
Winnetka Village Council 
Regular Meeting 

Winnetka Police Department 
Emails regarding any agenda item 
are welcomed.  Please email 
rbahan@winnetka.org, and your 
email will be relayed to the Council 
members.  Emails for the Tuesday 
Council meeting must be received 
by Monday at 4 p.m.  Any email 
may be subject to disclosure under 
the Freedom of Information Act.   

410 Green Bay Road 
Tuesday, February 21, 2012 

7:30 p.m. 
 
 

AGENDA 
 
 
 

1) Call to Order 

2) Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag 

3) Quorum 

a) February 28, 2012 Budget Meeting 

b) March 8, 2012 Rescheduled Regular Meeting 

c) March 13, 2012 Study Session 

4) Approval of Agenda 

5) Consent Agenda 

a) Village Council Minutes 

i) January 10, 2012 Rescheduled Regular Meeting.................................................................3 

ii) January 10, 2012 Study Session...........................................................................................9 

b) Warrant Lists Nos. 1737 and 1738 ..........................................................................................11 

c) Resolution R-1-2012:  Approving and Authorizing Release of Executive Session  
Minutes – Adoption .................................................................................................................12 

d) Chlorine Scrubber Bids............................................................................................................15 

6) Stormwater Update 

a) Proposed Stormwater Tunnel Project:  Coastal Engineering Contract ....................................17 

b) Sanitary Sewer Evaluation Survey...........................................................................................55 

7) Ordinances and Resolutions 

8) Public Comment 

9) Old Business 
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NOTICE 
All agenda materials are available at www.villageofwinnetka.org (click Council and then Current Agenda), the Reference Desk at the Winnetka Library, or in the 
Manager’s Office at Village Hall (2nd floor).   

Videos of the Regular Village Council meetings are televised on Channel 10, Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays at 7:00 p.m.  Videos of the meeting may also 
be viewed on the Internet via a link on the Village’s web site:  www.villageofwinnetka.org. 

The Village of Winnetka, in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, requests that all persons with disabilities, who require certain 
accommodations to allow them to observe and/or participate in this meeting or have questions about the accessibility of the meeting or facilities, contact 
the Village ADA Coordinator – Liz Rosenthal, at 510 Green Bay Road, Winnetka, Illinois 60093, (Telephone (847) 716-3540; T.D.D. (847) 501-6041). 
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10) New Business 

 (Materials Previously Distributed to Council) Text Pages Budget Detail (Tab 15) 

a) Budget Review:  Community Development 32-36 24-25 

b) Budget Review:  Electric 42-44 43-55 

c) Budget Review:  Water 45-47 56-63 

d) Follow-up Discussion 

11) Reports 

12) Appointments 

13) Executive Session 

14) Adjourn 
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MINUTES 
WINNETKA VILLAGE COUNCIL  

RESCHEDULED REGULAR MEETING 
January 10, 2012 

(Approved:  xx) 

A record of a legally convened meeting of the Council of the Village of Winnetka, which was 
held in the Police Department at 410 Green Bay Road, on Tuesday, January 10, 2012, at 
7:30 p.m. 

1) Call to Order.  President Tucker called the meeting to order at 7:32 p.m.  Present:  Trustees 
Arthur Braun, Gene Greable, Bill Johnson, Richard Kates, Chris Rintz and Jennifer Spinney.  
Absent:  None.  Also present:  Village Manager Robert Bahan, Village Attorney Katherine 
Janega, Community Development Director Mike D’Onofrio, Public Works Director Steve 
Saunders, Director of Water & Electric Brian Keys, and approximately 25 persons in the 
audience.   

2) Pledge of Allegiance.  President Tucker led the group in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

3) Quorum. 

a) January 17, 2012, Regular Meeting.  All of the Council members present indicated that 
they expected to attend.   

b) February 7, 2012, Regular Meeting.  All of the Council members present indicated that 
they expected to attend.   

4) Approval of the Agenda.  Trustee Johnson, seconded by Trustee Spinney, moved to approve 
the Agenda.  By roll call vote. the motion carried.  Ayes:  Trustees Braun, Greable, Kates, 
Johnson, Rintz and Spinney.  Nays:  None.  Absent:  None.   

