM EDT
To: "tshissler@wilpark.org" <tshissler@wilpark.org>, "awolfe@wilpark.org"
<awolfe@wilpark.org>, "ganderson@wilpark.org" <ganderson@wilpark.org>,
"babbott@wilpark.org" <babbott@wilpark.org>, "mmurdock@wilpark.org"
<mmurdock@wilpark.org>, "cclarke@wilpark.org" <cclarke@wilpark.org>,
"jgoebel@wilpark.org" <jgoebel@wilpark.org>
Cc: "bielinskib@wilmette.com" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>
Subject: stormwater plan for Community Playfields
Mimecast Attachment Protection has deemed this file to be safe, but always exercise caution when
opening files.

Dear Wilmette Park District commissioners,
My daughter wrote this note over three months ago. I confess I did not send it to you at that time,
because shortly after she finished I learned there were alternative options on the table for the
playfields which would avoid harming the trees, and at lower cost. I never imagined anyone would
still be discussing the original proposal three months later.
Therefore, I feel compelled to send you my daughter’s original letter, as well as add my personal
thoughts on the same.
Please read the attached letter, in addition to my notes below.
1. Perhaps some of the commissioners and decision makers for this project do not reside near the
playfields and therefore do not understand the full use of the space by the neighboring communities.
For Wilmette residents between Illinois Rd and Skokie Blvd, the playfields area is much more than a
Saturday morning soccer destination. For my family, and many of our neighbors, the playfields are a
main artery. This is not a once or twice a week soccer game, but a daily, often multiple times per
day, walk. For example:
- It is my route to walk my children to school each day.
- It is where my family takes evening strolls.
- It is our running path.
- It is where my children go for bike rides and meet their friends.
- It is how we walk to the outdoor tennis courts.
- It is where many of my neighbors walk their dogs.
- It is an extension of backyards for many children on Meadow and Pomona.
So, while I understand the WPD has concern for the soccer fields, please take into consideration that
the entire green space is used for additional purposes by neighboring taxpayers. This ‘green artery’

through West Wilmette is a welcome pedestrian and biking alternative to the poorly maintained
sidewalks along Wilmette Ave. As I have been walking this summer, I have imagined the landscape
without the cottonwood grove. If you look around, those trees truly tower over the rest, and the trees
along the walking path are saplings by comparison. It is a shame to remove them when there are
comparable alternatives.
2. Secondly, I would like to point out that Highcrest Middle School removed several mature trees
this summer as part of the Learning Commons expansion. Were you, Park Commissioners, informed
of the tree removals for the D39 project? Although ‘separate’ projects, the Village should be aware
of and be discussing the compounding environmental effect on the same geographic area. Therefore,
the loss of trees on the backside of Highcrest is even greater than you might realize if you consider
the current proposal in isolation.
Every school day 850+ middle-school students attend Highcrest
and walk past that grove of trees, whether at recess, dismissal, or both. These pre-teens are the future
of our community. They are observant. They are informed. And they are upset about losing their
shade and “natural playground.” As they watch the trees disappear from their school garden, and
then in their gym and recess fields, what message are we sending? How can we teach them to
practice sustainability, and ask them to respect the environment, when they are witnessing blatant
disregard for the same?
In conclusion, my daughter pointed out that the Wilmette flag has a tree on it. She asks, “What does
that mean to you? "
Wilmette Park District Commissioners, please recognize that the Village stretches west beyond the
trees at the lakefront, and all the trees in our village should be protected as much as possible.
Respectfully,
Kara Kosloskus
407 Alpine Ln
on behalf of: Rick Kosloskus, Kara Kosloskus, Caroline Kosloskus, Caitlin Kosloskus

PS: Caroline would like to add these additional non-WPD uses of the cottonwood grove area:
- Parents and siblings of Highcrest students wait (in the shade) to meet students after school.
- The trees provide shade on the bike racks and ‘waiting area’ for bikers to and from HMS.
- It is where both the HMS and WJHS cross country teams practice in the Fall.
- It is where both the HMS and WJHS track teams practice in the Spring.
    Please reconsider your vote on this proposal!

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sullivan, Dan
Bielinski, Bob; Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Deep Roots Sunday, August 4, 2019 4:54:26 PM

FYI
Sincerely,
Daniel E. Sullivan, Jr.
Village of Wilmette, Trustee
Begin forwarded message:
From: Joseph Glynn <joseph.laird.glynn@gmail.com>
Date: August 4, 2019 at 4:59:03 PM EDT
To: sullivand@wilmette.com
Subject: Fwd: Deep Roots -

Hi Dan Hope your summer is going well!
I wanted to ping you on a topic we are super interested in. I know it is not your call at this point but we wanted to let you know where we
stand. We as a family(both Carmel's side and my side) reached out to the Wilmette Park Board over all the Tree's getting cut down in the
Community Playfield. (below are the thoughts we shared with each board member as one voice)
Not sure where you are on this but I thought I would at least share what we as a family are thinking if it.  
Talk to you soon,
Joe

---------- Forwarded message --------From: Joseph Glynn <joseph.laird.glynn@gmail.com>
Date: Sun, Aug 4, 2019 at 2:07 PM
Subject: Deep Roots To: <awolfe@wilpark.org>
Cc: Mom And Dad <glynns2@comcast.net>, bridie cavalier <BRIDIEJANE5@aol.com>, Dan Glynn <danglynnjr@gmail.com>, Deborah
Glynn <debglynn11@gmail.com>, Jen Karnig <jenkarnig@mac.com>, shani hirsch <houseofhirsch@aol.com>, Steve Wade
<swade800@gmail.com>, Mike Kelly <mike_kelly@wavelandlaw.com>, Carmel <carmel@atproperties.com>
Dear Amy,
My name is Joe Glynn and I am a life long and current resident of Wilmette as is my wife Carmel and her entire family. I was in Jr. High in the
mid 80's when Wilmette became Tree City USA! It was a big deal and we took pride as a community as it demonstrated the class and beauty
of our town. We love this park and are highly upset that these tree's are getting cut down.
My brother and sisters and I played countless hours in these trees. My sister Jen was partial to the Frisbee Golf whereas I liked to played
Cowboys and Indians. I tended to be either the Cisco Kid or the Lone Ranger and my next door neighbor played Geronimo in the grove you are
cutting down. It also functioned as Sherwood Forest and the back drop to King Arther from time to time. I distinctly remember making jokes
mirroring the Monty Python's Holy Grail (horse clapping and all) I grew up on Laurel Lane witch backs up to Community Play Field and my
parents still live in the house I grew up in. These games are ongoing as a part of our families experience as my children use this park for sports,
at school and when visiting their Grand Parents .  
This is important! Our large old trees differentiate us from other communities. Do we really want parks like the one pictured from
Schaumburg? (see picture bellow)  This is a multi-family driven email (but all people listed are my family :-) and while the memories listed
above are specifically mine we all have similar experiences and we all would like the trees to stay!
Thank your you consideration Yours truly,
Joseph & Carmel Glynn's family, Dan & Jane Glynn's family, Danny and Nancy Glynn's family, Deb Glynn's family, Eric & Jenifer Karnig's
family, Mike and Bernadette Fallaw's family, Mike Kelley's family, Brian and Shani Hirsch's family, Steve and Colleen Wade's family and
Matt and Bridie Cavalier's family.

Image result for schaumburg sports park

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Cathy Morris Priest
Bielinski, Bob; Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael
Flooding
Friday, August 2, 2019 10:36:57 AM

Dear Ms. Priest:
Thank you for taking the time to share your thoughts and concerns on the flood relief project with
President Bielinski. He asked that I respond on his behalf.
By way of background, the Neighborhood Storage Project (flood relief project) consists of building three
large underground stormwater reservoirs that will temporarily hold stormwater that is currently flooding
the streets during heavy rain events. Community Playfield, Hibbard Park and Thornwood Park have been
identified as the key locations for underground reservoirs. All three underground reservoirs have to be
built in order for the project to deliver the maximum flood relief benefits to the community.
To properly frame a response to your questions, it is important to first answer your last question about why
the Park District is involved. The Park District and the Village are separate units of government, therefore,
the Park District has sole decision making authority over the aforementioned three parks, including where
the underground reservoirs can be located and what the parks will look like post-construction. The Village
cannot force the Park District to permit construction on its land, enter Park District property without its
consent, or build a facility that the Park District does not want, or put that facility in a place that the Park
District does not want it.
We should also probably keep in mind that when the Village installs the underground structures and pipes
leading to them, these will be permanent structures, which means that the Park District will be forever
limited in what use it will be able to make of its property. The plan we are pursuing is not unique to
Wilmette – there are plenty of other places (including Northbrook and Winnetka) where the Village needs
to use another unit of government’s land for storm water management, and the owner of the land will have
to accept losing some measure of control over what can be done with the property in the future. Under
these circumstances, the municipality seeking use of the land will also typically be making some
improvements for the benefit of the owner, to ensure that the property will continue to meet the operational
and strategic needs of the park district or school that owns it into the future. A good example is our West
Park Sanitary Storage Facility. The Park District accepted that it would be permanently deprived of the
ability to change the use of that property from fields to facilities, and the Village addressed that loss by
providing for important improvements to the property that made it possible for it to provide for more use
both earlier and later in the seasons, and more playability after rainfall. Ultimately, it was a true win-win.
During the preliminary engineering phase, the Village asked the stormwater consultants to develop several
design alternatives for each park. A comparison table for Community Playfield is provided below. The
article in the Beacon accurately discusses the impact each alternative has on trees, but it does not mention
that Alternative 2, the alternative that is the most economical to build and protects all trees, requires a
pumping station and generator that would have long term maintenance costs and operational
considerations. This is because the reservoir in alternative 2 is smaller and deeper than the other two
alternatives necessitating a pumping station to drain the vault. From a strictly engineering perspective, the
best alternatives are the original concept and alternative 1 because they do not rely on any mechanical
systems or manpower for the system to operate. All three alternatives, however, offer the same
performance with respect to providing flood relief.
The Park District has spent the last several months holding community meetings and public hearings to
discuss the plan alternatives and gather input on ideas for park amenities that could be added to the
restoration plan to enhance the functionality and aesthetics of the parks. The article correctly states that, at
their last meeting, there was support by the majority of the Park Board Commissioners to convert the
currently unusable portion of the Playfield into space suitable for sports programs. This can only be
accomplished with the original alternative because it removes the trees and relocates the existing surface
stormwater detention to an underground vault. As it relates to trees, the Park District is free, at any time, to

remove the cottonwood trees from its property, and requires no permission or authority from the Village to
do so. They also have sole authority to determine how the park should be used. The Village appreciates
the Park District’s willingness to work with us on this project by allowing construction of the underground
vaults on their property, but the location of the reservoirs and functionality of the parks post construction is
entirely the Park Board’s decision.
The next step is for the Park District Commissioners to vote on a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)
with the Village that outlines their preferred alternative for each park. It is anticipated that they will vote
on the MOU at their August 19 meeting. Again, the decision on where the reservoir is ultimately built is a
decision only the Park District can make. We are confident that the Park Board Commissioners are giving
this matter very careful consideration, and will continue to welcome residents’ input.
I hope this information is helpful to you. Please feel free to contact me should you have any questions.
Kindest 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: Cathy Morris Priest <crmpriest@gmail.com>
Date: August 1, 2019 at 2:39:04 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com
Subject: Flooding
Dear Mr. Bielinski,
I am a long time resident of Wilmette. Having raised 3 children here and currently working
at Wilmette Junior High School, I’m passionate about our town.
My confusion in the article I just read in the paper, is that there appears to be almost $1

million of additional spending that may be spent at the discretion of the Park District that has
nothing to do with flooding. Having lived over 27 years in West Wilmette, I have been
anxiously awaiting the work to begin which was already provided to the East side of our
village regarding flooding. If we elect the second (less expensive plan) we spare a large grove
of trees, but most importantly we spend almost a million less on our water and sewer bills.
Something I imagine you’d have agreement on from your town’s people.
Could you explain to me if I have any of this information wrong?
Why is this meeting even being held? If the board knows it can save nearly a million dollars
on a flood project why would the Park District be involved to see if they want to require all of
us to spend an additional million on something that has nothing to do with flooding?
Sincerely,
Catherine Priest
847-331-3850

From:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Date:

Rick Prohov
Stephen Wilson
Herbert H. Engelhard; Berger, Brigitte; csadel1@aol.com; Bielinski, Bob; Frenzer, Tim; Stephen Wilson;
hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; derekcasteel@gmail.com; araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com;
SaucedoA@mwrd.org; gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com;
Bryan Abbott; Gordon Anderson; Cecilia Clarke; igoebel@wilpark.org; Mike Murdock; Todd Shissler; Amy Wolfe;
schmick.mary8@gmail.com; marlenetbrill@comcast.net; mhellander1@comcast.net; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com;
gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com; Herb Engelhard; Aravinda Reddy; Richard Pinner; Bielinski, Bob; BrijPrajAR
Shah; A. Fogel; Amy Wolfe; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte; Bob Bielinski; Gordon Anderson; Margaret MartinHeaton; eric@wilmettebeacon.com; Alexa.burnell@gmail.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; Laura Prohov; E.
Engelhard; Martha Hellander; Erin Engelhard; csadel1@aol.com; Martha Hellander; Michelle Lyons; Bob Lynch;
Richard Pinner; Pianoeb; Faye Jacobs; Derek Casteel; Kristen Casteel; BrijPrajAR Shah; Brij Shah; A. Fogel;
Aravinda Reddy; Caryn Summer; Peter Baugher; Ted Prohov; MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com; Fatum, Stephen;
Van Economou; Michael Prohov; Jonathan Prohov; lea.prohov@gmail.com; scott epskamp; Robert Besser; Norm
Winer; Wendy Rice; Mike Italiano; Rita Fromholt
412 Signed Supporters in Wilmette - $800,000 For Two Playfields?
Monday, July 29, 2019 2:08:57 PM

Mr. Wilson
We appreciate the opportunity to meet before you leave town.
I expect it will just be me and Mr. Engelhard attending but will let you know.
I will check with him and then confirm the time as soon as possible but your window this Wednesday
between 1 pm and 3 pm works well for me.
We look forward to meeting with you soon.

Friends of Highcrest, Inc.
Rick
Cathy R.
Illinois
an hour ago
The natural plants attract more birds and insects, as I have found in my own yard.
Richard F.
Illinois
an hour ago
save the tress for my grandchildren who live in Wilmette and attend HighCrest!
Brigitte G.
Illinois
2 hours ago
For the Wilmette Park District and the Village of Wilmette to even entertain plans to clearcut an
entire grove of mature trees in our Village of Wilmette is irresponsible and destructive. Trees
contribute to saving nature and ultimately saving the environment. Not only does this grove of trees
provide shade for the many families during soccer games and family outings, but also absorbs the
greenhouse gases to provide clean air for all of us. It's time for the representatives of the Village of
Wilmette to re-think about ways to save our own climate and our world environment, as well as the
money of those who live in the Village of Wilmette. Let's do better to think outside this grove of trees
for a more practical and affordable solution.
Mary B.
Illinois

2 hours ago
I thought Wilmette was called Tree City?

From: Stephen Wilson [mailto:swilson@wilpark.org]
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2019 11:52 AM
To: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Subject: RE: [external] RE: 407 Signed Supporters in Wilmette - $800,000 For Two Playfields?
Mr. Prohov,
I am glad you had a successful event yesterday. I am available in the early afternoon on
Wednesday. Any time between 1 and 3 should work for me. Let me know who will be a part of the
meeting and we can meet at Village Hall, second floor.
Thanks.
Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
847-256-9617
swilson@wilpark.org
From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2019 11:01 AM
To: Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>
Cc: Herbert H. Engelhard <friendsofhighcrestgrove@gmail.com>; Berger, Brigitte
<bergerb@wilmette.com>; csadel1@aol.com; Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer,
Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net;
derekcasteel@gmail.com; araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org;
gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com; Bryan
Abbott <babbott@wilpark.org>; Gordon Anderson <ganderson@wilpark.org>; Cecilia Clarke
<cclarke@wilpark.org>; igoebel@wilpark.org; Mike Murdock <mmurdock@wilpark.org>; Todd
Shissler <tshissler@wilpark.org>; Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; schmick.mary8@gmail.com;
marlenetbrill@comcast.net; mhellander1@comcast.net; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com;
gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com; Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>; Aravinda Reddy
<araeee@gmail.com>; Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>;
bielinskib@wilmette.com; BrijPrajAR Shah <brijprajar@gmail.com>; A. Fogel <ardez01@aol.com>;
Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; Michael Braiman <braimanm@wilmette.com>; Brigitte Berger
<bergerb@wilmette.com>; Bob Bielinski <bob.bielinski@gmail.com>; Gordon Anderson
<ganderson@wilpark.org>; Margaret Martin-Heaton <gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>;
eric@wilmettebeacon.com; Alexa.burnell@gmail.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; Laura Prohov
<lrprohov@aol.com>; E. Engelhard <eengel@sbcglobal.net>; Martha Hellander
<mhellander1@comcast.net>; Erin Engelhard <erinengelhard2882@gmail.com>; csadel1@aol.com;
Martha Hellander <mhellander1@comcast.net>; Michelle Lyons <mnglyons@comcast.net>; Bob

Lynch <bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net>; Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>; Pianoeb
<pianoeb@comcast.net>; Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>; Derek Casteel
<derekcasteel@gmail.com>; Kristen Casteel <kristenacasteel@gmail.com>; BrijPrajAR Shah
<brijprajar@gmail.com>; Brij Shah <brij.shah@creospan.com>; A. Fogel <ardez01@aol.com>;
Aravinda Reddy <araeee@gmail.com>; Caryn Summer <carynsummer@gmail.com>; Peter Baugher
<pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>; Ted Prohov <t_prohov02@yahoo.com>;
MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com; Fatum, Stephen <Stephen.Fatum@btlaw.com>; Van Economou
<Van@EconomouIP.com>; Michael Prohov <m.prohov@gmail.com>; Jonathan Prohov
<j.prohov@gmail.com>; lea.prohov@gmail.com; scott epskamp <scott.epskamp@sepskamp.com>;
Robert Besser <rbessr@gmail.com>; Norm Winer <nwwiner@gmail.com>; Wendy Rice
<wmrice434@gmail.com>; Mike Italiano <mike@sustainableproducts.com>; Rita Fromholt
<rita@worldtree.info>
Subject: [external] RE: 407 Signed Supporters in Wilmette - $800,000 For Two Playfields?
Good Morning Mr. Wilson
Thanks for your reply on Friday evening and allowing our flyers for the our Rally to be posted at the
Rec Center yesterday.   We had a good turnout.
The shift in focus for many that showed up yesterday seems to reflect on the other kind of green
issue of unjustifiable additional cost.
Please suggest a time when you would be available to meet at your office any time this Wednesday
so we can discuss this matter in further detail before you leave for your vacation.
Additional comments since the rally Tad G.
Illinois13 hours ago
I believe this is ill-conceived and overly costly.
Mhairi P.
Illinois18 hours ago
In a world where areas of quiet shaded space are disappearing, I demand an alternate solution to
clearing all the trees from the Highest Grove. I am a resident that uses the park daily - weekends
and weekdays. I never see all the fields in use and wonder about the necessity of additional play
areas? Who does this benefit and who will pay for it?
I look forward to your reply.
Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc.
Rick
Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP

Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60602
Phone:
(312) 807 - 3965
Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444
Email:

rprohov@paalaw.com

www.paalaw.com
Confidentiality Notice:
This electronic mail message and any attached files contain information intended for the exclusive
use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Such message may contain information that
is proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you
are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any viewing, copying, disclosure or
distribution of this information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction. Please notify sender,
by electronic mail or telephone, of any unintended recipients and delete the original message without
making copies.
Circular 230 Disclosures:
Pursuant to regulations Governing Practice before the Internal Revenue Service, any tax advice
contained herein is not intended or written to be used and cannot be used by a taxpayer for the
purpose of avoiding tax penalties that may be imposed upon the taxpayer.

From: Stephen Wilson [mailto:swilson@wilpark.org]
Sent: Friday, July 26, 2019 6:10 PM
To: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Subject: Re: [external] Since July 14th - 375 Signed Supporters in Wilmette to Save the Trees! Storm Water Management, Not Maximizing Development ….
Mr. Prohov,
I'm glad your permit is squared away. I wish you the best in your event.
As for the meeting dates, we will still be meeting on the 12th, and hearing public input
during that meeting, but due to Commissioner travel schedules, no board votes will take
place until the 19th are a special board meeting when all members of the board can
participate. We will hear further public input on the 19th as well.
As for meeting, I am happy to meet with you and others to hear your input on the matter.

Feel free to contact me to setup a meeting. I will be out of town with my family from 8/1 to
8/8, but other than that, I should be mostly available.
Thanks, and have a great weekend.
Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
swilson@wilpark.org
847-256-9617

On Fri, Jul 26, 2019 at 4:42 PM -0500, "Rick Prohov" <rprohov@paalaw.com> wrote:
Thanks Mr. Wilson
I received the Park District’s permit for our rally this Sunday in the Grove beginning a 3 PM from
your assistant this past Wednesday but missed your offer to provide tables. I expect we will be
fine without troubling your staff this time but appreciate the offer.
I was just informed that the next meeting of the Park Board has been deferred to August 19th at
7:30 pm from prior notices we have had for August 12th. Please confirm that when you have a
chance. I will also appreciate it if you can send me a copy of the final posted agenda for the next
meeting in advance when you know when it has been finalized.
I look forward to seeing you at that next Board meeting. Let me know if you wish to meet at some point
before then to share our respective concerns.

There is no chance that we will let you proceed with any decisions that could ever impact the
trees without building our coalition of opposition towards your objectives for more playfields in
Locust Park.
I note we only started our petition on July 14th (Bastille Day). In less than two weeks we are
nearing 400 local supporters. With half the Village already off on the annual summer vacation
migration, parking at the train station is plentiful but please be advised that we plan to have
another rally in the Park after Labor Day when everyone returns and all the kids are back at
school.   I will let you know when we have a date and will submit a second permit application. Our
goal for that rally will be to attract 20% of the qualified voters in the Village to the Grove along
with all the children that we can.
If the 7/8 off agenda “5 to 2 consensus” reached the Monday immediately after the long 4th of
July holiday holds with the same Board Members for their final vote, we intend taking any and all
actions we deem necessary to prevent the irreparable harm that would ensue if allowed to stand.
The Village Board has been responsive to our concerns and produced several viable
alternatives for you to consider but they were rejected by the Park Board on 7/8.

We trust that you have no interest in delaying the engineers from moving ahead with the
Storm Water storage in the park and will ultimately accept a more responsible and materially
less expensive option that would save the trees.
Not to do so does not display the degree of Intergovernmental Cooperation we are entitled to
expect from the Park District.
Thirty years ago, I helped spearhead an opposition against a different Park Board plan that would
have destroyed the character of these fields and it was stopped.   Call Terry Porter about that past
plan and give him my regards.
Mr. Abbot was correct when he said it would be best not to create a “furor” from the community
when it is really not necessary. You should also adhere to Mr. Anderson’s admonishment to stop
expanding capacity for more programming without good justification other than a cold assertion
of dominion and control. I don’t expect any furor this weekend but it will be a great sunny day for
us to sit peacefully under the canopy of those trees to continue to plan our campaign to save
them. They will inspire us to persevere and defend them.
This process is so much different than 30 years ago and I have learned a great deal in the practice
of law and participation in community affairs since then.
So far, the best part of the current opposition to the destruction of character now is having our
children teach us well about how to use online tools and social media as they rally to be an
integral force in this process.   Our petition was edited together from my first go at this with a
group of 20 people around a 72” TV screen to reach our own unanimous consent for its content.
They introduced us to You Tube videos of your meetings and want to show us how to edit video
clips for future use. They understand social media and want to use it to address how to they will
start here and now to deal with climate change and be acknowledged when they express their
own opinions about community matters. They all carry portable video cameras in their pockets
and know so much more about their applications …. I have been told something is out on
Facebook this week but I am not up to speed on that… I look forward to the next generation’s
contribution for our planning in the Park this Sunday.
There are too many comments from the petition to copy but below are a few from just these past
few days. The one recent comment that particularly catches my eye is not about the trees when it
says:

“I’m tired of the over spending at the taxpayers' expense.
There are plenty of playfields already…”
You can find all the comments and watch our support grow through September @

https://www.thepetitionsite.com/119/992/219/save-the-trees-in-highcrest-grove-no-floodsno-destruction/ and we will forward the “you tube” link to the videos the kids plan to
produce once it is out there.

Have a good weekend everyone and stop by for a
few minutes this Sunday afternoon to attend our
rally if you have a chance. No alcohol allowed!
29 minutes ago
Beautiful trees provide humans life, love and liberty!
4 hours ago
Provides peaceful beautiful space in our parks. Provides habitats for birds and animals, cleans our
air, and creates oxygen.
A day ago
The flooding in the play fields is nothing more than a nuisance. That nuisance is insignificant in
comparison to the environmental benefits the grove provides. Also given the age of the trees I
believe it sends a horrible message to the young people of our community about respect for nature
and natural habitats.
2 days ago
I love these trees! I walk through this grove of trees at least five times a week.
2 days ago
I went to Highcrest and remember the tree grove being a great place to play during field day. Also,
when our teachers took us outside to play, it would usually be there because it was shady and cool
and fun to be around. It also serves the PE classes well because the teachers make games that
involve the grove.
2 days ago
I am disturbed by the habitat destruction that will occur for birds, insects and other life if these
trees are needlessly cut down.
2 days ago
Wilmette has received Tree City status since 1983 for effectively managing our tree resources.
Effective management does not mean cutting down healthy trees when there are alternatives. Does
the tree on our village flag and city sticker mean nothing to the members of the park board?
2 days ago
I don’t think it makes sense to do irreparable damage in order to gain a ball field. I have never
seen the fields at capacity, and we have been there many many times for games with our kids.
There are other places for a ball field that will not take out these irreplaceable trees. Also parks
without trees are not attractive to me in any way.
3 days ago
The environment and beauty of community.
3 days ago
As a parent with rising Highcrest students and a frequent visitor to the Community fields, these
trees are legacies and important to the landscape and the greater environment.
4 days ago
When I first read the initial proposal for the storage tanks I was disappointed to learn that it would
include the destruction of the beautiful grove of trees on the playfield behind Highcrest. However,
this plan was preliminary and I later read that there were better proposals that would not impact
the trees and also be more cost effective. I thought this was the end of the concern for the trees as
no one would pay more money for a proposal that required their destruction. However, I have
recently been shocked and saddened to learn the most expensive and destructive proposal was
favored by the Park District Board. These trees predate not only my years at Highcrest but my
mom's as well. I have always loved those trees and have fond memories of playing amongst them as
a child. They were the outer limit of where we could go for recess as a Highcrest student. They
provided obstacles to the Frisbee golf course that once went around and through them, shade for
people watching Junior League baseball games at the field that once stood next to them, and the
dreaded turn around point that our gym teachers required us to run around in Junior High. The

beauty of these trees is how majestic they are, yet accessible for running and playing around as
they are not surrounded by other smaller trees or shrubs or other barriers. Where else in Wilmette
can a kid sit amongst a large grove of trees and stare up at the sky on a lazy summer afternoon
with his friends? There simply are not other clusters of trees anywhere else in Wilmette like the
two groves at the Community Playfield and to lose one to natural causes would be awful but for
their destruction to be at the hands of human indifference just shocks me. These trees predate any
of us who live in Wilmette. We were entrusted with them by past generations. Let's not be the
generation that "paves paradise to put up a "parking lot".

Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc,
By: Rick, its President and attorney
Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP
Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60602
Phone:
(312) 807 - 3965
Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444
Email:

rprohov@paalaw.com

www.paalaw.com
Confidentiality Notice:
This electronic mail message and any attached files contain information intended for the exclusive
use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Such message may contain information
that is proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any viewing, copying, disclosure or
distribution of this information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction. Please notify
sender, by electronic mail or telephone, of any unintended recipients and delete the original
message without making copies.
Circular 230 Disclosures:
Pursuant to regulations Governing Practice before the Internal Revenue Service, any tax advice
contained herein is not intended or written to be used and cannot be used by a taxpayer for the
purpose of avoiding tax penalties that may be imposed upon the taxpayer.

  
From: Stephen Wilson [mailto:swilson@wilpark.org]
Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2019 10:49 AM
To: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Subject: RE: [external] In 12 Days - 345 Signed Supporters in Wilmette to Save the Trees! - Strom
Water Management, Not Maximizing Development ….

Mr. Prohov,
In reviewing your park permit, the only question I have initially prior to my approving it is
regarding the tables. The two tables you list, are those tables being requested of the Park District
to provide, and if so, what type of tables (picnic, 6 foot rectangular, 6 foot round, etc) or are they
tables that the Friends of Highcrest Grove will be providing?
Let me know the details and then I will turn the permit around.
Thank you.
Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
847-256-9617
swilson@wilpark.org
From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2019 12:50 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; csadel1@aol.com; Bielinski, Bob
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Stephen Wilson
<swilson@wilpark.org>; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; derekcasteel@gmail.com;
araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org; gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net;
rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com; Bryan Abbott <babbott@wilpark.org>;
Gordon Anderson <ganderson@wilpark.org>; Cecilia Clarke <cclarke@wilpark.org>;
igoebel@wilpark.org; Mike Murdock <mmurdock@wilpark.org>; Todd Shissler
<tshissler@wilpark.org>; Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; schmick.mary8@gmail.com;
marlenetbrill@comcast.net; mhellander1@comcast.net; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com;
gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com; Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>; Aravinda Reddy
<araeee@gmail.com>; Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>;
bielinskib@wilmette.com; BrijPrajAR Shah <brijprajar@gmail.com>; A. Fogel <ardez01@aol.com>;
Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; Michael Braiman <braimanm@wilmette.com>; Brigitte Berger
<bergerb@wilmette.com>; Bob Bielinski <bob.bielinski@gmail.com>; Gordon Anderson
<ganderson@wilpark.org>; Margaret Martin-Heaton <gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>;
eric@wilmettebeacon.com; Alexa.burnell@gmail.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; Laura Prohov
<lrprohov@aol.com>; E. Engelhard <eengel@sbcglobal.net>; Erin Engelhard
<erinengelhard2882@gmail.com>; csadel1@aol.com; Martha Hellander
<mhellander1@comcast.net>; Michelle Lyons <mnglyons@comcast.net>; Bob Lynch
<bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net>; Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>; Pianoeb
<pianoeb@comcast.net>; Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>; Derek Casteel
<derekcasteel@gmail.com>; Kristen Casteel <kristenacasteel@gmail.com>; BrijPrajAR Shah
<brijprajar@gmail.com>; Brij Shah <brij.shah@creospan.com>; A. Fogel <ardez01@aol.com>;
Aravinda Reddy <araeee@gmail.com>; 'Caryn Summer' <carynsummer@gmail.com>; Peter
Baugher <pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>; Ted Prohov <t_prohov02@yahoo.com>;

MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com; Fatum, Stephen <Stephen.Fatum@btlaw.com>; Van Economou
<Van@EconomouIP.com>; Michael Prohov <m.prohov@gmail.com>; Jonathan Prohov
<j.prohov@gmail.com>; lea.prohov@gmail.com; scott epskamp
<scott.epskamp@sepskamp.com>; Robert Besser <rbessr@gmail.com>; Norm Winer
<nwwiner@gmail.com>; Wendy Rice <wmrice434@gmail.com>; Mike Italiano
<mike@sustainableproducts.com>; Rita Fromholt <rita@worldtree.info>
Subject: [external] In 12 Days - 345 Signed Supporters in Wilmette to Save the Trees! - Strom
Water Management, Not Maximizing Development ….

We do not oppose Neighborhood Storm Water Storage within the Park!  
See comments of support: https://www.thepetitionsite.com/119/992/219/save-the-trees-inhighcrest-grove-no-floods-no-destruction/
In the exercise of constitutionally guaranteed first amendment rights, we will assemble and speak
out in the park for a Rally in the Grove, this Sunday, July 28th 3 Pm – 5 Pm; meet with those that
would speak for the trees.
This is the time, this is the place and these trees are the symbol of the endeavor to find a balance
of rights and remedies where conflicting uses must face Nature as a partner, not an enemy.
The issue is resilient storm water infrastructure to adapt to increasing climate change; not another
20th century park district quest for maximizing program utility!
Will the entire Village pay for inconsequential additional playfields without a differential
cost/benefit analysis for a new use beyond the fundamental purpose of the overall project?
By law, not even a municipal body can alter the natural flow of drainage without full justification
and must avoid actions that would cause irreparable harm to others as much as possible.
We will not idly stand by while the Village Park District attempts to alter a natural drainage
retention area within the park when there are other available more cost effective and more
efficient alternatives within the park that have been devised for consideration by the Village
engineers.
A final balance of the equities will not be determined by the Village Park Board. After 5 years, the
Village Trustees should finally reach solutions without creating irreparable harm or damages to
property rights of others who have made their homes on higher grounds.
Are the Village Trustees really going to stand back and say this is now only a Park matter, not a
Village matter?
Focus to better understand the issues! Help discover how we can work with Nature on this $60
Million dollar decision, not against it!

Doesn’t the tree in the logo for the Park District have any meaning?
These trees will not be sacrificed without a growing resistance.
We will not allow them to go quietly into the night!
Respectfully submitted,
Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc., an Illinois not-for-profit corporation
By: Fredric B Prohov, as its President and attorney
Rick
Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP
Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60602
Phone:
(312) 807 - 3965
Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444
Email:

rprohov@paalaw.com

www.paalaw.com

From:
To:

Subject:
Date:

csadel1@aol.com
rprohov@aol.com; Berger, Brigitte; Bielinski, Bob; Frenzer, Tim; swilson@wilpark.org; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net;
derekcasteel@gmail.com; araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org;
gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com; babbott@wilpark.org;
ganderson@wilpark.org; cclarke@wilpark.org; igoebel@wilpark.org; mmurdock@wilpark.org;
tshissler@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; schmick.mary8@gmail.com; marlenetbrill@comcast.net;
mhellander1@comcast.net; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com; gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com; richard.pinner@ksnorthamerica.com; brijprajar@gmail.com; Braiman, Michael; bob.bielinski@gmail.com;
eric@wilmettebeacon.com; Alexa.burnell@gmail.com; lrprohov@aol.com; eengel@sbcglobal.net;
erinengelhard2882@gmail.com; mnglyons@comcast.net; bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net; pianoeb@comcast.net;
frjacobs@comcast.net; kristenacasteel@gmail.com; brij.shah@creospan.com; carynsummer@gmail.com;
pbaugher@baugherlegal.com; t_prohov02@yahoo.com; MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com;
Stephen.Fatum@btlaw.com; Van@EconomouIP.com; m.prohov@gmail.com; j.prohov@gmail.com;
lea.prohov@gmail.com; scott.epskamp@sepskamp.com; rbessr@gmail.com; nwwiner@gmail.com;
wmrice434@gmail.com; mike@sustainableproducts.com; rita@worldtree.info; eric@wilmettebeacon.com;
ShoreD@mwrd.org; schmick.mary8@gmail.com; tblackdogs@aol.com
Re: Letter to Park District. In 12 Days - 345 Signed Supporters in Wilmette to Save the Trees! - Strom Water
Management, Not Maximizing Development ….
Friday, July 26, 2019 12:11:22 PM

Hello Wilmette Park District:
As I mentioned previously, please obtain the recording of the latest Village Board meeting of July 23, and
watch the testimony presented by many Wilmette residents of all ages. This is a minimum courtesy that
the Park District should extend to those residents who already took the time and trouble to go the village
hall and express their views on the cottonwoods. (It was unanimous that the trees should be saved.) As
you know, it is entirely possible that some of these citizens will not be able to repeat this time consuming
process a second time.
Next, please contact MWRD Commissioner Debra Shore and learn and discuss her views. Ms Shore is
as an elected official whose job revolves around the issue presently before you, so meeting with Ms.
Shore will provide the Wilmette Park District with input to vastly assist you in forming intelligent,
contemporary views that will benefit the entire Wilmette community.
According to your website https://wilmettestormwater.com/ following five years of study, and an intensive
public education campaign, the Wilmette Board of Trustees voted on April 17, 2018 to pursue a
stormwater improvement project to address flooding issues for residents who live west of Ridge Road.
It is a waste of money to institute plans based on studies made five years before April 2018. The data and
the plans are both already out of date. Park District should become aware of the fact that, in view of new
information about globally changed weather, it is not only highly probable, but most likely inevitable that
the flooding plan for WiImette is outmoded. It is highly probable that the studies you and the engineers
conducted over the last few years are completely out of date. These outmoded plans should be discarded
and replaced with new studies and new plans based on CURRENT climate change models and data. (No
point in spending money based on outdated information.)
https://www.cmap.illinois.gov/2050/environment/flooding notes "From the extensive network of preserved
habitat, open space, and wetlands to the engineered detention basins, sewer systems, and Tunnel and
Reservoir Plan, the Chicago region has made significant investments in green and gray infrastructure.
However, development in significant portions of the region predated modern stormwater
management standards, and even current infrastructure design specifications rely on old data
(source material reference number5.Opens in new window)and do not account for a changing
climate."
The above website recommends UPDATING stormwater management ordinances and performance
standards to reflect best practices, including green infrastructure solutions, and
EMERGING INFORMATION ABOUT CLIMATE CHANGE AND DEVELOPMENT TRENDS.
The current Wilmette stormwater plan is not and CAN NOT be based on information that has not yet
emerged.

As the globe enters this new period of climate change that is unpredictable by everyone, including the
Village of Wilmette, and the Wilmette Park District and their engineers, and about which NEW
INFORMATION is still EMERGING, it is SENSELESS for Wilmette to spend millions of dollars on a
stormwater system based on 6 - 7 year old data. Their assumptions are now outdated and irrelevant.
Because Ms. Shore is aware of global climate change and the weather and climate changes it will bring
our area, she said the following in her June 12, 2019 letter to her constituents:
But we may also need to un-finish our basements and expect them to take on water now
and then -- the way things used to be. (A harsh reality, I know, but we live in a flat, wet
world. There’s no downhill to move water away from us.)
Park District, after reading Ms. Shore's prescient statement, which is public record, please re-evaluate
your short sighted and vastly expense and tree destructive plan. And advise the residents of your reaction
to Ms. Shore's expert view.
If "cultural lag" or other inexplicable reasons prevent the Park District from changing course NOW while
you still has time to change course, at least do NO irreparable damage to Wilmette's remaining natural
resources, including the irreplaceable cottonwood trees.
The prodigious efforts by everyone, most notably Rick and Herb deserve huge recognition. These
individuals have expended time, energy, intelligence, and courage opposing village officials who have
wilfully ignored the climate change phenomena and seem to oppose the residents' efforts to protect
Wilmette's irreplaceable cottonwoods.
Destroying our cottonwoods inflicts irreparable damage not just on Wilmette but on the entire globe. As
widely publicized by reports from the United Nations and Science Magazine, offsetting GLOBAL
CLIMATE CHANGE before it is totally irreversible requires the immediate PLANTING of MILLIONS of
TREES by international and local entities.
Destroying a grove of trees is not only the opposite of planting them, it has additional consequences.
When the Park District cuts down a tree, it releases the CO2 that tree absorbed and sequestered during
its lifetime. Chopping down a grove of some 30 mature trees releases thousands of years of
sequestered C02. The Park District has neither a legal nor moral right to exacerbate global climate
change.
NOTICE: Wilmette Park District - if you didn't know that destroying a tree releases its sequestered CO2,
now you do. This email puts each Park District board member and the director on notice that cutting down
trees, including and especially an entire grove of cottonwood trees, exacerbates global climate change.
I urge the Park Board and Director to attend the rally in the grove and observe the cottonwoods.
Sincerely,
Charlotte Adelman
Wilmette Resident

-----Original Message----From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; csadel1@aol.com <csadel1@aol.com>; Bielinski, Bob
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; swilson@wilpark.org
<swilson@wilpark.org>; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>;
derekcasteel@gmail.com <derekcasteel@gmail.com>; araeee@gmail.com <araeee@gmail.com>;

ardez01@aol.com <ardez01@aol.com>; SaucedoA@mwrd.org <SaucedoA@mwrd.org>;
gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net <gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net>; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com
<rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com>; joelforwilmette@gmail.com <joelforwilmette@gmail.com>;
babbott@wilpark.org <babbott@wilpark.org>; ganderson@wilpark.org <ganderson@wilpark.org>;
cclarke@wilpark.org <cclarke@wilpark.org>; igoebel@wilpark.org <igoebel@wilpark.org>;
mmurdock@wilpark.org <mmurdock@wilpark.org>; tshissler@wilpark.org <tshissler@wilpark.org>;
awolfe@wilpark.org <awolfe@wilpark.org>; schmick.mary8@gmail.com <schmick.mary8@gmail.com>;
marlenetbrill@comcast.net <marlenetbrill@comcast.net>; mhellander1@comcast.net
<mhellander1@comcast.net>; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com <saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com>;
gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com <gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>; Herb Engelhard
<hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>; Aravinda Reddy <araeee@gmail.com>; Richard Pinner
<richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>; bielinskib@wilmette.com <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; BrijPrajAR
Shah <brijprajar@gmail.com>; A. Fogel <ardez01@aol.com>; Awolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; Michael
Braiman <braimanm@wilmette.com>; Brigitte Berger <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Bob Bielinski
<bob.bielinski@gmail.com>; ganderson@wilpark.org <ganderson@wilpark.org>; Margaret Martin-Heaton
<gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>; eric@wilmettebeacon.com <eric@wilmettebeacon.com>;
Alexa.burnell@gmail.com <Alexa.burnell@gmail.com>; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net
<hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>; Laura Prohov <lrprohov@aol.com>; E. Engelhard
<eengel@sbcglobal.net>; Erin Engelhard <erinengelhard2882@gmail.com>; csadel1@aol.com
<csadel1@aol.com>; Martha Hellander <mhellander1@comcast.net>; Michelle Lyons
<mnglyons@comcast.net>; Bob Lynch <bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net>; Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ksnorthamerica.com>; Pianoeb <pianoeb@comcast.net>; Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>; Derek
Casteel <derekcasteel@gmail.com>; Kristen Casteel <kristenacasteel@gmail.com>; BrijPrajAR Shah
<brijprajar@gmail.com>; Brij Shah <brij.shah@creospan.com>; A. Fogel <ardez01@aol.com>; Aravinda
Reddy <araeee@gmail.com>; 'Caryn Summer' <carynsummer@gmail.com>; Peter Baugher
<pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>; Ted Prohov <t_prohov02@yahoo.com>;
MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com <MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com>; Fatum, Stephen
<Stephen.Fatum@btlaw.com>; Van Economou <Van@EconomouIP.com>; Michael Prohov
<m.prohov@gmail.com>; Jonathan Prohov <j.prohov@gmail.com>; lea.prohov@gmail.com
<lea.prohov@gmail.com>; scott epskamp <scott.epskamp@sepskamp.com>; Robert Besser
<rbessr@gmail.com>; Norm Winer <nwwiner@gmail.com>; Wendy Rice <wmrice434@gmail.com>; Mike
Italiano <mike@sustainableproducts.com>; Rita Fromholt <rita@worldtree.info>
Sent: Tue, Jul 23, 2019 12:49 pm
Subject: In 12 Days - 345 Signed Supporters in Wilmette to Save the Trees! - Strom Water Management,
Not Maximizing Development ….

We do not oppose Neighborhood Storm Water Storage within the Park!
See comments of support: https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/CHn8CERyY3f3M1OCpdn11
In the exercise of constitutionally guaranteed first amendment rights, we will assemble and
speak out in the park for a Rally in the Grove, this Sunday, July 28th 3 Pm – 5 Pm; meet
with those that would speak for the trees.
This is the time, this is the place and these trees are the symbol of the endeavor to find a
balance of rights and remedies where conflicting uses must face Nature as a partner, not
an enemy.
The issue is resilient storm water infrastructure to adapt to increasing climate change; not
another 20th century park district quest for maximizing program utility!
Will the entire Village pay for inconsequential additional playfields without a differential
cost/benefit analysis for a new use beyond the fundamental purpose of the overall project?