5) Consent Agenda 

a) Village Council Minutes.   

i) December 13, 2011, Study Session.   

b) Warrant Lists Nos. 1731 and 1732.  Approving Warrant List No. 1731 in the amount of 
$1,043,925.65, and Warrant List No. 1732 in the amount of $442,303.92. 

c) Change Order:  Lead Service Replacements.  Authorizing the Village Manager to execute 
a change order with Rick’s Sewer and Drainage in the amount of $36,765 for the 
replacement of lead water services through March 31, 2012, at the unit prices contained 
in Bid #011-002. 

d) Change Order:  Bid #11-018 – Trapp Lane Improvement Costs.  Authorizing a 
$53,260.14 change order for the Trapp Lane Roadway and Utility Improvements project. 

e) Change Order:  Primary Cable.  Authorizing the Village Manager to award a change 
order to the Okonite Company in the amount of $81,961 for the purchase of primary 
cable at the unit prices bid, subject to the contract conditions. 
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f) Change Order:  Secondary Cable.  Authorizing the Village Manager to award a change 
order to Wesco in the amount of $61,497 for the purchase of secondary cable at the unit 
prices bid, subject to the contract conditions. 

Trustee Johnson, seconded by Trustee Braun, moved to approve the foregoing items on the 
Consent Agenda by omnibus vote.  By roll call vote, the motion carried.  Ayes:  Trustees 
Braun, Greable, Kates, Johnson, Rintz and Spinney.  Nays:  None.  Absent:  None.   

6) Stormwater Update.  Mr. Saunders reported that Staff would be meeting with the Executive 
Director of the MWRD in an effort to better understand the permitting process and how best 
to present the project to the MWRD board.  He informed the Council that the RFP for a 
sanitary sewer study authorized in December was now on the street and seven firms have 
picked up packets.  He said he hopes to bring a recommendation back to the Council in 
February.  Finally, he noted that the upcoming Capital Improvements Plan will include some 
significant stormwater improvement projects reflecting the work already done by the 
Council.  It will lay out plans to prioritize the various projects and begin engineering and 
implementation planning.  He indicated that in the coming year, the Council needs to 
evaluate financing options to set up a funding stream for the future, study other areas of the 
Village that have flooding issues that need to be addressed, determine the level of protection 
that it feels is appropriate, and agree on an implementation strategy.  Mr. Saunders then 
responded to questions from the Council and audience members.   

Debbie Ross, 921 Tower Rd., urged the Village to further investigate green infrastructure 
technology, i.e. bio swales, to complement those already discussed.   

Tom Barron, 1284 Trapp Lane, thanked Staff for his patience, professionalism, and courtesy 
in facilitating the transfer of Trapp Lane to the Village.  He encouraged residents living on 
other private streets lacking adequate storm sewers to pursue the same path to help mitigate 
the impact on adjacent neighborhoods.  

7) Ordinances and Resolutions. 

a) Ordinance M-1-2012:  Landmark Designation:  545 Oak Street – Introduction.  
Mr. D’Onofrio reviewed the Preservation Commission’s recommendation to designate 
the subject residence a local landmark.  He reported that the property had received an 
overall score of 80.4, resulting in a “unique” rating under the adopted System for 
Evaluation of Landmarks.  The home is the current residence of former Village President 
Louise Holland and is listed on the National Register of Historic Places.  

President Tucker commented on the beauty of the home and encouraged other 
homeowners to consider participating in the Village’s voluntary landmarking program to 
help preserve some of the old structures that are a part of the Village’s history.   

Mark Hecht, 1096 Spruce St. questioned some of the provisions of the Landmark 
Ordinance.  Attorney Janega responded with clarifications and emphasized that it remains 
a completely voluntary program.   

Trustee Braun, seconded by Trustee Spinney, moved to introduce Ordinance M-2-1012.  
By voice vote, the motion carried. 

b) Ordinance M-2-2012:  Special Use Permit and Zoning Variations:  @ Properties, 
30 Green Bay Road – Introduction.  Noting that this item had been discussed at length at 
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the December 20th Council meeting, Mr. D’Onofrio briefly summarized the request for a 
Special Use Permit and two zoning variations to allow for the construction of a 
1,000 sq. ft. addition at the rear of the existing one-story building.   

John Louis, Director of the Massage Therapy Center at 40 Green Bay Road, reiterated his 
objections to the proposed expansion on the grounds that it will create additional parking 
problems for customers and employees.  He referred to a letter submitted to the Council 
including a parking study performed by Desman Associates and a list of brokers in 
@Properties Winnetka office. 

Scott Sandy, representing Northern Trust Bank, expressed his frustration with the parking 
situation as well. 

Attorney Janega pointed out that the official record on this matter was closed at the end 
of the Zoning Board hearing and nothing has been submitted asking for the record to be 
reopened.  She explained that the last meeting was the deadline for filing a written protest 
under the Special Use Permit Ordinance and noted that neither the applicant nor Staff had 
been advised that any new information was going to be presented at this meeting.  She 
noted that the draft ordinance was prepared based on the official record, including the 
findings of the KLOA parking study.  She said that the Objector(s) must present a reason 
why they failed to present their information at the ZBA hearing, which they attended.  
She added that should the Council decide to reopen the record based upon Mr. Louis’ 
objections, then the matter would have to return to the Zoning Board.  She opined that 
doing so at this juncture would be a departure from the Village’s procedures. 

Noting that it would be a deviation of practice and policy and that Mr. Louis has not 
presented any information not already considered by the lower boards and the Council, 
President Tucker recommended that the Council not reconsider this matter at this time. 

After a lengthy discussion, Trustee Greable, seconded by Trustee Spinney, moved to 
introduce Ordinance M-2-2012.  By voice vote, the motion carried, with one objection. 

c) Resolution R-2-2012:  New Trier Partners – 718-732 Elm Redevelopment:  Consent to 
Proceed with Conditional Purchaser – Adoption.  In summarizing this request President 
Tucker reported that on April 8, 2009, the Village Council adopted Ordinance M-6-2009, 
granting preliminary approval to New Trier Partners for a planned development to 
replace buildings on Elm Street and Lincoln Avenue, known as the “Fell Property 
Redevelopment.”  New Trier Partners is now exploring alternatives to the preliminarily 
approved Fell redevelopment and is seeking the Council’s approval to (1) proceed with 
an application to amend its proposed development, and (2) convey the Elm Street portion 
of the property to First American Properties, LLC for construction if a proposed modified 
plan is approved. 

Attorney Janega explained that this request is a procedural first for the Village, as the 
New Trier Partners development that was preliminarily approved was the first planned 
unit development in the Village.  She explained that there are only two issues for the 
Council to consider this evening, that only one is for formal action, and that neither 
would bind the Council going forward.   First, the developer is very informally trying to 
take the temperature of the Council to determine whether it is worth it to them to put 
forth the effort and expense to go through the formal amendment process seeking 
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approval of an amended plan based on their new concept.  Secondly, because of the way 
the original ordinance was constructed, it is necessary for the Council to approve the 
transfer of the subject property to a third party, so that the parties can proceed with 
assurance that they are not in violation of the original ordinance.  Resolution R-2-2012 
expresses the Council’s consent for New Trier Partners and First American Properties to 
proceed with an amended application while fully reserving the Council’s right to grant or 
deny approval of the proposed amended development.   

Commenting on a letter of objection filed by resident Frank Petrek, Attorney Janega 
stressed that there is presently no formal proceeding formally before the Council that 
affects any application because no application has been filed.  She then responded to 
questions from the Trustees. 

Steve Elrod, attorney for New Trier Partners, spoke on their behalf.  Mr. Elrod expressed 
his clients’ excitement at having found a way to quick start the redevelopment of 
downtown Winnetka.  He remarked that Ms. Janega had presented the situation 
accurately and protected the Village’s interests, and went on to acknowledge that New 
Trier Partners agrees to and understands everything as set forth by her.  

Mike Klein, a principal of New Trier Partners and 17-year Winnetka resident, also spoke 
on behalf of their request to consent to the transfer, saying that NTP is resolved to 
develop a fine project for the Village to improve what is currently on the property.  He 
introduced Wayne Moretti from First American Properties, who presented his 
qualifications and summarized First American’s experience and expertise in similar 
ventures.   