By law, not even a municipal body can alter the natural flow of drainage without full
justification and must avoid actions that would cause irreparable harm to others as much as
possible.
We will not idly stand by while the Village Park District attempts to alter a natural drainage
retention area within the park when there are other available more cost effective and more
efficient alternatives within the park that have been devised for consideration by the Village
engineers.
A final balance of the equities will not be determined by the Village Park Board. After 5
years, the Village Trustees should finally reach solutions without creating irreparable harm
or damages to property rights of others who have made their homes on higher grounds.
Are the Village Trustees really going to stand back and say this is now only a Park matter,
not a Village matter?
Focus to better understand the issues! Help discover how we can work with Nature on this
$60 Million dollar decision, not against it!
Doesn’t the tree in the logo for the Park District have any meaning?
These trees will not be sacrificed without a growing resistance.
We will not allow them to go quietly into the night!
Respectfully submitted,
Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc., an Illinois not-for-profit corporation
By: Fredric B Prohov, as its President and attorney
Rick
Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP
Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60602
Phone:
(312) 807 - 3965
Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444
Email:

rprohov@paalaw.com

https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/rpurCG6A13i1GWEtQXgaJ

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Braiman, Michael
FW: Wilmette"s Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater and getting real about basements
Tuesday, July 23, 2019 7:53:09 AM

Hi Mike—FYI, as I didn’t see you on the distribution list.
Brigitte
From: Berger, Brigitte
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2019 7:52 AM
To: 'csadel1@aol.com' <csadel1@aol.com>; Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim
<frenzert@wilmette.com>; swilson@wilpark.org; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; rprohov@paalaw.com;
derekcasteel@gmail.com; araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org;
gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com;
babbott@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; cclarke@wilpark.org; igoebel@wilpark.org;
mmurdock@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; schmick.mary8@gmail.com;
marlenetbrill@comcast.net; mhellander1@comcast.net; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com;
gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com
Subject: RE: Wilmette's Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater and getting real about
basements

Dear Ms. Adelman:
Thank you for the question. Last Thursday, the Village recorded 3.00-inches of rain at the
stormwater pumping station near Lake and Harms Road and 2.76-inches at the Water Plant at
Lake and Michigan Avenues. The rain fell over approximately 4-hours, which is classified as
a 5-year storm.
During the storm, Public Works crews responded to several flooding calls throughout the
Village, the majority of which were for street flooding. In addition to responding to calls, our
crews check flow levels in the storm, sanitary and combined sewer systems. Some of the
flooding calls could be resolved by removing debris from the inlets and catch basins and
others were the result of pipes that were flowing full. Streets were dry shortly after the rain
stopped.
I hope this information is helpful to you. Thank you again for reaching out to us.
All the best,
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: csadel1@aol.com <csadel1@aol.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 21, 2019 6:44 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; csadel1@aol.com; Bielinski, Bob
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; swilson@wilpark.org;
hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; rprohov@paalaw.com; derekcasteel@gmail.com; araeee@gmail.com;
ardez01@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org; gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net;
rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com; babbott@wilpark.org;
ganderson@wilpark.org; cclarke@wilpark.org; igoebel@wilpark.org; mmurdock@wilpark.org;
tshissler@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; schmick.mary8@gmail.com;
marlenetbrill@comcast.net; mhellander1@comcast.net; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com;
gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com
Subject: Fwd: Wilmette's Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater and getting real about
basements

Hello Brigitte,
I would appreciate learning whether the recent July 2019 storms produced any
flooding in Wilmette. Also, I'd like to know if any July 2019 storm event
produced approximately 3-inches of rainfall over 3-hours.
Finally, I'd appreciate your comment - and the comments of Mr. Bielinski, Mr. Frenzer,
the Village Board, Mr. Wilson, and the Park District Board (copied on this email) - to
the June 12, 2019 email from MWRD Commissioner Debra
Shore (debra@debrashore.org)  to her constituency, suggesting a contemporary way to
evaluate flooded basements, and other stormwater remedies, as follows:
"...let's do everything we can to give the land more absorptive capacity. We should
install rain gardens, bioswales, permeable pavement, and green roofs everywhere we
can to capture rain and keep it out of the sewers. But we may also need to un-finish
our basements and expect them to take on water now and then -- the way things
used to be. (A harsh reality, I know, but we live in a flat, wet world. There’s no
downhill to move water away from us.) Finally, let’s get creative about ways to
capture (and reuse) rain. Let's think about repurposing rail tank cars for stormwater
capture next to big box stores and warehouses. Let's install community cisterns block
by block and re-green vacant lots as wetlands. Let's convert parkway patches into
prairie grass stands. Bring your ideas to your local representatives and push for
action. Folks, we need all hands on deck because we’re taking on water!"
Thanks so much!
Best,
Charlotte Adelman

-----Original Message----From: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
To: csadel1@aol.com <csadel1@aol.com>; Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim
<frenzert@wilmette.com>; swilson@wilpark.org <swilson@wilpark.org>; dist. ntfy. sewers
<dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>; Adler, John <adlerj@wilmette.com>
Cc: awolfe@wilpark.org <awolfe@wilpark.org>; Abbottownersrep@aol.com
<Abbottownersrep@aol.com>; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>;
rprohov@paalaw.com <rprohov@paalaw.com>; derekcasteel@gmail.com <derekcasteel@gmail.com>;
richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>; araeee@gmail.com
<araeee@gmail.com>; ardez01@aol.com <ardez01@aol.com>; SaucedoA@mwrd.org
<SaucedoA@mwrd.org>; mhellander1@comcast.net <mhellander1@comcast.net>;
gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net <gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net>; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com
<rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com>; joelforwilmette@gmail.com <joelforwilmette@gmail.com>
Sent: Mon, Jun 10, 2019 4:37 pm
Subject: RE: Wilmette's Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater.
Good afternoon Ms. Adelman:
Thank you for the question. We were fortunate that the 8.25 inches of rain for our area fell over 21 days
in May. In fact, there was only one day in May that had more than 1-inch of rain (May 27 had 1.92
inches). The link below will take you to the archived weather data if you wish to learn more about the
monthly precipitation amounts.
Wilmette’s storm sewers become surcharged and streets/yards flood in a 10-year storm (or greater)
which is approximately 3-inches of rainfall over 3-hours. None of the events in May came close to this
rainfall intensity. In the last ten years, however, Wilmette experienced 6 storms of record that resulted in
widespread flooding.
https://w2.weather.gov/climate/getclimate.php?wfo=lot
I hope this information has been helpful to you. Please feel free to call me if you have any questions.
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: csadel1@aol.com <csadel1@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, June 10, 2019 2:25 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>;
Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; swilson@wilpark.org; dist.ntfy.sewers
<dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>; Adler, John <adlerj@wilmette.com>
Cc: awolfe@wilpark.org; Abbottownersrep@aol.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net;
rprohov@paalaw.com; derekcasteel@gmail.com; richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com;
araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org; mhellander1@comcast.net;
gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com
Subject: Wilmette's Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater.

Hello Brigitte and others interested in Wilmette's stormwater issues including Wilmette's
Park District and Village Boards of Trustees and EEC:
The National Weather Service advised that the 8.25 inches of rain that fell in
May 2019 in Chicago was the highest total for the month since records began being kept
in 1871. (See articles below)
   Unlike other periods of heavy rain, I read and heard nothing about Wilmette problems
with flooded streets or basements. Nor did I receive (to my knowledge) requests from
Wilmette officials asking residents to take precautionary actions like skipping showers and
delaying washing dishes and clothes to prevent flooding - or prevent further flooding. As the
rain water fell, it was absorbed by the prairie at Wilmette's Centennial Park.
   I would appreciate verification of my observation that Wilmette's existing 2019
stormwater system has the current ability to withstand the Chicago area's highest May rainfall
in 148 years, which rainfall also tied the record set in November 1985 for most days in which
a measurable amount of rain fell in Chicago.
   Thank you!
Best wishes,
Charlotte Adelman
June 3, 2019  May 2019 Sets Record as Chicago’s
Wettest  https://news.wttw.com/2019/06/03/may-2019-sets-record-chicago-s-wettest The
wettest May on record in Chicago was the May that just ended. The National Weather
Service says the 8.25 inches of rain that fell in May was the highest total for the month
since records started being kept in 1871. That amount of rain eclipsed — barely — the
record of 8.21 inches set last year. For a better idea of just how wet it was, consider that
the National Weather Service says the average total for May in Chicago is 3.68
inches. And it wasn’t just a couple big storms that did it. The weather service says at
least .01 inches fell 21 days in May. That total tied the record set in November 1985 for
most days in which a measurable amount of rain fell in Chicago.
Jun 1, 2019, Chicago rainfall tops May record, The National Weather Service says 8.25
inches of rain fell in May
https://chicago.suntimes.com/2019/5/30/18645556/chicago-rainfall-may-record
May 6, 2019. Rainy Week Tests Chicago Stormwater Management
https://news.wttw.com/2019/05/06/rainy-week-tests-chicago-stormwater-management In
the Albany Park and North Park neighborhoods, city officials credited the Albany Park
Stormwater Diversion Tunnel that opened last year with keeping water out of area homes. The
Metropolitan Water Reclamation District’s Deep Tunnel and its reservoirs were filled, and
officials asked residents to consider skipping showers and delaying washing dishes and clothes
until the water subsided. More rain and possible thunderstorms are also in the forecast for
several days this week, presenting another possible strain on the system.

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

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael
Fwd: Cutting down cottonwood trees behind Highcrest
Monday, July 22, 2019 5:22:22 PM

Bob Bielinski
President, Village of Wilmette
bielinskib@wilmette.com
Begin forwarded message:
From: Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>
Date: July 22, 2019 at 4:02:15 PM CDT
To: "jacksonk@wilmette39.org" <jacksonk@wilmette39.org>, Aravinda Reddy
<araeee@gmail.com>
Cc: Pushkala Subramanian <pushkala2020@gmail.com>, BrijPrajAR Shah
<brijprajar@gmail.com>, Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>, "A. Fogel"
<ardez01@aol.com>, Awolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>, Swilson
<swilson@wilpark.org>, "bielinskib@wilmette.com"
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>, Brigitte Berger <bergerb@wilmette.com>, Babbott
<babbott@wilpark.org>
Subject: Re: Cutting down cottonwood trees behind Highcrest
Reply-To: "hengelhard@sbcglobal.net" <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>
Hi, Ms. Jackson Mr. Steve Wilson of the Park District on 7/8/19 publically claimed (see YouTube)
that in informal discussions, Highcrest had asked the Park District to provide
more space, eliminating the tree grove.
If this is true, who would have been the contact person from Highcrest? We will
not argue with Highcrest's opinion; we are only seeking the truth on this matter.
Unless details otherwise come to light (given the overwhelming reaction by
students and parents), it is clear that Highcrest did not in fact make any such
request.
By cc of this email, we also call upon Mr. Wilson to disclose the content of any
such request by Highcrest or any of its representatives.
- Herb Engelhard
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
On Mon, Jul 22, 2019 at 2:30 PM, Kelly Jackson
<jacksonk@wilmette39.org> wrote:

Thank you for reaching out regarding the trees behind Highcrest.
I commend the students for getting involved and advocating for something that
is important to them. As a school administrator, however, I must refrain from
getting involved in this issue as the plans and decisions made are up to the
Village and Park District boards, and I do not know all of the details of their
designs and plans.
Thank you for your time,
Kelly Jackson
Kelly Jackson | Administrator for 5-8 Education
Highcrest Middle School
Wilmette Junior High School
jacksonk@wilmette39.org
(847) 512-6595

Like us on Facebook: Highcrest MS/Wilmette JH
Follow us on Twitter: @HawkWolf39

We are HAWKS.
We are WOLVES.
We are WILMETTE.

On Jul 19, 2019, at 10:16 AM, Aravinda Reddy
<araeee@gmail.com> wrote:
Hello Ms.Jackson,
We are Highcrest and WJHS parents that are concerned about the
proposal by the park district to cut down the cottonwood grove
behind Highcrest in order to build a storm water reservoir.
When we requested the village of Wilmette to come up with a
plan that doesn't involve cutting these trees, they were kind
enough to request the engineering company to create an alternate
plan (option Z and option L) which saves the trees and is cheaper.
Although the trees can be saved, the park district board is not
considering the option to save these trees in favor of creating more

play space in the fields.
Many of us have expressed our concern about cutting down these
trees. In fact, our kids that go to Highcrest had sent out the
attached petition signed by fifty Highcrest kids expressing why
these trees are important to them. The kids understand that the
trees are more important than the play space.
The final vote for a plan is on August 12. We'd like to meet you in
person and get your support. Please let us know if you have some
time to meet with us in the next few weeks.
Best regards,
Aravinda Reddy
Pushkala
Brij Shah
<IMG_3034 (1).JPG><IMG_3035.JPG>

This notice serves as a reminder that any communication sent or received by Wilmette Public
School District 39 may be considered a public record subject to inspection under the Illinois
Freedom of Information Act.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael
Fwd: Please Keep the Highcrest Trees!
Monday, July 22, 2019 1:31:21 PM

Bob Bielinski
President, Village of Wilmette
bielinskib@wilmette.com
Begin forwarded message:
From: John Larson <jal1862@gmail.com>
Date: July 22, 2019 at 12:53:43 PM CDT
To: "Bielinski, Bob" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>, swilson@wilpark.org
Cc: "Timothy J. Frenzer" <frenzert@wilmette.com>, barrowp@wilmette.com,
doddk@wilmette.com, eguynn@wilpark.org, julrich@wilpark.org,
kennedyg@wilmette.com, kurzmanj@wilmette.com, lthomas@wilpark.org,
plunketts@wilmette.com, sholloway@wilpark.org, sullivand@wilmette.com
Subject: Please Keep the Highcrest Trees!
We are writing because we are concerned about the proposed removal of trees in
the Highcrest Middle School field.
According to the information in the petition at
https://www.thepetitionsite.com/119/992/219/save-the-trees-in-highcrest-groveno-floods-no-destruction, the trees are to be removed to make space for a soccer
field! There is a field just behind Wilmette Junior High, and there is a lot of free
space in the Community Playfield that would not require the removal of any trees.
Please consider the environmental impact of removing the trees, as well as the
physical and mental health of area residents and especially the students at
Highcrest. Wilmette is supposedly a Tree City. If these trees are destroyed, that
claim is tarnished.
Thank you,
John and Nicole Larson

Martha Hellander
& Lawrence Christiano
2517 Thornwood Ave
Wilmette, IL 60091
July 23, 2019
Dear Wilmette Park District Commissioners and Wilmette Village
Board:
We have lived in Wilmette on Thornwood Avenue for 27 years and
raised two children here.
The proposal to cut down a unique and mature grove of trees in our
largest park to replace it with yet more ball fields, of which we already
have plenty, is ill-advised and unnecessary for the storm-water
problem. The mission of the Park Board is twofold. Recreation is
supposed to be balanced by preservation of natural resources. It
appears the Park Commissioners value team sports but this proposal
shows no concern for preserving natural resources that provide
contemplation, solitude, and natural beauty, as are found in this grove
by those who enjoy it. We urge you to preserve these trees.
One young neighbor of ours (age 8) says that last winter, during the
Polar Vortex, she went to skate at Thornwood Park one evening. The
only “official skating rink” was the brightly-lit, rectangular, hockey rink
dominated by boys noisily playing hockey (incidentally, the spot was
formerly the site of a huge and healthy cottonwood tree that was cut
down because “it might be struck by lightning”.) The young girl hiked
through the snow in her skates to the grove of oak trees nearby,
where a few inches of standing water had frozen over, and she
skated there. She said she loved how the trees came up out of the
ice, “like an obstacle course,” she loved the semi-darkness, which
made it seem mysterious, and she made up a game of skating
around the trees while the rest of her family enjoyed the hockey
rink. Children use the Highcrest Grove in the same way, and we
have heard many stories of kids skating, sliding and just playing hideand-seek among the giant trees.

Wilmette’s children have the right and the need to experience nature
by playing among these native trees.
We ask the Village Board to withdraw this plan and find a way to do
the storm-water storage at Community Playfields without sacrificing
these trees needlessly (or for reasons not part of the original stormwater problem).
Thank you.
Martha Hellander
& Lawrence Christiano
2517 Thornwood Ave
Wilmette, IL 60091
(847)-452-7599
mhellander1@comcast.net
l-christiano@northwestern.edu

From:
To:

Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Rick Prohov
Berger, Brigitte; csadel1@aol.com; Bielinski, Bob; Frenzer, Tim; swilson@wilpark.org; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net;
derekcasteel@gmail.com; araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org;
gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com; babbott@wilpark.org;
ganderson@wilpark.org; cclarke@wilpark.org; igoebel@wilpark.org; mmurdock@wilpark.org;
tshissler@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; schmick.mary8@gmail.com; marlenetbrill@comcast.net;
mhellander1@comcast.net; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com; gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com; Herb Engelhard;
Aravinda Reddy; Richard Pinner; Bielinski, Bob; BrijPrajAR Shah; A. Fogel; Awolfe; Braiman, Michael; Berger,
Brigitte; Bob Bielinski; ganderson@wilpark.org; Margaret Martin-Heaton; eric@wilmettebeacon.com;
Alexa.burnell@gmail.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; Laura Prohov; E. Engelhard; Erin Engelhard;
csadel1@aol.com; Martha Hellander; Michelle Lyons; Bob Lynch; Richard Pinner; Pianoeb; Faye Jacobs; Derek
Casteel; Kristen Casteel; BrijPrajAR Shah; Brij Shah; A. Fogel; Aravinda Reddy; "Caryn Summer"; Peter Baugher;
Ted Prohov; MRothstein@TDRLAWFIRM.com; Fatum, Stephen; Van Economou; Michael Prohov; Jonathan
Prohov; lea.prohov@gmail.com; scott epskamp; Robert Besser; Norm Winer; Wendy Rice; Mike Italiano; Rita
Fromholt
In 12 Days - 345 Signed Supporters in Wilmette to Save the Trees! - Strom Water Management, Not Maximizing
Development ….
Tuesday, July 23, 2019 12:50:07 PM
We sent you safe versions of your files.msg
Park District Outdoor Outdoor Use Permit submitted 7-22-19 at Village Hall.pdf
Village of Wilmette Public Demonstration Permit submitted 7-22-19 at Village Hall.pdf

Mimecast Attachment Protection has deemed this file to be safe, but always exercise caution when opening files.

We do not oppose Neighborhood Storm Water Storage within the Park!
See comments of support: https://www.thepetitionsite.com/119/992/219/save-the-trees-inhighcrest-grove-no-floods-no-destruction/
In the exercise of constitutionally guaranteed first amendment rights, we will assemble and speak
out in the park for a Rally in the Grove, this Sunday, July 28th 3 Pm – 5 Pm; meet with those that
would speak for the trees.
This is the time, this is the place and these trees are the symbol of the endeavor to find a balance of
rights and remedies where conflicting uses must face Nature as a partner, not an enemy.
The issue is resilient storm water infrastructure to adapt to increasing climate change; not another
20th century park district quest for maximizing program utility!
Will the entire Village pay for inconsequential additional playfields without a differential cost/benefit
analysis for a new use beyond the fundamental purpose of the overall project?
By law, not even a municipal body can alter the natural flow of drainage without full justification and
must avoid actions that would cause irreparable harm to others as much as possible.
We will not idly stand by while the Village Park District attempts to alter a natural drainage retention
area within the park when there are other available more cost effective and more efficient
alternatives within the park that have been devised for consideration by the Village engineers.
A final balance of the equities will not be determined by the Village Park Board. After 5 years, the
Village Trustees should finally reach solutions without creating irreparable harm or damages to
property rights of others who have made their homes on higher grounds.

Are the Village Trustees really going to stand back and say this is now only a Park matter, not a
Village matter?
Focus to better understand the issues! Help discover how we can work with Nature on this $60
Million dollar decision, not against it!
Doesn’t the tree in the logo for the Park District have any meaning?
These trees will not be sacrificed without a growing resistance.
We will not allow them to go quietly into the night!
Respectfully submitted,
Friends of Highcrest Grove, Inc., an Illinois not-for-profit corporation
By: Fredric B Prohov, as its President and attorney
Rick
Fredric B. Prohov, J.D., CM&AA, LEED AP
Prohov & Associates, Ltd.
134 North LaSalle Street – Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60602
Phone:         (312) 807 - 3965
Cell Phone: (312) 925 – 5444
Email:     rprohov@paalaw.com
www.paalaw.com

July 23, 2019
Thank you for considering an alternate plan for the necessary stormwater project here in our beloved
Community Playfield in Wonderful Wilmette.

I’ve lived on the perimeter of the Community Playfield for 30 years and have seen countless people of all
ages, athletic teams, students, as well as pets, enjoy the beauty of the field and feel that one of the
highlights of the park is witnessing the irreplaceable grove of our native cottonwood trees.

Twenty five years ago, I planted, at a shared expense with the Park District, several trees and a bench at
the northeast side of the park in memory of a child of mine who died at an early age.

My goal for this bench was to invite people of all ages to sit, rest, contemplate and even kiss…the bench
was specifically planted at a certain angle to offer the best view of these majestic cottonwood trees to
assure there be a place for all of our community to rest and experience free beauty all year long,
including the soccer season.

I invite all of you to come and sit on this bench, and witness the Community Playfield’s beauty with
these trees in your view and then close your eyes and imagine these trees gone. The nesting site for
Baltimore Orioles, gone…Red tailed hawks that nest and perch in the trees…gone…the many species of
butterflies…gone…the vibrant color in the spring time…gone….the sun glistening on icicles formed on
the trees after a snowstorm, gone…enormous shade offered to the schoolchildren and soccer
teams…gone.

I’ve done this experiment and, for me there is a feeling of loss and the same goes for others who I’ve
chatted with as they stroll through the park on these hot summer nights. ‘Oh no’ is the most common
response when told that the grove of trees..yes the tall ones…the ones that can never be replaced in our
lifetime.. could be chopped down.

For all of these years, I’ve witnessed students from HMS have color war games and other outdoor
activities and use the grove for necessary shade on a hot day.

It’s true that the Community Playfield is just that, a Playfield for ALL of the community and with that
said, I understand that the stormwater project is most likely going forward and that the Community
Playfield is the ‘lucky’ recipient of this most expensive project.

A few months ago, at the urging of those opposed to the chopping down of the cottonwood grove, an
approval was set forth to investigate other configurations for digging beneath the Playfield and to our
JOY two plans were set forth which not only cost LESS money by almost one million dollars but SAVED a
majority of the trees.

Many of those who signed a petition to save the trees were overjoyed that, it seemed at the time, these
alternate plans were being considered.

At the last Wilmette Park District meeting on 7/8/19, many questions were raised NOT having to do with
the stormwater project but ways in which an extra soccer field could be added in lieu of our grove of
trees.

Personally, I was surprised to hear why a grove of trees would be sacrificed to add an extra area for a
soccer game primarily in the spring and fall when there is so much beautiful open space which already
exists.

I wondered, is this about the stormwater problem and upcoming project that many Wilmette residents
have waited patiently to begin?? .. or, is it now about extra soccer space when I, along with many of
those that signed the petition to save the trees, had no idea was necessary.

The Arbor Day Foundation describes the cottonwood tree as an age-old friend to the American people. I
describe the Highcrest cottonwood grove
as an age-old friend to OUR Wilmette Community and urge you, before you vote, to come and sit on my
bench and then vote to save the Highcrest Grove of trees, not chop them down.

Respectfully submitted,
Faye Jacobs
2407 Pomona Lane
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Herb Engelhard
mmurdock@wilpark.org
Rick Prohov; Aravinda Reddy; Richard Pinner; Bielinski, Bob; BrijPrajAR Shah; A. Fogel; Awolfe; Braiman,
Michael; Berger, Brigitte; Bob Bielinski; ganderson@wilpark.org; Margaret Martin-Heaton;
eric@wilmettebeacon.com
Re: [external] Highcrest Grove is a beloved place
Tuesday, July 23, 2019 10:07:04 AM

Write it out.
Why is it so complicated / multifaceted?
So complicated you can't even write it down to share? So multifaceted that you couldn't
mention the soccer field issue until 7/8/19?
If it is that complicated, the vote for the playfield needs to be done separately, and
construction can proceed at the sites where the neighbors and community agree.
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
On Tue, Jul 23, 2019 at 8:37 AM, Mike Murdock
<mmurdock@wilpark.org> wrote:
Herb- I have seen the petition and I have read the comments. Happy to discuss off line or at
the next meeting.
I appreciate your passion but I think the issue is a bit more complicated and multi-faceted
than how it is described in the petition and on next door.
Thanks - Mike Murdock
Sent from my iPhone
On Jul 22, 2019, at 11:28 PM, Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net> wrote:
Dear Wilmette Park District Commissioners and Wilmette Village
Board:
Attached is our petition, with more than 650 names collected in a few
days.
We ask that the trees in the Community Playfield not be intentionally
destroyed.
Doing so would cause irreparable harm.
Wilmette is a wonderful place, and the Park District and Village Board
deserve much credit for that.
Please do not erase this beloved part of our Village.
Sincerely, Herb Engelhard
Friends of Highcrest Grove

A not-for-profit organization
<653 Sigs @ 7-22-19 to WVB and WPD.docx>

From:
To:
Cc:

csadel1@aol.com
hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; mmurdock@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org
araeee@gmail.com; rprohov@paalaw.com; brijprajar@gmail.com; richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com;
derekcasteel@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com; frjacobs@comcast.net; mhellander1@comcast.net;
gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com; Berger, Brigitte; Bielinski, Bob; Braiman, Michael; awolfe@wilpark.org;
swilson@wilpark.org; eric@wilmettebeacon.com; babbott@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org;
rlsfpinner@hotmail.com; Frenzer, Tim; cclarke@wilpark.org; jgoebel@wilpark.org; abbottownersrep@aol.com;
Berger, Brigitte; Bielinski, Bob; Frenzer, Tim; swilson@wilpark.org; rprohov@paalaw.com; araeee@gmail.com;
SaucedoA@mwrd.org; gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com;
babbott@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; cclarke@wilpark.org; igoebel@wilpark.org;
mmurdock@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org; awolfe@wilpark.org; schmick.mary8@gmail.com;
marlenetbrill@comcast.net; saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com; debra@debrashore.org; tblackdogs@aol.com
Re: Highcrest Grove is a beloved place MEETING (Apolgies for duplicative emails.)
Tuesday, July 23, 2019 4:02:27 PM

Subject:
Date:

Todd Shissler
Wilmlette Park District Board
Hello Mr. Shissler,
As I write this, I await a response from Brigitte Berger to my question
asked several hours ago which is how many home (and other) basements
are effected by flooding every ten years in Wilmette.
By this email I also am reminding Ms. Berger of my request for her
response to MWRD Commissioner Debra Shore's June 12,
2019 statement in her letter to her constituents, as follows
But we may also need to un-finish our basements and
expect them to take on water now and then -- the way
things used to be. (A harsh reality, I know, but we live in a
flat, wet world. There’s no downhill to move water away
from us.)
I also ask for your response to Commissioner Shore's statement, and the
response of each Park District Board member and Director, Mr. Wilson.
Mr. Shissler, in March, 2019, I sent a letter to the editor of the Beacon
supporting your
candidacy for Park District Board because I was very impressed by your
statement in the Beacon that the park board must "remain resolute to
protect the community from the self-interested developer.” (See the thread
of emails, below.)
To my disappointment, it is now Wilmette's residents who "remain
resolute to protect the community from" the park district's determined
effort to destroy a grove of cottonwood trees.
Regarding the cottonwood grove in Community Playfield, “virtually
everyone is in agreement with against the" Park District Board (except for

two brave dissenters) "and the idea of developing over the" cottonwood
grove "is wrong.”
Based on the sentiments you expressed in your Beacon bio, I retain hope
that you can and will reconsider the destruction of the cottonwood grove.
Importantly, you may be unaware of reports published in May and July
2019 by the United Nations and Science Magazine stating the urgent and
immediate need for planting millions of trees, internationally and locally.
Why? Trees absorb and sequester CO2 and help offset global climate
change. Wilmette residents including children are effected by global
climate change. In fact, our community is NOT immune to the climatic
changes that effects the entire world. And, you and the Park District Board
should know that cutting down trees (such as those in the cottonwood
grove) RELEASES sequestered CO2 and exacerbates global climate
change. Also advocated in these reports is planting NATIVE species to
create much needed habitat for wildlife.
That the Park Districts plans to cut down these trees, and that you agree,
is frankly astounding. And it is saddening that you - and other members of
the Park District Board and the Village Board - choose to
occupy yourselves with relatively inconsequential matters like flooded
basements (in houses that the Village Board could and should have
forbidden building in a wetland) and increased play field space (which no
one wants except the Park District) in comparison to the existentially
beyond consequential issue of global climate change.
By the way, play fields are a switch from years of village lobbying the
residents on the alleged need for underground tanks to control flooding. It
may be unconstitutional and not conform to other laws to base your
upcoming collective decision on a matter that raised at the 1th hour while
spending literally years on extensive and time consuming hearings on an
entirely different issue. Even if it is "legal" to switch gears in a form of this
unattractive bait and switch, it is NOT transparent, it is bad public policy,
and it IS reprehensible.
Solution. The Park District should not be Big Brother. If the Park District
won't protect Wilmette's natural resources, who will? Below is a fiscally
responsible solution which saves millions of dollars and spares valuable
trees, and eliminates unpleasant, noisy, dirty and intrusive disruptions to
the entire community.
Wilmette should purchase the houses and other buildings that have been
identified as having flooding basements (information that currently has
not yet been provided to me) and transform each lot it purchases into

native wetland. Each wetland will absorb stormwater it receives and that
drains in from surrounding lots and street. Each wetland will absorb CO2
and offset global climate change. Each wetland will save chopping down
trees, and prevent release of CO2 into the atmosphere. Each wetland will
serve as parkland around which benches can be installed and from which
the residents can observe native plants and birds, and various interesting
native insects.
THE PARK DISTRICT'S MISSION STATEMENT STATES:
"To enrich the quality of community life and promote activities through
creative programming for people of all ages and abilities, while protecting
open space and natural resources for future generations."
You and most of your fellow park district board members are not in
compliance with the Park District's mission. Chopping down a grove of
cottonwood trees does not protect Wilmette's natural resources for future
generations. Chopping down a grove of native trees destroys our natural
resources. The idea of chopping down trees is NOT creative and it does
NOT enrich the quality of community life. Chopping down the cottonwoods
removes Baltimore Oriole and other birds' nesting opportunities and
Lepidoptera reproductive opportunities.
Chopping down a grove of trees destroys an important source of oxygen
for Wilmette residents to breathe. Chopping these trees down in every
way degrades the quality of WIlmette's community life. "To enrich the
quality of community life" requires offsetting global climate change.
Regarding the cottonwood trees, it is the job and the duty of the Park
District to take the steps available to the Park District to protect Wilmette
residents from a world wide climatic crisis. These steps are easy: Do NOT
cut down existing trees. DO PLANT native trees and other native
vegetation. Follow the advice of MWRD Commissioner Debra Shore
which includes planting Wilmette's parkways with native water-and-CO2
absorbent plants. And, replace large areas of non-absorbent turf/lawn with
CO2 and stormwater absorbing trees (woodland), wetland, savanna and
prairie.
By the way, cottonwood trees are favorite nesting sites for Baltimore
Orioles, beautiful migrating birds that fly here from South America to nest
in open woodland, forest edge, and stands of trees and partially wooded
wetlands.

It is not enough for people to put oranges out for orioles to eat. To survive,
orioles (like every bird species) require habitat in which to nest and locate
the insects they feed their offspring.
Red tailed hawks nest and perch in cottonwood trees:

And cottonwood trees host 368 species of Lepidoptera - butterflies and
moths - including the red spotted purple and eastern tiger swallowtail both shown below. Some, like the mourning cloak, even overwinter in the

cottonwood bark. (third down)

To remember, cottonwood can only provide its many benefits if left
standing please read: https://dirtdivasgardening.blogspot.com/2006/04/indefense-of-cottonwood.html
Also see: https://washingtondnr.wordpress.com/2014/06/17/what-good-isa-cottonwood-tree-anyway-part-2/
https://blog.nwf.org/2015/04/ten-favorite-trees-for-wildlife/
Playfields and athletic, physical and other activities and the problem of
flooded basements (and I know; before we installed a sump pump, our
basement flooded) are vitally important but they are not exclusively
important. Matters under the control of the park district, like nature, are
equally - and in a time of global climate crisis - more important. But nature
is being sadly neglected in favor of other priorities such as leveling parks
to increase play size and looking tidy. Monumental amounts of time are
spent by park district employees edging lawns (including parkway lawns
belonging to the Village and NOT to the Park District) and edging around

trees in such obscure locations that the public never visits them. Most of
this time would be better employed planting trees and turning useless
acres of unproductive lawn into productive acres of native Illinois habitat.
To comply with the Park District's mission requires protecting and creating
habitat, not destroying it. The Park District's counterproductive policy of
destroying cottonwoods, not permitting their growth, and not planting them
reduces Baltimore Oriole and native Lepidoptera populations. With fewer
Lepidoptera, there are fewer caterpillars, insects needed by most birds to
feed their offspring. In every way, destroying this grove is
counterproductive.
Mr. Shissler,do you know the last time the Park District planted a tree? I
am informed that the Park District has a tree planting moratorium. Is this
true? And, I am informed that the Park District has no current plan for tree
planting. Is this true? My specific inquiries to the Park District are regularly
ignored. Common sense and good management of our parks requires
having a landscaping plan with principles requiring the installation of
REGIONALLY NATIVE trees, shrubs, and herbaceous plants. I am the coauthor of two books on the topic,
https://www.ohioswallow.com/book/Midwestern+Native+Shrubs+and+Trees
and https://www.ohioswallow.com/book/The+Midwestern+Native+Garden Both
are available at the WIlmette Library for you and the other commissioners,
and the director, to read. I too am available to help the Wilmette Park
District develop a plan and a tree, shrub and herbaceous plant list.
The current climatic crisis is on the minds and lips of informed members of
society, and makes it unacceptable for the Wilmette Park District to
conduct itself as an insular self- contained body that is immune and
disinterested in the really significant matters that concern society such as
global climate change, which if you think of it at all, you seem to consider
irrelevant and beneath your collective notice, and less important than
creating unnecessary playing fields.
Wilmette's Park District's dislike of cottonwood trees, apparently the result
of an inexplicable and irrational prejudice, contrasts with the state of
Kansas' view of the tree. Kansas designated Populus deltoides, or
Cottonwood, the official state tree of Kansas. So did Nebraska and
Wyoming. Reasons why Kansas chose the cottonwood tree (disdained by
the Wilmette Park District) are found at:
https://www.kshs.org/kansapedia/cottonwood-tree/18215 Also see:
https://statesymbolsusa.org/symbol-official-item/nebraska/statetree/cottonwood
A cottonwood recently won Illinois's big tree competition:
https://chicago.suntimes.com/2018/4/28/18417847/talking-really-big-

eastern-cottonwood-earns-illinois-big-tree-champion

If Wimette's

cottonwoods are allowed
to survive, maybe one of them will win the competition!
Directions on the web for using cottonwoods, peach-faced willow, red
osier dogwood and other native woody riparian species that form
adventitious roots, as pole plantings, a technique that places un-rooted
tree stems in direct contact with the water table. The Wilmette Park
District can and should create more groves of native plant species that
naturally occur in Wilmette by pole plantings. Using this technique
can create additional groves of native trees and shrubs in our parks.
2014_01_30_Cottonwood&Willow_Guide%20(1).pdf
"If you can only afford the bare minimum of maintenance, choose
vigorous pioneer species like willows, cottonwood, and alders.
"http://fourthcornernurseries.com/site-evaluation-for-habitatrestoration-plant-selection/
Wilmette's Park District should treat our native cottonwood trees with the
respect these beautiful, habitat rich, shade producing, and moisture &
CO2 absorbing trees deserve. Cottonwoods are quintessential "prairie"
trees which have grown for centuries in Illinois, the "prairie state". To
make the most of Wilmette's natural cottonwood tree resource, the land
surrounding each cottonwood tree at Community Playfield should have
the lawn grass replaced with the native plants that historically accompany
Illinois cottonwood trees and the groves should be transformed into a
cottonwood tree savannas. As noted at Site Evaluation for Habitat
Restoration Plant Selection which states that similar steps can be
adapted to other habitat types.
http://fourthcornernurseries.com/site-evaluation-for-habitatrestoration-plant-selection/ "While making decisions about which plant
species are appropriate for restoration projects, several physical
characteristics of the project site should be considered. Each plant
species has preferences for physical conditions; some plants are very
widely adaptable to moisture regimes, soil conditions, and light levels, and
others are fairly demanding in their habitat requirements.....Native
grasses, sedges, bulrushes, and all kinds of herbaceous plants are also
part of a functional system. They cover bare soil, potentially slowing
germination of non-native grass and other weed seeds, they provide food
and cover for wildlife, and they control surface erosion.....Historical
documentation may be helpful in areas without surviving native plant
communities. [Note: Wilmette's cottonwood groves ARE surviving native
plant communities.] The species growing in your immediate area [ex:
cottonwood trees] are the ones most likely to be adapted to your local
climate, hydrology, and soil conditions. If you can only afford the bare

minimum of maintenance, choose vigorous pioneer species like
willows, cottonwood, and alders. "
It is time for the Wilmette Park District and the Village to create
written long-term landscaping goals that conform to current
environmental needs and values. When I write to the non-elected
administrators of the village and the park district about this, they
either ridicule or ignore me. Not only is this bad manners and
unattractive behavior, it is unacceptable conduct for paid officials.
My suggestion to both governmental entities is the same as my
suggestion of basic landscaping principles to the Wilmette Library. I
spent a lot of time working with the Library Board and Director
regarding installing regionally native plants as being essential for
landscaping a unit of local government. Local government's roles
include serving as a role model. Residents look to their goverment
for guidance and leadership on many matters, including
landscaping. A responsible government, at this point in history, will
landscape with regionally native plants.
The Wilmette Library is finishing up its new landscaping which
consists 100% of native Midwestern plants. Just as the Wilmette
Library is capable of understanding that this day and age requires
landscaping with regionally native plants, so should the other units
of Wilmette government.
I ask the Park District and individual Park Board members to
reconsider their position on the cottonwood grove. I ask you to vote
to protect the cottonwood gorve. I ask that you help the Park District
develop an environmentally intelligent landscape master plan. I ask
that the board direct the Park District Director to immediately
commence planting native trees in Wilmette's parks. I ask that you
and the others do your part in counteracting global climate change
and providing habitat for Wilmette's declinging populations of at risk
migrating and resident birds and Lepidoptera.
Thank you.
Sincerely, Charlotte Adelman

On Sat, Mar 23, 2019 at 10:24 AM <csadel1@aol.com> wrote:
Dear Editor:
I support Fina Riddle for Wilmette Public Library Board Trustee.

And I support Todd Shissler for Wilmette Park District Board. Both
candidates offer the fresh, insightful, and innovative perspectives and
solutions that Wilmette badly needs.
Riddle is the only WPL Board candidate to confront
the WPL Board’s lack of transparency and call for WPL Trustees to
demonstrate respect for the community that elects them. One of her
solutions is to address the public's suggestions and complaints in a
courteous and timely fashion, and not ignore them, the current practice.
Riddle calls for the WPL Board to become publicly accountable and
presents solutions including scheduling public Board and Committee
meetings at accessible hours and convenient locations, and –
presumably – placing public notices in visible locations. Another smart,
innovative Riddle solution to the current lack of Board transparency is
for WPL Trustees to place the videos of Board meetings on
their webpage alongside published minutes, and enable routine public
scrutiny. Electing Riddle will provide the WPL Board with insights and
leadership they need to undertake making many long overdue changes
that revolve around their insensitivity to their public, and their lack of
transparency about their plans and activities.
Shissler is the only WPD Board candidate to address the key
issue of the over-zealous and greedy developer who wants to pave
over the 10th hole at the Canal Shores Golf Club. As Shissler notes,
“virtually everyone is in agreement with against the developer and the
idea of developing over the golf course is wrong.” But only Shissler has
identified the vital need for “leadership on the Wilmette Park Board"
and the solution that the Board must "remain resolute to protect the
community from the self-interested developer.”
Local government is the most productive when the public elects
those candidates who have identified and provided solutions to key
issues that the other candidates overlooked.
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
-----Original Message----From: Eric DeGrechie <eric@wilmettebeacon.com>
To: csadel1 <csadel1@aol.com>
Sent: Sat, Mar 23, 2019 5:33 pm

Subject: Re: Letter to Editor
Thanks for the submission, Charlotte. Just a note: we're no longer
accepting election letters for print as we don't run election materials in the
issue just before the election (March 28). I will run your letter on our
website. Thanks again.

csadel1 (csadel1@aol.com)
To: eric + 1 more
Details
Thanks Eric for letting me know!!!! I appreciate that you took the time to do this.
I note that reader input about candidates is based mainly on personal ties. I personally feel this is unfair to
many candidates. It is also unfair to the residents who would like to decide on the basis of the candidates'
positions, not on the basis of what the candidates' friends think..
For example, the two people I identified are getting a raw deal. The incumbent Library Trustee's bio
shows experience. But her bio conceals her prominent role in furthering the Library Board's secretive and
untransparent policies and their contempt for the public. Riddle, the unknown woman seeking election to
the Library Board deserved to have the public read my positive comments about her courageous
position.
To enable your readers to make comments based on the information that the candidates present, I
suggest the following:
Present the candidate bios early enough so that there is adequate time before the election to enable your
readers to respond with letters to the editor about their bios.
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: Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>
To: Mike Murdock <mmurdock@wilpark.org>
Cc: Aravinda Reddy <araeee@gmail.com>; Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>; BrijPrajAR Shah
<brijprajar@gmail.com>; Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>; Derek Casteel
<derekcasteel@gmail.com>; A. Fogel <ardez01@aol.com>; Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>;
Martha Hellander <mhellander1@comcast.net>; Margaret Martin-Heaton
<gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>; csadel1@aol.com <csadel1@aol.com>; Brigitte Berger
<bergerb@wilmette.com>; Bob Bielinski <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Michael Braiman
<braimanm@wilmette.com>; Awolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; Swilson <swilson@wilpark.org>;
eric@wilmettebeacon.com <eric@wilmettebeacon.com>; Babbott <babbott@wilpark.org>;

ganderson@wilpark.org <ganderson@wilpark.org>; rlsfpinner@hotmail.com <rlsfpinner@hotmail.com>;
Tim Frenzer <frenzert@wilmette.com>; cclarke@wilpark.org <cclarke@wilpark.org>;
tshissler@wilpark.org <tshissler@wilpark.org>; jgoebel@wilpark.org <jgoebel@wilpark.org>;
Abbottownersrep <abbottownersrep@aol.com>
Sent: Tue, Jul 23, 2019 12:21 pm
Subject: Highcrest Grove is a beloved place MEETING

Yes, Mike - We would like to meet with you to get your views / explanation this Sun.
afternoon at the Playfield at 4 pm. - Herb

On Tuesday, July 23, 2019, 8:37:40 AM CDT, Mike Murdock <mmurdock@wilpark.org> wrote:

Herb- I have seen the petition and I have read the comments. Happy to discuss off line or at the next
meeting.
I appreciate your passion but I think the issue is a bit more complicated and multi-faceted than how it is
described in the petition and on next door.
Thanks - Mike Murdock
Sent from my iPhone

<653 Sigs @ 7-22-19 to WVB and WPD.docx>

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Friends of Highcrest Grove
awolfe@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; mmurdock@wilpark.org;
cclarke@wilpark.org; jgoebel@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org; swilson@wilpark.org; Barrow, Peter; Bielinski,
Bob; Dodd, Kathy; Kennedy, Gina; Kurzman, Joel; Plunkett, Senta; Braiman, Michael; Frenzer, Tim
Rick Prohov; A. Fogel; Aravinda Reddy; Saima Abbasi; Alisse Mawrence; BrijPrajAR Shah; rlsfpinner@hotmail.com
Rim of trees / Highcrest Principal
Saturday, July 20, 2019 3:55:01 PM

Dear Wilmette Park District and Wilmette Village Board:
The former Highcrest Prinicpal has weighed in on the Grove issue:
"I opened Highcrest Middle School in 1995 and was the Principal through 2003. I had the pleasure
of watching thousands of students enjoy the grove. Trees are a valuable and limited resource to
be enjoyed by all. If there is an alternative to the placement of the reservoir it should be used. The
Community play field has many huge open spaces. They are certainly better locations and would
not require the removal of the grove. "

The Park District's posted response: "To address the concerns of community members
regarding trees, the Park District stated its intention is to have a landscape plan that would
plant a greater number of trees, and a more desirable mix of species, than the cottonwoods that
will be removed."
The local community's view is that a rim of trees around a massive reservoir (plan currently
favored) is not the same as the historic grove adjacent to Highcrest School. There will not be
enough space between the reservoir and the school. Also, as Charlotte Adelman has
championed, cottonwoods are a native species, and native species are important.
We look forward to responses from the Board, and Park District.
--

Friends of Highcrest Grove

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Braiman, Michael
FW: [external] Quick questions about pumping station constraints for Thornwood Park
Thursday, July 18, 2019 11:02:09 AM

From: Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 18, 2019 9:41 AM
To: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>; Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Darren
Olson <dolson@cbbel.com>
Cc: Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: [external] Quick questions about pumping station constraints for Thornwood Park
Kathleen and Sophie,
Below are the answers (in red font) from the District (question 1) and the Village (all remaining
questions), to your questions in your latest emails.
Thank you, and as always, if you have more questions, please let us know.

1. When will the Park District need to decide upon pumping station locations? In August?
In two years from now?
Ultimately, the specific location of the pump station needs to be determined during the
final design of the system, which means it could be in 1.5-2 years. With that said, if
the park board and staff wish to make that determination sooner and make it a part of
the intergovernmental agreement, that determination will be made in the next handful
of months.
2. We had previously thought that the pumping station had to be near the inlet/outlet in
the southeast corner of the park, but we see that in one scenario, you have placed the
pumping station in the middle of the park. Does this add more money to the project?
Are there other constraints about pumping station locations we should know about?
Some people have suggested we move the pumping station to the spot across the street
from 2351 Thornwood Avenue (because a parking space already exists there, and it
moves the pumping station away from the backyards of the houses on the park) or
between the baseball backstops along Dartmouth Street. Are there different location
constraints if the decision is made to use a portable or permanent generator?
Moving the pump station farther from the inlet/outlet location increases the cost of the
project because of increased length of piping/electrical lines, increased pump sizes (to
pump farther), and a longer access road to the pump station. Moving it west and/or
north increases the cost and may reduce the feasibility due to utility conflicts, etc. The
location adjacent to the existing parking space along the south side of Thornwood Park
would likely be a suitable location for the pump station. Moving it by the backstops
may be possible but adds costs per the afore-mentioned reasoning. The only location

constraint between a permanent and portable generator is that that the permanent
generator will require a larger permanent footprint due to the generator remaining on
site.
3.     What is the cost difference between a portable generator and a permanent generator? Is
maintenance roughly the same frequency and cost for each option?
A permanent generator alone is about 10% more expensive than a portable generator.
However, a permanent generator will also require a concrete pad, conduits to the
electrical panel, etc. The final installed cost of a permanent generator and all necessary
appurtenances may be 25% to 35% more than a portable generator. The main
advantage of a permanent generator is that it is available at all times, as long as fuel is
available and maintenance/exercise are performed regularly.
Maintenance is required at roughly the same frequency and cost for each option.
However, a portable generator will need to be hauled to the site and set up each time it
is used during a storm event.

4.     We would also like to know about choosing diesel vs. electric pumps? Has there been a
discussion over the two regarding environmental, efficiency and financial concerns?
Currently, electric pumps are recommended with a diesel or natural gas backup
generator.
A natural gas engine generator would require a gas service to the generator. It would
eliminate the need for hauling diesel fuel to the site during generator use and for
exercising. It would also produce less engine exhaust, and would be more
environmentally friendly. Natural gas generators are usually larger in physical size
due to the lower energy output of natural gas versus diesel fuel, but it would not be a
significant difference for this size generator.
It is anticipated that this would be part of the final design process that would take into
consideration input from the adjacent residents and Park District.
5.     And if so, we would like to know what the environmental implications would be of
running a diesel generator steps from our backyards, and in our park.
Running a diesel generator would produce noise, vibration, and diesel exhaust.   A
diesel generator would need to be exercised at least twice a month for a minimum of
30 minutes, but would rarely run for pumping purposes. For a portable generator,
exercising can be done offsite with a load bank purchased by the generator
manufacturer, or at a compatible generator receptacle.

Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
847-256-9617

swilson@wilpark.org
From: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 16, 2019 4:00 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Darren Olson <dolson@cbbel.com>; Stephen Wilson
<swilson@wilpark.org>
Cc: Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Subject: [external] Quick questions about pumping station constraints for Thornwood Park

All,
We have some quick questions about the information presented at the July 8th Park District
meeting. We have circulated the PDF file showing the three proposed pumping station
locations at Thornwood Park and we have received some questions from our neighbors that
will help guide our public input.
1. When will the Park District need to decide upon pumping station locations? In August? In
two years from now?
2. We had previously thought that the pumping station had to be near the inlet/outlet in the
southeast corner of the park, but we see that in one scenario, you have placed the pumping
station in the middle of the park. Does this add more money to the project? Are there other
constraints about pumping station locations we should know about? Some people have
suggested we move the pumping station to the spot across the street from 2351 Thornwood
Avenue (because a parking space already exists there, and it moves the pumping station away
from the backyards of the houses on the park) or between the baseball backstops along
Dartmouth Street. Are there different location constraints if the decision is made to use a
portable or permanent generator?
3. What is the cost difference between a portable generator and a permanent generator? Is
maintenance roughly the same frequency and cost for each option?
Thanks for your input,
Colgate Street Neighborhood Association

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael
Fwd: [external] Planned Removal of Community Playfield Trees
Wednesday, July 17, 2019 11:12:46 PM

Begin forwarded message:
From: Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>
Date: July 17, 2019 at 9:10:06 PM CDT
To: Friends of Highcrest Grove <friendsofhighcrestgrove@gmail.com>
Cc: "Bielinski, Bob" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>, Kate Gjaja
<pres1lwvw18@gmail.com>, "gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com"
<gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>, Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>
Subject: Re: [external] Planned Removal of Community Playfield Trees
Friends of Highcrest Grove,
Thank you very much for your email and the petition. It will be included in our
discussion at our next board meeting in August.
Amy Wolfe
On Jul 17, 2019, at 8:02 PM, Friends of Highcrest Grove
<friendsofhighcrestgrove@gmail.com> wrote:
Dear Ms. Wolfe:
Please find our brief statement below. Please let us know if you feel there is
any misrepresentation or factual error. Thank you. We hope to have the
opportunity to work with you to find a more acceptable solution for all parties.
Please see the heartfelt comments at:

https://www.thepetitionsite.com/119/992/219/save-the-trees-in-highcrestgrove-no-floods-no-destruction/
"The Wilmette Park District and Village of Wilmette have disclosed (on 4/3/19)
additional details of their storm water management plan, which includes
installation of a massive underground reservoir (and removal of all the trees)
behind Highcrest School. After the reservoir is placed - like at West Park trees and large shrubs will only be able to exist around the periphery. More
soccer fields have now been proposed (on 7/8/19).
This area has served generations of Wilmette residents (especially Highcrest
students) as an area of beauty, relaxation, and shade. These trees may be
up to 100 years old, and will not be able to be replaced in our lifetime.
Groves of trees serve as natural absorbers of storm water and CO2. They
are important to native animal species including butterflies and woodpeckers.
This area should be enhanced, not destroyed.

The environmental impact has not been studied. The engineers have actually
provided a cheaper plan that would save the trees. While we appreciate the
need for storm water management, and support Wilmette soccer, the trees
should
(and
can)
be
preserved.  
Email
us
at
friendsofhighcrestgrove@gmail.com "

--

Friends of Highcrest Grove

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Friends of Highcrest Grove
babbott@wilpark.org; jacksonk@wilmette39.org; Braiman, Michael; Kate Gjaja; ganderson@wilpark.org
Heirloom Trees and Groves
Tuesday, July 16, 2019 11:41:22 PM

Dear Friends and Neighbors:
As Pomona Lane residents, we were very happy when the Village of Wilmette kindly
agreed to our request to ask the engineers to design storm water tanks that would
preserve trees in all three parks in West Wilmette.
We were overjoyed when they came back with multiple options for doing so, that saved
money as well! This was a no-brainer for the 21st Century.
We were horrified to then learn (last Monday) that even though there were less expensive
options which preserved the trees so many have enjoyed for so many reasons, the
Wilmette Park District still intends (preliminary poll) to clear-cut the Grove at Highcrest.
Our position is that we can find a solution for the Community Playfield, which preserves
the trees for the benefit of all, provides storm water relief, and improves the soccer fields.
Give us a chance. We are happy to meet with the engineers and Wilmette officials.
We were only informed of the boundaries of the tank at the Community Playfield on 4/3/19.
A better plan is needed than the three options that have been considered so far. In order to
avoid any delay, construction can be initiated at the sites where the residents are in
agreement with the local plan.
Please pass this along, and we hope you will join us in saving Highcrest Grove. Wilmette is
wonderful and we need to keep it that way.
Please view (and hopefully join) our easy petition at:
https://www.thepetitionsite.com/119/992/219/save-the-trees-in-highcrest-grove-no-floods-no-destruction/

The comments have been heart-warming! This Grove in particular has meant a lot to the
students at Highcrest, and residents of West Wilmette.
Thank you -

Herb Engelhard and Rick Prohov for:

Friends of Highcrest Grove

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Braiman, Michael
FW: Feedback from Village of Wilmette Stormwater Website
Friday, July 12, 2019 7:53:31 AM

FYI
From: Aravinda Reddy <araeee@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2019 2:21 PM
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: Aravinda Reddy
Street Address: 2522 Greenleaf Ave
E-Mail Address: araeee@gmail.com
Feedback: Hello,
I'm a concerned about cutting down the 100 year old cotton wood trees in
the community play fields just to build a storm water reservoir. We the
residents had requested the engineering company to come up with an
alternate option which would involve saving these trees. Although an
alternate plan was created, we were informed that the park board voted 52 and will not be using the alternate Z-option which saves the trees.
I have previously submitted a letter from my 12 year old daughter Varsha
Reddy and all her friends at Highcrest in which they have expressed their
concern for these trees.
I'm a working citizen and can't attend every village and park district
meeting but please do everything you can to save these trees.
Thanks,
Aravinda Reddy

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

K Sullivan
Amy Wolfe; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; mmurdock@wilpark.org; cclarke@wilpark.org; Julia
Goebel; Todd Shissler; Stephen Wilson; Bielinski, Bob; Frenzer, Tim; Berger, Brigitte; Darren Olson; Braiman,
Michael
Candido
Additional feedback from neighbors about Thornwood Park Stormwater project
Friday, June 14, 2019 2:53:35 PM

Wilmette Village, Engineers, and Park District,
We understand the time constraints surrounding your decision making process about vault
configurations, so we thought it would be efficient to give you an update on the feedback to
the June 10 Park District meeting from our neighbors.
We'll give you the big picture and then will provide details below:
1. There is still an open request for more data about alternative locations.
2. People would like the park to remain the same (no bathroom, no sledding hill, minimal
above ground pumping station).
3. There is a request to slightly move the vault south and west, to avoid the tree root systems.
4. We would like sod, not seed, and more information on an irrigation system.
5. People have asked for the roads around Thornwood Park to be rebuilt/repaved after the wear
and tear of construction vehicles.
We'll continue to funnel more feedback to you as it comes to us. And now for the details.
1. As we stated at the June 10 meeting, we are still seeking more data about alternative
locations, so that we can truly understand why Thornwood Park was selected. It was
encouraging to hear a number stated by Darren Olson (9,500 linear feet of conveyance for the
Avoca Park option). Please provide any quantitative information that we can disseminate to
our neighbors, such as, "For Avoca (or Centennial) we would need 9,500 linear feet of
conveyance, and at a cost of $X/foot, the total cost would be $Y, which would increase the
cost of the project by Z%". Here are some questions from an email I sent on June 7, that is still
awaiting a reply:
"We have received some feedback from your email about alternate locations and we would
like clarification on two points which appeared a little vague in your responses. People would
like to know how much it would cost to move the project to Avoca (you stated it was too far,
and we're assuming that's a cost constraint). We understand that it takes time/money to explore
that option, but can someone ballpark that cost? An extra $1 million? $5 million? And what
did you mean by "construction limitations" for Centennial Park? Those were the only two
points people asked about. Thanks for your help."
2. Our priorities are to maintain the aesthetics of Thornwood Park and to save as
many trees as possible. The message we heard from our neighbors is, "Just keep the
park the same afterwards." Three topics emerged:
2a). We have received a strong message from many neighbors that they would not
want to have a bathroom placed in Thornwood Park. Personally, I am quite the expert
in the use of the Porta Potty that is currently in place on the north side of Thornwood
Park, near the playground. I spend sometimes three hours in a day at the park, and in

my estimation, 90% of the Porta Potty users are non-park users. Specifically, most
Porta Potty users are men who drive trucks (delivery, landscaping, construction, etc.)
and Uber/taxis.The Thornwood Park Porta Potty is quite the destination for anyone
driving between Skokie Boulevard and Green Bay Road who doesn't want to use a
gas station or Starbucks bathroom. If attractive bathrooms were to be placed in the
south part of the park, along Thornwood Avenue, then the street might become
clogged with trucks. Or if the men decided to park north of the playground, along
Kenilworth Avenue, then there might be a stream of men (again, non-park users)
walking through the park to get to the bathroom. We also have concerns about who
would be cleaning the bathroom and then locking/unlocking it each day.
2b). We have only heard objections to the sledding hill idea. We have no desire to
introduce another large structure that might alter the flow of water near our properties.
And a sledding hill might impact residents' views and ease of park accessibility,
depending upon where it is placed.
2c). We have heard concerns about imposing a large pump station in the park. Our
neighbors seemed interested in exploring the idea of using a portable generator as a
back-up generator, which might significantly decrease the size of the pump station.
3. A question came up in the June 10 meeting about the possibility of moving the
vault slightly west, in the open space where the baseball fields are. We would like to
know if that can accomplished in order the keep the vault as far away as possible
from the trees along the east side and the northeast corner of the vault, specifically
the climbing trees.
4. We have heard universal support for sod, and not seed. We would like to request
more information about a potential greywater system that could be installed, or any
other irrigation system that would be placed on top of and around the vault.
5. People are concerned about the impact of heavy construction vehicle use on the
roads around Thornwood Park. The roads already are suffering from normal wear and
tear, and thousands of truck visits to the site will only exacerbate current conditions.
Thanks for your time and attention to these detailed questions and requests. We look
forward to hearing back from you, to giving you helpful feedback as we collect it, and
to seeing you at the next meeting on July 8.
Thanks,
Colgate Street Neighborhood Association

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Our Wet, Wet, Wet, Wet, Hot, Wet World - Wilmette"s Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater Flooding
Thursday, June 13, 2019 9:39:29 PM

Pls share the alternative site presentation with her.
Begin forwarded message:
From: csadel1@aol.com
Date: June 13, 2019 at 7:08:46 PM CDT
To: eric@debrashore.org, SaucedoA@mwrd.org
Cc: bergerb@wilmette.com, bielinskib@wilmette.com, frenzert@wilmette.com,
swilson@wilpark.org, sewers@wilmette.com, adlerJ@wilmette.com,
babbott@wilpark.org, ganderson@wilpark.org, jolvany@wilpark.org,
sfoster@wilpark.org, sshelly@wilpark.org, hmaldonado@wilpark.org,
sgoster@wilpark.org, wolfj@wilmette.com, braimanm@wilmette.com,
sullivand@wilmette.com, doddk@wilmette.com, pearceg@wilmette.com,
plunketts@wilmette.com, shisslert@wilpark.org, murdockm@wilpark.org,
clarkec@wilpark.org, goebelj@wilpark.org, kurzmanj@wilmette.com,
awolfe@wilpark.org, abbottownersrep@aol.com, rprohov@paalaw.com,
derekcasteel@gmail.com, richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com, araeee@gmail.com,
ardez01@aol.com, rg@aol.com, mhellander1mhellander1@comcast.net,
gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net, rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com,
joelforwilmette@gmail.com, brijprajar@gmail.com, frjacobs@comcast.net,
rlsfpinner@hotmail.com, gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com, lrprohov@aol.com,
hengelhard@sbcglobal.net
Subject: Re: Our Wet, Wet, Wet, Wet, Hot, Wet World - Wilmette's Current
Capacity to Withstand Stormwater Flooding
Debra Shore
NWRD Commissioner
Hello Ms. Shore:
Thanks for your inspirational and practical message about how contemporary Chicagoarea residents should handle stormwater. Wilmette, where I live, is engaged in a costly stormwater
project whose implementation, currently directed at destroying a grove of beautiful trees that
naturally absorbs stormwater and global climate-change-producing-C02, produces oxygen needed
by humans to breathe, hosts IL butterflies and provides birds with needed nesting sites, and that
many aestheically enjoy, is causing resident condemnation. Many Wilmette residents agree with
your letter (below) recommending more effective methods to relieve flooding in basements and
streets that, in Wilmette, is due to the Wilmette Trustees having granted permissions to build in a
wetland.
Your statment, "we may also need to un-finish our basements and expect them to
take on water now and then -- the way things used to be. (A harsh reality, I know, but we
live in a flat, wet world. There’s no downhill to move water away from us)" should serve
Wilmette's governments as an important reality check.
You recommend that citizens contact our local representatives. In Wilmette, the "local
representatives" who need to hear your ideas and suggestions for common sense stormwater
action are its Village Trustees, Park District Board, Managers, Directors, engineers, and the

engineering firm hired by the village governments, and I am sending them copies of this letter as
well as your letter which follows.
  In addition to the aforementioned statement regarding "unfinishing" our basements, it is
important for Wilmette's government and its engineers to hear what you and the MWRD say
should be done, namely: "give the land more absorptive capacity. We should install rain
gardens, bioswales, permeable pavement, and green roofs everywhere we can to capture
rain and keep it out of the sewers....... Finally, let’s get creative about ways to capture (and
reuse) rain. Let's think about repurposing rail tank cars for stormwater capture next to big
box stores and warehouses. Let's install community cisterns block by block and re-green
vacant lots as wetlands. Let's convert parkway patches into prairie grass stands. Bring
your ideas to your local representatives and push for action. Folks, we need all hands on
deck because we’re taking on water!"
In response to my request to WIlmette's Engineering Department for "verification of my
observation that Wilmette's existing 2019 stormwater system has the current ability to
withstand the Chicago area's highest May rainfall in 148 years, which rainfall also tied the record
set in November 1985 for most days in which a measurable amount of rain fell in Chicago,"
Brigette Berger stated the reason for the lack of recent flooding was the lack of "approximately 3inches of rainfall over 3-hours. None of the events in May came close to this rainfall intensity."
Ms. Berger also noted that, although the goal of Wilmette's stormwater project is to
protect against 10-year storms, "In the last ten years, however, Wilmette experienced 6 storms of
record that resulted in widespread flooding."
I have some questions I'd appreciate your answering:
1. Question: Do MWRD engineers and commissioners including you attribute the lack of Wilmette
flooding to the lack of approximately 3-inches of rainfall over 3-hours OR do you attribute the lack
of Wilmette flooding to the reasons set forth in your email (below) namely, "Thanks are due not
only to huge pipes and tunnels, but also to the heroic efforts by MWRD staff to lower water
levels in the Chicago Area Waterways system in advance of storms to give the system as
much capacity as possible to capture stormwater. "?
2. Question: Do MWRD engineers, and commissioners including you consider a system that is
planned to handle 10 year storms adequate in face of the fact that  "In the last ten years, however,
Wilmette experienced 6 storms of record that resulted in widespread flooding." ?
3. Question: Finally, please comment on Wilmette's stormwater plan which excludes the
following stormwater remedies that you and the MWRD engineers advocate, namely:  A) First,
expect the unprecedented. Predictions for the climate crisis in northeastern Illinois include more
intense, less predictable rain and snowstorms. These are likely to be our new normal.
B) Second, let’s do everything we can to give the land more absorptive
capacity. We should install rain gardens, bioswales, permeable pavement, and green roofs
everywhere we can to capture rain and keep it out of the sewers. But we may also need to
un-finish our basements and expect them to take on water now and then -- the way things
used to be. (A harsh reality, I know, but we live in a flat, wet world. There’s no downhill to
move water away from us.) Finally, let’s get creative about ways to capture (and reuse) rain.
Let's think about repurposing rail tank cars for stormwater capture next to big box stores
and warehouses. Let's install community cisterns block by block and re-green vacant lots
as wetlands. Let's convert parkway patches into prairie grass stands. Bring your ideas to
your local representatives and push for action. Folks, we need all hands on deck because we’re
taking on water!
Thank you for your informative email providing innovative and
practical ideas to deal with Wilmette storm water, which I hereafter
send to my elected Wilmette representatives and other officials. I
look forward to hearing from you regarding my inquiry.

Best wishes,
Charlotte Adelman  
Berger, Brigitte bergerb@wilmette.com
To csadel1@aol.com csadel1@aol.com, Bielinski, Bob bielinskib@wilmette.com, Frenze
Cc awolfe@wilpark.org awolfe@wilpark.org, Abbottownersrep@aol.com Abbottownersre
Good afternoon Ms. Adelman:
Thank you for the question. We were fortunate that the 8.25 inches of rain for our area fell over 21
days in May. In fact, there was only one day in May that had more than 1-inch of rain (May 27 had
1.92 inches). The link below will take you to the archived weather data if you wish to learn more
about the monthly precipitation amounts.
Wilmette’s storm sewers become surcharged and streets/yards flood in a 10-year storm (or
greater) which is approximately 3-inches of rainfall over 3-hours. None of the events in May came
close to this rainfall intensity. In the last ten years, however, Wilmette experienced 6 storms of
record that resulted in widespread flooding.
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/RUfFCQWXo9sM09ixrrwF
I hope this information has been helpful to you. Please feel free to call me if you have any
questions.
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: csadel1@aol.com <csadel1@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, June 10, 2019 2:25 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Bielinski, Bob
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>;
swilson@wilpark.org; dist.ntfy.sewers <dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>; Adler, John
<adlerj@wilmette.com>
Cc: awolfe@wilpark.org; Abbottownersrep@aol.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net;
rprohov@paalaw.com; derekcasteel@gmail.com; richard.pinner@ksnorthamerica.com; araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org;
mhellander1@comcast.net; gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net;
rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com
Subject: Wilmette's Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater.

Hello Brigitte and others interested in Wilmette's stormwater issues
including Wilmette's Park District and Village Boards of Trustees and
EEC:
The National Weather Service advised that the 8.25 inches of rain

that fell in May 2019 in Chicago was the highest total for the month since
records began being kept in 1871. (See articles below)
   Unlike other periods of heavy rain, I read and heard nothing about Wilmette problems
with flooded streets or basements. Nor did I receive (to my knowledge) requests from
Wilmette officials asking residents to take precautionary actions like skipping showers and
delaying washing dishes and clothes to prevent flooding - or prevent further flooding. As the rain
water fell, it was absorbed by the prairie at Wilmette's Centennial Park.
   I would appreciate verification of my observation that Wilmette's existing 2019 stormwater
system has the current ability to withstand the Chicago area's highest May rainfall in 148 years,
which rainfall also tied the record set in November 1985 for most days in which a measurable
amount of rain fell in Chicago.
   Thank you!
Best wishes,
Charlotte Adelman

June 3, 2019  May 2019 Sets Record as Chicago’s
Wettest  httphttps://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/LxtcCZ6gA7irJxhXvzEt The
wettest May on record in Chicago was the May that just ended. The
National Weather Service says the 8.25 inches of rain that fell in May was
the highest total for the month since records started being kept in 1871.
That amount of rain eclipsed — barely — the record of 8.21 inches set last
year. For a better idea of just how wet it was, consider that the National
Weather Service says the average total for May in Chicago is 3.68
inches. And it wasn’t just a couple big storms that did it. The weather
service says at least .01 inches fell 21 days in May. That total tied the
record set in November 1985 for most days in which a measurable amount
of rain fell in Chicago.
Jun 1, 2019, Chicago rainfall tops May record, The National Weather
Service says 8.25 inches of rain fell in May hhttps://protect-

us.mimecast.com/s/czxBC1wM0Jt2VOHO7Zqh
May 6, 2019. Rainy Week Tests Chicago Stormwater Management
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/q_89C2kXyKcPM6FLCnoj In the Albany Park and North Park
neighborhoods, city officials credited the Albany Park Stormwater Diversion Tunnel that opened
last year with keeping water out of area homes. The Metropolitan Water Reclamation District’s
Deep Tunnel and its reservoirs were filled, and officials asked residents to consider skipping
showers and delaying washing dishes and clothes until the water subsided. More rain and
possible thunderstorms are also in the forecast for several days this week, presenting another
possible strain on the system.

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: Commissioner Debra Shore <debra@debrashore.org>
To: csadel1 <csadel1@aol.com>
Sent: Wed, Jun 12, 2019 9:37 am
Subject: Our Wet, Wet, Wet, Wet, Hot, Wet World

By now many of you may have heard that the month of May was the wettest
on record for northern Illinois since we started measuring rainfall in 1871,
outstripping the prior record May for rainfall, which occurred just last year.
Cook County recorded 8.25” of rain in May, roughly 20 percent of the total
annual rainfall in one month!
During the month of May, the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District’s
Tunnel and Reservoir system intercepted nearly 13.6 billion gallons of

combined sewer overflows (CSOs). That’s sewage and waste water from our
homes, businesses, and industries combined with rain washing over city
streets collecting salt, oil, pet poop, brake dust, and fertilizer from lawns and
gardens that otherwise would have flowed directly into nearby rivers and
streams, polluting them significantly.
From January through May 31, the Tunnel and Reservoir system captured
42.56 billion gallons of combined sewer overflows. Think about that: if that
amount of water covered the surface area of Chicago, we’d be wading in 10.5”
of stormwater mixed with sewage. Remarkably, given the record rains, there
have been NO REVERSALS of CSOs to Lake Michigan since October 2017.
Consider this: even
though our region has
been breaking rainfall
records, we’ve avoided
reversals to the lake, the
Albany Park diversion
tunnel has saved that area
from flooding, and CSOs
are down in number. The
reason? The first phase of
the McCook Reservoir,
which can capture and
hold 3.5 billion gallons of
CSOs, went online in
December 2017.
Thanks are due not only
to huge pipes and
tunnels, but also to the
heroic efforts by MWRD
staff to lower water levels in the Chicago Area Waterways system in advance
of storms to give the system as much capacity as possible to capture
stormwater. During the late May storms, the gates releasing water at MWRD’s
Lockport Powerhouse were open as wide as possible and the flow recorded
there was 20,000 cubic feet per second (cfs). By comparison, Chicago can
legally withdraw only 3,200 cfs/day of freshwater from Lake Michigan.
Here's a fascinating fact: one cubic foot of water weighs 62.5 lbs. Thus, the flow
of 20,000 cfs at Lockport equaled 625 tons of water per second flowing through
the Powerhouse gates. The high flows on the Chicago Waterways also brought
commercial barge traffic to a standstill in recent months. Beginning on May
7th, the US Coast Guard halted barge traffic on the Illinois River (which
receives flows from the Chicago Waterways).
And our soils are soaked! The soil moisture in Cook County is now higher
than 99 percent of the historical record, according to NOAA and the National
Weather Service. Saturated soils mean much less capacity to absorb rain when
it comes.

The Great Lakes have responded to this record-setting weather as well.
According the Army Corps of Engineers, which tracks Great Lakes water
levels, Lake Erie and Lake Superior reached new monthly mean high water
levels in May, and Lake Ontario surpassed its all-time record high level this
week. As of the first week of June, Lake Michigan is 13” above its average level
and is expected to continue rising through this summer. Lake Michigan is
currently just 2” below its all-time record height for June, set in 1986.
What’s to be done with all
this water? First, expect
the unprecedented.
Predictions for the climate
crisis in northeastern
Illinois include more
intense, less predictable
rain and snowstorms.
These are likely to be our
new normal. Consider this
conundrum: warmer air
here in Illinois means more
water evaporates and
coalesces into violent
storms, while warmer air
in the Arctic destabilizes
the jet stream, leading the
Great Lakes to freeze over
and lake levels to rise
when the ice melts. Cook County sits at the crux of these forces, with all the
variability that entails.
Second, let’s do everything we can to give the land more absorptive capacity.
We should install rain gardens, bioswales, permeable pavement, and green
roofs everywhere we can to capture rain and keep it out of the sewers. But we
may also need to un-finish our basements and expect them to take on water
now and then -- the way things used to be. (A harsh reality, I know, but we
live in a flat, wet world. There’s no downhill to move water away from us.)
Finally, let’s get creative about ways to capture (and reuse) rain. Let's think
about repurposing rail tank cars for stormwater capture next to big box stores
and warehouses. Let's install community cisterns block by block and re-green
vacant lots as wetlands. Let's convert parkway patches into prairie grass
stands. Bring your ideas to your local representatives and push for action.
Folks, we need all hands on deck because we’re taking on water!

email: debra@debrashore.org
web: https://protectus.mimecast.com/s/j44rCXDPy8UVw
GImROgQ
Follow me on Twitter or Facebook!
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frenzer, Tim
Braiman, Michael
FW: Follow up from Park District meeting 6/10
Tuesday, June 11, 2019 10:07:43 AM

For MN
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: Sophie Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, June 10, 2019 9:59 PM
To: to: Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org;
mmurdock@wilpark.org; cclarke@wilpark.org; Julia Goebel <jgoebel@wilpark.org>; Todd Shissler
<tshissler@wilpark.org>; Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>; Bielinski, Bob
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>
Cc: Jeff Candido <jeffcandido27@gmail.com>; Sullivan/Bennett <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Subject: Follow up from Park District meeting 6/10

All,
My notes from the meeting tonight. Thanks for your time and attention to this matter.
In partnership with my neighbor Kathleen, we have spent the past month educating
ourselves and our neighbors on the Thornwood Park stormwater tank project. While
we would much prefer that this project be moved elsewhere, we understand the need
for a stormwater storage solution. If it is determined that Thornwood Park is truly the
optimal location for this project, then we would like to express our combined feedback
below:
After attending the meeting at Thornwood Park on May 22nd, we heard our neighbors
loud and clear state they were in favor of saving as many trees as possible. In fact,
one neighbor said “I would love to advocate for the trees” and the crowd erupted into
spontaneous applause.
Last week, we were happy to review the three possible configurations for the storm
water tank at Thornwood Park. We felt that our combined comments had been taken
into consideration. However, we feel that there is only one viable option. The
proposed configuration, along with Alternative Configuration #1, are unacceptable, as
they remove between 53-60 mature, commemorative trees (which cannot be replaced
as only shrubs can be planted on the 3ft of soil on top of the tank), remove the berm
and the trees that provide our homes with privacy, expose our properties to potential
new water runoff problems from an impermeable structure, and put a massive

construction project mere steps beyond our back yard.
Our priorities are to maintain the aesthetics of Thornwood Park, to save as many
trees as possible, and to maintain our privacy by retaining the berm behind our
homes. We, along with our neighbors are willing to work with the Park District on
Alternative Configuration #2, or project “Dig Deep” as we’ve been referring to it. This
proposal will cut the proposed footprint in half, by digging deeper, will require only
three trees to be taken down, and will actually save over $1.5 million in construction
costs!
However, we still have huge concerns around the amount of dirt being stockpiled on
site and its location, the project itself being fenced in and height of the fence, security
issues around the park and our homes with construction teams in and out of the park,
drainage issues (including rerouting stormwater and runoff) in our backyard, duration
of time that the park will be out of commission, and its reconstruction (we would like
sod not seed so that restoration can be faster), the style and location of the pump
room and generator, the diesel emissions that we will be exposed to while the trucks
are transporting soil out of the park, not to mention the impact of this project on
families, children, Harper School students, and dogs in the neighborhood.
All we want to do is keep our park intact, not destroy it. And if construction is to take
place, we ask that you return the park to its current condition as soon as possible.
Because Thornwood Park is a unique neighborhood gem, it’s the reason we all
moved into this neighborhood, and why we want to preserve it for future generations
to enjoy.
Sophie and Jeffrey Candido
1221 Colgate St.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frenzer, Tim
Braiman, Michael
FW: My follow up from the June 10 Park District Stormwater meeting
Tuesday, June 11, 2019 12:55:47 PM

For MN
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: Gordon Anderson <ganderson@wilpark.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 11, 2019 12:54 PM
To: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Cc: Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; Bryan Abbott <babbott@wilpark.org>; Mike Murdock
<mmurdock@wilpark.org>; Cecilia Clarke <cclarke@wilpark.org>; Julia Goebel
<jgoebel@wilpark.org>; Todd Shissler <tshissler@wilpark.org>; Stephen Wilson
<swilson@wilpark.org>; Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim
<frenzert@wilmette.com>; Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: My follow up from the June 10 Park District Stormwater meeting

Kathleen
Thanks very much for all your notes and for attending/participating in the meetings. We
appreciate the positive way you and Sophie have addressed the issues.
I feel more comfortable now that the residents, Park District, Village and engineers are
moving in the same direction, though there are still many details ahead to be worked out.
Look forward to working with you going forward.
Regards
Gordon
On Jun 11, 2019, at 12:24 PM, K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com> wrote:
All,
Thanks so much for the organized and well-run meeting last night. We appreciate
how you switched up the order of events to allow for the public to respond after
the engineering presentation. And we really learned a lot when you
Commissioners spoke candidly about each park and about your own opinions.
We plan to meet soon with the folks along Beechwood who spoke last night, so
we can really come together to solve this stormwater problem.
As Sophie Candido did last night, I'm pasting below my speech from last night.

Thanks,
Kathleen
1225 Colgate Street

My name is Kathleen Sullivan and along with my neighbor Sophie Candido, we
have been coordinating the communication efforts of the Colgate Street
Neighborhood Association, which represents about 35 families directly nearby
Thornwood Park, in addition to 100 more local families, through neighborhood
distribution lists. We look forward to working with all of you as we try to resolve
the Village's urgent stormwater issues. I have three minutes so I’ll just read this.
We've been following this project for years, so we understand that the Village's
decision to utilize three parks for underground water storage was made prior to
inviting the Park District to give input. So one area of focus for our neighborhood
association was to ask the questions, "Is Thornwood Park the ONLY option
available to solve the Village's stormwater issue? Do we all feel confident that
every other option was explored and was deemed suboptimal, before we dig up
this beloved, high-use, tree-filled park?"
In order to answer our questions, we've had a very healthy email exchange with
the Village, specifically Brigitte Berger-Raish, Director of Engineering and Public
Works, who has so kindly replied to our queries about alternate locations. I
believe you have had access to that email exchange.
We hope that you, as the ultimate decision makers, feel confident that all possible
storage locations have been explored, and that you truly feel that you have
gathered the quantitative and qualitative pros and cons of every storage option.
And we hope, ultimately, that you can convey that confidence to us. We know
that the Village and the engineers must think that we're beating a dead horse,
because of their years of research, but we're here to represent our neighbors who
might be new to this project, as are many of you recently elected Park District
Commissioners.
To recap, here is the feedback we have gathered from the Village, via email,
about our suggestions. And I paraphrase, because you have the emails:
1. Mallinckrodt will not be considered due to the tree loss that would be required,
thereby permanently altering the nature of the park in its totality. 2. Howard Park
is in the combined sewer area which is a completely different watershed that
drains to Lake Michigan. 3. Avoca Park is too far away from Kenilworth Gardens
to be cost-effective. 4. Centennial Park was vetted as an alternate location for the
Community Playfield storage and ultimately removed from consideration because
of construction limitations. 5. Storage under the streets is not feasible because of
conflicts with the existing underground utilities under the street."
The pushback we've received from our neighbors is that we'd like to have access
to some high level estimates of the Avoca Park option, plus some descriptions of
construction limitations for Centennial Park and for under street water storage.

We have been encouraged by some of the recent engineering research which has
yielded new options and for less money.
In the past six months, engineers were able to determine that a new choice,
Community Playfields was a preferable option to Centennial Park. And in just the
past two weeks, engineers have been able to design and present 7 new vault
configurations for the three parks, based on public input, which are actually much
less expensive options.
We wonder what would be possible if the Park District did not have the early
August deadline to sign the Intergovernmental Agreement, thus sealing the fate of
Thornwood Park. We wish there were an opportunity for the Village and Park
District to use the 3 years leading up to the Thornwood project to learn from the
first two parks, and to decide if Thornwood is still the most viable option.
We look forward to hearing from each of you about your personal opinion on the
use of this Park District property for this stormwater management issue.
Thank you so much for your time.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frenzer, Tim
Braiman, Michael
FW: personal opinion about Thornwood Park
Tuesday, June 11, 2019 10:09:38 AM

For MN
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: Samuel Candido <samuelwcandido@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, June 10, 2019 7:13 AM
To: awolfe@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; mmurdock@wilpark.org;
cclarke@wilpark.org; jgoebel@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org; Stephen Wilson
<swilson@wilpark.org>; Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim
<frenzert@wilmette.com>
Cc: Sophie Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>; Jeff Candido <jeffcandido27@gmail.com>
Subject: personal opinion about Thornwood Park

To Members of the Park District and Village Board,
I really do not like the thought of walking through Thornwood park in the morning to get to
school just to remember that there is a giant hole there. Also, if you are actually considering
taking out the tree by the tennis courts that every kid in Wilmette learned how to climb on that
will really upset me and lots of other people I know. Also, parents will be mad at their kids
because there won't be any short trees so when their children try and climb really tall trees
instead they may hurt themselves. By the way, I go out in the park almost every day and hang
up hammocks in the trees and lay talking with my friends and playing kickball and have a ton
of fun! And I don't want kids to grow up and not be able to do things like that.
From, Sam Candido age 10
1221 Colgate Street

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frenzer, Tim
Braiman, Michael
FW: send this to the district of parks
Tuesday, June 11, 2019 10:10:36 AM

For MN
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: Owen Candido <owencandido@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, June 8, 2019 12:53 PM
To: awolfe@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; mmurdock@wilpark.org;
cclarke@wilpark.org; jgoebel@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org; swilson@wilpark.org; Bielinski,
Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>
Cc: Sophie Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Subject: Fwd: send this to the district of parks

Dear members of the Wilmette Park District and Village Board,
My name is Owen Candido and I live at 1221 Colgate St, backing right up to Thornwood
Park. I really hope that you decide to not put the stormwater tank in the park because I really
like to climb the trees and put my hammock in them. In my Cub Scout Troop we planted a tree
in the park and I really like to visit it. Please don't dig the tank in Thornwood Park.
-Owen

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frenzer, Tim
Braiman, Michael
FW: Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Tank concerns
Tuesday, June 11, 2019 10:10:12 AM

For MN
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: Sophie Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, June 8, 2019 12:59 PM
To: awolfe@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; mmurdock@wilpark.org;
cclarke@wilpark.org; jgoebel@wilpark.org; tshissler@wilpark.org; Stephen Wilson
<swilson@wilpark.org>; Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim
<frenzert@wilmette.com>
Cc: Jeff Candido <jeffcandido27@gmail.com>
Subject: Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Tank concerns

Dear members of the Wilmette Park District and Village Board,
Back in June 2012, my husband and I visited Chicago from California for a job opportunity.
Friends had described Wilmette as an idyllic place to live, with great schools, beachfront
access, a quaint downtown, beautiful parks, and a welcoming community. We explored
neighborhoods, and by chance drove by Harper School and Thornwood Park. As we got out of
the car, we looked at each other and across the park, and said: "The boys would love it here."
Two months later we moved to Wilmette and began our house hunt. We looked at over 50
houses, but the very last house was the one on Colgate Street. Even before we stepped foot
inside the house, we knew it was the one for us. The opportunity to have a beautiful park in
our backyard and walk to Harper School was a huge selling point for us with our two young
boys.
In Thornwood Park, our boys have learned how to climb trees, hang their hammocks, have
lemonade stands, played baseball and tennis, participated in Harper's Olympic Day and Field
Day in the park, attended the Thornwood Park concerts, and spent countless hours at the
playground. Our son Owen and his Cub Scout Den even planted a tree in Thornwood Park to
commemorate their time together in Pack 8.
We've now lived here for almost seven years, and have made Wilmette our home. We never
considered the thought that our beloved Thornwood Park could be transformed before our
eyes into a stormwater storage tank. While we have many friends that have experienced
flooded basements, and we ourselves have had a flooded backyard, we have big concerns with
the plans to store stormwater in Thornwood Park.
In partnership with our neighbor Kathleen Sullivan, we have spent the past month educating

ourselves and our neighbors on this project. While we would much prefer that this project be
moved elsewhere, we understand the need for a solution. Our priorities are to maintain the
aesthetics of the park, save as many trees as possible, and maintain our privacy by retaining
the 'mound' behind our homes. We are willing to work with the park district on Alternative
Configuration #2, but have huge concerns around the amount of dirt being stockpiled on site
and its location, the project itself being fenced in and height of the fence, security issues
around the park and our homes with construction teams in and out of the park, drainage issues
(including rerouting stormwater and runoff) in our backyard, duration of time that the park
will be out of commission, the style and location of the pump room and generator, diesel
emissions that we will be exposed to while the trucks are transporting soil out of the park, not
to mention the impact of this project on families, children, Harper School students, and dogs in
the neighborhood.
Sincerely,
Sophie and Jeffrey Candido
1221 Colgate St

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frenzer, Tim
Braiman, Michael
FW: Wilmette"s Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater.
Tuesday, June 11, 2019 10:08:03 AM

For MN
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: Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Monday, June 10, 2019 4:43 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer,
Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; swilson@wilpark.org; dist.ntfy.sewers
<dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>; Adler, John <adlerj@wilmette.com>; csadel1@aol.com; Babbott
<babbott@wilpark.org>; ganderson@wilpark.org; Jolvany <jolvany@wilpark.org>; Sfoster
<sfoster@wilpark.org>; Sshelly <sshelly@wilpark.org>; hmaldonado@wilpark.org;
sgoster@wilpark.org; Wolf, Julie <wolfj@wilmette.com>; Braiman, Michael
<braimanm@wilmette.com>; Sullivan, Dan <sullivand@wilmette.com>; Dodd, Kathy
<doddk@wilmette.com>; Pearce, George <pearceg@wilmette.com>; Plunkett, Senta
<plunketts@wilmette.com>; shisslert@wilpark.org; murdockm@wilpark.org; clarkec@wilpark.org;
goebelj@wilpark.org; Kurzman, Joel <kurzmanj@wilmette.com>
Cc: awolfe@wilpark.org; Abbottownersrep@aol.com; rprohov@paalaw.com;
derekcasteel@gmail.com; richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com; araeee@gmail.com;
ardez01@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org; mhellander1@comcast.net;
gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com; BrijPrajAR
Shah <brijprajar@gmail.com>; Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>; rlsfpinner@hotmail.com;
Margaret Martin-Heaton <gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>; Laura Prohov <lrprohov@aol.com>
Subject: Re: Wilmette's Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater.

A few quick thoughts and questions in anticipation of tonight’s stormwater detention
vault configuration alternatives report:
The efforts by the Park District and Village Board members to preserve tree groves
and heirloom trees are much appreciated by the community – thank you. As
demonstrated by the vote at the Thornwood meeting, the local residents almost
unanimously approve of such efforts.
Charlotte Adelman is right. Knowing that this has been the rainiest May ever, recent
Village improvements such as the planting of the prairie and the West Lake Park
sanitary project have helped. Given the very high cost, it would be worth determining
how many of the 300 households (that are projected to be helped by the construction
of the detention vaults) are still having a problem.

In giving us the alternative tank configurations, have the engineers considered the
rain catchment areas required by the 2 tree groves*, and the extent of their root
systems? For the Community Playfield, what would be the feasibility of the tank
configuration using field space that is already open (west of the lone cottonwood), as
has been proposed by the residents? Thank you again.
*Cottonwoods at Community Playfield; Oaks at Thornwood Park.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frenzer, Tim
Braiman, Michael
FW: Wilmette"s Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater.
Tuesday, June 11, 2019 10:08:13 AM

For MN
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: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Sent: Monday, June 10, 2019 4:38 PM
To: csadel1@aol.com; Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim
<frenzert@wilmette.com>; swilson@wilpark.org; dist.ntfy.sewers
<dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>; Adler, John <adlerj@wilmette.com>
Cc: awolfe@wilpark.org; Abbottownersrep@aol.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net;
rprohov@paalaw.com; derekcasteel@gmail.com; richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com;
araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org; mhellander1@comcast.net;
gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com
Subject: RE: Wilmette's Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater.

Good afternoon Ms. Adelman:
Thank you for the question. We were fortunate that the 8.25 inches of rain for our area fell
over 21 days in May. In fact, there was only one day in May that had more than 1-inch of rain
(May 27 had 1.92 inches). The link below will take you to the archived weather data if you
wish to learn more about the monthly precipitation amounts.
Wilmette’s storm sewers become surcharged and streets/yards flood in a 10-year storm (or
greater) which is approximately 3-inches of rainfall over 3-hours. None of the events in May
came close to this rainfall intensity. In the last ten years, however, Wilmette experienced 6
storms of record that resulted in widespread flooding.
https://w2.weather.gov/climate/getclimate.php?wfo=lot
I hope this information has been helpful to you. Please feel free to call me if you have any
questions.
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: csadel1@aol.com <csadel1@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, June 10, 2019 2:25 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Bielinski, Bob <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Frenzer,
Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; swilson@wilpark.org; dist.ntfy.sewers
<dist.ntfy.sewers@wilmette.com>; Adler, John <adlerj@wilmette.com>
Cc: awolfe@wilpark.org; Abbottownersrep@aol.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net;
rprohov@paalaw.com; derekcasteel@gmail.com; richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com;
araeee@gmail.com; ardez01@aol.com; SaucedoA@mwrd.org; mhellander1@comcast.net;
gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; joelforwilmette@gmail.com
Subject: Wilmette's Current Capacity to Withstand Stormwater.

Hello Brigitte and others interested in Wilmette's stormwater issues including
Wilmette's Park District and Village Boards of Trustees and EEC:
The National Weather Service advised that the 8.25 inches of rain that fell in
May 2019 in Chicago was the highest total for the month since records began being
kept in 1871. (See articles below)
   Unlike other periods of heavy rain, I read and heard nothing about Wilmette
problems with flooded streets or basements. Nor did I receive (to my knowledge)
requests from Wilmette officials asking residents to take precautionary actions like
skipping showers and delaying washing dishes and clothes to prevent flooding - or
prevent further flooding. As the rain water fell, it was absorbed by the prairie at
Wilmette's Centennial Park.
   I would appreciate verification of my observation that Wilmette's existing 2019
stormwater system has the current ability to withstand the Chicago area's highest
May rainfall in 148 years, which rainfall also tied the record set in November 1985 for
most days in which a measurable amount of rain fell in Chicago.
   Thank you!
Best wishes,
Charlotte Adelman

June 3, 2019  May 2019 Sets Record as Chicago’s
Wettest  https://news.wttw.com/2019/06/03/may-2019-sets-record-chicago-swettest The wettest May on record in Chicago was the May that just ended. The

National Weather Service says the 8.25 inches of rain that fell in May was the highest
total for the month since records started being kept in 1871. That amount of rain
eclipsed — barely — the record of 8.21 inches set last year. For a better idea of just
how wet it was, consider that the National Weather Service says the average total for
May in Chicago is 3.68 inches. And it wasn’t just a couple big storms that did it. The
weather service says at least .01 inches fell 21 days in May. That total tied the record
set in November 1985 for most days in which a measurable amount of rain fell in
Chicago.
Jun 1, 2019, Chicago rainfall tops May record, The National Weather Service
says 8.25 inches of rain fell in May
https://chicago.suntimes.com/2019/5/30/18645556/chicago-rainfall-may-

record
May 6, 2019. Rainy Week Tests Chicago Stormwater Management
https://news.wttw.com/2019/05/06/rainy-week-tests-chicago-stormwatermanagement In the Albany Park and North Park neighborhoods, city officials
credited the Albany Park Stormwater Diversion Tunnel that opened last year with
keeping water out of area homes. The Metropolitan Water Reclamation District’s
Deep Tunnel and its reservoirs were filled, and officials asked residents to consider
skipping showers and delaying washing dishes and clothes until the water subsided.
More rain and possible thunderstorms are also in the forecast for several days this
week, presenting another possible strain on the system.

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

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fw: Personal opinion about the Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Tank
Sunday, June 9, 2019 1:35:02 PM

Bob Bielinski
President, Village of Wilmette
bielinskib@wilmette.com
From: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, June 9, 2019 1:21 PM
To: Amy Wolfe; ganderson@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; mmurdock@wilpark.org;
cclarke@wilpark.org; Julia Goebel; Todd Shissler; Stephen Wilson; Bielinski, Bob; Frenzer, Tim
Cc: adam bennett
Subject: Personal opinion about the Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Tank

All,
We live at 1225 Colgate Street and our backyard abuts Thornwood Park to the west. We have
lived here for over five years, and the park and our house's location is the ONLY reason we
moved to Wilmette. We previously lived downtown and would visit friends who lived on
Greenwood Avenue. As we left their house each time, we would drive by Thornwood Park and
would say to each other, "If there ever were a new house on Thornwood Park, we would
move." We learned of a new construction house at 1225 Colgate Street and after checking out
FEMA flood maps and talking to Colgate Street residents about flooding, we were ecstatic to
vastly overpay for the house, just to ensure access to this quaint park. At our real estate
closing, the seller joked, "Oh, and by the way, they're going to turn the park into a parking lot."
Clearly, that would be a disaster and would negate our desire to buy the house.
And yet, five years later, it "feels" that there is going to be a parking lot put into Thornwood
Park, under two feet of soil, extremely close to our property line.
As you may know, we've partnered with our neighbor Sophie Candido in the past month to
consolidate communications between the Colgate Street Neighborhood Association, the Park
District, and the Village. One focus has been on exploring alternative locations for
underground water storage. While that door still seems to be slightly open, our renewed
collective focus is on voicing support for Alternative Configuration 2, which would significantly
reduce the footprint of the storage tank and would save most of the trees in the park. The
proposed configuration, along with Alternative Configuration 1, are unacceptable, in our
family's opinion, as they both clear cut the trees, remove the berm and the trees that provide
our house with privacy, expose our property to new water runoff problems from an
impermeable structure, and put a massive and dirty construction project mere steps beyond
our back yard.