Noting that this project has been a contentious one, Michael Levitan, 507 Cedar, 
applauded NTP for exploring new possibilities for its development, expressed hope that 
the whole process would be started all over, and voiced continued concern about traffic, 
congestion, and parking in the area of the proposed development. 

Mark Hecht, 1096 Spruce Street, spoke in opposition to consideration of Resolution 
No. R-2-2012 and in support of Mr. Petrek’s objections.   

Ann Wilder, 1096 Spruce Street, also expressed concern about the process. 

Richard Soble, whose father was the architect of the original Fell building, said his family 
is pleased that it appears that the award-winning property is going to be preserved and 
expressed appreciation to the developers for this move. 

Mr. Elrod stated for the record that the Fell property is to remain as it is and will be 
developed only in accordance with the C-2 zoning district in which it is located.   

Ms. Janega reiterated that the change that the developers are requesting is a substantial 
deviation from the original, with public notice and public hearings in front of the lower 
boards being required before it would come before the Council for consideration.  She 
stressed that, if the developers choose to proceed and file an amended application, they 
will have to go back to the beginning of the process for however long that takes.  She 
added that that process has not begun and that the Council is not being asked to approve 
anything on a new development. 
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President Tucker confirmed that if the developers move forward and file a formal 
application, that application will go before the lower boards with a clean slate.  If that 
process falls apart, then the old ordinance is still in play. 

Mr. Elrod commented that the developers understand that none of the exceptions granted 
in the original ordinance will survive under a new application. 

Trustee Kates stated that he is not concerned about approving the subject resolution as the 
whole process will start over anew if the developers choose to file an amended 
application.  He agreed with Mr. Levitan’s concerns about the parking, traffic, and 
congestion and said that this is something that the developers need to consider, along 
with the height of the building, which was also an area of controversy.  He expressed no 
concerns about the building becoming rental units.  Finally he requested more detailed 
financial data on First American Properties. 

Trustee Rintz expressed empathy for the situation in which the developers find 
themselves in this economy and acknowledged the difficulty of the process.  He voiced 
no concerns about either the subject resolution or First American Properties, saying that 
they have the capacity to complete the project, and he said he had no objections to the 
building becoming rental units.  He said he fully supported Mr. Kates’ comments on 
parking, but added that in his opinion the Village’s current parking requirements are 
ridiculous for an infill, town center development.  He also concurred with Mr. Levitan’s 
concerns about density and traffic on Elm Street.  He observed that the preliminary 
architecture presented is not of the quality that was originally agreed to and said that he 
expects to see a top quality, highly detailed and well thought out building to be proposed.  
He indicated regret about the loss of the Lincoln Avenue frontage and expressed the 
desire to know what NTP has in mind for completing the balance of the downtown 
project that the Council bought into.   

Trustees Johnson and Spinney expressed agreement with the previous comments about 
parking and traffic congestion, height of building, and density of units. 

Noting that he was one of the Trustees who favored the original Fell development 
project, Trustee Greable opined that the lack of development in Winnetka must come to 
an end, particularly in the commercial districts.  He indicated no objection to rental units, 
but agreed with the other Trustees about parking, congestion, and design.  He urged the 
developers to move forward and let the next Council consider their application in due 
course. 

Trustee Braun indicated that he could not vote in favor of the subject resolution until such 
time as the design is further fleshed out, but encouraged the developers to proceed with 
their application.  

Trustee Greable, seconded by Trustee Spinney, moved to adopt Resolution R-2-2012, 
with an amendment permitting the developers 60 days within which to file their 
application as requested by the developers.  By roll call vote, the motion carried.  Ayes:  
Trustees Greable, Kates, Johnson, Rintz and Spinney.  Nays:  Trustee Braun.  Absent:  
None.   

8) Public Comment and Questions.  None. 

9) Old Business.  None. 
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10) New Business.  None. 

11) Reports 

a) Village President.  None. 

b) Trustees.   

i) Trustee Greable reported on his recent attendance at the Winnetka Historical Society 
and Chamber of Commerce meetings 

c) Attorney.  None. 

d) Manager.  None. 

12) Appointments.  None. 

13) Executive Session. None. 

14) Adjournment.  Trustee Spinney, seconded by Trustee Johnson, moved to adjourn the meeting 
into Study Session.  By roll call vote, the motion carried.  Ayes:  Trustees Braun, Greable, 
Kates, Johnson, Rintz and Spinney.  Nays:  None.  Absent:  None.  The meeting adjourned at 
10:40 p.m.  