And yet, our family still has major concerns even if Alternative Configuration 2 were to be
selected, particularly with the details of the construction phase. Thornwood Park is one of the
few places in Wilmette where kids do get a chance to work on their independence skills so it
mind boggling to imagine the logistics of managing the project while still keeping free-range
kids safe.
We hope the Park District and Village will be able to provide more details about: the location
of the 11,400 cubic yards of soil that will stay on site, the management of that soil on a windy
park with homes lining the east border, the logistics and emission-mitigation strategies
needed to haul away 22,110 cubic yards of soil (which is approximately 2,210 truckloads), the
location/size/function of the pumping station, the security measures (fence, security cameras,
human presence) planned for safety, the study/research done to legally ensure that no water
drain off will impact nearby properties, the ability to replace the surface with sod to reduce
the time that the park will not be functional, and the impact on parking along Dartmouth
Street that is vital to Harper Elementary School.
Thanks for your time and we look forward to working together in the next few years,
Kathleen Sullivan and Adam Bennett
1225 Colgate Street

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Braiman, Michael
FW: Upcoming Village Board meeting
Sunday, June 9, 2019 6:42:14 AM

Hi Mike-The note below was requested to go to the full board for the meeting on Thursday.
I also have several streetscape comments I'm working through to get to you.
Brigitte

-----Original Message----From: Berger, Brigitte
Sent: Sunday, June 9, 2019 6:40 AM
To: 'Dennis Roberts' <robertsdenny860@gmail.com>
Cc: joelkurzman@gmail.com; robert_dv@yahoo.com
Subject: RE: Upcoming Village Board meeting
Good morning Dennis:
Thank you for taking the time to put your comments in writing. I will be sure to share them with the Village Board.
Sending good thoughts for a speedy recovery.
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: Dennis Roberts <robertsdenny860@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, June 8, 2019 8:11 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Cc: joelkurzman@gmail.com; robert_dv@yahoo.com
Subject: Upcoming Village Board meeting
Dear Brigitte - I saw that the Village Board will meet this week to review funding options for the flood management
initiative. I regret that I will not be able to attend, especially since I’ve attended most of these important meetings. I
am scheduled for surgery on Tuesday, June 11, and know I will not have recovered enough to attend the meeting.
I request that you inform the Board that I wish I were able to attend. Further, I request that you note my opinion that
the flood management system must move forward and that funding through water bills makes sense. I’ve attended
the Parks Board meetings and my local on-site briefing at Hibbard Playing Field. The only opposition I’ve observed
is environmentalists worried about trees and Kenilworth residents protesting “not in my backyard.” I don’t mean to
be cruel but these protests are trivial in comparison to the dire need of us who suffer from flooding. The Village

Board needs to stand up and name personal privilege for what it is - the Wilmette community needs a flooding
solution and all of us will have to compromise to make it work. It’s time to move on!
Thank you for reading thus far and making sure Village Board members are informed of my perspective, a
perspective that I believe is shared broadly in my neighborhood.
Best always,
Dennis C. Roberts, Ph.D.
720 LaCrosse Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

K Sullivan
Berger, Brigitte
Frenzer, Tim; Stephen Wilson; Darren Olson; Braiman, Michael; Candido
Re: Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project...some more questions!
Friday, June 7, 2019 4:58:39 PM

Brigitte,
We really appreciate your thoughtful reply and we have shared with our neighbors your responses along with the
Village's recent email about alternative configurations.
We believe your email will answer many of our neighbors' questions and will let them see the scope of the research that
has been done so far. Despite the Village and Park District's efforts to be as communicative, inclusive, and transparent as
possible over the years, for many of our neighbors, this project was shockingly new information to them. And the
proposed plan to remove so many trees brought out a lot of emotion, and some mistrust of the decision makers and their
intent for the park. We feel reassured that our voices were heard and that an alternative configuration has been proposed
which would save the trees and the park function. Thank you for asking for and acting upon public input.
To be honest, what was new information to all of us was the timing of the Intergovernmental Agreement and the need to
reach a quick decision about vault configurations. Even for those of us who have been following this project over the
years, we felt that we still had a few more years to gather information (from the first two parks being excavated) and to
form public opinions about the specifics of Thornwood Park (and whether it was still a good option or not). The speed of
this decision making process did take us by surprise.
Having said that, we appreciate your detailed replies to these emails. We figured this process would be more efficient
than you receiving 30 angry and/or repetitive emails, and then needing to reply individually. And we know that we will
be working with the Village and the Park District for years on this project so we want to be as transparent and helpful as
possible, to facilitate two-way communication.
So now that our neighbors have the updates in hand, we have urged them to attend the June 10 meeting and/or to send
emails. We hope to collect enough feedback over the weekend so we can speak at the meeting with a collective opinion
for our Neighborhood Association.
And yes, Sophie and I would be happy to meet in person! Given the time constraints, let's see how the meeting goes on
June 10th and then we can look at our schedules.
Thanks for your help,
Colgate Street Neighborhood Association
PS. We have received some feedback from your email about alternate locations and we would like clarification on two
points which appeared a little vague in your responses. People would like to know how much it would cost to move the
project to Avoca (you stated it was too far, and we're assuming that's a cost constraint). We understand that it takes
time/money to explore that option, but can someone ballpark that cost? An extra $1 million? $5 million? And what did
you mean by "construction limitations" for Centennial Park? Those were the only two points people asked about. Thanks
for your help.
PPS. There have been initial questions about the Alternative Configuration 2 for Thornwood Park. Perhaps Baxter &
Woodman can address them in the June 10 meeting.
-Where will the pumping station be located? Who will determine the size and purpose of the new structure (restroom,
etc.)?
-Where will dirt be stored during the construction process?
-Are there any other configuration constraints we should know about, in case we wanted to suggest changes to the
layout? For example, is the inlet/outlet movable? Is it possible to slightly move the northern border of the vault to
absolutely preserve the climbing trees near the southwest corner of the tennis courts?
On Thu, Jun 6, 2019 at 2:45 PM Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
Dear Kathleen:

Thank you for helping get the word out to your neighbors about the proposed Neighborhood Storage Project. I’m glad
we can continue to communicate through this process. If you are open to it, I would welcome the opportunity to meet
with you in person as well.

I think I can speak for the Village Board when I say that we understand your concern about losing trees at Thornwood
Park. We share this concern which is why the Village Board is reviewing alternative footprints.   We also understand
why it is not ideal for portions of the park to be unavailable during construction. While we will carefully plan for and
have tight controls on the construction, we cannot build a project of this magnitude without temporarily impacting the
park. The Thornwood Park reservoir is a necessary component of the Village’s flood relief efforts- without it, the
overall project does not work. The reservoir not only directly benefits your neighbors in Kenilworth Gardens, but
thousands of residents who live west of Ridge Road who constantly worry about the next major rain storm. Hopefully,
you and your neighbors will be able to see that this inconvenience is necessary in order to provide much needed flood
relief to thousands of your neighbors.

There are a couple of clarifications to your email I would like to offer first before responding to your questions about
alternate locations for the Thornwood Park reservoir.
Your email suggests Thornwood Park would be under construction for a year. Please keep in mind the timeframe for
the installation of the vault is approximately 12 weeks, weather permitting.   There would, of course, be time after the
construction for the final restoration and the sod/seed to establish, but the bulk of the heavy construction work is
actually quite condensed. As you will see in the report from Baxter & Woodman that was released today, there are
construction options at Thornwood Park that will save the majority of the trees and restore the park to its existing
condition, with the exception of a small pumping station to account for a deeper reservoir. It is also important to note
that the project will improve drainage in the park. Hopefully, we can all agree that the temporary inconvenience
caused by construction is far outweighed by the project benefits to thousands of Wilmette residents, especially when
we take into account the new alternative that protects the majority of the trees.

Secondly, no one is suggesting that Thornwood Park is the only option for the vault. During the due diligence phase
of this project, however, Thornwood Park was determined to be the best location. This is based on the size of the
available open space and close proximity to the trunk sewer on Hunter and the areas in Kenilworth Gardens that flood.
(See the flood inundation maps below.) In addition to having engineering challenges, each of the options you
suggested would add millions of dollars of new cost to the project. Howard Park is in the combined sewer area which
is a completely different watershed that drains to Lake Michigan and thus is not a feasible option. Mallinckrodt, as
previously communicated, will not be considered by either the Village or Park District due to the tree loss that would
be required, thereby permanently altering the nature of the park in its totality. Avoca Park is too far away from
Kenilworth Gardens to be cost-effective. Centennial Park was vetted as an alternate location for the Community
Playfield storage and ultimately removed from consideration because of construction limitations. Storage under the
streets is not feasible because of conflicts with the existing underground utilities under the street (storm sewers,
sanitary sewers, watermains, NICOR, ComEd, etc).   It would not be a responsible use of taxpayer resources to further
explore these options, which the engineers have determined are not effective engineering solutions and would cost
significantly more money to build and maintain.

It is also untrue to say that other options have not been explored. While this project may be new to you, please know
that during the feasibility study initiated in 2013, all available options were studied by several teams of consultants,
reviewed at public meetings and deliberated on by the Village Board. In fact, there were at least 14 public meetings
prior to the Village Board selecting Neighborhood Storage as the preferred stormwater relief project last April.
Thornwood Park was consistently shown as the best location for stormwater storage at all of these public meetings.
Given the magnitude of the projects under consideration, the Village went so far as to send out two direct mailings to
every homeowner in the community providing notification of the options and the decision making timeline. Based
upon this outreach, the overwhelming sentiment in the community (including many of your neighbors in Kenilworth
Gardens) was to proceed expeditiously with the project in order to provide much needed flood relief.

It is important to note that when the Village Board made the decision to move forward with this flood relief project,
they made it clear that they were concerned about the project’s significant cost and impact to the residents who
ultimately will see an increase in their sewer fee to pay for it. In the Village Board’s analysis of alternative solutions,
the only practical option that did not include Thornwood Park was projected to cost more than $100 million. There
was no appetite at the time to spend those kinds of dollars and that sentiment has not changed. The current $68.2
million project is going to increase the average homeowner’s sewer bill by approximately $400 per year. Adding
millions of dollars to the project would only serve to make the impact to you and your fellow residents even greater.

While Wilmette is an affluent community, not everyone is affluent, and the Village Board takes great care to try to
limit the burden of municipal services on our residents. Even if the engineering challenges could be overcome, adding
millions of dollars of cost is not an option that the Village Board intends to entertain.

I hope this information is helpful to you.

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: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 4, 2019 12:07 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Stephen Wilson
<swilson@wilpark.org>; Darren Olson <dolson@cbbel.com>; Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Cc: Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Subject: Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project...some more questions!

Brigitte,

Thanks for your communications last week. We have sent out updates to our neighbors and we're all awaiting the
release of the "Deep Dig" option for Thornwood Park.

Just to make the best use of our time in the meeting, we wanted to let you and your team know some of the feedback
we've gotten in the past two weeks, so that hopefully we're all best prepared to discuss options at the meeting.

Big picture, a renewed loyalty to Thornwood Park and its many recreational uses has been evoked in our
neighborhood. Beyond maintaining the life of trees, we also don't want to give up use of the park for at least a year.
Mostly, we want to hear sound, logical, quantitative arguments for why Thornwood Park, the property of the Park
District, is the ONLY option for the Village to solve its stormwater problem.

Most people have expressed dissatisfaction with the "Deep Dig" option, even before seeing it. The pushback we've
received is that we haven't explored every other option in detail, so we don't feel the Park District (the ultimate
decision makers) are as well informed as they could be. Instead of just weighing Option A and Option B, we want to
see details on Options C, D, E, and F, to at least know that we have all explored every other option before we dig us
this beloved park.

We know that you answered some of questions from last week, but we'd like more detail to be presented either before
the meeting or during it.

1. People really would like to know the feasibility and costs associated with moving the project elsewhere. At the
meeting we will ask again about Mallinckrodt Park, and now about Avoca Park, Howard Park, and Centennial Park.
Even if you feel like you have ruled out all those options, please give us the details that informed your decision
making.

2. As I asked about last week in a separate email, what are the constraints which would prevent storage from being
placed directly under the streets being affected (e.g., Beechwood) given that they will be torn up anyways?

3. Is it possible to create a chart comparing the many options and the quantitative and qualitative pros and cons of each
option?

Thanks so much for your help in keeping us informed so we can give our input.

Colgate Street Neighborhood Association

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
K Sullivan; Frenzer, Tim; Stephen Wilson; Darren Olson; Braiman, Michael
Candido
RE: Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project...some more questions!
Thursday, June 6, 2019 2:45:35 PM

Dear Kathleen:
Thank you for helping get the word out to your neighbors about the proposed Neighborhood Storage Project. I’m glad
we can continue to communicate through this process. If you are open to it, I would welcome the opportunity to meet
with you in person as well.
I think I can speak for the Village Board when I say that we understand your concern about losing trees at Thornwood
Park. We share this concern which is why the Village Board is reviewing alternative footprints.   We also understand
why it is not ideal for portions of the park to be unavailable during construction. While we will carefully plan for and
have tight controls on the construction, we cannot build a project of this magnitude without temporarily impacting the
park. The Thornwood Park reservoir is a necessary component of the Village’s flood relief efforts- without it, the
overall project does not work. The reservoir not only directly benefits your neighbors in Kenilworth Gardens, but
thousands of residents who live west of Ridge Road who constantly worry about the next major rain storm. Hopefully,
you and your neighbors will be able to see that this inconvenience is necessary in order to provide much needed flood
relief to thousands of your neighbors.
There are a couple of clarifications to your email I would like to offer first before responding to your questions about
alternate locations for the Thornwood Park reservoir.
Your email suggests Thornwood Park would be under construction for a year. Please keep in mind the timeframe for
the installation of the vault is approximately 12 weeks, weather permitting.   There would, of course, be time after the
construction for the final restoration and the sod/seed to establish, but the bulk of the heavy construction work is
actually quite condensed. As you will see in the report from Baxter & Woodman that was released today, there are
construction options at Thornwood Park that will save the majority of the trees and restore the park to its existing
condition, with the exception of a small pumping station to account for a deeper reservoir. It is also important to note
that the project will improve drainage in the park. Hopefully, we can all agree that the temporary inconvenience
caused by construction is far outweighed by the project benefits to thousands of Wilmette residents, especially when
we take into account the new alternative that protects the majority of the trees.
Secondly, no one is suggesting that Thornwood Park is the only option for the vault. During the due diligence phase
of this project, however, Thornwood Park was determined to be the best location. This is based on the size of the
available open space and close proximity to the trunk sewer on Hunter and the areas in Kenilworth Gardens that flood.
(See the flood inundation maps below.) In addition to having engineering challenges, each of the options you
suggested would add millions of dollars of new cost to the project. Howard Park is in the combined sewer area which
is a completely different watershed that drains to Lake Michigan and thus is not a feasible option. Mallinckrodt, as
previously communicated, will not be considered by either the Village or Park District due to the tree loss that would
be required, thereby permanently altering the nature of the park in its totality. Avoca Park is too far away from
Kenilworth Gardens to be cost-effective. Centennial Park was vetted as an alternate location for the Community
Playfield storage and ultimately removed from consideration because of construction limitations. Storage under the
streets is not feasible because of conflicts with the existing underground utilities under the street (storm sewers,
sanitary sewers, watermains, NICOR, ComEd, etc).   It would not be a responsible use of taxpayer resources to further
explore these options, which the engineers have determined are not effective engineering solutions and would cost
significantly more money to build and maintain.
It is also untrue to say that other options have not been explored. While this project may be new to you, please know
that during the feasibility study initiated in 2013, all available options were studied by several teams of consultants,
reviewed at public meetings and deliberated on by the Village Board. In fact, there were at least 14 public meetings
prior to the Village Board selecting Neighborhood Storage as the preferred stormwater relief project last April.
Thornwood Park was consistently shown as the best location for stormwater storage at all of these public meetings.
Given the magnitude of the projects under consideration, the Village went so far as to send out two direct mailings to
every homeowner in the community providing notification of the options and the decision making timeline. Based
upon this outreach, the overwhelming sentiment in the community (including many of your neighbors in Kenilworth
Gardens) was to proceed expeditiously with the project in order to provide much needed flood relief.
It is important to note that when the Village Board made the decision to move forward with this flood relief project,
they made it clear that they were concerned about the project’s significant cost and impact to the residents who
ultimately will see an increase in their sewer fee to pay for it. In the Village Board’s analysis of alternative solutions,
the only practical option that did not include Thornwood Park was projected to cost more than $100 million. There

was no appetite at the time to spend those kinds of dollars and that sentiment has not changed. The current $68.2
million project is going to increase the average homeowner’s sewer bill by approximately $400 per year. Adding
millions of dollars to the project would only serve to make the impact to you and your fellow residents even greater.
While Wilmette is an affluent community, not everyone is affluent, and the Village Board takes great care to try to
limit the burden of municipal services on our residents. Even if the engineering challenges could be overcome, adding
millions of dollars of cost is not an option that the Village Board intends to entertain.
I hope this information is helpful to you.
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: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 4, 2019 12:07 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Stephen Wilson
<swilson@wilpark.org>; Darren Olson <dolson@cbbel.com>; Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>
Cc: Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Subject: Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project...some more questions!

Brigitte,
Thanks for your communications last week. We have sent out updates to our neighbors and we're all awaiting the
release of the "Deep Dig" option for Thornwood Park.
Just to make the best use of our time in the meeting, we wanted to let you and your team know some of the feedback
we've gotten in the past two weeks, so that hopefully we're all best prepared to discuss options at the meeting.
Big picture, a renewed loyalty to Thornwood Park and its many recreational uses has been evoked in our
neighborhood. Beyond maintaining the life of trees, we also don't want to give up use of the park for at least a year.
Mostly, we want to hear sound, logical, quantitative arguments for why Thornwood Park, the property of the Park
District, is the ONLY option for the Village to solve its stormwater problem.
Most people have expressed dissatisfaction with the "Deep Dig" option, even before seeing it. The pushback we've
received is that we haven't explored every other option in detail, so we don't feel the Park District (the ultimate
decision makers) are as well informed as they could be. Instead of just weighing Option A and Option B, we want to
see details on Options C, D, E, and F, to at least know that we have all explored every other option before we dig us
this beloved park.
We know that you answered some of questions from last week, but we'd like more detail to be presented either before
the meeting or during it.

1. People really would like to know the feasibility and costs associated with moving the project elsewhere. At the
meeting we will ask again about Mallinckrodt Park, and now about Avoca Park, Howard Park, and Centennial Park.
Even if you feel like you have ruled out all those options, please give us the details that informed your decision
making.
2. As I asked about last week in a separate email, what are the constraints which would prevent storage from being
placed directly under the streets being affected (e.g., Beechwood) given that they will be torn up anyways?
3. Is it possible to create a chart comparing the many options and the quantitative and qualitative pros and cons of each
option?
Thanks so much for your help in keeping us informed so we can give our input.
Colgate Street Neighborhood Association

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Wilson
Braiman, Michael
FW: Next steps for Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project
Wednesday, June 5, 2019 8:10:22 AM

Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
847-256-9617
swilson@wilpark.org
From: Bryan Abbott <abbottownersrep@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 5, 2019 8:08 AM
To: kathleensullivan99@gmail.com
Cc: Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>; Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; Gordon Anderson
<ganderson@wilpark.org>; Mike Murdock <mmurdock@wilpark.org>; Cecilia Clarke
<cclarke@wilpark.org>; Julia Goebel <jgoebel@wilpark.org>; Todd Shissler <tshissler@wilpark.org>
Subject: Re: Next steps for Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project
Kathleen,
I am forwarding your email on to Steve Wilson and the rest of the board.
Bryan Abbott

-----Original Message----From: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
To: Bryan Abbott <abbottownersrep@aol.com>
Sent: Mon, Jun 3, 2019 9:38 am
Subject: Re: Next steps for Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project
Bryan,
Thank you for your feedback. Yes, please share with Steve and your other board members.
This message went out to just our Colgate Street crew, but we also have email distributions lists for other
neighborhood associations in Kenilworth Gardens and Indian Hill Estates. We were waiting to have the
new proposal from the Village this week, and then we'll use social media to show people the new plan,
and to invite them to give feedback via emails or meeting attendance.
The feedback so far is that we have not explored other parks enough, specifically Mallinckrodt, Howard,
or Avoca. People would like to know rough estimates of the costs of each project so we can understand
why Thornwood is the only option that works. In my emails with Brigitte, she didn't give estimated costs
for alternative locations. I believe that people will request that information before the June 10 meeting, or
at least during it.
I'll reach out to Brigitte to let her know the informal feedback we've gathered so far, so she and her team
can be prepared to answer detailed questions about other alternatives. While the May 22nd meeting tone

was relatively professional, I believe that the details of the proposed plan elicited a fierce loyalty to the
park and its role as the heart of our neighborhood. A common question seems to be, "Why Thornwood
Park? Have they explored every other option?"
Thanks for your involvement,
Kathleen
On Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 8:45 AM Bryan Abbott <abbottownersrep@aol.com> wrote:
Kathleen,
This is a thoughtful and helpful summation of where the Thornwood stormwater issues
currently stands.
May I share your email with Steve Wilson and our other board members?
Bryan Abbott

-----Original Message----From: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
To: Christine Weller <csrweller1605@gmail.com>; Ronda Korzon <rkkorzon@aol.com>; Brad Williams
<bwillidesign@me.com>; Christine Montaquila <montaquila@me.com>; Crist <cristsb12@gmail.com>;
Diamond <carriediamond@mac.com>; Eileen Maday <eileenmaday@gmail.com>; Jeff Candido
<jeffcandido27@gmail.com>; K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>; Kaari Reirerson
<kaarir@hotmail.com>; Kelly and Sean Daley <kellymfalls@gmail.com>; Knight
<cmknight@ameritech.net>; Maria Parra <mariarivasparra@gmail.com>; Nikki Circolone
<ncircolone@gmail.com>; Nita Kulkarni <kulkarnn@yahoo.com>; Primosch
<emilyprimosch@yahoo.com>; Ramsey <ramsey184@comcast.net>; Raul Huidobro
<raulhuidobro@gmail.com>; Stefan.wuensch <Stefan.wuensch@gmx.net>; Tracey Richter
<traceygansrichter@yahoo.com>; Ute Seidel <ute.i.seidel@icloud.com>; debra schotz
<debra.schotz@gmail.com>; neha.biggs@gmail.com <neha.biggs@gmail.com>; Candido
<sophiecandido@gmail.com>; Phillips <phillipschasdi@sbcglobal.net>; jim_kearney
<jim_kearney@comcast.net>; eric.herndon <eric.herndon@comcast.net>; Gary Knight
<grknight@ameritech.net>; Amy mattle <amysmattle@gmail.com>; bmattlesf <bmattlesf@gmail.com>;
terrilorenz <terrilorenz@gmail.com>; krtobey <krtobey@gmail.com>; Gary Schotz
<gdoeschotz@icloud.com>; adam bennett <adwbennett@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun, Jun 2, 2019 12:40 pm
Subject: Next steps for Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project
Neighbors,
Thank you to all who were able to attend the Public Input session this past Wednesday, May 22 at
Thornwood Park to review the proposed plan for underground water storage. We were thrilled with
good weather and a great turnout.
I'll send a short list of recaps and action items (for those with short attention spans!) and then I'll add
more details down below.
1. We had about 70 adults (and 20 kids) show up to voice our common concerns about the project.
The meeting was over an hour and the tone was serious and yet polite. A writer from the Wilmette
Beacon was also present.
2. The common theme was that we all wanted to reject the proposed plan to put a 2.6 acre footprint
storage tank under Thornwood Park because it would basically eliminate every tree in the southern 2/3
of Thornwood Park, including most memorial trees. According to the original plan, trees would not be

replaced in the 2-3 feet of soil that would be put above the storage tank. Our collective goal emerged,
and it seemed to be that we just wanted the park restored to its original form and function, and the
proposed plan would not allow that to occur.
We discussed three possible solutions:
- Moving the project in its entirety to Mallinckrodt Park
- Reducing the size of the storage tank and 'digging deeper' to maintain the integrity of the park and
save as many trees as possible
- Putting the storage under the streets that are most affected by the flooding
3. The Village and the outside engineering firm have been working on a new proposal that will
essentially cut the footprint of the storage tank in half, by digging twice as deep. The proposal will be
available early this week and we will email it out to you. It will also be on the Village website. The
proposed tank would be placed in the flat part of Thornwood Park and would allow almost every tree to
remain. A small above-ground pump and generator would need to be placed somewhere in the park.
4. The Thornwood Park project is planned for 2022. The construction of the underground storage tank
will take up to 16 weeks, but the Park District could only promise that the time to make the park
functional again would be "less than a year."
5. Public input is still our most valuable tool. Please consider emailing the Village and Park District
(emails are listed below) and also plan on attending the Park District meeting on Monday, June 10 at
7:30 pm at Village Hall (1200 Wilmette Avenue). We will have access to the new proposal before then
and will be able to speak as a group, with one clear message, hopefully. Anyone may speak (public
comments are invited at the start of the meeting) and you do not need to to sign up in advance. We
plan to send in our emails after we have a chance to react to the new plan, but before the June 10th
meeting.
Wilmette Park District: awolfe@wilpark.org, ganderson@wilpark.org, babbott@wilpark.org,
mmurdock@wilpark.org, cclarke@wilpark.org, jgoebel@wilpark.org, tshissler@wilpark.org,
swilson@wilpark.org
Wilmette Village Board: bielinskib@wilmette.com, frenzert@wilmette.com
Wilmette Beacon: Eric DeGrechie: eric@wilmettebeacon.com
6. We learned that the Village and the Park District plan to sign one intergovernmental agreement
which will include detailed plans for all three parks (Community Playfields, Hibbard, and Thornwood). If
the intergovernmental agreement can be signed before December 2019, then the proposed
construction timeline will not be disrupted. So, we have at most six months to continue to review the
plans and to voice our opinions.
7. To sign up to automatically receive emails from the Village about the Stormwater Management,
please visit this website. After adding contact information, be sure to check the “stormwater
management” email list.
https://visitor.r20.constantcontact.com/manage/optin?
v=001eGoVMtmIZbuEaTikBiD30R585XdRRVwyhJLuZ3kgLseD_C33hku0Gx1CsYBeYCexM_ut22BA9UDk0GSgiOMBHNCOEZTIZWzS7hsMR2VjVQUpREKarUh9-PlGXeRDDDH3PLGdLxoewUtLMmvf0oQ_JbqpdoqMXh
So, for the short attention folks, feel free to stop reading!
If anyone else would like to see my recent email exchanges with the Village Engineer, Brigitte Berger
(who spoke at the meeting in Thornwood Park) please continue to read. I tried my best to represent our
common questions and concerns immediately after the May 22nd meeting. My numbered questions

are in black, and Brigitte's responses are in red. Her email address is berberb@wilmette.com .
1. As we formulate our own opinions about what would be the best option for stormwater issues in
Kenilworth Gardens, we do want to step back and revisit the option to use Mallinckrodt Park. From our
estimations, the elevation at Mallinckrodt Park is quite similar to that at Thornwood Park (when
comparing 1221 Colgate Street, the lowest spot on Colgate Street, with Ronald Knox Montessori
School).
When asked at the meeting about any engineering constraints that would prevent Mallinckrodt Park
from being an option, your team told us, "No...but it would not be as efficient," which we interpreted as
meaning that it would be costlier to build, given the addition of some street conveyance.
Can you please give a rough, ballpark estimate of that additional cost to redirect the pipes to
Mallinckrodt Park? Again, does this double the project cost, or does it add a few million? We'll assume
that vault construction would stay the same, assuming similar soil, etc. Can you provide the rough
guideline you use to estimate costs per linear foot?
As you noticed on Wednesday night, Thornwood Park is a highly used park. It hosts at least 60 families
per hour for baseball, most nights per week, and for full days on weekends. It is the park frequented
daily by dozens and dozens of Harper Elementary students and their families for hours after school.
Additionally, the park and its surrounding streets are used by 400+ students daily as they walk, bike,
and drive to Harper Elementary School. It was eye opening to hear on Wednesday that while the vault
construction may take 16 weeks, the Park District could only promise that the park would be rendered
functional again "in less than a year."
We would like more high-level information on the feasibility of using Mallinckrodt Park for underground
storage, in order to avoid disrupting such a high-use park (relative to Mallinckrodt Park) for so long. We
observe that public input was able to change the location of Park #1 (from Centennial Park to the
Community Playfields) so we'd like to really take the time to explore other options, especially now that
we know there's an option to dig extra deep in order to preserve the many trees at both parks.
As stated at the meeting, Thornwood Park was selected because it is the most practical and costeffective location for the reservoir. As an option to the original reservoir layout, there is adequate open
space within Thornwood Park to design a smaller but deeper tank with a pump station with minimal
impact to trees. Thornwood Park is also in close proximity to the trunk sewer on Hunter Road.
Mallinckrodt, by contrast, is a wooded, passive use park that would be permanently altered in its
totality. Both the Village and the Park District concur that Mallinckrodt Park is not a suitable location for
underground storage because the opportunity afforded by baseball fields for a project such as this
allows for less impact on the character of the park long term.
2. We also received some questions about using the grass fields on the property of Harper Elementary
School? Are there are any engineering constraints with that project? Are there cost differences in a
project there vs. the original plan? Clearly there are construction issues because the fields are literally
touching the school, but neighbors did want to know about those open spaces as we creatively
brainstorm other options.
The Harper green space is too small. The Kenilworth Gardens vault requires 1.35 acres for even a
pumped vault (smaller footprint and deeper) and the Harper space is only .75 acres.
3. A lot of conversation at the end of the Wednesday meeting was focused on gathering information
about the option to dig deeper at Thornwood Park, in order to reduce the footprint and to save the
trees. Can you please provide rough ballpark estimates for that project? What is the cost of digging
twice as deep? What is the cost of digging three times as deep? What is the cost to add the above
ground pump, generator, and storage shed? Will the timeline change based on any of these changes?
We believe our neighbors would like to know the costs of these projects before throwing their vocal
support behind them. Also, for baseline comparison purposes, what is the estimated cost of the current

proposal for Thornwood Park, as presented on Wednesday?
A report evaluating a smaller footprint option at Thornwood Park is forthcoming next week.
4. We heard your team say that Thornwood Park would be discussed at the June 10th Park District
Board Meeting. Is that still accurate? We would like to direct our neighbors to provide their input in the
most impactful way. Any advice is welcome.
At the June 10th meeting, the topic of the Storm Water Project will be on the agenda as it has been for
the past several months. During that discussion, the board will discuss the prior hearings and input
sessions, any new available information from the Village about designs and cost estimates, and
determine the next steps in the process for the District. During public comment, at the beginning of the
meeting, all comments regarding the park district are welcome, including comments about Thornwood
Park.
5. (From a follow up email. We have not received a reply yet from Brigitte Berger) Our neighbors have
been quite eager to react to the alternatives and to document their preferences, so we really look
forward to hearing from you. As you heard at the May 22nd meeting, the collective reaction to the first
proposal seems to be that we just want to restore the park to its original form and function, and that the
proposed plan (with all the tree removal) will not allow that goal to be achieved.
And here's another line of questions that came up with neighbors in the past week. Given that this
project will handle 10-year-storm events, yet will not totally handle 100-year-storm events, what are the
constraints which would prevent storage from being placed directly under the streets being affected
(e.g., Beechwood) given that they will be torn up anyways? I believe that this was the first question
asked at the meeting (by Roger Weller on Colgate Street) but some attendees couldn't quite
understand the response. I know that this is a question for the Village, and not the Park District, but we
would like to be informed of all the options and constraints in order to give appropriate public input.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Sullivan and Sophie Candido
Colgate Street Neighborhood Association

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Wilson
Braiman, Michael
FW: Next steps for Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project
Wednesday, June 5, 2019 8:10:22 AM

Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
847-256-9617
swilson@wilpark.org
From: Bryan Abbott <abbottownersrep@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 5, 2019 8:08 AM
To: kathleensullivan99@gmail.com
Cc: Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>; Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; Gordon Anderson
<ganderson@wilpark.org>; Mike Murdock <mmurdock@wilpark.org>; Cecilia Clarke
<cclarke@wilpark.org>; Julia Goebel <jgoebel@wilpark.org>; Todd Shissler <tshissler@wilpark.org>
Subject: Re: Next steps for Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project
Kathleen,
I am forwarding your email on to Steve Wilson and the rest of the board.
Bryan Abbott

-----Original Message----From: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
To: Bryan Abbott <abbottownersrep@aol.com>
Sent: Mon, Jun 3, 2019 9:38 am
Subject: Re: Next steps for Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project
Bryan,
Thank you for your feedback. Yes, please share with Steve and your other board members.
This message went out to just our Colgate Street crew, but we also have email distributions lists for other
neighborhood associations in Kenilworth Gardens and Indian Hill Estates. We were waiting to have the
new proposal from the Village this week, and then we'll use social media to show people the new plan,
and to invite them to give feedback via emails or meeting attendance.
The feedback so far is that we have not explored other parks enough, specifically Mallinckrodt, Howard,
or Avoca. People would like to know rough estimates of the costs of each project so we can understand
why Thornwood is the only option that works. In my emails with Brigitte, she didn't give estimated costs
for alternative locations. I believe that people will request that information before the June 10 meeting, or
at least during it.
I'll reach out to Brigitte to let her know the informal feedback we've gathered so far, so she and her team
can be prepared to answer detailed questions about other alternatives. While the May 22nd meeting tone

was relatively professional, I believe that the details of the proposed plan elicited a fierce loyalty to the
park and its role as the heart of our neighborhood. A common question seems to be, "Why Thornwood
Park? Have they explored every other option?"
Thanks for your involvement,
Kathleen
On Mon, Jun 3, 2019 at 8:45 AM Bryan Abbott <abbottownersrep@aol.com> wrote:
Kathleen,
This is a thoughtful and helpful summation of where the Thornwood stormwater issues
currently stands.
May I share your email with Steve Wilson and our other board members?
Bryan Abbott

-----Original Message----From: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
To: Christine Weller <csrweller1605@gmail.com>; Ronda Korzon <rkkorzon@aol.com>; Brad Williams
<bwillidesign@me.com>; Christine Montaquila <montaquila@me.com>; Crist <cristsb12@gmail.com>;
Diamond <carriediamond@mac.com>; Eileen Maday <eileenmaday@gmail.com>; Jeff Candido
<jeffcandido27@gmail.com>; K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>; Kaari Reirerson
<kaarir@hotmail.com>; Kelly and Sean Daley <kellymfalls@gmail.com>; Knight
<cmknight@ameritech.net>; Maria Parra <mariarivasparra@gmail.com>; Nikki Circolone
<ncircolone@gmail.com>; Nita Kulkarni <kulkarnn@yahoo.com>; Primosch
<emilyprimosch@yahoo.com>; Ramsey <ramsey184@comcast.net>; Raul Huidobro
<raulhuidobro@gmail.com>; Stefan.wuensch <Stefan.wuensch@gmx.net>; Tracey Richter
<traceygansrichter@yahoo.com>; Ute Seidel <ute.i.seidel@icloud.com>; debra schotz
<debra.schotz@gmail.com>; neha.biggs@gmail.com <neha.biggs@gmail.com>; Candido
<sophiecandido@gmail.com>; Phillips <phillipschasdi@sbcglobal.net>; jim_kearney
<jim_kearney@comcast.net>; eric.herndon <eric.herndon@comcast.net>; Gary Knight
<grknight@ameritech.net>; Amy mattle <amysmattle@gmail.com>; bmattlesf <bmattlesf@gmail.com>;
terrilorenz <terrilorenz@gmail.com>; krtobey <krtobey@gmail.com>; Gary Schotz
<gdoeschotz@icloud.com>; adam bennett <adwbennett@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sun, Jun 2, 2019 12:40 pm
Subject: Next steps for Thornwood Park Stormwater Storage Project
Neighbors,
Thank you to all who were able to attend the Public Input session this past Wednesday, May 22 at
Thornwood Park to review the proposed plan for underground water storage. We were thrilled with
good weather and a great turnout.
I'll send a short list of recaps and action items (for those with short attention spans!) and then I'll add
more details down below.
1. We had about 70 adults (and 20 kids) show up to voice our common concerns about the project.
The meeting was over an hour and the tone was serious and yet polite. A writer from the Wilmette
Beacon was also present.
2. The common theme was that we all wanted to reject the proposed plan to put a 2.6 acre footprint
storage tank under Thornwood Park because it would basically eliminate every tree in the southern 2/3
of Thornwood Park, including most memorial trees. According to the original plan, trees would not be

replaced in the 2-3 feet of soil that would be put above the storage tank. Our collective goal emerged,
and it seemed to be that we just wanted the park restored to its original form and function, and the
proposed plan would not allow that to occur.
We discussed three possible solutions:
- Moving the project in its entirety to Mallinckrodt Park
- Reducing the size of the storage tank and 'digging deeper' to maintain the integrity of the park and
save as many trees as possible
- Putting the storage under the streets that are most affected by the flooding
3. The Village and the outside engineering firm have been working on a new proposal that will
essentially cut the footprint of the storage tank in half, by digging twice as deep. The proposal will be
available early this week and we will email it out to you. It will also be on the Village website. The
proposed tank would be placed in the flat part of Thornwood Park and would allow almost every tree to
remain. A small above-ground pump and generator would need to be placed somewhere in the park.
4. The Thornwood Park project is planned for 2022. The construction of the underground storage tank
will take up to 16 weeks, but the Park District could only promise that the time to make the park
functional again would be "less than a year."
5. Public input is still our most valuable tool. Please consider emailing the Village and Park District
(emails are listed below) and also plan on attending the Park District meeting on Monday, June 10 at
7:30 pm at Village Hall (1200 Wilmette Avenue). We will have access to the new proposal before then
and will be able to speak as a group, with one clear message, hopefully. Anyone may speak (public
comments are invited at the start of the meeting) and you do not need to to sign up in advance. We
plan to send in our emails after we have a chance to react to the new plan, but before the June 10th
meeting.
Wilmette Park District: awolfe@wilpark.org, ganderson@wilpark.org, babbott@wilpark.org,
mmurdock@wilpark.org, cclarke@wilpark.org, jgoebel@wilpark.org, tshissler@wilpark.org,
swilson@wilpark.org
Wilmette Village Board: bielinskib@wilmette.com, frenzert@wilmette.com
Wilmette Beacon: Eric DeGrechie: eric@wilmettebeacon.com
6. We learned that the Village and the Park District plan to sign one intergovernmental agreement
which will include detailed plans for all three parks (Community Playfields, Hibbard, and Thornwood). If
the intergovernmental agreement can be signed before December 2019, then the proposed
construction timeline will not be disrupted. So, we have at most six months to continue to review the
plans and to voice our opinions.
7. To sign up to automatically receive emails from the Village about the Stormwater Management,
please visit this website. After adding contact information, be sure to check the “stormwater
management” email list.
https://visitor.r20.constantcontact.com/manage/optin?
v=001eGoVMtmIZbuEaTikBiD30R585XdRRVwyhJLuZ3kgLseD_C33hku0Gx1CsYBeYCexM_ut22BA9UDk0GSgiOMBHNCOEZTIZWzS7hsMR2VjVQUpREKarUh9-PlGXeRDDDH3PLGdLxoewUtLMmvf0oQ_JbqpdoqMXh
So, for the short attention folks, feel free to stop reading!
If anyone else would like to see my recent email exchanges with the Village Engineer, Brigitte Berger
(who spoke at the meeting in Thornwood Park) please continue to read. I tried my best to represent our
common questions and concerns immediately after the May 22nd meeting. My numbered questions

are in black, and Brigitte's responses are in red. Her email address is berberb@wilmette.com .
1. As we formulate our own opinions about what would be the best option for stormwater issues in
Kenilworth Gardens, we do want to step back and revisit the option to use Mallinckrodt Park. From our
estimations, the elevation at Mallinckrodt Park is quite similar to that at Thornwood Park (when
comparing 1221 Colgate Street, the lowest spot on Colgate Street, with Ronald Knox Montessori
School).
When asked at the meeting about any engineering constraints that would prevent Mallinckrodt Park
from being an option, your team told us, "No...but it would not be as efficient," which we interpreted as
meaning that it would be costlier to build, given the addition of some street conveyance.
Can you please give a rough, ballpark estimate of that additional cost to redirect the pipes to
Mallinckrodt Park? Again, does this double the project cost, or does it add a few million? We'll assume
that vault construction would stay the same, assuming similar soil, etc. Can you provide the rough
guideline you use to estimate costs per linear foot?
As you noticed on Wednesday night, Thornwood Park is a highly used park. It hosts at least 60 families
per hour for baseball, most nights per week, and for full days on weekends. It is the park frequented
daily by dozens and dozens of Harper Elementary students and their families for hours after school.
Additionally, the park and its surrounding streets are used by 400+ students daily as they walk, bike,
and drive to Harper Elementary School. It was eye opening to hear on Wednesday that while the vault
construction may take 16 weeks, the Park District could only promise that the park would be rendered
functional again "in less than a year."
We would like more high-level information on the feasibility of using Mallinckrodt Park for underground
storage, in order to avoid disrupting such a high-use park (relative to Mallinckrodt Park) for so long. We
observe that public input was able to change the location of Park #1 (from Centennial Park to the
Community Playfields) so we'd like to really take the time to explore other options, especially now that
we know there's an option to dig extra deep in order to preserve the many trees at both parks.
As stated at the meeting, Thornwood Park was selected because it is the most practical and costeffective location for the reservoir. As an option to the original reservoir layout, there is adequate open
space within Thornwood Park to design a smaller but deeper tank with a pump station with minimal
impact to trees. Thornwood Park is also in close proximity to the trunk sewer on Hunter Road.
Mallinckrodt, by contrast, is a wooded, passive use park that would be permanently altered in its
totality. Both the Village and the Park District concur that Mallinckrodt Park is not a suitable location for
underground storage because the opportunity afforded by baseball fields for a project such as this
allows for less impact on the character of the park long term.
2. We also received some questions about using the grass fields on the property of Harper Elementary
School? Are there are any engineering constraints with that project? Are there cost differences in a
project there vs. the original plan? Clearly there are construction issues because the fields are literally
touching the school, but neighbors did want to know about those open spaces as we creatively
brainstorm other options.
The Harper green space is too small. The Kenilworth Gardens vault requires 1.35 acres for even a
pumped vault (smaller footprint and deeper) and the Harper space is only .75 acres.
3. A lot of conversation at the end of the Wednesday meeting was focused on gathering information
about the option to dig deeper at Thornwood Park, in order to reduce the footprint and to save the
trees. Can you please provide rough ballpark estimates for that project? What is the cost of digging
twice as deep? What is the cost of digging three times as deep? What is the cost to add the above
ground pump, generator, and storage shed? Will the timeline change based on any of these changes?
We believe our neighbors would like to know the costs of these projects before throwing their vocal
support behind them. Also, for baseline comparison purposes, what is the estimated cost of the current

proposal for Thornwood Park, as presented on Wednesday?
A report evaluating a smaller footprint option at Thornwood Park is forthcoming next week.
4. We heard your team say that Thornwood Park would be discussed at the June 10th Park District
Board Meeting. Is that still accurate? We would like to direct our neighbors to provide their input in the
most impactful way. Any advice is welcome.
At the June 10th meeting, the topic of the Storm Water Project will be on the agenda as it has been for
the past several months. During that discussion, the board will discuss the prior hearings and input
sessions, any new available information from the Village about designs and cost estimates, and
determine the next steps in the process for the District. During public comment, at the beginning of the
meeting, all comments regarding the park district are welcome, including comments about Thornwood
Park.
5. (From a follow up email. We have not received a reply yet from Brigitte Berger) Our neighbors have
been quite eager to react to the alternatives and to document their preferences, so we really look
forward to hearing from you. As you heard at the May 22nd meeting, the collective reaction to the first
proposal seems to be that we just want to restore the park to its original form and function, and that the
proposed plan (with all the tree removal) will not allow that goal to be achieved.
And here's another line of questions that came up with neighbors in the past week. Given that this
project will handle 10-year-storm events, yet will not totally handle 100-year-storm events, what are the
constraints which would prevent storage from being placed directly under the streets being affected
(e.g., Beechwood) given that they will be torn up anyways? I believe that this was the first question
asked at the meeting (by Roger Weller on Colgate Street) but some attendees couldn't quite
understand the response. I know that this is a question for the Village, and not the Park District, but we
would like to be informed of all the options and constraints in order to give appropriate public input.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Sullivan and Sophie Candido
Colgate Street Neighborhood Association

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
K Sullivan
Darren Olson; Frenzer, Tim; swilson@wilpark.org; Braiman, Michael; sophiecandido@gmail.com
RE: FW: Follow up questions about Thornwood Park, from the Colgate Street Neighborhood Association
Thursday, May 30, 2019 6:25:29 AM

Good morning Ms. Sullivan—the plan will be made available in advance of the Park Board
meeting. We will make sure your email address is added to our list of residents interested in
the stormwater project. When the report is completed, likely early next week, we will send it
out via email as well as publish it on the Village’s website.
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: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 29, 2019 9:10 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Cc: Darren Olson <dolson@cbbel.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>;
swilson@wilpark.org; Braiman, Michael <braimanm@wilmette.com>; sophiecandido@gmail.com
Subject: Re: FW: Follow up questions about Thornwood Park, from the Colgate Street Neighborhood
Association

Ms. Berger,
Thanks so much for your thoughtful reply. We appreciate the responses and we hope to update
our neighbors about construction constraints, plus the plan to create a new report about the
"double depth" option at Thornwood Park.
We appreciate your team's time spent creating that plan and we look forward to giving input.
Will that plan first be presented at the meeting, or will it be available beforehand?
Thank you again,
Colgate Street Neighborhood Association
On Wed, May 29, 2019 at 2:09 PM Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
Dear Ms. Sullivan:
Thank you for your additional questions. Our responses are provided below in red.

I hope this information is helpful to you.
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: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, May 24, 2019 12:30 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>; Stephen
Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>
Cc: Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>; dolson@cbbel.com
Subject: Follow up questions about Thornwood Park, from the Colgate Street Neighborhood
Association

All,
Thank you so much for hosting the Public Input session this past Wednesday, May 22 at
Thornwood Park. We so appreciate your knowledgeable responses to our many questions
and we think the session was quite productive. We were thrilled with good weather and a
great turnout.
As representatives for the Colgate Neighborhood Association (that has grown a lot in size
after Wednesday's meeting) we have some follow up questions that we've gathered from our
neighbors. We would like to share your replies with them as well.
1. As we formulate our own opinions about what would be the best option for stormwater
issues in Kenilworth Gardens, we do want to step back and revisit the option to use
Mallinckrodt Park. From our estimations, the elevation at Mallinckrodt Park is quite similar
to that at Thornwood Park (when comparing 1221 Colgate Street, the lowest spot on
Colgate Street, with Ronald Knox Montessori School).
When asked at the meeting about any engineering constraints that would prevent
Mallinckrodt Park from being an option, your team told us, "No...but it would not be as
efficient," which we interpreted as meaning that it would be costlier to build, given the
addition of some street conveyance.
Can you please give a rough, ballpark estimate of that additional cost to redirect the pipes to
Mallinckrodt Park? Again, does this double the project cost, or does it add a few million?
We'll assume that vault construction would stay the same, assuming similar soil, etc. Can
you provide the rough guideline you use to estimate costs per linear foot?

As you noticed on Wednesday night, Thornwood Park is a highly used park. It hosts at least
60 families per hour for baseball, most nights per week, and for full days on weekends. It is
the park frequented daily by dozens and dozens of Harper Elementary students and their
families for hours after school. Additionally, the park and its surrounding streets are used by
400+ students daily as they walk, bike, and drive to Harper Elementary School. It was eye
opening to hear on Wednesday that while the vault construction may take 16 weeks, the
Park District could only promise that the park would be rendered functional again "in less
than a year."
We would like more high-level information on the feasibility of using Mallinckrodt Park for
underground storage, in order to avoid disrupting such a high-use park (relative to
Mallinckrodt Park) for so long. We observe that public input was able to change the location
of Park #1 (from Centennial Park to the Community Playfields) so we'd like to really take
the time to explore other options, especially now that we know there's an option to dig extra
deep in order to preserve the many trees at both parks.
As stated at the meeting, Thornwood Park was selected because it is the most practical and
cost-effective location for the reservoir. As an option to the original reservoir layout, there
is adequate open space within Thornwood Park to design a smaller but deeper tank with a
pump station with minimal impact to trees. Thornwood Park is also in close proximity to
the trunk sewer on Hunter Road.   Mallinckrodt, by contrast, is a wooded, passive use park
that would be permanently altered in its totality. Both the Village and the Park District
concur that Mallinckrodt Park is not a suitable location for underground storage because the
opportunity afforded by baseball fields for a project such as this allows for less impact on
the character of the park long term.
2. We also received some questions about using the grass fields on the property of Harper
Elementary School? Are there are any engineering constraints with that project? Are there
cost differences in a project there vs. the original plan? Clearly there are construction issues
because the fields are literally touching the school, but neighbors did want to know about
those open spaces as we creatively brainstorm other options.
The Harper green space is too small. The Kenilworth Gardens vault requires 1.35 acres for
even a pumped vault (smaller footprint and deeper) and the Harper space is only .75 acres.
3. A lot of conversation at the end of the Wednesday meeting was focused on gathering
information about the option to dig deeper at Thornwood Park, in order to reduce the
footprint and to save the trees. Can you please provide rough ballpark estimates for that
project? What is the cost of digging twice as deep? What is the cost of digging three times
as deep? What is the cost to add the above ground pump, generator, and storage shed? Will
the timeline change based on any of these changes? We believe our neighbors would like to
know the costs of these projects before throwing their vocal support behind them. Also, for
baseline comparison purposes, what is the estimated cost of the current proposal for
Thornwood Park, as presented on Wednesday?
A report evaluating a smaller footprint option at Thornwood Park is forthcoming next week.
  
4. We heard your team say that Thornwood Park would be discussed at the June 10th Park

District Board Meeting. Is that still accurate? We would like to direct our neighbors to
provide their input in the most impactful way. Any advice is welcome.
At the June 10th meeting, the topic of the Storm Water Project will be on the agenda as it
has been for the past several months. During that discussion, the board will discuss the
prior hearings and input sessions, any new available information from the Village about
designs and cost estimates, and determine the next steps in the process for the District.
During public comment, at the beginning of the meeting, all comments regarding the park
district are welcome, including comments about Thornwood Park.
Thank you so much for help in answering our questions,
Colgate Street Neighborhood Association

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Wilson
Braiman, Michael
FW: Questions in preparation for the May 22 Stormwater Management meeting in Thornwood Park
Friday, May 24, 2019 11:19:19 AM

Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
847-256-9617
swilson@wilpark.org
From: Stephen Wilson
Sent: Wednesday, May 22, 2019 2:25 PM
To: 'K Sullivan' <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>; Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; Julia Goebel
<jgoebel@wilpark.org>; Todd Shissler <tshissler@wilpark.org>; bielinskib@wilmette.com;
frenzert@wilmette.com
Cc: Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: Questions in preparation for the May 22 Stormwater Management meeting in
Thornwood Park
Kathleen,
I look forward to meeting you tonight and hearing from the interested residents this evening at
Thornwood. The questions you asked, with the exception of the first one about the agreement, are
outside of my scope to answer so I asked the Village to provide answers. A copy and paste of the
questions as posed and the answers from the Village in red font are below. Thanks again and I will
see you tonight at Thornwood.

LEGAL QUESTIONS (posed by our local lawyer)
1.

Does the Village have an agreement in place with the Park District creating a
construction easement for the project at Thornwood Park? If so, what are the
terms of that agreement?
A written intergovernmental agreement between the Park District and the Village
will be prepared after the Park District and the Village establish the basic
parameters and expectations for each project site. The particular requirements for
each site will vary from site to site. The Park District is in the process of meeting
with residents near each park to hear their thoughts and concerns in order to
assist in developing the requirements for each site. This is the same process that
was used successfully by the Village and the Park District in the past for the West
Park sanitary sewer project.

2. Has the Village secured a qualified expert to provide an opinion on the impact of
the underground storage tanks on the existing flow of storm water and runoff to

the properties adjacent to Thornwood Park? If so, please provide a copy of this
report.
The Village has been and is working with highly qualified civil engineers on the
design of this project. The stormwater management report prepared in January
2015 that was the basis for this project can be found on the Village’s website. In
addition, the final project plans will be made available to the public when
completed.
This project will not result in additional flooding or runoff around any of the sites,
including Thornwood.
While we do not know the source, there seems to be a persistent piece of serious
misinformation that has arisen about this project, to the effect that construction of
an underground reservoir at any park, including Thornwood Park, would somehow
result in new runoff or flooding around the Park. This is simply not true. It is
important that these rumors be debunked.
The sole purpose of the Thornwood Park reservoir project is to improve drainage
in the Kenilworth Gardens neighborhood. The final grading will also improve
drainage in the park and the area surrounding the park to the maximum extent
possible. The West Park Project is an excellent example of this sort of work.
Whether at Community Playfield, Thornwood Park or Hibbard Park, the new
underground reservoirs can effectively improve surface flooding and runoff from
those parks while also providing much-needed flood relief for the surrounding
neighborhoods. This method of storm water management has been successfully
utilized in other municipalities, where underground storage has been installed in
open park space to great success. Northbook is one example. New Trier High
School’s Board recently approved a similar project with the Village of Winnetka.
This type of project is not new or exotic or untested. It is a successful model, and
that success will be replicated here.
3. Has the Village secured counsel to analyze its potential takings or civil liability for
new flooding or water damage caused by the diversion of storm water and/or
alteration of natural grade in Thornwood Park?
4.

When weighing the relative cost of the proposed flooding solutions, has the
Village accounted for the potentially substantial and indefinite cost of civil liability
arising from its decision to reroute storm water and alter the natural grade of
Thornwood Park?
Questions 3 and 4 both proceed from the false premise that new flooding will be
caused by construction at Thornwood Park. There will be no new diversion of
storm water from the Park to surrounding properties, and the grade of the Park
after construction, combined with the reservoir itself, will ensure that this does not
occur. Again, the highly successful and award-winning West Park project did not
cause this sort of issue.
The Village, of course, shares everyone’s concerns over the potential damage that

storm water can do to homes. The entire purpose of this project will be to reduce
the damage and property loss that occurs in intense storms with heavy rain, and
that includes the neighbors of Thornwood Park. The Village’s taxpayers,
regardless of where they live, also pay for the costs associated with major flooding
events, including the costs of public safety and public works personnel and
resources burdened by these events as well as hauling out the debris associated
with residents’ property loss.
FINANCIAL QUESTIONS
1. What is the current projected cost of the project now that each park site has been
"optimized"? According to the CBBEL report from Feb. 4, 2019 entitled "West Side
Neighborhood Storage Project," the new cost is $68.2M, which does not include
easements or Park District amenities.
The current cost projection is $68.2 million. The estimate includes a 20%
contingency, recognizing the as yet undetermined cost of easements that may be
needed and/or improvements that the Park District may see as desirable and
necessary.
2.

Given that the cost presented during the Village Board's vote was only $53.8M,
does the Village need to revote?
The Village Board held a public meeting on February 4, 2019 to consider
optimization of the Project in order to provide flood relief to more residents. At this
meeting, the Village Board gave direction to proceed with the optimized project at
an estimated cost of $68 million. The Village Board fully intends to proceed with
the optimized Neighborhood Storage Improvements.

3.

There seems to be local perception that Alternative 3 is "putting three band aids
on the problem". From the Village's perspective, is Alternative 3 still perceived to
be that much of a cost savings compared to Alternative 1 (at $82-98M)?
With the optimized project, Alternative 3 actually has better performance than the
original full conveyance option (Option #1) at a cost that is $25-30 million less.
That clearly makes Option 3 the best option, providing comparable protection in a
considerably more cost-effective manner.

ALTERNATIVE LOCATION QUESTIONS
1. We discussed location alternatives. What prevents the underground storage from
being placed in Mallinckrodt Park, given that it is physically near the flooding in
Kenilworth Gardens, is a planned park which could be replaced, and has very
minimal usage/foot traffic compared to Thornwood Park?
Thornwood Park was chosen over Mallinckrodt Park because it is closer to the
trunk sewer on Hunter Road. It was also chosen because there is more open

space compared to Mallinckrodt which has a significant number of large mature
trees. As discussed below, the Village is working with the Park District to weigh
options for minimizing tree loss at all three sites, including Thornwood Park.
2. Could the fields at Avoca be used?
No. The Avoca fields are too far away from Kenilworth Gardens. Placing the
underground storage at Avoca Park would require an additional 5,600 linear feet
of large diameter storm sewer to convey water from Kenilworth Gardens to Avoca
Park.
3.

Is most of the cost of this project in the vault construction, or is it in ripping up
streets and laying down pipes? Is distance from the flood zones a huge cost
driver?
Approximately 50% of the $20 million cost for the Thornwood component is
associated with the reservoir and 50% for the piping. Yes, distance from the flood
zones and existing storm sewers is a large driver of cost.

ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS
Steve is aware of the following questions we've already posed to him this past week,
but just to keep the rest of you up to date, we've also asked for specific details about:
-The removal of 50-70 trees, many of which were donated in memoriam
At each site, including Thornwood Park, there are design options that the Village
can, with the Park District’s guidance, employ to minimize any impact on existing
trees. At each site, the design of the underground reservoir can be customized
based on desired outcomes. The purpose of our dialogue with the Park District is
to learn about the priorities and limitations on each site and design accordingly.
-The location of the excavated soil storage during construction
-Construction dust management on a very windy field
-Safety measures to keep children out of the construction site
-Coordination with Harper Elementary School to manage pedestrian and car traffic
As is the case with any substantial public works project, all of these items will be
addressed during the construction management planning. We have successfully
completed major projects in proximity to schools, homes and parks. Construction
is typically staged to minimize impact on schools and park programming.

Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
847-256-9617

swilson@wilpark.org
From: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2019 10:34 AM
To: Amy Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; Julia Goebel <jgoebel@wilpark.org>; Todd Shissler
<tshissler@wilpark.org>; bielinskib@wilmette.com; frenzert@wilmette.com; Stephen Wilson
<swilson@wilpark.org>
Cc: Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Subject: Questions in preparation for the May 22 Stormwater Management meeting in Thornwood
Park

Wilmette Village Board and the Park District Intergovernmental Cooperation Committee
Members,
There are many of us in Wilmette who are looking forward to the meeting in Thornwood Park
on May 22nd to hear more about the Village's Stormwater Management project and to share
our own ideas. We thank the Park District for hosting this event and we especially thank Steve
Wilson who has been so quick and helpful with our email requests for more information.
My name is Kathleen Sullivan and I live at 1225 Colgate Street, and my backyard adjoins the
park. I'm copying my neighbor Sophie Candido, who lives at 1221 Colgate Street, also on the
park. We represent the Colgate Street Neighborhood Association.
We are so fortunate to have very active neighbors on Colgate Street and we've all worked
together to ensure great participation on May 22. We passed out hundreds of flyers, contacted
District 39 and Harper Elementary administrators, and reached out to hundreds of families via
social media and emails (to Harper parents, sports leagues, Friends of Thornwood Park, Go
Green Wilmette, neighborhood associations, etc.). We all feel that Thornwood Park is a gem
and we want to preserve its specialness as we address the very serious and pressing
stormwater management issues.
We understand that Steve Wilson will be in attendance, in addition to our Village engineer,
plus an engineer from CBBEL. Will there be representation from the Village Board and the
Intergovernmental Cooperation Committee present? As a group, we have some big picture
legal and financial questions about the project, and we feel that each group's representation
will be necessary, to hear our queries and to respond with answers. Whom should we expect to
be in attendance?
Sorry for this long list, but we've been meeting and communicating a lot, and we hope these
questions can be addressed before the meeting via email, or at the meeting by an appropriate
representative.
LEGAL QUESTIONS (posed by our local lawyer)
1. Does the Village have an agreement in place with the Park District creating a construction
easement for the project at Thornwood Park? If so, what are the terms of that agreement?
2. Has the Village secured a qualified expert to provide an opinion on the impact of the
underground storage tanks on the existing flow of storm water and runoff to the properties
adjacent to Thornwood Park? If so, please provide a copy of this report.
3. Has the Village secured counsel to analyze its potential takings or civil liability for new

flooding or water damage caused by the diversion of storm water and/or alteration of natural
grade in Thornwood Park?
4. When weighing the relative cost of the proposed flooding solutions, has the Village
accounted for the potentially substantial and indefinite cost of civil liability arising from its
decision to reroute storm water and alter the natural grade of Thornwood Park?
FINANCIAL QUESTIONS
1. What is the current projected cost of the project now that each park site has been
"optimized"? According to the CBBEL report from Feb. 4, 2019 entitled "West Side
Neighborhood Storage Project," the new cost is $68.2M, which does not include easements or
Park District amenities.
2. Given that the cost presented during the Village Board's vote was only $53.8M, does the
Village need to revote?
3. There seems to be local perception that Alternative 3 is "putting three bandaids on the
problem". From the Village's perspective, is Alternative 3 still perceived to be that much of a
cost savings compared to Alternative 1 (at $82-98M)?
ALTERNATIVE LOCATION QUESTIONS
1. We discussed location alternatives. What prevents the underground storage from being
placed in Mallinckrodt Park, given that it is physically near the flooding in Kenilworth
Gardens, is a planned park which could be replaced, and has very miminal usage/foot traffic
compared to Thornwood Park?
2. Could the fields at Avoca be used?
3. Is most of the cost of this project in the vault construction, or is it in ripping up streets and
laying down pipes? Is distance from the flood zones a huge cost driver?
ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS
Steve is aware of the following questions we've already posed to him this past week, but just
to keep the rest of you up to date, we've also asked for specific details about:
-The removal of 50-70 trees, many of which were donated in memorium
-The location of the excavated soil storage during construction
-Construction dust management on a very windy field
-Safety measures to keep children out of the construction site
-Coordination with Harper Elementary School to manage pedestrian and car traffic
These are some of our questions and we are appreciative of your responses before or during
the meeting on May 22.
Looking forward to working with you,
Colgate Street Neighborhood Association

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Braiman, Michael
FW: Residents" alternative reservoir plan
Wednesday, May 15, 2019 1:11:11 PM

From: Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2019 8:44 AM
To: Sorby, Kevin <sorbyk@wilmette.com>
Cc: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; Wasley, Robert <wasleyr@wilmette.com>; Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>; BrijPrajAR Shah <brijprajar@gmail.com>; A. Fogel
<ardez01@aol.com>; Aravinda Reddy <araeee@gmail.com>; Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>; Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>
Subject: RE: Residents' alternative reservoir plan

Thanks for getting back to me!
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
On Fri, May 10, 2019 at 8:21 AM, Sorby, Kevin
<sorbyk@wilmette.com> wrote:
Hi Herb,

Thank you for your email and your engagement in this important process the Village is undertaking at Community Playfield.

As it pertains to the grove of Cottonwoods in that area, Forestry looks forward to working with the consulting engineers on the plan that is adopted; one that balances the needs of the
Community for a storm water reservoir while establishing an appropriate area of root protection for the Cottonwoods for their continued aesthetic and environmental benefits.

Warm regards,

Kevin

From: Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 9, 2019 8:37 AM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Cc: Sorby, Kevin <sorbyk@wilmette.com>
Subject: RE: Residents' alternative reservoir plan

Brigitte - Thank you for the information.

Perhaps Kevin knows how far the construction has to be from the trees, so as not to disrupt their root system and water catchment area? I would be interested in his
comments about this and have therefore cc'd him.
Best regards - Herb

On Thu, May 9, 2019 at 5:59 AM, Berger, Brigitte
<bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
Good morning Herb:

Yesterday, Burke indicated we should receive the draft report next week.

I can assure you their analysis will include two options for Community Playfield, both of which save the grove of cottonwoods. This directive was given to them
verbally and confirmed in the attached email from me. I also included the agenda supplement which includes Burke’s detailed scope of work for this assignment.

Specifically at Community Playfield, Burke is evaluating the reservoir footprint you designed and an “L” shaped concept shown below.

I hope this information has been helpful to you.

Best regards,
Brigitte

From: Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 8, 2019 7:37 PM
To: Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>
Cc: Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>; Aravinda Reddy <araeee@gmail.com>; BrijPrajAR Shah <brijprajar@gmail.com>; Faye Jacobs
<frjacobs@comcast.net>; A. Fogel <ardez01@aol.com>; Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>; Derek Casteel <derekcasteel@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: Residents' alternative reservoir plan

Hi, Brigitte!
Two weeks have gone by, so I am just contacting you to see if you've heard anything from Burke Engineering yet? If not, when do you expect to hear?

Also, would it be possible for me to get a copy of the correspondence to them, so I can understand how the question / assignment was framed? For instance, a request to
preserve trees in general would generate a different response from them, than preserving the Highcrest Grove specifically.

Thank you again - Herb Engelhard

On Mon, Apr 22, 2019 at 6:37 PM, Berger, Brigitte
<bergerb@wilmette.com> wrote:
Good evening Mr. Engelhard: A contract supplement for the consultant to review alternate reservoir footprints that protect the cottonwood grove at Community
Playfield is on the Village Board’s agenda tomorrow night. The scope of work includes reviewing the proposal you presented to the Village Board at the last meeting.

The meeting begins at 7:30 PM and the contract supplement is on the consent agenda as item 3.22. The complete staff memo and proposal can be reviewed here:

https://www.wilmette.com/download/agendas_and_minutes/village_board/packets/2019/AgendaPacket-04-23-19.pdf

I can be reached at 847.853.7627 if you have any questions.

Best regards,

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Braiman, Michael; Frenzer, Tim
FW: Residents" alternative reservoir plan
Tuesday, May 14, 2019 2:26:36 PM

FYI
From: Berger, Brigitte
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 2:26 PM
To: 'Richard.Pinner@ks-northamerica.com' <Richard.Pinner@ks-northamerica.com>
Subject: RE: Residents' alternative reservoir plan

Dear Mr. Pinner:
Thank you for your note. I apologize for taking a few days to get back to you.
In response to the concern for the removal of the cottonwood trees, the Village’s stormwater consultant is
preparing two alternative proposals for Community Playfield that preserve the grove. I expect to receive the
draft report later this week and would be happy to share it once it is finalized. Feel free to check back with me in
a few weeks for a status update on the final report.
I also want to take the opportunity to allay your concerns about the proposed stormwater improvements causing
adverse flooding impacts. This is simply not true. The sole purpose of the project is to relieve flooding, not to
cause flooding. Specifically at Community Playfield, the reservoir will hold over 6 million gallons of
stormwater that would otherwise be flooding streets and properties. If you have a particular concern about how
the project will impact your property, please call me so we can discuss your concerns in detail.
Finally, you requested to know when the details of the plan are completed. We are still in the very early stages
of the design, but would be happy to share the plans with you when they are prepared. This will likely be later
this fall.
Thank you again for your note.
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: "Pinner, Richard" <Richard.Pinner@ks-northamerica.com>
Date: May 9, 2019 at 10:57:26 AM CDT
To: "bergerb@wilmette.com" <bergerb@wilmette.com>, "bielinskib@wilmette.com"
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>, "awolfe@wilpark.org" <awolfe@wilpark.org>
Cc: Aravinda Reddy <araeee@gmail.com>, BrijPrajAR Shah <brijprajar@gmail.com>,
"hengelhard@sbcglobal.net" <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>, Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>,
"A. Fogel" <ardez01@aol.com>, Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>, Derek Casteel
<derekcasteel@gmail.com>, "nleslp@aol.com" <nleslp@aol.com>, Thom Boyd
<tinathom@comcast.net>, "frjacobs@comcast.net" <frjacobs@comcast.net>,
"eengel@sbcglobal.net" <eengel@sbcglobal.net>, "tonipark@yahoo.com"
<tonipark@yahoo.com>, "lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net" <lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>,
"jmarran3@sbcglobal.net" <jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>, "shannonzock@gmail.com"
<shannonzock@gmail.com>, "djohnson@comcast.net" <djohnson@comcast.net>,

"lisa_deets@hotmail.com" <lisa_deets@hotmail.com>, "sia@pattishall.com"
<sia@pattishall.com>, "tina@ivancarlson.com" <tina@ivancarlson.com>,
"christopherzock@gmail.com" <christopherzock@gmail.com>, "mnglyons@comcast.net"
<mnglyons@comcast.net>, "jpetersparks@aol.com" <jpetersparks@aol.com>,
"bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net" <bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net>, "lrprohov@aol.com"
<lrprohov@aol.com>, "pianoeb@comcast.net" <pianoeb@comcast.net>, "lsfpinner@hotmail.com"
<lsfpinner@hotmail.com>, "jacqueline.saper@gmail.com" <jacqueline.saper@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: Residents' alternative reservoir plan
Hello Brigitte,
As I and other residents have presented at recent board meetings to you and the board, as well as by
email, the potential destruction of any established tree in this project is dear to all our hearts.
Please also do not forget the importance of protecting those people and properties negatively impacted
by the placement of a storm water reservoir within the community playing fields, as noted by the
engineers decision matrix. Giving advantage and relief to some in the village, currently impacted by
flooding, while adversely affecting others cannot be the basis for such decisions.
I and others do not feel it justifiable for the village to increase our flooding risk without better
consideration, protection and guarantees.
We also fear that such a project will have additional and significant financial impact on residents, such as
to the value of our homes, a financial liability that I’m sure the village wouldn’t want to deal with so why
should we?
It wouldn’t take such a large percentage of devaluation across all properties surrounding the fields, let
alone impacting a little further, to reach the total proposed cost of this project.
Lastly, it would be appreciated if you would let us know when the details / plan for drainage improvement
linked to this project proposal will be available.
Kind regards,
Richard Pinner
Cell
+1 (312) 859-6497

Hi Bryan and Steve,
This is Sophie Candido, from 1221 Colgate Street on the east side of Thornwood Park. I
attended the meeting last night, and plan to be at the May 22nd meeting at Thornwood Park.
I wanted to recap some of my thoughts and questions from the meeting last night. I know my
neighbor Kathleen Sullivan has emailed you with comments and photos as well. We are
hosting a meeting on Friday May 17th for our neighbors to inform them to the current
plans/changes that will be made to the park.
While we are in favor of coming up with a storm water solution that provides relief to as many
Wilmette families as possible, we also have some concerns with this project. The area by the
tennis courts was recently flooded with heavy rain (as recently as May 1st of this year). In
addition, water pools right behind our back gate, making it impossible to walk out that way
after a big rainstorm. The area that becomes an ice rink in the winter is also home to standing
water after a heavy rainfall.
Here are some of our questions/concerns:
1. Where will the heavy rainfall go once the storage container is in place? I'm talking about the
standing water that collects in the park.
2. What plans does the village/park district have to protect the homes on the East side of the
park, to prevent water from seeping into their backyards/drains?
3. We see that the current plans have both storm water and sanitary sewer lines connecting
into the storm water tanks. How can we ensure that this doesn't backup and will the drain in
our own backyard be compromised? As Kathleen noted, given that our homes are so close to
the proposed layout, we are concerned that if the area is not graded/angled correctly, a parkfull of rainwater will pour towards our properties.
4. How far up to the backyard will the storage container come? Could we move the entire
container further to the West of Thornwood Park, closer to Dartmouth Street, away from the
homes that are on the East side. This would also allow the commemorative trees and park
bench that are planted there to remain intact and undisturbed.
5. We obviously have huge concerns about the removed dirt and fencing that will be required
to contain a project of this magnitude. There are many Harper families with young children
that will be impacted by this project, and unable to use the field. In addition, children will not
be able to cross the field to walk to school.
6. Will the ice rink be able to be rebuilt after this project is complete?
7. What surface is proposed for the future Thornwood park? Grass? Astroturf? How is the
West Park astroturf field holding up after the recent heavy rains?
8. We would also like to hear more about the sledding hill request.
We appreciate you taking the time to answer our questions, and look forward to your
response.
Sincerely,
Sophie and Jeff Candido
1221 Colgate St.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Stephen Wilson
Sophie Candido; Bryan C. Abbott
Jeff Candido
RE: Thornwood Park Stormwater Meeting 5-13

Sophie,
Thank you for your comments last night at the meeting, as well as for your email today. Many of
your questions are beyond my expertise and require me to get answers from the Village of
Wilmette. I will facilitate that and get back to you in the next couple days.
One thing I feel confident saying is that the tank itself should alleviate the standing water in the
park. In one of the very first meetings WPD staff had with the village engineers, they asked about
ponding issues after rain events and we told them about the issues at all three parks, and with the
recent rains it is on display for all to see. They assured me that by way of this project, the issue
would be resolved for the park. That means, the water that currently stands in the park should be in
the tank (not pushed to any other properties or streets) until the sewer system is able to receive it.
Specific to your question 6, yes, the rink will be able to be created once the tank is in place.
As for questions 7 and 8, that is what I am hoping to get input from you and the rest of the
interested residents about. Once the project is complete and we are putting the park back together,
what are residents’ preferences? Do people want turf or grass? Either is good with WPD. At West
Park, the turf field has such good drainage that in the recent rains, it was usable within 15 minutes
after a rain storm. In regard to the hill, do people want a hill like there is now, a different sized or
located hill, or no hill at all?
WPD does not have any specific plans for the park at this time as we want the residents to help
guide that process, and that is why I will be out in the park on the 22nd to hear that exact sort of
input.
Look for another email from me later this week with more answers to your technical questions.
Thanks.
Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
847-256-9617
swilson@wilpark.org
From: Sophie Candido <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 11:35 AM
To: Bryan C. Abbott <abbottownersrep@aol.com>; Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>
Cc: Jeff Candido <jeffcandido27@gmail.com>
Subject: Thornwood Park Stormwater Meeting 5-13

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Wilson
Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte; Manis, Dan
FW: Responses to your Questions
Thursday, May 16, 2019 10:13:14 AM

From: Stephen Wilson
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2019 10:13 AM
To: 'Sophie Candido' <sophiecandido@gmail.com>
Subject: Responses to your Questions
Sophie,
Below is a cut and paste of your questions along with the Village of Wilmette’s responses in red
font. Previously, I provided answers to the questions 6, 7 and 8 below. If you need those answers
again, please let me know. If you have any other questions, don’t hesitate to contact me.
Thanks.
1. Where will the heavy rainfall go once the storage container is in place? I'm talking about the
standing water that collects in the park. The vault will be sized large enough to accommodate the
standing water in the park.
2. What plans does the village/park district have to protect the homes on the East side of the park,
to prevent water from seeping into their backyards/drains? Given the vault properties and clay soils
at the park, there should not be exfiltration of storm water from the tank to your backyards. We will
investigate if grading or modifications to the park property can help drainage of adjacent properties.
3. We see that the current plans have both storm water and sanitary sewer lines connecting into the
storm water tanks. How can we ensure that this doesn't backup and will the drain in our own
backyard be compromised? As Kathleen noted, given that our homes are so close to the proposed
layout, we are concerned that if the area is not graded/angled correctly, a park-full of rainwater will
pour towards our properties. The vault will hold only storm water. There are no sanitary sewer lines
connected to the reservoir. The area impacted by the reservoir construction will be restored such
that water does not flow into your backyards.
4. How far up to the backyard will the storage container come? Could we move the entire container
further to the West of Thornwood Park, closer to Dartmouth Street, away from the homes that are
on the East side. This would also allow the commemorative trees and park bench that are planted
there to remain intact and undisturbed. The distance between the preliminary vault layout and the

east property line of the park ranges from approximately 35’ to 41’. Please note the vault position is
conceptual and subject to change. The final vault footprint will be designed to protect as many trees
as possible, particularly the large oak trees.
5. We obviously have huge concerns about the removed dirt and fencing that will be required to
contain a project of this magnitude. There are many Harper families with young children that will be
impacted by this project, and unable to use the field. In addition, children will not be able to cross
the field to walk to school. Noted. The construction contract will include detailed specifications to
protect the work zone and create a safe pedestrian corridor for students. Once the detailed
construction plans are developed, the Village will host an open house so residents can learn more
about how the construction will be executed.
6. Will the ice rink be able to be rebuilt after this project is complete?
7. What surface is proposed for the future Thornwood park? Grass? Astroturf? How is the West Park
astroturf field holding up after the recent heavy rains?
8. We would also like to hear more about the sledding hill request.

Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
847-256-9617
swilson@wilpark.org

We'll get back to you.
Bryan

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone

-------- Original message -------From: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Date: 5/13/19 10:53 PM (GMT-06:00)
To: Bryan Abbott <abbottownersrep@aol.com>
Cc: Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>
Subject: Re: Questions about the Stormwater Improvement Project impact on parks
Bryan and Steve,
Hi, this is Kathleen Sullivan again, from 1225 Colgate Street, on the east side of Thornwood
Park.
Thanks for hosting the meeting tonight. I'm looking forward to the May 22nd walk and talk
through Thornwood Park. I'd like to provide my neighbors with a little bit of information
before they show up that evening. I'm also hoping to provide the same information to Harper
Elementary School parents, who might be impacted by the park closure, street closures,
construction zones during the school year or the summer, etc.
You two have been so helpful in answering my questions, and I turn to you now as seasoned
Park District representatives who have been to many Stormwater Improvement Project
meetings, have dealt with the Village Board on projects before, etc.
I apologize if my questions have been answered elsewhere, but I'd LOVE to have responses
to the following questions before I meet with my neighbors in a special meeting this Friday,
May 17, but I completely understand that you are quite busy:
1. What is the timeframe to begin construction in Thornwood Park. Last year, I was told the
project wouldn't break ground for about four more years. What is the new projected timeline
for Thornwood Park? When must the plan be finalized, and all public input will be
completed? When will construction begin?
2. Will any construction occur during the school year? Will construction be coordinated
with construction projects at Harper Elementary School? During what part of the year will
construction take place under Thornwood Avenue, Hunter Road, Beechwood Avenue, etc.
3. We would like to know what surface is proposed for the future park? Grass? Astroturf?
Does the Park District have plans to modify the existing park usage? I'll refer to myself and
my near neighbors as Colgate-West. To be specific, the Colgate-West neighbors fear that a
field will be placed next to our properties, as happened in West Park.
4. My neighbor, Sophie Candido of 1221 Colgate Street, brought up a point tonight that
wasn't fully addressed. Given that Thornwood Park floods frequently (6 inches of standing

water for weeks at a time, several times during the spring, summer, and fall, just south of the
tennis courts, near our backyards), where will rainfall go once the concrete storage container
is in place? It almost feels like an impermeable parking lot will be installed on the entire
surface of Thornwood Park (under 2-3 feet of dirt), and that water will need to go
somewhere. Given that our homes are so close to the storage container, we fear that if not
graded/angled correctly, a park-full of rainwater will pour towards our properties. We hope
that on May 22nd we can all hear how this will not be the case and that no home
surrounding Thornwood Park on any side will be impacted by even more run off. We also
hope to hear more about the soil surveys and the description of the park's water table.
5. Will the Park District place any value on the preservation of the 50-70 trees that will need
to be removed to complete the project? As Sophie Candido expressed, the trees are highly
valued by the community, for many reasons: the local kids all gather to climb trees, the trees
were planted by Boy Scouts, the trees were planted in memory of a loved one, the trees
make sure that crowds of people don't play sports right next to our backyards, the trees are
historic, the trees visually enhance the aesthetics of the park, etc. Please tell us what trees
could be put in the new park which will serve the same purpose. Are plans in place to notify
the tree-planters or tree-sponsors of the upcoming changes?
6. We would like to know how the removed dirt will be managed during construction.
Given that the proposed storage solution leaves very little free space surrounding it, where
will dirt be stored on-site? I believe that about 9 feet of dirt will be removed...6 feet for the
vault, plus 2-3 feet on top. What measures will be taken to ensure that extremely strong,
unencumbered west winds won't blow dirt onto our Colgate-West properties? I've had to
have my wooden fences reinforced several times, and the winds have ripped off my metal
gate hardware many times.
7. We would like to know what constraints exist for redefining the shape/borders of the
storage container. My understanding is that the prefabricated cubical vaults can be placed in
any shape/pattern, even under streets or parking lots. I'm sure you've thought of this already,
but we'd like to know what constraints prevent the storage unit from being place under
Dartmouth Street parking, or under Thornwood Avenue or even under Hunter Road. What if
we put all the storage under the streets, instead of the park? I'm assuming the answer is that
we have lots of other utilities already in place under the streets.
8. Given the request for a sledding hill, what solutions will be put into place so that the
water drainage will not impact Colgate-West properties, and that the Colgate-West
properties will not have their park views significantly impacted by a tall hill?
I am a community-minded, team-player and I understand the severity of the flooding
situation. I just want to help my neighbors be fully informed of the choices available so that
we can reach an optimal decision for everyone. I appreciate the hard work of the Park
District and I applaud your commitment to the community and to the homes impacted by
flooding. I just want to be a logical information-gatherer for my neighborhood so we can
provide helpful feedback moving forward.
Thanks,
Kathleen

From:
To:
Subject:

Stephen Wilson
K Sullivan
RE: Questions about the Stormwater Improvement Project impact on parks

Kathleen,
I will get answers to all of your questions. Most of them require me to coordinate with the Village as
they have most of the answers. With that said, the two things I can address from your email below
are timeline and standing water.
The standing water will be a thing of the past after this project. The tank will take the water that
now sits on the grass into the tank. As for timeline, Thornwood Park is the third of three tanks.
While a final timeline has not been established, the conversation has been to do one per year for the
next 3 years, making Thornwood a 2022 project.
Thanks.
Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
847-256-9617
swilson@wilpark.org
From: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2019 10:02 AM
To: Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>
Subject: Fwd: Questions about the Stormwater Improvement Project impact on parks

Steve,
My previous message couldn't be sent to you because the attachments made the message size
too large. I'll send the photos one by one, so you can see them.
Kathleen
---------- Forwarded message --------From: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, May 14, 2019 at 9:59 AM
Subject: Re: Questions about the Stormwater Improvement Project impact on parks
To: abbottownersrep <abbottownersrep@aol.com>
Cc: Stephen Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>
Bryan and Steve,
Thanks so much for the prompt response. I appreciate your transparency.
Yes, please visit Thornwood Park and walk around. I'm attaching some photos that show
flooding issues in the park behind our Colgate houses. These photos were taken by the
Candido family at 1221 Colgate Street. One is from 2013, and two are from this month. Again,

our concern is that the park already holds so much groundwater. We just don't know what will
occur when we put an impermeable surface underneath the grass so close to our properties.
I guess if I could have one question answered this week, it would be what is the timeframe for
this project? Does that question have an answer?
Thanks so much,
Kathleen
1221 Colgate - April 2103.jpeg

On Tue, May 14, 2019 at 8:18 AM abbottownersrep <abbottownersrep@aol.com> wrote:
Ms. Sullivan,
Great questions. As this is an iterative process (a give and take between the community, the
Village, their engineers, and the WPD) we currently only have some of these answers, but
your questions help to frame and facilitate this dialog.
I'm not going to attempt to answer any of these questions just yet. Instead I first plan on
riding my bike over to Thornwood Park today to take a look around - in light of the plan that
first saw last night. I especially want to look at the trees.
Some of your questions do have answers. Others need to be redirected to those who know,
and the remainder need to be negotiated.
Thank you for your input and thoughtful questions.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen Wilson
Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte; Manis, Dan
FW: Storm Water Information
Thursday, May 16, 2019 10:17:03 AM

From: Stephen Wilson
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2019 10:17 AM
To: K Sullivan <kathleensullivan99@gmail.com>
Subject: Storm Water Information
Kathleen,
Below is a cut and paste of your questions with answers from the Village of Wilmette. I provided
insight to your questions 3 and 8, so please refer to my previous email for that information. Let me
know if you need me to resend it. Thanks, and if you have further questions, please contact me.
1. What is the timeframe to begin construction in Thornwood Park. Last year, I was told the project
wouldn't break ground for about four more years. What is the new projected timeline for
Thornwood Park? When must the plan be finalized, and all public input will be completed? When will
construction begin? The plan is to build Community Playfield in 2020, Hibbard Park in 2021 and
Thornwood Park in 2022. The Village will work closely with the Park District to determine the
appropriate time of year to construct each of the projects. Residents will be invited to a public open
house to learn more about the project details after the design of Thornwood Park commences in
2021.
2. Will any construction occur during the school year? Will construction be coordinated with
construction projects at Harper Elementary School? During what part of the year will construction
take place under Thornwood Avenue, Hunter Road, Beechwood Avenue, etc. These details have not
yet been determined. The Village will work with both the Park District and Harper School to
determine the optimal window for construction.
3. We would like to know what surface is proposed for the future park? Grass? Astroturf? Does the
Park District have plans to modify the existing park usage? I'll refer to myself and my near neighbors
as Colgate-West. To be specific, the Colgate-West neighbors fear that a field will be placed next to
our properties, as happened in West Park.
4. My neighbor, Sophie Candido of 1221 Colgate Street, brought up a point tonight that wasn't fully
addressed. Given that Thornwood Park floods frequently (6 inches of standing water for weeks at a

time, several times during the spring, summer, and fall, just south of the tennis courts, near our
backyards), where will rainfall go once the concrete storage container is in place? It almost feels like
an impermeable parking lot will be installed on the entire surface of Thornwood Park (under 2-3 feet
of dirt), and that water will need to go somewhere. Given that our homes are so close to the storage
container, we fear that if not graded/angled correctly, a park-full of rainwater will pour towards our
properties. We hope that on May 22nd we can all hear how this will not be the case and that no
home surrounding Thornwood Park on any side will be impacted by even more run off. We also
hope to hear more about the soil surveys and the description of the park's water table. The
reservoir will be sized to accommodate the existing standing water and the site will be regraded to
improve drainage within and surrounding the park to the maximum extent possible. A soils report
has been completed for the site and the geotechnical engineer has indicated that given the vault
configuration and clay soils on the site, there should not be an impact from groundwater on
adjacent residential structures. Additional details will be provided on May 22.
5. Will the Park District place any value on the preservation of the 50-70 trees that will need to be
removed to complete the project? As Sophie Candido expressed, the trees are highly valued by the
community, for many reasons: the local kids all gather to climb trees, the trees were planted by Boy
Scouts, the trees were planted in memory of a loved one, the trees make sure that crowds of people
don't play sports right next to our backyards, the trees are historic, the trees visually enhance the
aesthetics of the park, etc. Please tell us what trees could be put in the new park which will serve the
same purpose. Are plans in place to notify the tree-planters or tree-sponsors of the upcoming
changes? The plans are still conceptual, but the final reservoir footprint will be designed to protect
as many trees as possible, especially the large oak trees. A landscape and restoration plan will be
developed for the Park District as part of the final design. The residents will have an opportunity to
review the plans in 2021 prior to the project going out to bid.
6. We would like to know how the removed dirt will be managed during construction. Given that the
proposed storage solution leaves very little free space surrounding it, where will dirt be stored onsite? I believe that about 9 feet of dirt will be removed...6 feet for the vault, plus 2-3 feet on top.
What measures will be taken to ensure that extremely strong, unencumbered west winds won't
blow dirt onto our Colgate-West properties? I've had to have my wooden fences reinforced several
times, and the winds have ripped off my metal gate hardware many times. The details regarding
where the excavated soil will be stored on site have not yet been determined. This will be
determined during the final design of the project. Any on-site storage of soil will be protected to
prevent wind erosion as required by state and county construction permits.    
7. We would like to know what constraints exist for redefining the shape/borders of the storage
container. My understanding is that the prefabricated cubical vaults can be placed in any
shape/pattern, even under streets or parking lots. I'm sure you've thought of this already, but we'd
like to know what constraints prevent the storage unit from being place under Dartmouth Street
parking, or under Thornwood Avenue or even under Hunter Road. What if we put all the storage
under the streets, instead of the park? I'm assuming the answer is that we have lots of other utilities
already in place under the streets. That is correct. There are other utilities under the road including
water main, storm sewer, sanitary sewer, electrical, gas and cable lines that would be costly and
difficult to relocate.

8. Given the request for a sledding hill, what solutions will be put into place so that the water
drainage will not impact Colgate-West properties, and that the Colgate-West properties will not
have their park views significantly impacted by a tall hill?

Steve Wilson
Executive Director
Wilmette Park District
847-256-9617
swilson@wilpark.org

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: GGW on the impact of water storage tanks on trees
Monday, April 22, 2019 11:01:45 AM

Begin forwarded message:
From: Beth Drucker <druckerbeth@gmail.com>
Date: April 22, 2019 at 10:48:33 AM CDT
To: "Bielinski, Bob" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>, "Kurzman, Joel"
<kurzmanj@wilmette.com>, "Dodd, Kathy" <doddk@wilmette.com>,
plunketts@wilmette.com, John Adler <adlerj@wilmette.com>, "Wolf, Julie"
<wolfj@wilmette.com>, sullivand@wilmette.com, pearceg@wilmette.com, Amy
Wolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>, Steve Wilson <swilson@wilpark.org>, Chris
Dunn <dunn@conlondunn.com>, Rebecca Boyd <rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com>
Subject: GGW on the impact of water storage tanks on trees
To: President Bielinski, and Trustees Wolfe, Kurzman, Punkett, Sullivan,
Pearce, and Dodd
Cc: Amy Wolfe, Steve Wilson, John Adler, Chris Dunn, Rebecca Boyd
Re: Impact of water storage tanks on trees in Wilmette parks
It will take fortitude and patience on the part of the Village and Park District planners
to simultaneously address environmental challenges and engineering solutions as
they struggle to fix a pressing stormwater management issue in West Wilmette. In
many ways, the unfortunate flooding issues that we face today are the result of poor
land-use policies of decades ago, as the West Wilmette building stock sprung up
faster than new ordinances to restrict construction in parts of West Wilmette prone to
flooding. Today, flooding is an issue in other parts of Wilmette as well. Residents and
builders throughout the Village continue to press for new construction or additions
that are bigger, deeper and at times in ill-advised places despite vastly improved
ordinances.
In this year of the signing of the Greenest Region Compact, and the ongoing work of
the Environmental & Energy Commission to draft a Village Sustainability Plan, let’s
make sure that we do not lose sight of the importance of having rules and regulations
that also include recommendations for environmental protections.
The Village is fortunate to have many old, stately trees that provide great benefits in
terms of both retaining water in the ground and transpiring it into the atmosphere.
According to the Environmental Protection Agency, tree canopies are particularly
valuable during storm events because they intercept precipitation, thereby reducing

runoff. They also remove water from the soil through active transpiration by leaves.
Moreover, trees provide cooling shade and mitigate air pollution, ancillary benefits
that other types of stormwater management cannot boast. In addition, mature trees
provide a huge canopy volume while requiring relatively little land use. Whenever
possible, we should protect these “stormwater trees.”
We thank you for your concern about the cottonwood trees in the Community
Playfields and the many mature trees in all parks being considered for stormwater
retention tanks. It is our hope that the engineers will find a way to preserve at least
some of these trees that have served us so well for so many years.
As an organization whose mission is to raise environmental awareness, inspire
people to take action, and create a more sustainable community, Go Green Wilmette
would be remiss in not asking that in the future, some form of an environmental
impact study be included as an integral part in the rules and regulations for all new
construction for residents, businesses and governmental bodies alike.
Thank you very much for your continued efforts to find stormwater solutions that will
make Wilmette an even better place to live.
Board of Directors, Go Green Wilmette

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Frenzer, Tim
Braiman, Michael
FW: Congressman Quigley: Save the migrating birds - Prevent the Obama Center from being built in a public
Chicago park - build it in a South Side neighborhood.
Thursday, April 18, 2019 12:15:32 PM

Original message
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 <csadel1@aol.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2019 12:14 PM
To: Frenzer, Tim <frenzert@wilmette.com>
Subject: Fwd: Congressman Quigley: Save the migrating birds - Prevent the Obama Center from
being built in a public Chicago park - build it in a South Side neighborhood.

-----Original Message----From: csadel1 <csadel1@aol.com>
To: max.frankel <max.frankel@mail.house.gov>
Cc: hiiglarsh <hiiglarsh@hotmail.com>; jdlevin <jdlevin@bright.net>; bonmcgrath
<bonmcgrath@aol.com>; jacksonparkwatch <jacksonparkwatch@gmail.com>; schmick.mary8
<schmick.mary8@gmail.com>; rsanders <rsanders@audubon.org>; info <info@ensbc.org>; dsuarez
<dsuarez@audubon.org>; dfstotz <dfstotz@gmail.com>; nbdoodle <nbdoodle@yahoo.com>; diliscialaw
<diliscialaw@comcast.net>; rena <rena@sspr.com>; ias <ias@illinoisaudubon.org>; SaucedoA
<SaucedoA@mwrd.org>; eric <eric@debrashore.org>; hengelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>;
pianoeb <pianoeb@comcast.net>; rprohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>; richard.pinner <richard.pinner@ksnorthamerica.com>; frjacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>; csadel1 <csadel1@aol.com>; derekcasteel
<derekcasteel@gmail.com>; ardez01ardez01 <ardez01ardez01@aol.com>; mhellander1
<mhellander1@comcast.net>; kolaughlin <kolaughlin@wilmettelibrary.info>; lmcdonald
<lmcdonald@wilmettelibrary.info>; jbarshis <jbarshis@wilmettelibrary.info>; vgeorge
<vgeorge@wilmettelibrary.info>; djohnson <djohnson@wilmettelibrary.info>; swolf
<swolf@wilmettelibrary.info>; JMariano <JMariano@TeskaAssociates.com>; jpjacoby
<jpjacoby@sbcglobal.net>; rrodgers <rrodgers@wilmettelibrary.info>; aauston
<aauston@wilmettelibrary.info>; awolfe <awolfe@wilpark.org>; sshelly <sshelly@wilpark.org>; jolvany
<jolvany@wilpark.org>; babbott <babbott@wilpark.org>; rpellaton <rpellaton@wilpark.org>; sfoster
<sfoster@wilpark.org>; ganderson <ganderson@wilpark.org>; gina.b.kennedy
<gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net>; bergerb <bergerb@wilmette.com>; cbbel <cbbel@cbbel.com>; frenzert
<frenzert@aol.com>; bielinskib <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; swilson <swilson@wilpark.org>;
gogreenwilmetteinfo <gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>; saimaabbasi21 <saimaabbasi21@yahoo.com>;
frenzert <frenzert@wilmette.com>; berger3 <berger3@socal.rr.com>; bielinskib
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>; wolfj <wolfj@wilmette.com>; kurzmanj <kurzmanj@wilmette.com>;
tblackdogs <tblackdogs@aol.com>; frhubbard1 <frhubbard1@aol.com>; wyatt_hubbard
<wyatt_hubbard@aol.com>; swagner <swagner@wetlands-initiative.org>; leslieashad
<leslieashad@gmail.com>; eric <eric@wilmettebeacon.com>; rebecca.j.boyd
<rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com>
Sent: Thu, Apr 18, 2019 12:08 pm

Subject: Fwd: Congressman Quigley: Save the migrating birds - Prevent the Obama Center from being
built in a public Chicago park - build it in a South Side neighborhood.

Hello Congressman Quigley and Mr. Frankel:
I write again in furtherance of Congressman Quigley's effort to offset the epidemic of
migrating bird deaths that follow collisions with man made structures, like the
proposed Obama Presidential Center's complex of buildings in Jackson Park,
including its 15-20 story tall Tower.
So, when you return to the office and peruse my original email which is below, please
address my additional suggestion regarding contacting Chicago Mayor-elect Lori
Lightfoot who, as you know, issued a press release requesting public input from
people with ideas.
See:  http://jacksonparkwatch.org/author/jacksonparkwatch1893/

In furtherance of your mission, I ask Congressman Quigley to ask Mayorelect Lightfoot to withdraw Chicago's funding and support for this
unnecessary, purely discretionary, and financially-unrealistic and reckless
project.  
As a new and independent mayor, Ms. Lightfoot has the opportunity to assist the
Obama Foundation in choosing a responsible and convenient South Side location for
the Obama Presidential Center. This complex of buildings should be located in a local
neighborhood where they can replace derelict boarded up buildings and weedy empty
lots, not in a public park where they replace hundreds of mature, oxygen producing
trees that compose an irreplaceable urban woodland.
Chicago's eagerness to destroy precious trees and groves of trees seems to be
spreading. It has arrived in Wilmette where I live. Here, pursuant to its Board's
unanimous March 2018 vote, the Wilmette Library is chopping down several of its
beautiful flowering trees. And the Wilmette Park District's and the Village of
Wilmette's jointly created stormwater plan destroys an entire grove of stormwater
absorbing, beautiful, old cottonwood trees, favorite oriole nesting, and butterfly
reproduction sites.
Chicago area residents need Congressman Quigley's and Mayor-elect
Lightfoot's leadership to save Chicago-area urban trees from further destruction.
Importantly, trees, including groves of trees provide humans with the oxygen we need
to breathe. Native trees also serve as natural carbon sinks (as do prairies, wetlands &
savannas) that help offset global climate change. Many people, including Mr. Obama,
when he was President Obama, claim global climate change is an existential threat to
human life. To help avert this, surely Mr. Obama can build his center in a location that
does not require destroying hundreds of public park trees. Similarly, the various units
of Wilmette government can decide to plant, not chop down Wilmette's oxygen
producing trees.  Thanks again. I look forward to your reply. Charlotte Adelman
-----Original Message----From: csadel1 <csadel1@aol.com>
To: max.frankel <max.frankel@mail.house.gov>

Cc: rsanders <rsanders@audubon.org>; dsuarez <dsuarez@audubon.org>
Sent: Wed, Apr 17, 2019 12:48 pm
Subject: Congressman Quigley: The Obama Center should not be built in a public Chicago park
Congressman Mike Quigley
Max Frankel
Dear Congressman and Mr. Frankel:
I write to thank you, Congressman Quigley for your persistent efforts to help migrating birds and
co-sponsoring the Federal Bird-Safe Buildings Act. I want to thank you,  Mr. Frankel for your eloquent
presentation in favor of the Federal Bird-Safe Buildings Act at the recent Audubon Great Lakes dinner.
Reducing threats to birds is a subject dear to my heart. My husband and I have enabled the preservation
of several US sites to provide some of our country's birds with a future. A now retired lawyer, I spent
years on my way to my loop office picking up dead migrating birds lying on downtown Chicago sidewalks
and streets, where people stepped on and cars ran over them. I regularly placed the still living birds in the
shrubs at the Third National Bank Building. At home, my husband and I landscaped our premises to be
bird friendly. This morning, as I stepped out to retrieve our newspapers, I detected movement and
witnessed two adorable kinglets flitting through our front yard shrubbery. (I could not detect if they were
ruby or golden crowned.) Especially for kinglets, I planted a native pussy willow in our back yard because
its early flowering attracts early insects that attract hungry kinglets, warblers that are among the first to
arrive. My husband, when an assistant Cook County Public Defender, also rescued

migrating birds on his way to and from 26th and California. He would pick them up,
carry them in his pocket on the train to Wilmette and release them. If the birds were
injured, he brought them to a Wilmette woman who at that time rehabilitated injured
animals. We both have deep emotional feelings about the plight of these beautiful tiny
creatures that fly so far just to die by colliding with Chicago buildings.
Last year I initiated a federal lawsuit asking the judge to prevent the Chicago Park District and
the city of Chicago from permitting the Obama Foundation to construct , in Jackson Park's age-old
migrating bird flight path, a 15-20 story tall Tower and 3 other buildings plus a plaza that would be
specially designed to host fast food trucks and a 450 car garage that would enable the public to actually
reach and visit this inconveniently located complex of a Tower and other buildings. Rather than design
buildings with scale and mass that would be in harmony with park's natural setting, the Obama
Foundation chose to construct a skyscraper-tall Tower that emphasizes gigantism. In addition to being
ostentatious, and in bad taste, and being inharmonious with the proposed public park's natural
surroundings, the Obama Foundation images depict the massive and gigantic Tower as lit up at night.

(See below) By way of its own images, the Obama Foundation reveals their
indifference to the well known fact that night lighting increases a man-made
structure's attractiveness to migrating birds. I use the word "indifference" because
Obama Center press releases have repeatedly referenced the Obama's supposed
sensitivity to the migrating bird issue. Because in Chicago, building pledges to turn
out lights at night to ensure bird safety are based on voluntary conduct, there is no
enforcement. Based on the Obama Foundation's evident pride in having its Tower
glamorously lit up at night, and the Tower's location as a world famous migratory bird
flight path off Lake Michigan, and the unseemly deference Chicago officials show to
all things Obama, it is probable that the Obama Presidential Center will end up being
lit up at night and serving as a convenient and efficient destination for migrating birds
to collide with and die.
There are many reasons, moral, environmental, health, fiscally responsible, and practical, to
oppose constructing the Obama Presidential Center in Jackson Park. No need exists to build in Jackson

Park and only in Jackson Park. The decision is purely discretionary. It is not in the city's best interest. The
practical location for the Obama Center is a South Side neighborhood where - instead of replacing an
urban woodland - it would replace weed filled empty lots and derelict boarded up buildings and be
conveniently located to the community it proposes to serve. Practical, environmental, health, and moral
reasons require preventing the Obama Foundation from clear cutting at least 300 mature, historic trees
growing in Jackson Park, whose destruction is a prerequisite to the construction of the Obama Center.
To replace athletic features within the 19.3 Obama Center footprint, additional trees adjacent to the
Obama Center must also be cut down. In fact, even though the lawsuit I initiated was pending, the
Obama Foundation and the Chicago Park District entered Jackson Park, without securing a court order,
and destroyed some 40 mature trees outside the 19.3 footprint. The hundreds of trees that the Obama
Foundation and the defendants in the lawsuit will inevitably destroy to construct the Obama Center
complex of buildings is currently unknown. What is known is that the destruction of hundreds of mature
trees in a rare and irreplaceable urban woodland has many negative consequences including: 1) It
deprives nearby residents of tree-produced oxygen people need to breath. 2) It is impossible to replace
an urban woodland composed of hundreds of mature trees with newly planted trees, that take years and
even decades to reach maturity and provide park wildlife with acorns, walnuts, berries and other food and
nesting sites, and shelter.3) Further, newly planted trees require maintenance and they all will not survive
but will need replacing. 4) Further, Obama Center designs show the replacement trees will not be in the
form of a replacement woodland but in the form of decorative elements. Some will stand separately, some
will be installed in man made containers. There is no plan to replace the existing urban woodland. 5)
Destruction of the existing urban woodland will release decades of stored CO2, exacerbating global
climate change. 6) Building over the former urban woodland will prevent the absorption and sequestration
of CO2 that the woodland provides when it is allowed to serve as a natural carbon sink and this will
exacerbate global climate change. It is impossible for newly planted trees to perform the many vital
functions that are freely and automatically provided by a mature urban woodland. 7) A 450 car garage,
underground or not, invites 450 cars at a time to drive in and out, issuing CO2 and car exhaust and
adding to global climate change, as well as to congestion, noise, and dirt. 8) The City of Chicago's
economic situation does not permit the construction of discretionary and unnecessary structures that are
better located elsewhere in the city.
  
   When Mr. Obama was a community organizer, according to the Friends of the Parks, he sought
their help in obtaining more parkland for his South Side constituents. The Mr. Obama who was a
community organizer would have objected to the mass destruction of hundreds of historic trees in his
South Side constituents' Jackson Park. And, as a lawyer, Mr. Obama would have objected to creating a
terrible precedent of private development of public parkland. As president, Mr. Obama, who worked to
offset global climate change, would have opposed destroying the urban woodland currently serving as a
natural carbon sink. Unfortunately, the value of this beautiful natural area is now ignored or ridiculed by
many single minded people who insist the ONLY possible location for the Obama Center is Jackson
Park. Public parks should be immune from building, no matter how beloved, important, or powerful the
individual or how noble the cause.  
I read Frederick Olmsted's writings and learned he specifically planned Jackson Park as a natural
green sanctuary designed to relieve the pressures Chicago residents faced as they lived in a densely
populated and dirty city. I learned that Olmsted used the words "park" and "scenery" interchangeably.
Yet, I also read letters to the editors of Chicago newspapers falsely claiming Olmsted advocated for
building monumental structures in his park such as the proposed 15-20 story tall Tower. I learned that
Olmsted advocated for outdoor sports areas, and that he designed the park around a pre-existing
building, now the Museum of Science and Industry, built before Jackson Park was designated as an
official park. For more on this issue, see the friends of the court briefs filed in Protect Our Park vs Chicago
Park District and city of Chicago.  http://jacksonparkwatch.org/obama-presidential-center/
  
In early 2018, a couple of hundred U of C faculty members signed an open public letter praising the
plan to have the Obama Center in Chicago but asking the Obama Foundation to choose a non-public
park location. See: https://cpb-us-w2.wpmucdn.com/voices.uchicago.edu/dist/3/1229/files/2018/07/Letterfrom-Faculty-Concerning-the-Obama-Center-11cvskh.pdf I admired the faculty's willingness to publicly
speak out and decided that I too should take a bold, brave and public stand. I contacted Herb Caplan,

also a U of C college and law school graduate and asked if he would join me in hiring a lawyer and filing a
case to prevent construction in Jackson Park. He agreed to join me. We found one law firm that was
willing to take our case, and we filed in federal court. For information about the law suit, and the wonderful
friends of the court briefs that were filed, see:  http://jacksonparkwatch.org/obama-presidential-center/
   Illinois and Chicago taxpayers had no voice in Mayor Emanuel’s decision to pay $224 million on
Obama Center associated costs including his commitment of $172 million state funding to widen Lake
Shore Drive to comply with Obama Foundation demand to close Cornell Drive. Few Chicago taxpayers
know they risk a property tax add-on due to the 2016 General Assembly amendment of the Illinois
Museum Act, directed by Mr. Emanuel. I believe that it is reckless fiscal policy to commit Chicago to pay
millions of dollars on infrastructure to accommodate a Center that the Obama Foundation insists must be
in Jackson Park. As the Sun-Times noted in “Lightfoot’s Long to-do List,” $276 million is due now, and
$1.2 billion is due by 2013 to bankroll city employees’ four pension funds, plus the city's corporate fund’s
shortfall is $251.7 million next year and $362.2 million in 2021, plus the cost of new contracts and back
pay for police officers and firefighters. The public was not permitted to vote on the city’s decision to redo
infrastructure to accommodate the Obama Foundation’s requirement that the Center be built in Jackson
Park, and only in Jackson Park. Yet, if Mayor Emanuel's policy is retained, Chicago and all Illinois
residents will be the ones paying millions of dollars in order to enable the Obama Center to build the
Obama Center in Jackson Park.
Many Hyde Park residents have written the POP website describing their enjoyment in walking
and observing nature in Jackson Park’s NW corner and disagree with the letter writers that this area “has
been largely ignored.” These outdoor lovers are some of the “very people” that Frederick
Law Olmsted’sJackson Park “was intended to serve.” The fiscally sound, convenient, accessible, and
democratic location for an Obama Center intended to serve as a busy “hub of education and civic
engagement” is a South Side neighborhood where it will displace weedy empty lots and boarded up
buildings, and not displace beautiful, mature, oxygen-producing trees.
In conclusion, I ask you, Congressman Quigley, to courageously contact the Obama Foundation
and ask them to demonstrate moral and political courage and leadership and choose a replacement site
that is suitable for the Obama Center. I urge you to exercise your leadership to educate the Obama
Foundation about the many wonderful and suitable South Side neighborhood, non-park alternatives that
are available and which will enable the Obama Center to flourish without destroying a public park site that
serves so many functions, including providing natural beauty, being a carbon sink, providing mature trees
that enable the community to have oxygen to breathe, and enabling walking, strolling, running, playing,
thinking, and observing the area's birds, butterflies, other local wildlife, as well as sharing gratitude for the
convenient access to natural beauty found in this extraordinary urban parkland.   I ask you to speak out
publicly and oppose the fiscally reckless, unhealthful, taxpayer-punitive, immoral and anti-environmental
take over of public parkland that Mayor Emanuel undemocratically pushed through.
Thank you for your attention to my letter and your hoped for response.  
Best wishes,
Charlotte Adelman

DBOX for the Obama Foundation
An artist's aerial view of the planned Obama Presidential Center in Chicago's Jackson Park.

Obama Foundation https://www.chicagotribune.com/news/columnists/kamin/ct-met-obama-center-kamin1010-story.html

A view of the proposed Obama Presidential Center campus from the southwest shows the Museum
Building, Forum Building and Library Building surrounding a public plaza in Chicago's Jackson
Park. Addressing criticism that their plans would undermine the serene landscape of

historic Jackson Park, backers of the Obama Presidential Center on Tuesday
revealed major revisions that include a sleeker version of the center’s controversial
museum tower. The new tower design calls for a high-rise that would be taller, thinner
and more transparent than a version unveiled last May, which was widely panned as
monolithic and pyramidlike. Portions of the revamped tower’s outside walls would
consist of screens made of stone letters, making the tower airier while suggesting the
importance of words in Barack Obama’s presidency. In a video distributed Tuesday
night by the Obama Foundation, the nonprofit tasked with building the center, Obama
said the museum tower represents “ascension, hope and what ordinary people have
the power to do together.” Earlier in the day, the center’s architects maintained that
their plan strikes the right balance between fitting into Jackson Park and making an
iconic statement that befits the nation’s first African-American president. “I don’t feel
embarrassed about it being tall,” said New York City architect Billie Tsien, who codesigned the center with her partner and husband, Tod Williams. “This isn’t a private
homage. It’s a public recognition of many people’s stories.” The foundation on
Wednesday will formally submit its plans to the Chicago Plan Commission in an effort
to win approval this spring so it can break ground by year-end and open the center in
2021.
Foundation leaders said they were not fazed by the need to overcome other regulatory hurdles, including
a federal review of the center’s impact on Jackson Park that is not expected to be complete until next fall.
“We have a sense of urgency about this project. People are anxious to have this come to life,” said
Michael Strautmanis, the foundation’s vice president of civic engagement. The carefully

orchestrated pitches came a day after the Obama Foundation and the former
president bowed to community pressure and scrapped plans for an above-ground
parking garage across Stony Island Avenue from the center. Critics said the garage
would have intruded on openness of the milelong Midway Plaisance that connects
Jackson and Washington parks. A drawing shows the proposed Obama Presidential
Center campus in Chicago's Jackson Park.
(Obama Foundation) Seeking to turn the page, the architects offered a look at a largescale architectural model that showed their vision for the 19.6-acre site. Its main
cluster would consist of three buildings that were proposed last May — the museum
tower, a forum building containing an auditorium and a restaurant, and a library
building that could house a branch of the Chicago Public Library. The buildings would
be connected in a basement level that would receive natural light from sunken
openings. The model showed the first glimpse of the new garage — an underground
facility, covered by parkland, that would be built to the south of the library building.
The model also revealed a conceptual design for the center’s proposed athletic
building — a low-slung rectangular structure topped by a curving, free-form roof. The
design, Williams said, would “activate” Jackson Park, not desecrate it. Initially hailed
as a economic boon for economically struggling areas on the city’s South Side, the
center has provoked controversy on many fronts since Obama and the architects first
released plans. Local and national open-space advocates have argued that the
center will compromise the quiet, contemplative character of Jackson Park, which is
listed on the National Register of Historic Places and was designed by the 19th
century landscape architects Frederick Law Olmsted and Calvert Vaux. Others have

criticized the foundation’s plan to close Cornell Drive, a heavily used traffic artery that
slices through Jackson Park, to make room for the center and new parkland that
would link it to the nearby Museum of Science and Industry. Funds for the center, which is
expected to cost $500 million, are to be raised privately, but it is anticipated that millions of dollars in
public money will have to be spent on road improvements to handle traffic shifts caused by the proposed
closure of Cornell Drive.   A view of the Obama Presidential Center campus shows a proposed
promenade along the lagoon at the east side of the campus, with the Museum Building and the Museum
of Science Industry beyond. (Obama Foundation) Here are highlights of the architects’ latest plans: The
museum tower: To address criticism that their initial design was massive and opaque, the architects
shrank the tower’s footprint and increased its height to about 225 feet from a planned 160-180 feet. They
also enlarged existing windows and added new ones, notably a 100-foot-tall expanse of glass on the
tower’s north side that would reveal escalators bringing visitors to the building’s museum floors. The
proposed screens of stone letters, which would appear on the tower’s south- and west-facing walls, would
be made of the same light-colored stone (white or gray) that covers the rest of the building. The screens
also seek to make the building appear less monolithic. They will serve as sun shades and create outdoor
terraces framed by the screens on one side and an inner facade of windows on the other. “We want to
make sure this is a lively, engaging, sun-sensitive building,” Williams said.
The architects and foundation officials have not determined whether the letters literally would spell out
quotations from Obama or be abstract. The interior of the tower would have eight main floors in addition
to mezzanine levels. The top floor would be a skylit room, open to the public, with views of Lake Michigan
and the surrounding city. The museum itself, a multilevel facility with exhibition spaces lodged in the
tower’s midsection, would be open only to visitors who buy tickets. The forum building: It would have a
300-seat auditorium on its north end and a restaurant on its south end. The library building: The
foundation continues discussions with Chicago Public Library officials in an attempt to locate a branch
library in this building. About two-thirds of the building would serve as back-of-house space for deliveries
and mechanical equipment. Unlike a traditional presidential library, the center won’t house presidential
papers. Instead, digitized version of Obama’s unclassified records will be available online and the
physical documents will be stored in an existing facility of the National Archives and Records
Administration. The athletic center: This two-level building, which would have one level at ground level
and another below, would contain a flexible space that could be used for basketball, dance and other
sports. It would include community meeting and workout rooms. A glass facade would overlook an
outdoor running track to the south. The parking garage: Light wells would bring daylight into the garage,
which would be one or two levels and hold as many as 450 vehicles. Visitors exiting the garage would
walk to the heart of the presidential center or the athletic center at street level, unlike the Museum of
Science and Industry’s underground garage, which provides a direct indoor route into the museum. “We
believe in the idea of activating the street,” Williams said. Open space: While the center’s buildings will
occupy 3.6 acres, there will be a net gain in open space because closing Cornell Drive would create 5.16
acres of parkland, said Martin Nesbitt, the foundation’s chairman. Planted roofs atop the buildings, which
would be open to the public, would add more green space. There would be median planters in the middle
of Stony Island Avenue. The grounds also will include a sledding hill and gardens where vegetables can
be grown, plus winding paths that recall Olmsted’s initial design for the park.
Blair Kamin is a Tribune critic.
bkamin@chicagotribune.com
Twitter @BlairKamin

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

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Highcrest trees
Sunday, April 14, 2019 5:35:05 PM

Begin forwarded message:
From: Linda Stremmel <linda.stremmel@icloud.com>
Date: April 14, 2019 at 5:29:19 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com
Subject: Highcrest trees
Please manage the storm water problem without taking down groves of 100year
old trees.
Thanks.
Linda Kahn Stremmel
Director of Sales and Marketing
Workstone LLC
847 687-9595
lindastremmel@workstone.net

From:
To:

Cc:

Subject:
Date:

Rick Prohov
abbottownersrep; Herb Engelhard; Berger, Brigitte; Bielinski, Bob; Bob Bielinski; dist.ntfy.sewers;
swilson@wilpark.org; sfoster@wilpark.org; sshelly@wilpark.org; Hirsch, Barb; awolfe@wilpark.org;
babbott@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; jolvany@wilpark.org; rpellaton@wilpark.org; Dodd, Kathy;
Kurzman, Joel; Pearce, George; Plunkett, Senta; Sullivan, Dan; Wolf, Julie; Braiman, Michael
Richard Pinner; Pianoeb; Faye Jacobs; Derek Casteel; csadel1@aol.com; A. Fogel; Margaret Martin-Heaton;
Braiman, Michael; Peter Baugher; tonipark@yahoo.com; ceceliac41@comcast.net; Julia Grosh; Jim Grosh;
djohnson@comcast.net; Lisa Deets; Seth Appel; Shannon Zock; Christopher Zock; Michelle Lyons; Thom Boyd;
Tina Carlson; jpetersparks@aol.com; Bob Lynch; Eileen Engelhard; Laura Prohov; Jacqueline Saper; Jonathan
Prohov; David G. Miller; rlsfpinner@hotmail.com; Kristen Casteel; Arnee Eisenberg; lea.prohov@gmail.com;
Michael Prohov; Ted Prohov; Van Economou; Laura Prohov; sviktora@comcast.net; dviktora@comcast.ne
RE: New Storm Water Management Component Recently Shifted to Community Playfields in 2019 / An
Opportunity for an Expanded Land Ethic
Friday, April 12, 2019 5:05:38 PM

Dear Commissioner Abbott
Thank you for the comments you sent to me yesterday in response to my call
for a better land ethic from our leaders in government earlier this week. Your
prompt response follows below this additional all to lengthy reply to complete
the full context of the issues discussed as I perceive them.
We look for no quick answers. It always takes a lot of time to think matters
through and no rational process would seek quick results or answers to major
concerns like Village wide storm water management. Common Sense would
dictate otherwise.
Drainage is never easy and engineers often do not correctly assess the risks
from subsurface flows occurring in the natural drainage patterns that can
surface in unexpected ways. The satisfaction of the entire community to
fashion a remedy for flooding issues will always be challenging. Perhaps I
could have been more helpful to you in the effort prior to this week had I
learned more about the Village Board’s Herculean task to address storm water
management before now.
To those who continue to suffer from increased flood damage, the proposed
municipal structure has been too long in coming and has already been too late
in its construction for their individual welfare. For those of us who live on
higher grounds, the issue of flooding has just not been in the forefront of our
daily concerns. Now those community problems have squarely landed at our
own property boundaries in an unexpected way with a sudden shock. The
prospect of an enormous concrete reservoir to be located in the Community
Playfields was not known along our block until this week. This was a sudden
wakeup call for many of us and has been perceived to be a very recent Park
Board approval rather than a last ditch Village Board plea for help in a fiveyear prior process. Like water, the decision making process tends to run its

course down towards the next possibly acceptable viable option. In reviewing
the records quickly, it seems this saga led the Village Board to a relatively
recent request to the Park District only as a third alternative to find a
sufficiently large open space for storm water storage rather than consider any
pursuit of condemnation proceedings against certain homes for the location of
the project.
As you point out, when seeking wise discernment for a proper course, leaders
must “both lead and follow our community.” Even when the drill down process
is handled well it is often difficult to avoid undesirable or misplaced animosity
from every possible source. Time is hard to find for community involvement
from citizens as we all go about our often too busy personal lives until dormant
passions are pricked into awareness and action. Citizens feel, and then often
too quickly express, their deepest concerns when it comes to the protection of
their family homes whenever they perceive threats to an otherwise comfortable
status quo. Finding a stable equilibrium is always a continuous process on
shifting sands and requires legitimate due process if rational rather than
emotional reactions are to be expected. With new stakeholders come yet more
delays. What I love about Wilmette is the level of rational discourse that can
be achieved when all of its people are fully respected, fully informed of
problems and then become receptive to different concerns and possible
solutions based upon fairness, sound reasoning and rules to produce a level
playing field for all of us.
I mean no disrespect to you or the other board members and the staff at the
Park District or Village. I find your comments have been made with genuine
sincerity and as you said to me yesterday “Your voice and the voice of your
neighbors isn't being ignored. Instead, it's stimulating this debate and
discussion.” Our voices along Pomona were never ignored but they, like the
trees, have never been heard before this week. The Pomona neighbors are the
newcomers to the table. The approvals of the move of the proposed reservoir
to this park first came to our collective attention just this past week. The
February 4th Park Board decision of the “where” was approved in the dead
cold of winter to leave us now only with the “how” you reference in your
comments yesterday. I am not suggesting the placement decision choice
process was arbitrary by the Village or reached by the Village Board in a hasty
fashion. The request to the Park District to use the parklands occurred later in
the long process but the Park Board’s switch out of the location from
Centennial to Community Playfields this year was a sudden newsflash to us

along Pomona Lane. Looking back on the brief timeline of announcements for
public hearings earlier this year, they seem to have been calling for a more
narrow scope to hear what might be desirable “amenities” anyone would wish
to suggest for surface uses following construction and restoration of park
services and then provided a scheduled brief walk through just last week to
show people the footprint that had already been pre-determined as “the spot.”
Our cherished little lane is a very fortunate cul de sac with a tight group of
neighbors with a shared perception of the park. We enjoy our peaceful park
side perspective every day of the year. We see each and every one of the
diverse beautiful park and recreation benefits you mention at all times of the
day. We also get the opportunity to appreciate it during long winter nights
when reflected moonlit over snow covered fields reveal deer and coyote
accompanied by the eerie sounds of owls. Community Playfields has served
for many decades as a center for thousands of people and has provided a natural
home to fauna and flora during all of the changing seasons. It is a privilege to
have our vantage point. If you did not wish our perception of a proposed 3-acre
ten-foot hole that would require the removal of all the trees to make way for a
$55 million infrastructure project to “feel rushed”, perhaps you should have
been more sensitive to how we might react and followed a better code of
conducting this process as you approached what you must have known would
be controversial for us.
By right, you must display genuine respect for the various perspectives of an
entirely new set of property owners with their own important property rights at
stake. I have no doubt you will now demonstrate more thoughtful patience to
help us learn about the issues and allow more voices to be heard, and in due
course, to express new thoughts, new opinions and new priorities to have you
understand what may raise new possible conflicts and perceived impacts and
risks from the proposed project.
As you correctly point out, “Parks work overtime to satisfy the various,
sometimes conflicting, demands put upon them.” That is true under all
circumstances when those demands are solely for park and recreation
purposes. In the past, we have seen effective intergovernmental cooperation in
the park such as the drainage modifications that were made to accommodate
excess flows anticipated from the expansion of the adjacent Highcrest School
facilities. Those efforts directly affected the park twenty years ago but failed to
keep the fields dry as may have been expected. This new larger water issue is
not for an adjacent dominant or servient land holder. It is also not the same
type of major internal perimeter undertaking for standalone park redevelopment

such as those for the contemplated upgrades for the Gilson Park facilities.
What is proposed for this park at this time is well beyond any imaginable scope
of those type of limited specific park concerns and purposes. This proposal is
for an unprecedented industrial scale municipal infrastructure that raises the bar
to a new and far more substantial kind of demand to be imposed. This demand
on our parks as now proposed is to accommodate a very new and external
municipal use well beyond any park and recreation or adjacent school purposes
or any notion of any communal needs that share the park’s current recreation
facilities in different ways.
A direct and personal notice delivered from the Park District before the
“where” decision was made on February 4th might have had been better
received to provide you with constructive input without instilling undesirable
fears and perhaps misconceived suspicions of the Park Board’s motivations for
moving so swiftly. Authority of any governmental body has rules for allowing
special uses to meet the greater public needs. Allowing a 6 million-gallon
underground storage reservoir hardly comes under the customary Park Board’s
governmental jurisdiction and authority more appropriately charged to the
Village for what amounts to a special use zoning matter. If you did not wish to
portray your efforts as an arbitrary usurpation of customary Village powers
perhaps you should have followed the reasoning behind the Zoning Code rules
regarding notices to the public for such matters relating to Public Hearings
when it comes to special uses. The Village Code embeds fundamental rights
for due process in its rules that require prior written notices of such matters to
be mailed no less than fifteen (15), but not more than thirty (30), days prior to
the public hearing to owners and occupants of all properties located within
two hundred fifty (250) feet from the property line of the subject property.
Those type of notices must be mailed in an envelope or the words "Village of
Wilmette Public Notice Enclosed" on the front of the envelope to indicate that
the contents are an official notice and not a commercial solicitation. For those
mailings where the applicant is a Unit of Local Government, envelopes preprinted with the name of the Unit of Local Government may be used without
being labeled as a public notice but still need to be delivered.  
Americans have an innate capacity to find matters unfair when people do not
play fairly by the rules. Without adequate prior written notice, your actions
can leave a foul impression that power is being wrongfully exercised. In this
instance many could wonder whether your efforts are really those of a White
Knight coming to the rescue of drowning villagers or were undertaken

expediently to clear the Community Playing Field from possible local
opposition as quickly as possible. If your image as the White Knight in armor
of power and authority has been tarnished, it has been your own fault.
I must admit I had the feeling of a Paul Revere moment when I discovered the
note in my mailbox from Herb Engelhard. It set off an alert of foolish paranoia
to watch for governmental authorities that may be coming as imagined storm
trooper bulldozers ripping up the natural order of things. How silly. I know
better since all our leaders always follow the institutions built upon a respect
for American democratic values and the rule of law.
Your comments yesterday welcoming new feedback from us did not seem to
square with the lack of prior notices and few posted detail of plans devised until
after requests were made by Herb Engelhard with his persistence to inform us
of your actions this week. It was unfortunate he met with the following words
from Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E., Director of Engineering and Public
Works for the Village of Wilmette early this week:
“this project offers an opportunity to improve drainage and make the
southeast corner of the park more usable” … “Unfortunately, because
the design of the reservoir is underway, relocating the reservoir
footprint at this stage will result in negative cost and schedule
impacts.”
Maximizing more perfectly dry surfaces in the fields for all playing seasons
after the 30 years of failed attempts made by many prior park boards must have
finally seemed just over the horizon without further negative scheduling
impact. To the skeptical, one might be tempted to conclude the process by the
Park District has been accelerated precisely to avoid any last local opposition
standing in the way of brand new and well drained playing surfaces at a shared
expense beyond its own budget resources. If calls to Christopher Burke from
the public are not desirable, then more detailed information should have been
delivered before it needed to be requested and met with resistance. We should
never be forced to dig deeper to find unpublished information made available to
the Village but not the public in a timely manner.
I actually sense the less than diplomatic remarks from Ms. Berger-Raish were
more of a clear sign of her frustration to face yet another exhausting set of
delays to the achievement of her long directed Village engineering mission and
not as a result of any bad faith directed towards us.

As good neighbors and good Village citizens we too will do our best to be
patient before making hasty judgments. We are more than willing to assess
with you what can be done and how so long as you hear our own views
concerning the decision over exactly where a reservoir of such magnitude
might be placed despite any material “negative cost and schedule impacts.”
Your notice process to us in this matter to date has been less than what we
expect from the professional quality of management we know you can
provide.   Now you have been put on prior written notice that while many may
see all cottonwood trees merely as big messy weeds that should be removed
without another thought or further delay, many more of us see those trees
(along with other native species they serve) as treasured members of the
community in our neck of the woods worth our time and our voices to preserve
and protect.
I recognize the process will not result in any construction any time soon;
certainly not this year. As of now, we have been advised there are no Village
Board meetings scheduled to discuss the storm water project and none are
anticipated until the Park District completes its public process of reviewing the
impact of the project on their facilities as well as well as the impact to adjacent
land owners. At this point, we need more information about what the design
includes and why you selected the spot you did as opposed to any different spot
within the total of 40 acres. Plans apparently have already been drawn to
accept two very large water conduits to deliver the offsite storm water to the
proposed reservoir at the area selected but what were the design assumptions
and what studies have been made regarding the current natural surface and
subsurface drainage flows.
I note that a Supplemental Analysis of Storm Water Options was prepared for
the Village of Wilmette by Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. dated as of
September 25, 2017. Among many other provisions of the lengthy analysis
which at the time did not focus on actual drainage studies around Community
Playfields the report recites the following:
Project Risks - …. “The most significant risks related to underground
construction of sewers and or storage facilities are typically associated with
uncertainty regarding subsurface conditions. For the Relief Sewer alternative
developed for Wilmette, the impact of potential utility interferences and/or soil
conditions on construction productivity represent a significant source of
uncertainty related to project costs. Until a detailed review of existing

infrastructure data is performed, initial soil data gathered, and preliminary plans
prepared, it is difficult to accurately assess how subsurface conditions will
impact open cut and tunnel construction costs for the large diameter sewers to
be installed.
Engineering Costs - …. “Many factors can impact the cost for design
engineering services for a specific project. In the case of the potential Wilmette
storm water improvement projects, significant effort will be required to define
the unique surface and sub-surface conditions that exist along each segment of
the project and prepare detailed design drawings and specifications…”
We have spent time this week to establish a better written record for the court
of public opinion. I agree it has stimulated a wider healthy debate. Now it is
time to move forward towards consensus based upon shared communications
with more information and calm reflection.
For many years I had heard from elders long departed that lived on our block
for over 50 years before they passed away. They spoke of an underground
river of mythical qualities that flows beneath our lands to the park. I have often
wondered about the legend as I have watched a continuous rise of the water in
the park after storms seem to leave no apparent evidence of any continuing
surface flows.
Long before white civilization conquered this area and altered its landscape, the
native American tribes would hold meetings of their elders under large trees for
their councils to discuss and attempt to make important communal decisions. I
would welcome the opportunity for such a personal meeting with you and your
engineers in the grove on a nice spring day. I look forward to an open and
frank discussion in the park on the issues raised to dispel any lingering mutual
suspicions and work on developing a greater sense of trust and mutual
cooperation for the greater good of our community. If you choose to accept
that invitation, I will leave it to you to help coordinate a good date and obtain
the possibly necessary permit for a gathering should more than 25 members of
our community want to participate and hear what must be said among the trees
for their welfare as well as for the welfare of the entire broader community.
When we do meet there, if we all listen very carefully together in silence, we
may just collectively hear those trees whisper ancient sounds of natural wisdom
to us from far above in the warm breezes of spring.

Have a great weekend everyone!
Rick Prohov
From: abbottownersrep [mailto:abbottownersrep@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2019 1:27 PM
To: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>; Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>; Berger,
Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; bielinskib@wilmette.com; Bob Bielinski
<bob.bielinski@gmail.com>; sewers@wilmette.com; swilson@wilpark.org; sfoster@wilpark.org;
sshelly@wilpark.org; wilmette@wilmette.com; awolfe@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org;
ganderson@wilpark.org; jolvany@wilpark.org; rpellaton@wilpark.org
Cc: Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>; Pianoeb <pianoeb@comcast.net>; Faye
Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>; Derek Casteel <derekcasteel@gmail.com>; csadel1@aol.com; A.
Fogel <ardez01@aol.com>; Margaret Martin-Heaton <gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>;
braimanm@wilmette.com; Peter Baugher <pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>; tonipark@yahoo.com;
ceceliac41@comcast.net; Julia Grosh <jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>; Jim Grosh
<lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>; djohnson@comcast.net; Lisa Deets <lisa_deets@hotmail.com>; Seth
Appel <sia@pattishall.com>; Shannon Zock <shannonzock@gmail.com>; Christopher Zock
<christopherzock@gmail.com>; Michelle Lyons <mnglyons@comcast.net>; Thom Boyd
<tinathom@comcast.net>; Tina Carlson <tina@ivancarlson.com>; jpetersparks@aol.com; Bob Lynch
<bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net>; Eileen Engelhard <eengel@sbcglobal.net>; Laura Prohov
<lrprohov@aol.com>; Jacqueline Saper <jacqueline.saper@gmail.com>; Jonathan Prohov
<j.prohov@gmail.com>; rlsfpinner@hotmail.com; Kristen Casteel <kristenacasteel@gmail.com>;
Arnee Eisenberg <nleslp@aol.com>; lea.prohov@gmail.com; Michael Prohov
<m.prohov@gmail.com>; Ted Prohov <t_prohov02@yahoo.com>; Van Economou
<Van@EconomouIP.com>; Laura Prohov <Laura.Prohov@cje.net>
Subject: RE: New Storm Water Management Component Recently Shifted to Community Playfields
in 2019 / An Opportunity for an Expanded Land Ethic

Mr. Probov,
Thank you for your thoughtful email. I can't really respond to every email that we receive, but
I thought that your email deserved to be acknowledged and, perhaps, I can provide you with a
few insights.
I think it's safe to say that the Wilmette Park District is doing it's best to implement the
Village's stormwater plan. HOW we implement it seems to be the question before us.
We have called for these public meetings to gauge our community's thoughts, opinions and
priorities re our parks. Our parks mean different things to different people but they always
seem to be well loved, inspiring great passion whenever their future is being debated.
Some people view parks as a place for recreation. Some people go to our parks looking for
peace and reflection. Some people appreciate them as islands of nature within our urban

landscape. Many of us look to our parks to provide all of those.
What impresses me is how well our blend of unique parks seems to satisfy so many people's
needs and desires. Parks represent one of the great acts of collective charity that we have given
to ourselves. Parks work overtime to satisfy the various, sometimes conflicting, demands put
upon them.
The Park District does not serve our residents in a vacuum. I believe that the Village has done
a good job of building their argument for the need for stormwater relief in west Wilmette.
They have asked the Park District to assist them. It's a reasonable request.
I value your input. I value all residents who take the time to share their thoughts and priorities
with us.
As your representatives, I believe that we must both lead and follow our community. Wisdom
is knowing when to do one or the other. In this case, we are attempting to do both.
We taking the pulse of the community. Anytime we are faced with such a big decision, I think
it's important to do so.
Your Park Board is composed of 7 individuals. Reaching consensus among the commissioners
takes time and it takes deliberation. The process isn't designed for quick action, but it is
designed to search for and impliment the collective wisdom.
Your voice and the voice of your neighbours isn't being ignored. Instead, it's stimulating this
debate and discussion.
I realize that my email isn't going to provide you with a quick answer to your concerns. The
answers will come more slowly in those public Park District meetings, where we (the board
and the public) come together to discuss, debate and make decisions. Not all decisions are
easy. Not everyone agrees all the time. That is what makes being a commissioner challenging.
We'll do our best.
The decision to move this tank from Centennial to the Community Playfields came directly
from people like you, taking the time to express their opinions and priorities.
Emails are welcome. I know that everyone can't attend every meeting. We read them all.
Thank you again. I greatly appreciate you taking the time to submit such a thoughtful email.
Bryan Abbott
Wilmette Park District Commissioner

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone

-------- Original message -------From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Date: 4/9/19 4:46 PM (GMT-06:00)
To: Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>, "Berger, Brigitte"
<bergerb@wilmette.com>, bielinskib@wilmette.com, Bob Bielinski
<bob.bielinski@gmail.com>, sewers@wilmette.com, swilson@wilpark.org,
sfoster@wilpark.org, sshelly@wilpark.org, wilmette@wilmette.com, awolfe@wilpark.org,
babbott@wilpark.org, ganderson@wilpark.org, jolvany@wilpark.org, rpellaton@wilpark.org
Cc: Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>, Pianoeb
<pianoeb@comcast.net>, Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>, Derek Casteel
<derekcasteel@gmail.com>, csadel1@aol.com, "A. Fogel" <ardez01@aol.com>, Margaret
Martin-Heaton <gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>, braimanm@wilmette.com, Peter Baugher
<pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>, "Derek S. Casteel, CFA" <derekcasteel@gmail.com>,
tonipark@yahoo.com, ceceliac41@comcast.net, Julia Grosh <jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>, Jim
Grosh <lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>, djohnson@comcast.net, Lisa Deets
<lisa_deets@hotmail.com>, Seth Appel <sia@pattishall.com>, Shannon Zock
<shannonzock@gmail.com>, Christopher Zock <christopherzock@gmail.com>, Faye Jacobs
<frjacobs@comcast.net>, Michelle Lyons <mnglyons@comcast.net>, Thom Boyd
<tinathom@comcast.net>, Tina Carlson <tina@ivancarlson.com>, jpetersparks@aol.com,
Bob Lynch <bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net>, Eileen Engelhard <eengel@sbcglobal.net>, Laura
Prohov <lrprohov@aol.com>, pianoeb@comcast.net, Jacqueline Saper
<jacqueline.saper@gmail.com>, Jonathan Prohov <j.prohov@gmail.com>, Richard Pinner
<richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>, rlsfpinner@hotmail.com, Kristen Casteel
<kristenacasteel@gmail.com>, Arnee Eisenberg <nleslp@aol.com>, lea.prohov@gmail.com,
Michael Prohov <m.prohov@gmail.com>, Ted Prohov <t_prohov02@yahoo.com>, Van
Economou <Van@EconomouIP.com>, Laura Prohov <Laura.Prohov@cje.net>
Subject: New Storm Water Management Component Recently Shifted to Community
Playfields in 2019 / An Opportunity for an Expanded Land Ethic

To All Wilmette Residents
We have waited too long to define a stronger land ethic that does more than address only
human development needs through a nineteenth century lens when it concerns our larger
natural environment.
Having lived at 2435 Pomona Lane for over thirty years, I have always enjoyed the natural
comfort that comes from the open spaces behind our home on Community Playfields and a
specific grove of trees I see every day from my windows. Those majestic residents lived there
long before I came and I urge others to help save them now so they will be there long after I
am gone. My wife and I raised three children and now my grandchildren can walk among
those stately trees. Their true value to the community cannot be measured purely in dollars
and their loss would be irrevocable. I enjoy seeing all the kids and parents when they are out
there in the park from the schools during the week and the summer camps in the summer.
Community Playfields comes alive in the spring when people are out there playing soccer and
baseball, riding bikes, flying kites, walking their dogs, just jogging through or taking a quiet
walk when the games are over and the sun begins to set. The trees provide a refuge for people
and animals alike. It is an incredible resource for the entire community including the migrating
birds that frequent their branches.
If Wilmette is to honor its various policy commitments to “Go Green,” the small grove of trees
in the park should serve as a stand against concrete development plans made without a

genuinely sincere land ethic. I expect the right balance for all concerned in our Village will be
found as we all explore this massive new proposal for Community Playfields towards an
amicable consensus. I have come to understand that the new drainage systems recently
proposed would serve to provide an extensive additional use pattern well beyond the scope of
any prior existing or contemplated use in the history of the park. The residents like me who
live around this park are only beginning to come out of winter’s hibernation to discuss this
added component for Village wide storm management that apparently not even seriously
conceived by the Village before this year.
To discover more, I first spoke to Steve Wilson with the Park District yesterday. He let me
know that there was no executed Intragovernmental Agreement to govern this project at this
point.   He provided the appropriate websites where I could learn more about the project and
its long history. He conveyed that the current engineering plans are not a final set albeit our
Park and Village Boards anxiously expect to proceed as soon as possible given the return of
the spring rains and the many prior meetings undertaken to review many options over a very
long period of time.
Today I spoke to the lead project engineer at Christopher Burke Engineering to get additional
information. The Community Playfields was only selected to replace the proposed Centennial
Park location about two months ago. The engineers only finalized a new report to include a
new proposal for a containment structure footprint last month. The present engineering
proposal would include an impervious concrete structure to hold approximately 18.5 acre/feet
of water that would not normally otherwise run to the park (enough volume to cover 18.5
acres to a depth of 1 foot). Is this new flow to the tank going to be segregated from the natural
drainage from the surrounding terrain or will all that water run into the structure as well? My
math converts the proposed tank’s capacity to accommodate over 6 million gallons of storm
water. The surface area of the underground structure depending on the width, length and
depth would likely be larger than 2 acres no matter how it is configured or where it is placed.
If all of the water from all sources goes into the tank, none of the trees in the grove will
survive even if they are allowed to remain. Are there two possible tandem systems that could
work side by side? Can we devise one system for natural flows with natural solutions and one
engineered for offsite flows needing a separate concrete basin?
Mr. Wilson assured me that there was still time to review the matter of the grove of trees
expected to be removed and hear comments from those of us who only recently became closer
to the required review process. Given a five year history, adding a new location now will not
be suddenly rushed to completion despite a desire to expedite a desired result as soon as
possible. The revised report was made for a client that requested a specifically engineered
plan. Ultimately, we the people, are responsible to participate in the planning process to be
sure our government officials address our concerns and be accountable for our mandates
before any final decisions can be made. The fact that the beautiful restored prairie
successfully undertaken at Centennial Park was ever even being considered is truly tragic. It is
a reflection of the lack of an imbedded land ethic that must be securely planted in the local
mindscape now.
Over the past few decades, the material adverse consequences derived from a carbon based
industrial society have become more evident.
The previously acceptable negative
environmental impact has been terribly underestimated as well as profoundly misunderstood.
We have all become more aware of new severe weather related events around the globe. Here
in Wilmette, the storms have become more intense and the flooding issues more severe since
the Village began to ask for long term engineering solutions. For those who already express a
greater concern about climate change, I often hear them say “I agree that something must be
done but what can I really do about it.”
Well here are a few thoughts about what each of us can do about it here and now.
Instead of merely finding an acceptable level of negative environmental impact, I expect more
from our Village. I wish the Village to go further and provide evidence of Wilmette’s

growing mandate to care about the natural environment from within of our small footprint on
the earth itself.   So what can we do? How can we address communal drainage issues in a
more creative way?
This small grove of trees represents an opportunity for our Village to pursue a better land ethic
as it struggles to find the right balance of broader Village engineering goals and objectives to
address storm water management within a more sustainable perspective. I know many do not
like cottonwoods, but the grove of cottonwoods at issue have always naturally been there
precisely because the water has always flowed there. They thrive in this location due to the
low lying moist soils at this location. This grove of cottonwoods is among the remaining
survivors that once stood tall in far greater numbers but as more and more larger homes have
been built all around us over the years, those trees have been taken down no doubt creating yet
additional volumes of water headed for the park that were never flowing there before. While
the area has always flooded and served a natural drainage retention function, it also has always
drained out within a matter of days and I suspect the little grove has always done its share to
remove water from the fields after a good storm.
Those trees not only provide a natural refuge for all sorts of different species other than the
humans who find relief in their shade on a hot summer day. Without much effort a quick
search demonstrates that:
Plant transpiration is pretty much an invisible process, since the water is evaporating from the
leaf surfaces, you don't just go out and see the leaves "sweating". Just because you can't see
the water doesn't mean it is not being put into the air, though. During a growing season, a leaf
will transpire many times more water than its own weight…. a large oak tree can transpire
40,000
gallons
(151,000
liters)
per
year.
See:
https://water.usgs.gov/edu/watercycletranspiration.html; and
Each person in the U.S. generates approximately 2.3 tons of CO2 each year. A healthy tree
stores about 13 pounds of carbon annually -- or 2.6 tons per acre each year. An acre of trees
absorbs enough CO2 over one year to equal the amount produced by driving a car 26,000
miles. An estimate of carbon emitted per vehicle mile is between 0.88 lb. CO2/mi. – 1.06 lb.
CO2/mi. (Nowak, 1993). Thus, a car driven 26,000 miles will emit between 22,880 lbs. CO2
and 27,647 lbs. CO2. See: http://coloradotrees.org/benefits.htm
I would be curious to know how many more water transpiring trees could be planted to absorb
even more water and sequester and convert even more CO2 for all of the existing natural
drainage concerns. Is there a better balance to be found enhancing the natural order for the
planet’s carbon and water cycles by planting more trees instead of taking more down? I
believe trees are already good hydraulic engineers that can materially assist the plans in a
more sustainable fashion. I would like to see this information made available and posted at
the schools at both ends of the park to help educate that next generation to see the power of
trees. I trust our kids will be more creative to find these types of natural solutions because
necessity will continue to drive them to do so.
There are many in Wilmette who believe there is a climate change issue that requires more
efforts of mitigation. They earnestly ask, well sure but “What can I personally really do that
needs to be done?”
I believe we can all at least start and stand by this little grove of trees for they too are equal coadventurers of planet earth that can help us discern efficient and effective water control
solutions. They are natural water engineers and wise teachers to be respected. We can put
more of them to work alongside our efforts to best accommodate the drainage system design
issues without an unwarranted dismissal of them and their significant direct contribution to
help solve our collective storm water problems.
If we do this small thing, we can take the next small step as an opportunity to discover new
benefits from an expanding a necessary land ethic developing in our midst. Don’t accept a

negative environmental impact when our community can demonstrate leadership for positive
environmental impact with creative and sustainable solutions to solve a problem like this one.
At a cost of over $50 million dollars, we can well afford to be more considerate for the
environment and creatively work with nature instead of against it. We must help educate the
next generation and lead by example! I expect the meetings on Community Playfields
concerning the proposed new drainage uses for the park are only in an early stage and not at a
final one. I expect more residents will soon stand together and speak up to preserve the trees
and help write a new page for a true land ethic for Wilmette’s future. Do the trees not have
their own recognizable rights to exist? Whether they do or do not, we must all learn from
them and speak for them for their productive work is not always visible to us yet they silently
contribute to our greater well-being in ways that are of far greater value than we know.
Thank you for your consideration and time to read these comments and hopefully you will
share my thoughts with others around our community.
Rick Prohov
2435 Pomona Lane
Wilmette, Illinois
rprohov@paalaw.com

From:
To:

Cc:

Subject:
Date:

csadel1@aol.com
rprohov@paalaw.com; abbottownersrep@aol.com; hengelhard@sbcglobal.net; Berger, Brigitte; Bielinski, Bob;
bob.bielinski@gmail.com; dist.ntfy.sewers; swilson@wilpark.org; sfoster@wilpark.org; sshelly@wilpark.org;
Hirsch, Barb; awolfe@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; jolvany@wilpark.org;
rpellaton@wilpark.org; Dodd, Kathy; Kurzman, Joel; Pearce, George; Plunkett, Senta; Sullivan, Dan; Wolf, Julie;
Braiman, Michael
richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com; pianoeb@comcast.net; frjacobs@comcast.net; derekcasteel@gmail.com;
ardez01@aol.com; gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com; pbaugher@baugherlegal.com; tonipark@yahoo.com;
ceceliac41@comcast.net; jmarran3@sbcglobal.net; lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net; djohnson@comcast.net;
lisa_deets@hotmail.com; sia@pattishall.com; shannonzock@gmail.com; christopherzock@gmail.com;
mnglyons@comcast.net; tinathom@comcast.net; tina@ivancarlson.com; jpetersparks@aol.com;
bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net; eengel@sbcglobal.net; lrprohov@aol.com; jacqueline.saper@gmail.com;
j.prohov@gmail.com; dgmiller@cresa.com; rlsfpinner@hotmail.com; kristenacasteel@gmail.com;
nleslp@aol.com; lea.prohov@gmail.com; m.prohov@gmail.com; t_prohov02@yahoo.com;
Van@EconomouIP.com; Laura.Prohov@cje.net; sviktora@comcast.net; dviktora@comcast.ne;
mhellander1@comcast.net; annebrentan@gmail.com; gina.b.kennedy@comcast.net; SaucedoA@mwrd.org;
susangatto@aol.com; Amoruso, Kate; rebecca.j.boyd@gmail.com; schmick.mary8@gmail.com
Re: New Storm Water Management Component Recently Shifted to Community Playfields in 2019 / An
Opportunity for an Expanded Land Ethic
Saturday, April 13, 2019 12:56:04 PM

Hello Mr. Prohov, Mr. Abbott and others involved in the storm water issue.
I am awed by Mr. Prohov's deep understanding of the issues, of history, and his attention to the
importance of basic values. I am grateful to him for being a Wilmette resident and join his views. I am
appreciative of Mr. Abbott's comments, especially because I am aware of his extraordinary level of
concern and involvement in the matters that come before him. This feature enables Mr. Abbott to function
with deeper insight and commitment than most elected officials. Thus I am struck by Mr. Abbott's
comment, "The decision to move this tank from Centennial to the Community Playfields came directly
from people like you, taking the time to express their opinions and priorities."
  In the summer of 2018, I issued written invitations to Wilmette's Village Board, Park District Board,
and Library Board, as well to the non-elected individuals in charge, to attend the annual tour of the
Wilmette Centennial Park Prairie which I led along with Daniel Suarez, a plant, bird, and prairie expert
working out of the national Audubon Great Lakes Region office in Chicago.
     Because a then-current Wilmette topic was the fate of Wilmette's Centennial Park Prairie which
was producing a lot of strong feelings along with public and private discussion, I thought those tasked
with making the decision about the prairie would take me up on my invitation. It offered the opportunity to
personally observe the prairie during a tour led by experts on prairie. It enabled spending a couple of
hours asking relevant questions and learning about this quintessential Illinois ecosystem in their own
conveniently located Centennial Park. It provided Wilmette officials and decision makers with an
opportunity to meet other Wimette residents and discuss new and different perspectives on Wilmette
nature and wildlife in the context of the prairie controversy.
Of all the elected trustees and village officials I invited, only one attended, namely Mr. Abbott.
An outstanding feature I've observed during the 46 years I have lived in Wimette, is the indifference,
refusal or failure of all Wilmette governmental units (including the Village Board, the Park District Board
and the Library Board) to create basic environmental principles to guide each and every one of their farreaching and expensive environmental or landscaping-related decisions as well as their ongoing failure to
make some key and badly needed decisions.
Until very recently, none of the Village governmental units considered developing and providing residents
with contemporary, science-based environmental guidance. Years ago, when the Village planned to
install nonnative invasive shrubs and other plants at Mallincrodt's parking lot, I attended umpteen
meetings and succeeded in persuading the powers that be to substitute the native plants I suggested for
some of the invasives.. My suggestion that the Village prepare a list of appropriate native species for
village government use and for resident viewing was allegedly planned to be undertaken, but never
implemented.

My suggestions to replace Wilmette's vast swathes of nonnative, invasive, non-absorbent, wildlife
unfriendly, high maintenance, CO2 producing gas-powered machinery dependent, with CO2 and storm
water absorbent native shrubs, trees, flowers, grasses and sedges, including its miles of parkways, cul
de sacs, roadsides, Village Hall, Fire and Police Stations, History Museum, and train and train station
adjacent areas, and to implement some long planned prairie features, have been met with ridicule,
derision, and evasion. Compared to some other comparable communities, Wilmette lags far behind in
environmental acuity and sensitivity.
Mr. Abbott's comment that "The decision to move this tank from Centennial to the Community Playfields
came directly from people like you, taking the time to express their opinions and priorities" though
accurate, fails to reflect the vast time, and emotional and physical energy that "people" were required to
expend in order to express their views. How inconvenient and unthinkingly arrogant to expect committed
residents to follow years of ever-changing plans and thinking on the part of not just one unit of
government but of two, and to attend night time meetings of not just one unit of government but of two. If I
didn't know better, I'd think Wilmette's goal was to avoid public scrutiny, not invite public involvement.
And, what were the people's "opinions and priorities"? These expressions were NOT limited to storm
water solutions at Centennial Park but addressed a much larger issue. These extensive efforts spoke to
all of Wilmette's natural ecosystems.
Unfortunately, the village governments approach issues like storm water in terms of individual locations
and deal with the locations one by one. This course of action is based partially on an erroneous
assumption that only people living next door to a particular environmental asset care about it, have the
right to care about it, or that the only relevant opinions can come from immediate neighbors. In fact, trees
provide oxygen not only to the neighbors who breathe next door to Community Playfield, but to the entire
community and beyond. And, prairie (and trees, groves of trees,  wetlands, rain gardens) absorb and
sequester CO2 helping to offset global climate change for every person in the entire world. The concerns
of the residents who expended so much time and energy on the prairie were not limited to "the prairie"
but addressed all of Wimette's natural areas. In fact, the goal should be to dramatically increase
Wilmette's number of native trees and natural areas, not destroy them. Landscaping is one of the most
visible but least expensive forms of community improvement.  
The message, which evidently went unheard, was the need to protect and not injure or destroy each and
every existing Wilmette natural ecosystem, not limited to the Centennial Park Prairie. These ecosystems
include not only the prairie but ALSO the cottonwood tree grove. Ironically, both Wilmette ecosystems
already provide stormwater relief and also, though totally ignored by every Village official and the
engineers, double as an efficient carbon sink, absorbing and sequestering CO2 and offsetting global
climate change, an existential threat to every single Wilmette resident which, according to experts at the
UN, should be dealt with in concert with - and even take priority over - less lethal though difficult problems
such as flooded basements.
After belatedly changing their minds and deciding that, despite their original excellent and sound analysis
that was the complete opposite, Centennial Park was not the right site for the underground storm water
tank, Village governments selected the next site to destroy. It became Community Playfield's grove of
cottonwood trees, also a natural ecosystem that provides Wilmette with wildlife habitat, absorbs storm
water and serves as a carbon sink, absorbing and sequestering CO2 and helping offset global climate
change. How unbelievable that cottonwood trees, host to 368 species of Lepidoptera including some of
Wilmette's most visible, still existing butterflies, and one of the beautiful migrating oriole's choice nesting
sites, instead of being celebrated and protected by the village as irreplaceable village assets are now
under seige.
Eventually, the stormwater planners will descend upon Thorwood Park and its oak grove. Native oak
trees famously host 534 species of Lepidoptera and provide all kinds of birds and other local wildlife with
irreplaceable food and shelter.  Will Village officials and their engineers require a third community uprising
to save yet another Wilmette natural resource that provides rare and scarce Wilmette habitat, absorbs
stormwater and absorbs and sequesters CO2?

Just as intelligent, sophisticated and financially adept homeowners create environmental goals and
principles before undertaking expensive and long lasting home landscaping, so should, and especially so
should, village governments. Governmental officials, with their easy access to relevant information,
should be guided by more than the views of those fortunate residents who possess the health, mobility,
time, energy, and information to intelligently express them. Opinions should be received in the context of
solid, valid, strongly-researched information possessed by the officials who solicit them.  
Government officials themselves should do their homework. Governmental officials are the ones who
should be studying and educating themselves about contemporary environmental village-relevant
problems and their solutions. And then, based on the information provided by experts, governmental
officials have the duty to create sound environmental goals and principles. And then, and only then, on
the basis of these goals and principles, should governmental officials undertake to plan and expend vast
amounts of time and money on "improvements." Doing what it takes to accumulate relevant enviromental
information and developing intelligent goals and principles is the first and basic duty of the people who
choose to serve as decison makers and leaders.
Sincerely,
Charlotte Adelman
232 Lawndale
847-251-6726
-----Original Message----From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
To: abbottownersrep <abbottownersrep@aol.com>; Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>;
Berger, Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; bielinskib@wilmette.com <bielinskib@wilmette.com>; Bob
Bielinski <bob.bielinski@gmail.com>; sewers@wilmette.com <sewers@wilmette.com>;
swilson@wilpark.org <swilson@wilpark.org>; sfoster@wilpark.org <sfoster@wilpark.org>;
sshelly@wilpark.org <sshelly@wilpark.org>; wilmette@wilmette.com <wilmette@wilmette.com>;
awolfe@wilpark.org <awolfe@wilpark.org>; babbott@wilpark.org <babbott@wilpark.org>;
ganderson@wilpark.org <ganderson@wilpark.org>; jolvany@wilpark.org <jolvany@wilpark.org>;
rpellaton@wilpark.org <rpellaton@wilpark.org>; doddk@wilmette.com <doddk@wilmette.com>;
kurzmanj@wilmette.com <kurzmanj@wilmette.com>; pearceg@wilmette.com <pearceg@wilmette.com>;
plunketts@wilmette.com <plunketts@wilmette.com>; sullivand@wilmette.com
<sullivand@wilmette.com>; wolfj@wilmette.com <wolfj@wilmette.com>; Braiman, Michael
<braimanm@wilmette.com>
Cc: Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>; Pianoeb <pianoeb@comcast.net>; Faye
Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>; Derek Casteel <derekcasteel@gmail.com>; csadel1@aol.com
<csadel1@aol.com>; A. Fogel <ardez01@aol.com>; Margaret Martin-Heaton
<gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>; braimanm@wilmette.com <braimanm@wilmette.com>; Peter
Baugher <pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>; tonipark@yahoo.com <tonipark@yahoo.com>;
ceceliac41@comcast.net <ceceliac41@comcast.net>; Julia Grosh <jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>; Jim Grosh
<lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>; djohnson@comcast.net <djohnson@comcast.net>; Lisa Deets
<lisa_deets@hotmail.com>; Seth Appel <sia@pattishall.com>; Shannon Zock
<shannonzock@gmail.com>; Christopher Zock <christopherzock@gmail.com>; Michelle Lyons
<mnglyons@comcast.net>; Thom Boyd <tinathom@comcast.net>; Tina Carlson
<tina@ivancarlson.com>; jpetersparks@aol.com <jpetersparks@aol.com>; Bob Lynch
<bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net>; Eileen Engelhard <eengel@sbcglobal.net>; Laura Prohov
<lrprohov@aol.com>; Jacqueline Saper <jacqueline.saper@gmail.com>; Jonathan Prohov
<j.prohov@gmail.com>; David G. Miller <dgmiller@cresa.com>; rlsfpinner@hotmail.com
<rlsfpinner@hotmail.com>; Kristen Casteel <kristenacasteel@gmail.com>; Arnee Eisenberg
<nleslp@aol.com>; lea.prohov@gmail.com <lea.prohov@gmail.com>; Michael Prohov
<m.prohov@gmail.com>; Ted Prohov <t_prohov02@yahoo.com>; Van Economou
<Van@EconomouIP.com>; Laura Prohov <Laura.Prohov@cje.net>; sviktora@comcast.net
<sviktora@comcast.net>; dviktora@comcast.ne <dviktora@comcast.ne>

Sent: Fri, Apr 12, 2019 5:05 pm
Subject: RE: New Storm Water Management Component Recently Shifted to Community Playfields in
2019 / An Opportunity for an Expanded Land Ethic

Dear Commissioner Abbott
Thank you for the comments you sent to me yesterday in response to my call
for a better land ethic from our leaders in government earlier this week. Your
prompt response follows below this additional all to lengthy reply to complete
the full context of the issues discussed as I perceive them.
We look for no quick answers. It always takes a lot of time to think matters
through and no rational process would seek quick results or answers to major
concerns like Village wide storm water management. Common Sense would
dictate otherwise.
Drainage is never easy and engineers often do not correctly assess the risks
from subsurface flows occurring in the natural drainage patterns that can
surface in unexpected ways. The satisfaction of the entire community to
fashion a remedy for flooding issues will always be challenging. Perhaps I
could have been more helpful to you in the effort prior to this week had I
learned more about the Village Board’s Herculean task to address storm water
management before now.
To those who continue to suffer from increased flood damage, the proposed
municipal structure has been too long in coming and has already been too late
in its construction for their individual welfare. For those of us who live on
higher grounds, the issue of flooding has just not been in the forefront of our
daily concerns. Now those community problems have squarely landed at our
own property boundaries in an unexpected way with a sudden shock. The
prospect of an enormous concrete reservoir to be located in the Community
Playfields was not known along our block until this week. This was a sudden
wakeup call for many of us and has been perceived to be a very recent Park
Board approval rather than a last ditch Village Board plea for help in a fiveyear prior process. Like water, the decision making process tends to run its
course down towards the next possibly acceptable viable option. In reviewing
the records quickly, it seems this saga led the Village Board to a relatively
recent request to the Park District only as a third alternative to find a
sufficiently large open space for storm water storage rather than consider any
pursuit of condemnation proceedings against certain homes for the location of
the project.

As you point out, when seeking wise discernment for a proper course, leaders
must “both lead and follow our community.” Even when the drill down process
is handled well it is often difficult to avoid undesirable or misplaced animosity
from every possible source. Time is hard to find for community involvement
from citizens as we all go about our often too busy personal lives until dormant
passions are pricked into awareness and action. Citizens feel, and then often
too quickly express, their deepest concerns when it comes to the protection of
their family homes whenever they perceive threats to an otherwise comfortable
status quo. Finding a stable equilibrium is always a continuous process on
shifting sands and requires legitimate due process if rational rather than
emotional reactions are to be expected. With new stakeholders come yet more
delays. What I love about Wilmette is the level of rational discourse that can
be achieved when all of its people are fully respected, fully informed of
problems and then become receptive to different concerns and possible
solutions based upon fairness, sound reasoning and rules to produce a level
playing field for all of us.
I mean no disrespect to you or the other board members and the staff at the
Park District or Village. I find your comments have been made with genuine
sincerity and as you said to me yesterday “Your voice and the voice of your
neighbors isn't being ignored. Instead, it's stimulating this debate and
discussion.” Our voices along Pomona were never ignored but they, like the
trees, have never been heard before this week. The Pomona neighbors are the
newcomers to the table. The approvals of the move of the proposed reservoir
to this park first came to our collective attention just this past week. The
February 4th Park Board decision of the “where” was approved in the dead
cold of winter to leave us now only with the “how” you reference in your
comments yesterday. I am not suggesting the placement decision choice
process was arbitrary by the Village or reached by the Village Board in a hasty
fashion. The request to the Park District to use the parklands occurred later in
the long process but the Park Board’s switch out of the location from
Centennial to Community Playfields this year was a sudden newsflash to us
along Pomona Lane. Looking back on the brief timeline of announcements for
public hearings earlier this year, they seem to have been calling for a more
narrow scope to hear what might be desirable “amenities” anyone would wish
to suggest for surface uses following construction and restoration of park
services and then provided a scheduled brief walk through just last week to
show people the footprint that had already been pre-determined as “the spot.”
Our cherished little lane is a very fortunate cul de sac with a tight group of

neighbors with a shared perception of the park. We enjoy our peaceful park
side perspective every day of the year. We see each and every one of the
diverse beautiful park and recreation benefits you mention at all times of the
day. We also get the opportunity to appreciate it during long winter nights
when reflected moonlit over snow covered fields reveal deer and coyote
accompanied by the eerie sounds of owls. Community Playfields has served
for many decades as a center for thousands of people and has provided a natural
home to fauna and flora during all of the changing seasons. It is a privilege to
have our vantage point. If you did not wish our perception of a proposed 3-acre
ten-foot hole that would require the removal of all the trees to make way for a
$55 million infrastructure project to “feel rushed”, perhaps you should have
been more sensitive to how we might react and followed a better code of
conducting this process as you approached what you must have known would
be controversial for us.
By right, you must display genuine respect for the various perspectives of an
entirely new set of property owners with their own important property rights at
stake. I have no doubt you will now demonstrate more thoughtful patience to
help us learn about the issues and allow more voices to be heard, and in due
course, to express new thoughts, new opinions and new priorities to have you
understand what may raise new possible conflicts and perceived impacts and
risks from the proposed project.
As you correctly point out, “Parks work overtime to satisfy the various,
sometimes conflicting, demands put upon them.” That is true under all
circumstances when those demands are solely for park and recreation
purposes. In the past, we have seen effective intergovernmental cooperation in
the park such as the drainage modifications that were made to accommodate
excess flows anticipated from the expansion of the adjacent Highcrest School
facilities. Those efforts directly affected the park twenty years ago but failed to
keep the fields dry as may have been expected. This new larger water issue is
not for an adjacent dominant or servient land holder. It is also not the same
type of major internal perimeter undertaking for standalone park redevelopment
such as those for the contemplated upgrades for the Gilson Park facilities.
What is proposed for this park at this time is well beyond any imaginable scope
of those type of limited specific park concerns and purposes. This proposal is
for an unprecedented industrial scale municipal infrastructure that raises the bar
to a new and far more substantial kind of demand to be imposed. This demand
on our parks as now proposed is to accommodate a very new and external
municipal use well beyond any park and recreation or adjacent school purposes
or any notion of any communal needs that share the park’s current recreation

facilities in different ways.
A direct and personal notice delivered from the Park District before the
“where” decision was made on February 4th might have had been better
received to provide you with constructive input without instilling undesirable
fears and perhaps misconceived suspicions of the Park Board’s motivations for
moving so swiftly. Authority of any governmental body has rules for allowing
special uses to meet the greater public needs. Allowing a 6 million-gallon
underground storage reservoir hardly comes under the customary Park Board’s
governmental jurisdiction and authority more appropriately charged to the
Village for what amounts to a special use zoning matter. If you did not wish to
portray your efforts as an arbitrary usurpation of customary Village powers
perhaps you should have followed the reasoning behind the Zoning Code rules
regarding notices to the public for such matters relating to Public Hearings
when it comes to special uses. The Village Code embeds fundamental rights
for due process in its rules that require prior written notices of such matters to
be mailed no less than fifteen (15), but not more than thirty (30), days prior to
the public hearing to owners and occupants of all properties located within
two hundred fifty (250) feet from the property line of the subject property.
Those type of notices must be mailed in an envelope or the words "Village of
Wilmette Public Notice Enclosed" on the front of the envelope to indicate that
the contents are an official notice and not a commercial solicitation. For those
mailings where the applicant is a Unit of Local Government, envelopes preprinted with the name of the Unit of Local Government may be used without
being labeled as a public notice but still need to be delivered.  
Americans have an innate capacity to find matters unfair when people do not
play fairly by the rules. Without adequate prior written notice, your actions
can leave a foul impression that power is being wrongfully exercised. In this
instance many could wonder whether your efforts are really those of a White
Knight coming to the rescue of drowning villagers or were undertaken
expediently to clear the Community Playing Field from possible local
opposition as quickly as possible. If your image as the White Knight in armor
of power and authority has been tarnished, it has been your own fault.
I must admit I had the feeling of a Paul Revere moment when I discovered the
note in my mailbox from Herb Engelhard. It set off an alert of foolish paranoia
to watch for governmental authorities that may be coming as imagined storm
trooper bulldozers ripping up the natural order of things. How silly. I know
better since all our leaders always follow the institutions built upon a respect
for American democratic values and the rule of law.

Your comments yesterday welcoming new feedback from us did not seem to
square with the lack of prior notices and few posted detail of plans devised until
after requests were made by Herb Engelhard with his persistence to inform us
of your actions this week. It was unfortunate he met with the following words
from Brigitte Ann Berger-Raish, P.E., Director of Engineering and Public
Works for the Village of Wilmette early this week:
“this project offers an opportunity to improve drainage and make the
southeast corner of the park more usable” … “Unfortunately, because
the design of the reservoir is underway, relocating the reservoir
footprint at this stage will result in negative cost and schedule
impacts.”
Maximizing more perfectly dry surfaces in the fields for all playing seasons
after the 30 years of failed attempts made by many prior park boards must have
finally seemed just over the horizon without further negative scheduling
impact. To the skeptical, one might be tempted to conclude the process by the
Park District has been accelerated precisely to avoid any last local opposition
standing in the way of brand new and well drained playing surfaces at a shared
expense beyond its own budget resources. If calls to Christopher Burke from
the public are not desirable, then more detailed information should have been
delivered before it needed to be requested and met with resistance. We should
never be forced to dig deeper to find unpublished information made available to
the Village but not the public in a timely manner.
I actually sense the less than diplomatic remarks from Ms. Berger-Raish were
more of a clear sign of her frustration to face yet another exhausting set of
delays to the achievement of her long directed Village engineering mission and
not as a result of any bad faith directed towards us.
As good neighbors and good Village citizens we too will do our best to be
patient before making hasty judgments. We are more than willing to assess
with you what can be done and how so long as you hear our own views
concerning the decision over exactly where a reservoir of such magnitude
might be placed despite any material “negative cost and schedule impacts.”
Your notice process to us in this matter to date has been less than what we
expect from the professional quality of management we know you can
provide. Now you have been put on prior written notice that while many may
see all cottonwood trees merely as big messy weeds that should be removed
without another thought or further delay, many more of us see those trees
(along with other native species they serve) as treasured members of the
community in our neck of the woods worth our time and our voices to preserve

and protect.
I recognize the process will not result in any construction any time soon;
certainly not this year. As of now, we have been advised there are no Village
Board meetings scheduled to discuss the storm water project and none are
anticipated until the Park District completes its public process of reviewing the
impact of the project on their facilities as well as well as the impact to adjacent
land owners. At this point, we need more information about what the design
includes and why you selected the spot you did as opposed to any different spot
within the total of 40 acres. Plans apparently have already been drawn to
accept two very large water conduits to deliver the offsite storm water to the
proposed reservoir at the area selected but what were the design assumptions
and what studies have been made regarding the current natural surface and
subsurface drainage flows.
I note that a Supplemental Analysis of Storm Water Options was prepared for
the Village of Wilmette by Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. dated as of
September 25, 2017. Among many other provisions of the lengthy analysis
which at the time did not focus on actual drainage studies around Community
Playfields the report recites the following:
Project Risks - …. “The most significant risks related to underground
construction of sewers and or storage facilities are typically associated with
uncertainty regarding subsurface conditions. For the Relief Sewer alternative
developed for Wilmette, the impact of potential utility interferences and/or soil
conditions on construction productivity represent a significant source of
uncertainty related to project costs. Until a detailed review of existing
infrastructure data is performed, initial soil data gathered, and preliminary plans
prepared, it is difficult to accurately assess how subsurface conditions will
impact open cut and tunnel construction costs for the large diameter sewers to
be installed.
Engineering Costs - …. “Many factors can impact the cost for design
engineering services for a specific project. In the case of the potential Wilmette
storm water improvement projects, significant effort will be required to define
the unique surface and sub-surface conditions that exist along each segment of
the project and prepare detailed design drawings and specifications…”
We have spent time this week to establish a better written record for the court
of public opinion. I agree it has stimulated a wider healthy debate. Now it is
time to move forward towards consensus based upon shared communications

with more information and calm reflection.
For many years I had heard from elders long departed that lived on our block
for over 50 years before they passed away. They spoke of an underground
river of mythical qualities that flows beneath our lands to the park. I have often
wondered about the legend as I have watched a continuous rise of the water in
the park after storms seem to leave no apparent evidence of any continuing
surface flows.
Long before white civilization conquered this area and altered its landscape, the
native American tribes would hold meetings of their elders under large trees for
their councils to discuss and attempt to make important communal decisions. I
would welcome the opportunity for such a personal meeting with you and your
engineers in the grove on a nice spring day. I look forward to an open and
frank discussion in the park on the issues raised to dispel any lingering mutual
suspicions and work on developing a greater sense of trust and mutual
cooperation for the greater good of our community. If you choose to accept
that invitation, I will leave it to you to help coordinate a good date and obtain
the possibly necessary permit for a gathering should more than 25 members of
our community want to participate and hear what must be said among the trees
for their welfare as well as for the welfare of the entire broader community.
When we do meet there, if we all listen very carefully together in silence, we
may just collectively hear those trees whisper ancient sounds of natural wisdom
to us from far above in the warm breezes of spring.
Have a great weekend everyone!
Rick Prohov
From: abbottownersrep [mailto:abbottownersrep@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 11, 2019 1:27 PM
To: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>; Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>; Berger,
Brigitte <bergerb@wilmette.com>; bielinskib@wilmette.com; Bob Bielinski
<bob.bielinski@gmail.com>; sewers@wilmette.com; swilson@wilpark.org; sfoster@wilpark.org;
sshelly@wilpark.org; wilmette@wilmette.com; awolfe@wilpark.org; babbott@wilpark.org;
ganderson@wilpark.org; jolvany@wilpark.org; rpellaton@wilpark.org
Cc: Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>; Pianoeb <pianoeb@comcast.net>;
Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>; Derek Casteel <derekcasteel@gmail.com>;
csadel1@aol.com; A. Fogel <ardez01@aol.com>; Margaret Martin-Heaton
<gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>; braimanm@wilmette.com; Peter Baugher
<pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>; tonipark@yahoo.com; ceceliac41@comcast.net; Julia Grosh
<jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>; Jim Grosh <lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>; djohnson@comcast.net; Lisa

Deets <lisa_deets@hotmail.com>; Seth Appel <sia@pattishall.com>; Shannon Zock
<shannonzock@gmail.com>; Christopher Zock <christopherzock@gmail.com>; Michelle Lyons
<mnglyons@comcast.net>; Thom Boyd <tinathom@comcast.net>; Tina Carlson
<tina@ivancarlson.com>; jpetersparks@aol.com; Bob Lynch <bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net>; Eileen
Engelhard <eengel@sbcglobal.net>; Laura Prohov <lrprohov@aol.com>; Jacqueline Saper
<jacqueline.saper@gmail.com>; Jonathan Prohov <j.prohov@gmail.com>;
rlsfpinner@hotmail.com; Kristen Casteel <kristenacasteel@gmail.com>; Arnee Eisenberg
<nleslp@aol.com>; lea.prohov@gmail.com; Michael Prohov <m.prohov@gmail.com>; Ted Prohov
<t_prohov02@yahoo.com>; Van Economou <Van@EconomouIP.com>; Laura Prohov
<Laura.Prohov@cje.net>
Subject: RE: New Storm Water Management Component Recently Shifted to Community Playfields
in 2019 / An Opportunity for an Expanded Land Ethic

Mr. Probov,
Thank you for your thoughtful email. I can't really respond to every email that we receive, but
I thought that your email deserved to be acknowledged and, perhaps, I can provide you with a
few insights.
I think it's safe to say that the Wilmette Park District is doing it's best to implement the
Village's stormwater plan. HOW we implement it seems to be the question before us.
We have called for these public meetings to gauge our community's thoughts, opinions and
priorities re our parks. Our parks mean different things to different people but they always
seem to be well loved, inspiring great passion whenever their future is being debated.
Some people view parks as a place for recreation. Some people go to our parks looking for
peace and reflection. Some people appreciate them as islands of nature within our urban
landscape. Many of us look to our parks to provide all of those.
What impresses me is how well our blend of unique parks seems to satisfy so many people's
needs and desires. Parks represent one of the great acts of collective charity that we have given
to ourselves. Parks work overtime to satisfy the various, sometimes conflicting, demands put
upon them.
The Park District does not serve our residents in a vacuum. I believe that the Village has done
a good job of building their argument for the need for stormwater relief in west Wilmette.
They have asked the Park District to assist them. It's a reasonable request.
I value your input. I value all residents who take the time to share their thoughts and priorities
with us.
As your representatives, I believe that we must both lead and follow our community. Wisdom
is knowing when to do one or the other. In this case, we are attempting to do both.
We taking the pulse of the community. Anytime we are faced with such a big decision, I think
it's important to do so.
Your Park Board is composed of 7 individuals. Reaching consensus among the commissioners
takes time and it takes deliberation. The process isn't designed for quick action, but it is
designed to search for and impliment the collective wisdom.

Your voice and the voice of your neighbours isn't being ignored. Instead, it's stimulating this
debate and discussion.
I realize that my email isn't going to provide you with a quick answer to your concerns. The
answers will come more slowly in those public Park District meetings, where we (the board
and the public) come together to discuss, debate and make decisions. Not all decisions are
easy. Not everyone agrees all the time. That is what makes being a commissioner challenging.
We'll do our best.
The decision to move this tank from Centennial to the Community Playfields came directly
from people like you, taking the time to express their opinions and priorities.
Emails are welcome. I know that everyone can't attend every meeting. We read them all.
Thank you again. I greatly appreciate you taking the time to submit such a thoughtful email.
Bryan Abbott
Wilmette Park District Commissioner

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone

-------- Original message -------From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Date: 4/9/19 4:46 PM (GMT-06:00)
To: Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>, "Berger, Brigitte"
<bergerb@wilmette.com>, bielinskib@wilmette.com, Bob Bielinski
<bob.bielinski@gmail.com>, sewers@wilmette.com, swilson@wilpark.org,
sfoster@wilpark.org, sshelly@wilpark.org, wilmette@wilmette.com, awolfe@wilpark.org,
babbott@wilpark.org, ganderson@wilpark.org, jolvany@wilpark.org, rpellaton@wilpark.org
Cc: Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>, Pianoeb
<pianoeb@comcast.net>, Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>, Derek Casteel
<derekcasteel@gmail.com>, csadel1@aol.com, "A. Fogel" <ardez01@aol.com>, Margaret
Martin-Heaton <gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>, braimanm@wilmette.com, Peter Baugher
<pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>, "Derek S. Casteel, CFA" <derekcasteel@gmail.com>,
tonipark@yahoo.com, ceceliac41@comcast.net, Julia Grosh <jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>, Jim
Grosh <lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>, djohnson@comcast.net, Lisa Deets
<lisa_deets@hotmail.com>, Seth Appel <sia@pattishall.com>, Shannon Zock
<shannonzock@gmail.com>, Christopher Zock <christopherzock@gmail.com>, Faye Jacobs
<frjacobs@comcast.net>, Michelle Lyons <mnglyons@comcast.net>, Thom Boyd
<tinathom@comcast.net>, Tina Carlson <tina@ivancarlson.com>, jpetersparks@aol.com,
Bob Lynch <bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net>, Eileen Engelhard <eengel@sbcglobal.net>, Laura
Prohov <lrprohov@aol.com>, pianoeb@comcast.net, Jacqueline Saper
<jacqueline.saper@gmail.com>, Jonathan Prohov <j.prohov@gmail.com>, Richard Pinner
<richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>, rlsfpinner@hotmail.com, Kristen Casteel

<kristenacasteel@gmail.com>, Arnee Eisenberg <nleslp@aol.com>, lea.prohov@gmail.com,
Michael Prohov <m.prohov@gmail.com>, Ted Prohov <t_prohov02@yahoo.com>, Van
Economou <Van@EconomouIP.com>, Laura Prohov <Laura.Prohov@cje.net>
Subject: New Storm Water Management Component Recently Shifted to Community
Playfields in 2019 / An Opportunity for an Expanded Land Ethic

To All Wilmette Residents
We have waited too long to define a stronger land ethic that does more than address only
human development needs through a nineteenth century lens when it concerns our larger
natural environment.
Having lived at 2435 Pomona Lane for over thirty years, I have always enjoyed the natural
comfort that comes from the open spaces behind our home on Community Playfields and a
specific grove of trees I see every day from my windows. Those majestic residents lived there
long before I came and I urge others to help save them now so they will be there long after I
am gone. My wife and I raised three children and now my grandchildren can walk among
those stately trees. Their true value to the community cannot be measured purely in dollars
and their loss would be irrevocable. I enjoy seeing all the kids and parents when they are out
there in the park from the schools during the week and the summer camps in the summer.
Community Playfields comes alive in the spring when people are out there playing soccer and
baseball, riding bikes, flying kites, walking their dogs, just jogging through or taking a quiet
walk when the games are over and the sun begins to set. The trees provide a refuge for people
and animals alike. It is an incredible resource for the entire community including the migrating
birds that frequent their branches.
If Wilmette is to honor its various policy commitments to “Go Green,” the small grove of trees
in the park should serve as a stand against concrete development plans made without a
genuinely sincere land ethic. I expect the right balance for all concerned in our Village will be
found as we all explore this massive new proposal for Community Playfields towards an
amicable consensus. I have come to understand that the new drainage systems recently
proposed would serve to provide an extensive additional use pattern well beyond the scope of
any prior existing or contemplated use in the history of the park. The residents like me who
live around this park are only beginning to come out of winter’s hibernation to discuss this
added component for Village wide storm management that apparently not even seriously
conceived by the Village before this year.
To discover more, I first spoke to Steve Wilson with the Park District yesterday. He let me
know that there was no executed Intragovernmental Agreement to govern this project at this
point. He provided the appropriate websites where I could learn more about the project and
its long history. He conveyed that the current engineering plans are not a final set albeit our
Park and Village Boards anxiously expect to proceed as soon as possible given the return of
the spring rains and the many prior meetings undertaken to review many options over a very
long period of time.
Today I spoke to the lead project engineer at Christopher Burke Engineering to get additional
information. The Community Playfields was only selected to replace the proposed Centennial
Park location about two months ago. The engineers only finalized a new report to include a
new proposal for a containment structure footprint last month. The present engineering
proposal would include an impervious concrete structure to hold approximately 18.5 acre/feet
of water that would not normally otherwise run to the park (enough volume to cover 18.5
acres to a depth of 1 foot). Is this new flow to the tank going to be segregated from the natural
drainage from the surrounding terrain or will all that water run into the structure as well? My
math converts the proposed tank’s capacity to accommodate over 6 million gallons of storm

water. The surface area of the underground structure depending on the width, length and
depth would likely be larger than 2 acres no matter how it is configured or where it is placed.
If all of the water from all sources goes into the tank, none of the trees in the grove will
survive even if they are allowed to remain. Are there two possible tandem systems that could
work side by side? Can we devise one system for natural flows with natural solutions and one
engineered for offsite flows needing a separate concrete basin?
Mr. Wilson assured me that there was still time to review the matter of the grove of trees
expected to be removed and hear comments from those of us who only recently became closer
to the required review process. Given a five year history, adding a new location now will not
be suddenly rushed to completion despite a desire to expedite a desired result as soon as
possible. The revised report was made for a client that requested a specifically engineered
plan. Ultimately, we the people, are responsible to participate in the planning process to be
sure our government officials address our concerns and be accountable for our mandates
before any final decisions can be made. The fact that the beautiful restored prairie
successfully undertaken at Centennial Park was ever even being considered is truly tragic. It is
a reflection of the lack of an imbedded land ethic that must be securely planted in the local
mindscape now.
Over the past few decades, the material adverse consequences derived from a carbon based
industrial society have become more evident.
The previously acceptable negative
environmental impact has been terribly underestimated as well as profoundly misunderstood.
We have all become more aware of new severe weather related events around the globe. Here
in Wilmette, the storms have become more intense and the flooding issues more severe since
the Village began to ask for long term engineering solutions. For those who already express a
greater concern about climate change, I often hear them say “I agree that something must be
done but what can I really do about it.”
Well here are a few thoughts about what each of us can do about it here and now.
Instead of merely finding an acceptable level of negative environmental impact, I expect more
from our Village. I wish the Village to go further and provide evidence of Wilmette’s
growing mandate to care about the natural environment from within of our small footprint on
the earth itself. So what can we do? How can we address communal drainage issues in a
more creative way?
This small grove of trees represents an opportunity for our Village to pursue a better land ethic
as it struggles to find the right balance of broader Village engineering goals and objectives to
address storm water management within a more sustainable perspective. I know many do not
like cottonwoods, but the grove of cottonwoods at issue have always naturally been there
precisely because the water has always flowed there. They thrive in this location due to the
low lying moist soils at this location. This grove of cottonwoods is among the remaining
survivors that once stood tall in far greater numbers but as more and more larger homes have
been built all around us over the years, those trees have been taken down no doubt creating yet
additional volumes of water headed for the park that were never flowing there before. While
the area has always flooded and served a natural drainage retention function, it also has always
drained out within a matter of days and I suspect the little grove has always done its share to
remove water from the fields after a good storm.
Those trees not only provide a natural refuge for all sorts of different species other than the
humans who find relief in their shade on a hot summer day. Without much effort a quick
search demonstrates that:
Plant transpiration is pretty much an invisible process, since the water is evaporating from the
leaf surfaces, you don't just go out and see the leaves "sweating". Just because you can't see
the water doesn't mean it is not being put into the air, though. During a growing season, a leaf
will transpire many times more water than its own weight…. a large oak tree can transpire
40,000
gallons
(151,000
liters)
per
year.
See:

https://water.usgs.gov/edu/watercycletranspiration.html; and
Each person in the U.S. generates approximately 2.3 tons of CO2 each year. A healthy tree
stores about 13 pounds of carbon annually -- or 2.6 tons per acre each year. An acre of trees
absorbs enough CO2 over one year to equal the amount produced by driving a car 26,000
miles. An estimate of carbon emitted per vehicle mile is between 0.88 lb. CO2/mi. – 1.06 lb.
CO2/mi. (Nowak, 1993). Thus, a car driven 26,000 miles will emit between 22,880 lbs. CO2
and 27,647 lbs. CO2. See: http://coloradotrees.org/benefits.htm
I would be curious to know how many more water transpiring trees could be planted to absorb
even more water and sequester and convert even more CO2 for all of the existing natural
drainage concerns. Is there a better balance to be found enhancing the natural order for the
planet’s carbon and water cycles by planting more trees instead of taking more down? I
believe trees are already good hydraulic engineers that can materially assist the plans in a
more sustainable fashion. I would like to see this information made available and posted at
the schools at both ends of the park to help educate that next generation to see the power of
trees. I trust our kids will be more creative to find these types of natural solutions because
necessity will continue to drive them to do so.
There are many in Wilmette who believe there is a climate change issue that requires more
efforts of mitigation. They earnestly ask, well sure but “What can I personally really do that
needs to be done?”
I believe we can all at least start and stand by this little grove of trees for they too are equal coadventurers of planet earth that can help us discern efficient and effective water control
solutions. They are natural water engineers and wise teachers to be respected. We can put
more of them to work alongside our efforts to best accommodate the drainage system design
issues without an unwarranted dismissal of them and their significant direct contribution to
help solve our collective storm water problems.
If we do this small thing, we can take the next small step as an opportunity to discover new
benefits from an expanding a necessary land ethic developing in our midst. Don’t accept a
negative environmental impact when our community can demonstrate leadership for positive
environmental impact with creative and sustainable solutions to solve a problem like this one.
At a cost of over $50 million dollars, we can well afford to be more considerate for the
environment and creatively work with nature instead of against it. We must help educate the
next generation and lead by example! I expect the meetings on Community Playfields
concerning the proposed new drainage uses for the park are only in an early stage and not at a
final one. I expect more residents will soon stand together and speak up to preserve the trees
and help write a new page for a true land ethic for Wilmette’s future. Do the trees not have
their own recognizable rights to exist? Whether they do or do not, we must all learn from
them and speak for them for their productive work is not always visible to us yet they silently
contribute to our greater well-being in ways that are of far greater value than we know.
Thank you for your consideration and time to read these comments and hopefully you will
share my thoughts with others around our community.
Rick Prohov
2435 Pomona Lane
Wilmette, Illinois
rprohov@paalaw.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Tree preservation during underwater storage project
Friday, April 19, 2019 8:38:06 AM

Bob Bielinski
President, Village of Wilmette
bielinskib@wilmette.com
Begin forwarded message:
From: charbryant <charbryant@comcast.net>
Date: April 18, 2019 at 9:45:18 PM CDT
To: "bielinskib@wilmette.com" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>,
"doddk@wilmette.com <doddk@wilmette.com>" <doddk@wilmette.com>,
"kurzmanj@wilmette.com" <kurzmanj@wilmette.com>,
"pearceg@wilmette.com" <pearceg@wilmette.com>, "plunketts@wilmette.com"
<plunketts@wilmette.com>, "sullivand@wilmette.com"
<sullivand@wilmette.com>, "wolfj@wilmette.com" <wolfj@wilmette.com>
Subject: Tree preservation during underwater storage project
Dear members of the Wilmette Village Board,
I am writing to express my surprise and concern about the approach being taken to
address storm water issues in Wilmette. In the recent Wilmette Beacon I learned that
the proposed retention basin in the Community Playfields would require removal of
about 40 mature trees. I recall when Mallinckrodt was remodeled a few years ago and
dozens of mature elms and oaks were removed over the course of 1-2 days- it was
shocking to see and, despite new plantings, the park will not have the same character
in our lifetime or our childrens’.
I don’t understand why the retention basin needs to be placed under the grove of trees
when there are acres of land at the playfields that are open grass and would benefit
from improved drainage. The few areas of tall canopy trees on site provide shade and
spaces for families and children to recreate and relax during hot days. We have
gathered under those trees for family kick-ball and whiffle-ball for years precisely
because of the opportunity to get out of the sun and enjoy the cool of a wooded area.
And our children and their friends enjoy hammocking under the trees during the
summer. Replacing these mature trees with trees similar to those planted during the
Mallinckrodt project is not an equivalent by any stretch. We don’t have many public
spaces in the community where people can gather to enjoy 40+ foot trees, and I think it
is short-sighted to take that resource for granted.
Respectfully,

Charlotte Bryant, Ph.D.
2107 Pioneer Ln.
Wilmette
Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Date:

abbottownersrep
Rick Prohov; Herb Engelhard; Berger, Brigitte; Bielinski, Bob; Bob Bielinski; dist.ntfy.sewers;
swilson@wilpark.org; sfoster@wilpark.org; sshelly@wilpark.org; Hirsch, Barb; awolfe@wilpark.org;
babbott@wilpark.org; ganderson@wilpark.org; jolvany@wilpark.org; rpellaton@wilpark.org
Richard Pinner; Pianoeb; Faye Jacobs; Derek Casteel; csadel1@aol.com; A. Fogel; Margaret Martin-Heaton;
Braiman, Michael; Peter Baugher; tonipark@yahoo.com; ceceliac41@comcast.net; Julia Grosh; Jim Grosh;
djohnson@comcast.net; Lisa Deets; Seth Appel; Shannon Zock; Christopher Zock; Michelle Lyons; Thom Boyd;
Tina Carlson; jpetersparks@aol.com; Bob Lynch; Eileen Engelhard; Laura Prohov; Jacqueline Saper; Jonathan
Prohov; rlsfpinner@hotmail.com; Kristen Casteel; Arnee Eisenberg; lea.prohov@gmail.com; Michael Prohov; Ted
Prohov; Van Economou; Laura Prohov
RE: New Storm Water Management Component Recently Shifted to Community Playfields in 2019 / An
Opportunity for an Expanded Land Ethic
Thursday, April 11, 2019 7:47:03 PM

Mr. Probov,
Thank you for your thoughtful email. I can't really respond to every email that we receive, but
I thought that your email deserved to be acknowledged and, perhaps, I can provide you with a
few insights.
I think it's safe to say that the Wilmette Park District is doing it's best to implement the
Village's stormwater plan. HOW we implement it seems to be the question before us.
We have called for these public meetings to gauge our community's thoughts, opinions and
priorities re our parks. Our parks mean different things to different people but they always
seem to be well loved, inspiring great passion whenever their future is being debated.
Some people view parks as a place for recreation. Some people go to our parks looking for
peace and reflection. Some people appreciate them as islands of nature within our urban
landscape. Many of us look to our parks to provide all of those.
What impresses me is how well our blend of unique parks seems to satisfy so many people's
needs and desires. Parks represent one of the great acts of collective charity that we have given
to ourselves. Parks work overtime to satisfy the various, sometimes conflicting, demands put
upon them.
The Park District does not serve our residents in a vacuum. I believe that the Village has done
a good job of building their argument for the need for stormwater relief in west Wilmette.
They have asked the Park District to assist them. It's a reasonable request.
I value your input. I value all residents who take the time to share their thoughts and priorities
with us.
As your representatives, I believe that we must both lead and follow our community. Wisdom
is knowing when to do one or the other. In this case, we are attempting to do both.
We taking the pulse of the community. Anytime we are faced with such a big decision, I think
it's important to do so.
Your Park Board is composed of 7 individuals. Reaching consensus among the commissioners
takes time and it takes deliberation. The process isn't designed for quick action, but it is
designed to search for and impliment the collective wisdom.

Your voice and the voice of your neighbours isn't being ignored. Instead, it's stimulating this
debate and discussion.
I realize that my email isn't going to provide you with a quick answer to your concerns. The
answers will come more slowly in those public Park District meetings, where we (the board
and the public) come together to discuss, debate and make decisions. Not all decisions are
easy. Not everyone agrees all the time. That is what makes being a commissioner challenging.
We'll do our best.
The decision to move this tank from Centennial to the Community Playfields came directly
from people like you, taking the time to express their opinions and priorities.
Emails are welcome. I know that everyone can't attend every meeting. We read them all.
Thank you again. I greatly appreciate you taking the time to submit such a thoughtful email.
Bryan Abbott
Wilmette Park District Commissioner

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone

-------- Original message -------From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Date: 4/9/19 4:46 PM (GMT-06:00)
To: Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>, "Berger, Brigitte"
<bergerb@wilmette.com>, bielinskib@wilmette.com, Bob Bielinski
<bob.bielinski@gmail.com>, sewers@wilmette.com, swilson@wilpark.org,
sfoster@wilpark.org, sshelly@wilpark.org, wilmette@wilmette.com, awolfe@wilpark.org,
babbott@wilpark.org, ganderson@wilpark.org, jolvany@wilpark.org, rpellaton@wilpark.org
Cc: Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>, Pianoeb
<pianoeb@comcast.net>, Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>, Derek Casteel
<derekcasteel@gmail.com>, csadel1@aol.com, "A. Fogel" <ardez01@aol.com>, Margaret
Martin-Heaton <gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>, braimanm@wilmette.com, Peter Baugher
<pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>, "Derek S. Casteel, CFA" <derekcasteel@gmail.com>,
tonipark@yahoo.com, ceceliac41@comcast.net, Julia Grosh <jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>, Jim
Grosh <lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>, djohnson@comcast.net, Lisa Deets
<lisa_deets@hotmail.com>, Seth Appel <sia@pattishall.com>, Shannon Zock
<shannonzock@gmail.com>, Christopher Zock <christopherzock@gmail.com>, Faye Jacobs
<frjacobs@comcast.net>, Michelle Lyons <mnglyons@comcast.net>, Thom Boyd
<tinathom@comcast.net>, Tina Carlson <tina@ivancarlson.com>, jpetersparks@aol.com,
Bob Lynch <bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net>, Eileen Engelhard <eengel@sbcglobal.net>, Laura
Prohov <lrprohov@aol.com>, pianoeb@comcast.net, Jacqueline Saper
<jacqueline.saper@gmail.com>, Jonathan Prohov <j.prohov@gmail.com>, Richard Pinner
<richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>, rlsfpinner@hotmail.com, Kristen Casteel
<kristenacasteel@gmail.com>, Arnee Eisenberg <nleslp@aol.com>, lea.prohov@gmail.com,

Michael Prohov <m.prohov@gmail.com>, Ted Prohov <t_prohov02@yahoo.com>, Van
Economou <Van@EconomouIP.com>, Laura Prohov <Laura.Prohov@cje.net>
Subject: New Storm Water Management Component Recently Shifted to Community
Playfields in 2019 / An Opportunity for an Expanded Land Ethic

To All Wilmette Residents

We have waited too long to define a stronger land ethic that does more than address only
human development needs through a nineteenth century lens when it concerns our larger
natural environment.
Having lived at 2435 Pomona Lane for over thirty years, I have always enjoyed the natural
comfort that comes from the open spaces behind our home on Community Playfields and a
specific grove of trees I see every day from my windows. Those majestic residents lived there
long before I came and I urge others to help save them now so they will be there long after I
am gone. My wife and I raised three children and now my grandchildren can walk among
those stately trees. Their true value to the community cannot be measured purely in dollars
and their loss would be irrevocable. I enjoy seeing all the kids and parents when they are out
there in the park from the schools during the week and the summer camps in the summer.
Community Playfields comes alive in the spring when people are out there playing soccer and
baseball, riding bikes, flying kites, walking their dogs, just jogging through or taking a quiet
walk when the games are over and the sun begins to set. The trees provide a refuge for people
and animals alike. It is an incredible resource for the entire community including the migrating
birds that frequent their branches.
If Wilmette is to honor its various policy commitments to “Go Green,” the small grove of trees
in the park should serve as a stand against concrete development plans made without a
genuinely sincere land ethic. I expect the right balance for all concerned in our Village will be
found as we all explore this massive new proposal for Community Playfields towards an
amicable consensus. I have come to understand that the new drainage systems recently
proposed would serve to provide an extensive additional use pattern well beyond the scope of
any prior existing or contemplated use in the history of the park. The residents like me who
live around this park are only beginning to come out of winter’s hibernation to discuss this
added component for Village wide storm management that apparently not even seriously
conceived by the Village before this year.
To discover more, I first spoke to Steve Wilson with the Park District yesterday. He let me
know that there was no executed Intragovernmental Agreement to govern this project at this
point.   He provided the appropriate websites where I could learn more about the project and
its long history. He conveyed that the current engineering plans are not a final set albeit our
Park and Village Boards anxiously expect to proceed as soon as possible given the return of
the spring rains and the many prior meetings undertaken to review many options over a very
long period of time.
Today I spoke to the lead project engineer at Christopher Burke Engineering to get additional
information. The Community Playfields was only selected to replace the proposed Centennial
Park location about two months ago. The engineers only finalized a new report to include a
new proposal for a containment structure footprint last month. The present engineering
proposal would include an impervious concrete structure to hold approximately 18.5 acre/feet
of water that would not normally otherwise run to the park (enough volume to cover 18.5

acres to a depth of 1 foot). Is this new flow to the tank going to be segregated from the natural
drainage from the surrounding terrain or will all that water run into the structure as well? My
math converts the proposed tank’s capacity to accommodate over 6 million gallons of storm
water. The surface area of the underground structure depending on the width, length and
depth would likely be larger than 2 acres no matter how it is configured or where it is placed.
If all of the water from all sources goes into the tank, none of the trees in the grove will
survive even if they are allowed to remain. Are there two possible tandem systems that could
work side by side? Can we devise one system for natural flows with natural solutions and one
engineered for offsite flows needing a separate concrete basin?
Mr. Wilson assured me that there was still time to review the matter of the grove of trees
expected to be removed and hear comments from those of us who only recently became closer
to the required review process. Given a five year history, adding a new location now will not
be suddenly rushed to completion despite a desire to expedite a desired result as soon as
possible. The revised report was made for a client that requested a specifically engineered
plan. Ultimately, we the people, are responsible to participate in the planning process to be
sure our government officials address our concerns and be accountable for our mandates
before any final decisions can be made. The fact that the beautiful restored prairie
successfully undertaken at Centennial Park was ever even being considered is truly tragic. It is
a reflection of the lack of an imbedded land ethic that must be securely planted in the local
mindscape now.
Over the past few decades, the material adverse consequences derived from a carbon based
industrial society have become more evident.
The previously acceptable negative
environmental impact has been terribly underestimated as well as profoundly misunderstood.
We have all become more aware of new severe weather related events around the globe. Here
in Wilmette, the storms have become more intense and the flooding issues more severe since
the Village began to ask for long term engineering solutions. For those who already express a
greater concern about climate change, I often hear them say “I agree that something must be
done but what can I really do about it.”
Well here are a few thoughts about what each of us can do about it here and now.
Instead of merely finding an acceptable level of negative environmental impact, I expect more
from our Village. I wish the Village to go further and provide evidence of Wilmette’s
growing mandate to care about the natural environment from within of our small footprint on
the earth itself.   So what can we do? How can we address communal drainage issues in a
more creative way?
This small grove of trees represents an opportunity for our Village to pursue a better land ethic
as it struggles to find the right balance of broader Village engineering goals and objectives to
address storm water management within a more sustainable perspective. I know many do not
like cottonwoods, but the grove of cottonwoods at issue have always naturally been there
precisely because the water has always flowed there. They thrive in this location due to the
low lying moist soils at this location. This grove of cottonwoods is among the remaining
survivors that once stood tall in far greater numbers but as more and more larger homes have
been built all around us over the years, those trees have been taken down no doubt creating yet
additional volumes of water headed for the park that were never flowing there before. While
the area has always flooded and served a natural drainage retention function, it also has always
drained out within a matter of days and I suspect the little grove has always done its share to
remove water from the fields after a good storm.
Those trees not only provide a natural refuge for all sorts of different species other than the
humans who find relief in their shade on a hot summer day. Without much effort a quick
search demonstrates that:

Plant transpiration is pretty much an invisible process, since the water is evaporating from the
leaf surfaces, you don't just go out and see the leaves "sweating". Just because you can't see
the water doesn't mean it is not being put into the air, though. During a growing season, a leaf
will transpire many times more water than its own weight…. a large oak tree can transpire
40,000
gallons
(151,000
liters)
per
year.
See:
https://water.usgs.gov/edu/watercycletranspiration.html; and

Each person in the U.S. generates approximately 2.3 tons of CO2 each year. A healthy tree
stores about 13 pounds of carbon annually -- or 2.6 tons per acre each year. An acre of trees
absorbs enough CO2 over one year to equal the amount produced by driving a car 26,000
miles. An estimate of carbon emitted per vehicle mile is between 0.88 lb. CO2/mi. – 1.06 lb.
CO2/mi. (Nowak, 1993). Thus, a car driven 26,000 miles will emit between 22,880 lbs. CO2
and 27,647 lbs. CO2. See: http://coloradotrees.org/benefits.htm
I would be curious to know how many more water transpiring trees could be planted to absorb
even more water and sequester and convert even more CO2 for all of the existing natural
drainage concerns. Is there a better balance to be found enhancing the natural order for the
planet’s carbon and water cycles by planting more trees instead of taking more down? I
believe trees are already good hydraulic engineers that can materially assist the plans in a
more sustainable fashion. I would like to see this information made available and posted at
the schools at both ends of the park to help educate that next generation to see the power of
trees. I trust our kids will be more creative to find these types of natural solutions because
necessity will continue to drive them to do so.
There are many in Wilmette who believe there is a climate change issue that requires more
efforts of mitigation. They earnestly ask, well sure but “What can I personally really do that
needs to be done?”
I believe we can all at least start and stand by this little grove of trees for they too are equal coadventurers of planet earth that can help us discern efficient and effective water control
solutions. They are natural water engineers and wise teachers to be respected. We can put
more of them to work alongside our efforts to best accommodate the drainage system design
issues without an unwarranted dismissal of them and their significant direct contribution to
help solve our collective storm water problems.
If we do this small thing, we can take the next small step as an opportunity to discover new
benefits from an expanding a necessary land ethic developing in our midst. Don’t accept a
negative environmental impact when our community can demonstrate leadership for positive
environmental impact with creative and sustainable solutions to solve a problem like this one.
At a cost of over $50 million dollars, we can well afford to be more considerate for the
environment and creatively work with nature instead of against it. We must help educate the
next generation and lead by example! I expect the meetings on Community Playfields
concerning the proposed new drainage uses for the park are only in an early stage and not at a
final one. I expect more residents will soon stand together and speak up to preserve the trees
and help write a new page for a true land ethic for Wilmette’s future. Do the trees not have
their own recognizable rights to exist? Whether they do or do not, we must all learn from
them and speak for them for their productive work is not always visible to us yet they silently
contribute to our greater well-being in ways that are of far greater value than we know.
Thank you for your consideration and time to read these comments and hopefully you will
share my thoughts with others around our community.

Rick Prohov
2435 Pomona Lane
Wilmette, Illinois
rprohov@paalaw.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Storm Water Management and the Environment
Thursday, April 11, 2019 5:41:51 PM

Begin forwarded message:
From: John Larson <jal1862@gmail.com>
Date: April 11, 2019 at 1:10:22 PM CDT
To: "bielinskib@wilmette.com" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>,
"pubworks@wilmette.com" <pubworks@wilmette.com>, "swilson@wilpark.org"
<swilson@wilpark.org>
Subject: Storm Water Management and the Environment
Dear Readers,
We who live in Wilmette are certainly aware of the issues with storm water
management and of the tremendous costs to residents.
The reservoirs proposed for the Community Playfield/Highcrest and Hibbard Park
involve the destruction of significant natural space. Please work to preserve the
natural spaces we have, as well as to create healthy ecosystems. The prairie
outside of Centennial is a great example.
Trees provide oxygen, and plants such as native grasses help protect against
flooding. Wilmette needs both.
Thank you,
John and Nicole Larson

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

D McCluskey
Braiman, Michael
Put the huge underground holding tank elsewhere--do not remove the grove of 30 cottonwood trees
Thursday, April 11, 2019 11:25:01 AM

The Village of Wilmette, and the Wilmette Park District, have disclosed
some additional details of their current storm water management plan at a
public meeting, held at the Community Playfield on 4/3/19. The
environmental impact report has not yet been disclosed, but proceeding
with such a study has been approved by the Village Board. The initial cost
estimate was $55 million to local taxpayers. See
https://www.wilmette.com/village-services/stormwater-management/
The current plan includes the construction of a huge underground reservoir
immediately behind Highcrest School. This will entail the destruction of
the grove of 30 cottonwood trees, and the creation of a very large region
impervious to water – both of which are contrary to sound environmental
principles. More than adequate open space is already available in the
field, without requiring the sacrifice of any trees. See Google maps.
These particular trees may be 100 years old, and will not be able to be
replaced in our lifetime. Groves of trees serve as natural absorbers of
storm water and CO2. They are important to native animal species
including butterflies and woodpeckers.
We ask that the Village proceed with the storm water management plan
without delay, as relief is urgently needed by many residents. However,
we ask that the engineers design a plan that does not entail the
destruction of prairie or trees, and disclose more precise details to
residents including the report on the environmental impact of such a
project. This should include considering the effect of diverting any current
natural underground waterways.
With such a huge price tag, it is certainly feasible to come up with a
proposal that achieves storm water management, and is also consistent
with sound environmental practices – so that West Wilmette can be
improved / preserved for all of its residents.
Written by a neighbor and Wilmette resident via NEXTDOOR.
PS Next winter (2019), can we do with less salt on the streets? Observed
the Wilmette salt trucks spreading salt uselessly on a cold day that then
became warm. How much does salt affect our cars, plants, etc.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Highcrest grove tress
Wednesday, April 10, 2019 5:55:57 PM

Bob Bielinski
President, Village of Wilmette
bielinskib@wilmette.com
Begin forwarded message:
From: Ellen Kaufman <ekjr386@gmail.com>
Date: April 10, 2019 at 5:43:59 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com, swilson@wilpark.org
Subject: Highcrest grove tress
We are neighbors of Highcrest and the Community Playfields and frequently visit
the park. We always marvel at the beautiful old trees and appreciate their shade
while we are walking our dog during hot days and presence in our neighborhood.
We would be very upset to see them removed for the stormwater project. Are
there no proposals where the trees are spared? They have been part of our
neighborhood landscape for a long time and we know mature trees provide
oxygen, water absorption, shade, habitat for birds and in the case of some trees,
butterflies.
We strongly urge the village to try to preserve these trees.
Sincerely,
Ellen Kaufman
2339 Meadow Drive South
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Please don"t remove the highcrest grove trees
Wednesday, April 10, 2019 2:46:05 PM

Begin forwarded message:
From: Aravinda Reddy <araeee@gmail.com>
Date: April 10, 2019 at 2:31:18 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com, swilson@wilpark.org
Subject: Please don't remove the highcrest grove trees
Hi,
I'm a Wilmette resident and wanted to provide input on the storm water reservoir
design. I strongly urge you to create a design that doesn't involve removing 100
year old trees in the Highcrest grove.
Sincerely,
Aravinda Reddy

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Berger, Brigitte
Braiman, Michael
Stormwater Emails
Wednesday, April 10, 2019 1:46:19 PM

Name: Diane Schaffner
Street Address: 2326 BIRCHWOOD AVE
E-Mail Address: dhschaffner@gmail.com
Feedback: I'm concerned the the project will affect the valuable native
trees in the Community Playfields. Where can I see a map of the exact
location for the proposed project? Can you assure me that no trees will be
harmed? Thank you in advance for your response.: Mark Beeman
Street Address: 2738 Birchwood Ave
E-Mail Address: mbeeman@northwestern.edu
Feedback: Dear Wilmette Village/Park Dis,
I am sympathetic to the goal of ameliorating the storm water problems
some residents feel (near my house, but mine isn't too affected, usually).
However, there must be a plan that does NOT involve taking down
fabulous, native, water- and CO2-absorbing trees located West of
Highcrest Middle school. Those trees are the highlight of that area, and
they are doing some of your work of absorbing water for you. Instead, put
the reservoir under the all-grass portion of the playing fields. It will take
years to re-grow any semblance of replacement trees, but simple to re-sod
the playing field on top of a reservoir.
From: D McCluskey <dlynnmccluskey@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 9, 2019 7:25 AM
To: Sorby, Kevin <sorbyk@wilmette.com>; Wasley, Robert <wasleyr@wilmette.com>
Subject: Community Park/Playfields as excavation site for underground water retention reservoir

To: Foresters
There is an outcry from one of my neighbors that a grove of 100-year-old
cottonwoods at Community Park are in danger of being felled because of
the installation of the flood mitigation project.
Is this true?
If so, please do what you can to change the site of the excavation for the
underground water retention reservoir.

Thanks,
D.L. McCluskey
Wilmette

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:
Attachments:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Pomona resident"s alternative reservoir plan
Wednesday, April 10, 2019 4:17:36 AM
A Proposal to the Village for Community Playfield 4_9_19.pdf
ATT00001.htm

Begin forwarded message:
From: Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>
Date: April 9, 2019 at 11:11:06 PM CDT
To: "bielinskib@wilmette.com" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>,
"sewers@wilmette.com" <sewers@wilmette.com>, "frenzert@wilmette.com"
<frenzert@wilmette.com>, "wilmette@wilmette.com"
<wilmette@wilmette.com>, "braimanm@wilmette.com"
<braimanm@wilmette.com>, "kurzmanj@wilmette.com"
<kurzmanj@wilmette.com>, "doddk@wilmette.com" <doddk@wilmette.com>,
"pearceg@wilmette.com" <pearceg@wilmette.com>, "plunketts@wilmette.com"
<plunketts@wilmette.com>, "sullivand@wilmette.com"
<sullivand@wilmette.com>, "wolfj@wilmette.com" <wolfj@wilmette.com>
Cc: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>, Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ksnorthamerica.com>, Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>
Subject: Pomona resident's alternative reservoir plan
Dear Board Members Please see the attached presentation from tonight - thank you for giving
me 7 minutes.
The diagram was given to Burke Engineering yesterday. Will you please
notify me about what they think, prior to your next meeting? Is there a vote
on April 17th? Regarding what issue specifically? Will this (alternative)
proposal be discussed, as well as the other questions we have about the
reservoirs? May we have access to the minutes of the two meetings from
this week, and any such discussions? Are the petitions due before April
17th? Will Bridgette respond to the additional questions I have posed?
Thank you for addressing these important issues for the local residents.
Sincerely - Herb Engelhard

A PROPOSAL TO THE VILLAGE
BOARD OF WILMETTE

Storm Sewer Reservoir
Placement With Preservation of
Heirloom Trees
(Community Playfield)
Pomona Lane Neighbors

April 9, 2019

The problem
•

Storm water relief is urgently needed by the
residents of western Wilmette.

•

Various plans have been proposed and
reviewed for 5 years – the time to act is now:
there should be no further delay.

•

Specific details of the current proposal were
released to the community on 4/3/19.

•

Information about the current proposal was
posted to the Village website on 4/8/19.

From Burke Engineering

All figures
credited to
Burke
Engineering &
are available
as Wilmette
public
documents.

Current
Community
Playfield
Reservoir
Plan

Cottonwood grove

Pros and cons to cottonwoods …
Shade, aesthetics, butterflies,
woodpeckers, water and CO2
absorption etc.

Another look
Many emails
have supported
preservation of
this grove.

– but almost everyone agrees the
grove should be saved if possible.
The trees are about 100 years old,
historic, and will not be able to be
replaced in our lifetimes.

For a price of $55 million plus, we can come up with a plan that will improve
storm water drainage, and preserve / improve our prairies and tree groves!

A previous Burke plan, with an underground reservoir in
open space – it is feasible.

Local resident’s
proposal
Cons
1.1.

Increased pipe expense

2.2.

Possible decrease in accessibility

3. Preferable to initiate construction
after soccer season to minimize
interference
1.4.

Environmental impact of
impermeable reservoir on
underground water flow is still
unknown

Given to the Wilmette Park District and Burke Engineering on 4/8/19.

Local resident’s
proposal
Pros
1. Opportunity to improve soccer fields
2. Saves tree removal expense
3. Uses space that is already open

Thank you, and we
hope you will
consider this!

4. Saves the cottonwood grove and
other heirloom trees / wildlife

5. Easy expansion into additional open
space if needed in the future

Also preserve

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Destruction of trees in Wilmette parks
Tuesday, April 9, 2019 5:13:39 PM

Begin forwarded message:
From: Ben Tolsky <bentolsky@gmail.com>
Date: April 9, 2019 at 5:03:54 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com, awolfe@wilpark.org
Subject: Destruction of trees in Wilmette parks
I just wanted to let you guys know that there are a lot of people that are very
concerned about what the engineers are proposing we do to our parks for
stormwater retention. While no one is opposed to the village offering relief from
flooding, people are opposed to the way that the engineers have no respect for our
trees and green space.
Please read these two discussions on Nextdoor (it probably will require that you
have a login):
https://nextdoor.com/news_feed/?post=107673936
https://nextdoor.com/news_feed/?post=107878564
Please keep in mind that anything we do that is detrimental to our green space
now, will be detrimental for generations to come. If one tree has to get cut down,
OK, I understand, but to cut down 30 trees in a park, and deprive the parks of
their only wooded areas is unacceptable, even my 2 year old daughter will tell you
that cutting down trees is bad, and I'm sure that she would be more than happy to
read The Lorax to you. Plus we aren't just cutting down trees, we are turning
natural green space into man made space that can not support a natural
environment, meaning that trees can never be planted there ever again.
By tearing up our parks, you are also placing the burden of this project, even if
temporary, onto our children. How will kids be able to attend, pre-school,
kindergarten enrichment, before and after care, and camp at the Rec Center while
Hibbard Park is being torn up?
We need to come up with better solutions. Why can't underground reservoirs be
built beneath parking lots or streets, land that is already impermeable?
Or better yet why not create local solutions by purchasing select houses in areas
that flood and tearing them down to create stormwater reservoirs that would
double as neighborhood pocket parks in between storms. This would add green to
our village, not destroy green!
There needs to be a better solution. Taking shortcuts now to save money, in the

long run will wind up costing the village much more money. And protecting our
environment should be our top priority with this project. We only have one Earth
and we only have one Wilmette, lets protect them!
Ben Tolsky
339 Lamon Ave

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: New Storm Water Management Component Recently Shifted to Community Playfields in 2019 / An
Opportunity for an Expanded Land Ethic
Tuesday, April 9, 2019 5:13:24 PM

Begin forwarded message:
From: Rick Prohov <rprohov@paalaw.com>
Date: April 9, 2019 at 4:46:06 PM CDT
To: Herb Engelhard <hengelhard@sbcglobal.net>, "Berger, Brigitte"
<bergerb@wilmette.com>, "bielinskib@wilmette.com"
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>, Bob Bielinski <bob.bielinski@gmail.com>,
"sewers@wilmette.com" <sewers@wilmette.com>, "swilson@wilpark.org"
<swilson@wilpark.org>, "sfoster@wilpark.org" <sfoster@wilpark.org>,
"sshelly@wilpark.org" <sshelly@wilpark.org>, "wilmette@wilmette.com"
<wilmette@wilmette.com>, "awolfe@wilpark.org" <awolfe@wilpark.org>,
"babbott@wilpark.org" <babbott@wilpark.org>, "ganderson@wilpark.org"
<ganderson@wilpark.org>, "jolvany@wilpark.org" <jolvany@wilpark.org>,
"rpellaton@wilpark.org" <rpellaton@wilpark.org>
Cc: Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>, Pianoeb
<pianoeb@comcast.net>, Faye Jacobs <frjacobs@comcast.net>, Derek Casteel
<derekcasteel@gmail.com>, "csadel1@aol.com" <csadel1@aol.com>, "A. Fogel"
<ardez01@aol.com>, Margaret Martin-Heaton
<gogreenwilmetteinfo@gmail.com>, "braimanm@wilmette.com"
<braimanm@wilmette.com>, Peter Baugher <pbaugher@baugherlegal.com>,
"Derek S. Casteel, CFA" <derekcasteel@gmail.com>, "tonipark@yahoo.com"
<tonipark@yahoo.com>, "ceceliac41@comcast.net" <ceceliac41@comcast.net>,
Julia Grosh <jmarran3@sbcglobal.net>, Jim Grosh <lightkpr3@sbcglobal.net>,
"djohnson@comcast.net" <djohnson@comcast.net>, Lisa Deets
<lisa_deets@hotmail.com>, Seth Appel <sia@pattishall.com>, Shannon Zock
<shannonzock@gmail.com>, Christopher Zock <christopherzock@gmail.com>,
"Faye Jacobs" <frjacobs@comcast.net>, Michelle Lyons
<mnglyons@comcast.net>, "Thom Boyd" <tinathom@comcast.net>, Tina
Carlson <tina@ivancarlson.com>, "jpetersparks@aol.com"
<jpetersparks@aol.com>, Bob Lynch <bob_lynch@sbcglobal.net>, Eileen
Engelhard <eengel@sbcglobal.net>, "Laura Prohov" <lrprohov@aol.com>,
"pianoeb@comcast.net" <pianoeb@comcast.net>, Jacqueline Saper
<jacqueline.saper@gmail.com>, Jonathan Prohov <j.prohov@gmail.com>,
Richard Pinner <richard.pinner@ks-northamerica.com>,
"rlsfpinner@hotmail.com" <rlsfpinner@hotmail.com>, Kristen Casteel
<kristenacasteel@gmail.com>, Arnee Eisenberg <nleslp@aol.com>,
"lea.prohov@gmail.com" <lea.prohov@gmail.com>, Michael Prohov
<m.prohov@gmail.com>, Ted Prohov <t_prohov02@yahoo.com>, Van
Economou <Van@EconomouIP.com>, Laura Prohov <Laura.Prohov@cje.net>
Subject: New Storm Water Management Component Recently Shifted to
Community Playfields in 2019 / An Opportunity for an Expanded Land

Ethic

To All Wilmette Residents
We have waited too long to define a stronger land ethic that does more than
address only human development needs through a nineteenth century lens when it
concerns our larger natural environment.
Having lived at 2435 Pomona Lane for over thirty years, I have always enjoyed
the natural comfort that comes from the open spaces behind our home on
Community Playfields and a specific grove of trees I see every day from my
windows. Those majestic residents lived there long before I came and I urge
others to help save them now so they will be there long after I am gone. My wife
and I raised three children and now my grandchildren can walk among those
stately trees. Their true value to the community cannot be measured purely in
dollars and their loss would be irrevocable. I enjoy seeing all the kids and parents
when they are out there in the park from the schools during the week and the
summer camps in the summer. Community Playfields comes alive in the spring
when people are out there playing soccer and baseball, riding bikes, flying kites,
walking their dogs, just jogging through or taking a quiet walk when the games
are over and the sun begins to set. The trees provide a refuge for people and
animals alike. It is an incredible resource for the entire community including the
migrating birds that frequent their branches.
If Wilmette is to honor its various policy commitments to “Go Green,” the small
grove of trees in the park should serve as a stand against concrete development
plans made without a genuinely sincere land ethic. I expect the right balance for
all concerned in our Village will be found as we all explore this massive new
proposal for Community Playfields towards an amicable consensus. I have come
to understand that the new drainage systems recently proposed would serve to
provide an extensive additional use pattern well beyond the scope of any prior
existing or contemplated use in the history of the park. The residents like me who
live around this park are only beginning to come out of winter’s hibernation to
discuss this added component for Village wide storm management that apparently
not even seriously conceived by the Village before this year.
To discover more, I first spoke to Steve Wilson with the Park District yesterday.
He let me know that there was no executed Intragovernmental Agreement to
govern this project at this point.   He provided the appropriate websites where I
could learn more about the project and its long history. He conveyed that the
current engineering plans are not a final set albeit our Park and Village Boards
anxiously expect to proceed as soon as possible given the return of the spring
rains and the many prior meetings undertaken to review many options over a very
long period of time.
Today I spoke to the lead project engineer at Christopher Burke Engineering to
get additional information. The Community Playfields was only selected to
replace the proposed Centennial Park location about two months ago. The
engineers only finalized a new report to include a new proposal for a containment
structure footprint last month. The present engineering proposal would include an
impervious concrete structure to hold approximately 18.5 acre/feet of water that
would not normally otherwise run to the park (enough volume to cover 18.5 acres
to a depth of 1 foot). Is this new flow to the tank going to be segregated from the
natural drainage from the surrounding terrain or will all that water run into the

structure as well?
My math converts the proposed tank’s capacity to
accommodate over 6 million gallons of storm water. The surface area of the
underground structure depending on the width, length and depth would likely be
larger than 2 acres no matter how it is configured or where it is placed. If all of
the water from all sources goes into the tank, none of the trees in the grove will
survive even if they are allowed to remain. Are there two possible tandem
systems that could work side by side? Can we devise one system for natural flows
with natural solutions and one engineered for offsite flows needing a separate
concrete basin?
Mr. Wilson assured me that there was still time to review the matter of the grove
of trees expected to be removed and hear comments from those of us who only
recently became closer to the required review process. Given a five year history,
adding a new location now will not be suddenly rushed to completion despite a
desire to expedite a desired result as soon as possible. The revised report was
made for a client that requested a specifically engineered plan. Ultimately, we the
people, are responsible to participate in the planning process to be sure our
government officials address our concerns and be accountable for our mandates
before any final decisions can be made. The fact that the beautiful restored prairie
successfully undertaken at Centennial Park was ever even being considered is
truly tragic. It is a reflection of the lack of an imbedded land ethic that must be
securely planted in the local mindscape now.
Over the past few decades, the material adverse consequences derived from a
carbon based industrial society have become more evident. The previously
acceptable negative environmental impact has been terribly underestimated as
well as profoundly misunderstood. We have all become more aware of new
severe weather related events around the globe. Here in Wilmette, the storms
have become more intense and the flooding issues more severe since the Village
began to ask for long term engineering solutions. For those who already express a
greater concern about climate change, I often hear them say “I agree that
something must be done but what can I really do about it.”
Well here are a few thoughts about what each of us can do about it here and now.
Instead of merely finding an acceptable level of negative environmental impact, I
expect more from our Village. I wish the Village to go further and provide
evidence of Wilmette’s growing mandate to care about the natural environment
from within of our small footprint on the earth itself.   So what can we do? How
can we address communal drainage issues in a more creative way?
This small grove of trees represents an opportunity for our Village to pursue a
better land ethic as it struggles to find the right balance of broader Village
engineering goals and objectives to address storm water management within a
more sustainable perspective. I know many do not like cottonwoods, but the
grove of cottonwoods at issue have always naturally been there precisely because
the water has always flowed there. They thrive in this location due to the low
lying moist soils at this location. This grove of cottonwoods is among the
remaining survivors that once stood tall in far greater numbers but as more and
more larger homes have been built all around us over the years, those trees have
been taken down no doubt creating yet additional volumes of water headed for the
park that were never flowing there before. While the area has always flooded and
served a natural drainage retention function, it also has always drained out within
a matter of days and I suspect the little grove has always done its share to remove
water from the fields after a good storm.
Those trees not only provide a natural refuge for all sorts of different species other
than the humans who find relief in their shade on a hot summer day. Without

much effort a quick search demonstrates that:
Plant transpiration is pretty much an invisible process, since the water is
evaporating from the leaf surfaces, you don't just go out and see the leaves
"sweating". Just because you can't see the water doesn't mean it is not being put
into the air, though. During a growing season, a leaf will transpire many times
more water than its own weight…. a large oak tree can transpire 40,000 gallons
(151,000
liters)
per
year.
See:
https://water.usgs.gov/edu/watercycletranspiration.html; and
Each person in the U.S. generates approximately 2.3 tons of CO2 each year. A
healthy tree stores about 13 pounds of carbon annually -- or 2.6 tons per acre each
year. An acre of trees absorbs enough CO2 over one year to equal the amount
produced by driving a car 26,000 miles. An estimate of carbon emitted per vehicle
mile is between 0.88 lb. CO2/mi. – 1.06 lb. CO2/mi. (Nowak, 1993). Thus, a car
driven 26,000 miles will emit between 22,880 lbs. CO2 and 27,647 lbs. CO2.
See: http://coloradotrees.org/benefits.htm
I would be curious to know how many more water transpiring trees could be
planted to absorb even more water and sequester and convert even more CO2 for
all of the existing natural drainage concerns. Is there a better balance to be found
enhancing the natural order for the planet’s carbon and water cycles by planting
more trees instead of taking more down? I believe trees are already good
hydraulic engineers that can materially assist the plans in a more sustainable
fashion. I would like to see this information made available and posted at the
schools at both ends of the park to help educate that next generation to see the
power of trees. I trust our kids will be more creative to find these types of natural
solutions because necessity will continue to drive them to do so.
There are many in Wilmette who believe there is a climate change issue that
requires more efforts of mitigation. They earnestly ask, well sure but “What can I
personally really do that needs to be done?”
I believe we can all at least start and stand by this little grove of trees for they too
are equal co-adventurers of planet earth that can help us discern efficient and
effective water control solutions. They are natural water engineers and wise
teachers to be respected. We can put more of them to work alongside our efforts
to best accommodate the drainage system design issues without an unwarranted
dismissal of them and their significant direct contribution to help solve our
collective storm water problems.
If we do this small thing, we can take the next small step as an opportunity to
discover new benefits from an expanding a necessary land ethic developing in our
midst. Don’t accept a negative environmental impact when our community can
demonstrate leadership for positive environmental impact with creative and
sustainable solutions to solve a problem like this one.
At a cost of over $50 million dollars, we can well afford to be more considerate
for the environment and creatively work with nature instead of against it. We
must help educate the next generation and lead by example! I expect the meetings
on Community Playfields concerning the proposed new drainage uses for the park
are only in an early stage and not at a final one. I expect more residents will soon
stand together and speak up to preserve the trees and help write a new page for a
true land ethic for Wilmette’s future. Do the trees not have their own
recognizable rights to exist? Whether they do or do not, we must all learn from
them and speak for them for their productive work is not always visible to us yet
they silently contribute to our greater well-being in ways that are of far greater
value than we know.

Thank you for your consideration and time to read these comments and hopefully
you will share my thoughts with others around our community.
Rick Prohov
2435 Pomona Lane
Wilmette, Illinois
rprohov@paalaw.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Highcrest Storm Water Plan
Tuesday, April 9, 2019 10:43:55 AM

Bob Bielinski
President, Village of Wilmette
bielinskib@wilmette.com
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Pinner, Richard" <Richard.Pinner@ks-northamerica.com>
Date: April 9, 2019 at 9:42:19 AM CDT
To: "awolfe@wilpark.org" <awolfe@wilpark.org>, "bielinskib@wilmette.com"
<bielinskib@wilmette.com>
Cc: "bergerb@wilmette.com" <bergerb@wilmette.com>,
"sewers@wilmette.com" <sewers@wilmette.com>
Subject: Highcrest Storm Water Plan
Dear Park Board Members,
I understand that there are areas that need help to alleviate storm water problems but
I am disturbed by 2 elements of the Highcrest storm water plan...
1st is the unnecessary removal and destruction of the cottonwoods, which in their own
right are amazing utilizers of excess water as well as CO2 recycling. Not to mention the
natural shading and habitat for our children and village to enjoy. Trees of this size and
benefit to the immediate and general environment take many many years to grow so
just planting a few new ones, although it sounds like there’s no real green plan, will not
replace what would be lost. This doesn’t even touch on the impact to the wildlife that
flourish in these trees.
2nd is the displacement of natural water retaining soil with solid structures designed to
hold water from other areas! Every Sq Ft of soil as a tank is a Sq Ft of natural water
retaining soil removed from that area for natural drainage.
As the Highcrest field has drainage issues already, how can you justify placing
impermeable structures to hold water from surrounding neighborhoods with, what
appears to be, total disregard for the immediate area.
There are some excellent examples in the region where reservoirs have been placed
under playing fields or pitches without the need to remove our natural habitat. Even
car parks have been suggested which make more sense than this plan.
This has to be reconsidered...
Kind regards,
Richard Pinner

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Highcrest cottonwood grove
Monday, April 8, 2019 4:40:04 PM

Bob Bielinski
President, Village of Wilmette
bielinskib@wilmette.com
Begin forwarded message:
From: E Shimasaki <eshimasaki96@aol.com>
Date: April 8, 2019 at 4:15:45 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com
Subject: Highcrest cottonwood grove
Dear Mr. Bielinski,
I just found out and am very concerned about the fate of the Highcrest cottonwood grove
which is considered to be cut down in order to make

room for the construction of a huge underground reservoir.
While, I know that the underground reservoir is needed, there has to be a better way
than cutting down existing mature cottonwood trees which took years to grow.
These mature cottonwood trees are irreplaceable in the service they provide to us by
storing huge amounts of carbon dioxide. In light of the climate change, that is a major
factor to be considered. These threes cannot be replaced even by planting 100 little
saplings, as they do not have the same ability due to their size.
Let's find a better place to build the reservoir, one that does not cause a major disruption to
the existing growth. Perhaps, we should also look into water permeable surfaces such as
roads and parking lots. Isn't it better to keep water where it falls rather than moving
it elsewhere.
Our future depends on the action we take today!
Thank you for you time,
Ewa Shimasaki

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Please Save the Playfield Trees
Tuesday, April 9, 2019 10:42:44 AM

Bob Bielinski
President, Village of Wilmette
bielinskib@wilmette.com
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Shapiro, Katie" <shapirok@wustl.edu>
Date: April 9, 2019 at 8:02:53 AM CDT
To: "bielinskib@wilmette.com" <bielinskib@wilmette.com>
Subject: Please Save the Playfield Trees
Dear Mr. Bielinski,
I am writing to request that you revise the plan for building a reservoir in the
Community Playfield so as to preserve the prairie and the trees. It is important as
a community to respect the natural environment we live in, and to model for our
children this reverence for preservation. Please consider this sincere request - it IS
possible to provide relief for the residents surrounding the Playfield, without
leaving such a destructive manmade footprint.
Thank you very much.
Sincerely,
Katie Shapiro

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bielinski, Bob
Frenzer, Tim; Braiman, Michael; Berger, Brigitte
Fwd: Highcrest tree grove
Monday, April 8, 2019 6:29:22 PM

Begin forwarded message:
From: Kristin Engelhard <kristinengelhard@gmail.com>
Date: April 8, 2019 at 6:08:08 PM CDT
To: bielinskib@wilmette.com
Subject: Highcrest tree grove
Good afternoon,
My name is Kristin and I am a current Wilmette resident. I have just graduated
from the University of Wisconsin-Madison and will be pursuing my Doctorate of
Physical Therapy in the fall at Northwestern. Upon moving back home, I have
heard that there are plans of putting in some underground reservoirs in the
Community Play Field between Wilmette Junior High and Highcrest. I have
grown up noticing flooding in the field as well as heard about common issues in
homes and think that will be a reasonable way to solve the problem that some of
west Wilmette individuals encounter. However, I believe that the grove of trees
should not be cut down. There is ample field space to be used for the storm water
management plan, so I do not agree with cutting down those trees to move the
underground reservoir there. I know of many individuals who also agree with this
opinion and if needed, would happy to have them reach out as well. Please let me
know your thoughts on this matter.
Thank you,
Kristin