 ______________________________ 
 Recording Secretary 
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MINUTES 
WINNETKA VILLAGE COUNCIL STUDY SESSION 

January 10, 2012 

(Approved:  xx) 

A record of a legally convened meeting of the Council of the Village of Winnetka, which was 
held in the Police Department at 410 Green Bay Road, on Tuesday, January 10, 2012 at 
10:45 p.m., immediately following the rescheduled regular meeting of the Village Council. 

1) Call to Order.  Apologizing to the audience for the lateness of the hour and thanking them for 
staying, President Tucker called the meeting to order at 10:45 p.m.  Present:  Trustees Arthur 
Braun, Gene Greable, Bill Johnson, Richard Kates, Chris Rintz and Jennifer Spinney.  
Absent:  None.  Also in attendance:  Village Manager Robert Bahan, Village Attorney 
Katherine Janega, Michael D’Onofrio Director of Community Development and 
approximately 14 persons in the audience.   

2) Reports to Council From Land Use-Related Lower Boards and Commissions.  President 
Tucker invited the members of the lower boards in attendance to introduce themselves to the 
Council. 

Design Review Board.  DRB Chairperson John Swirk addressed some of the communication 
and coordination issues that arise among the land use boards, especially in the case of special 
use permits.  He suggested that the Zoning Board hearings be held before other bodies meet, 
so interested neighbors would have notice of the application before any other meetings are 
held, and also suggested holding joint Zoning Board and DRB meetings.  He also 
recommended that plan revisions proposed by one board be communicated to the other 
boards as part of the approval process.  Mr. Swirk stressed the need for building permit 
applicants to be aware of DRB requirements, suggested that information could be easily 
accessible on the Village’s website, and commented that enforcement is an issue when work 
is being done without a permit or not in accordance with design guidelines. 

Business Community Development Commission.  Former BCDC Chairperson Cicely 
Michalak, reported that the BCDC is very focused on communication, both internal and 
external, expressed the hope that the Village’s new website will be in place soon, and urged 
the Council to move forward with downtown revitalization, especially a downtown master 
plan.  She also raised the issue of hiring a dedicated economic development professional.  
Terry Dason, Executive Director of the Chamber of Commerce, commented on the business 
retention visits currently being conducted by the BCDC/Chamber/Village staff. 

Environmental and Forestry Commission.  EFC Chairperson Debbie Ross reported on the 
Committee’s initiatives and expressed the desire to work with the Plan Commission on 
incorporating green infrastructure improvements, especially with regard to stormwater.  She 
expressed the Committee’s desire to develop a sustainability plan to comprehensively 
address green issues.   

Zoning Board of Appeals.  ZBA member Joni Johnson agreed with Mr. Swirk’s comments 
about combining the PC, ZBA and possibly DRB hearings as a way of streamlining the 
process and improving communication.  She also mentioned the need to re-examine and 
perhaps tighten maximum permeable surface limits in light of recent stormwater flooding.   
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Plan Commission.  Chairperson Becky Hurley voiced strong support for incentivizing green 
infrastructure and making communication a high priority.  She remarked that it is the Plan 
Commission’s goal to keep the Village’s Plan up to date and maintain consistency, in light of 
changing conditions, changing Council terms.  She noted that, at the Council’s direction, the 
Commission has devoted extensive time and effort on Affordable Housing and residential 
design guidelines, and is now looking for direction on developing a commercial area strategic 
plan.  Ms. Hurley voiced some frustration that the Council has failed to follow through on 
some of the major initiatives brought to it by the Plan Commission.  

Landmark Preservation Commission.  LPC Chairperson Louise Holland reported that the 
Commission has met with continued frustration over requests to demolish significant historic 
homes.  She suggested that the Village consider amending its ordinances to provide for a 
longer delay before granting demolition permits for such houses and asked that developers 
not be permitted to advertise new homes for sale on properties before a demolition permit for 
the existing home has been issued.  She also suggested that homes that are subject to an 
HAIS be required to be publicly listed for sale on the open market for a minimum of 100 
days. 

3) Public Comment.  None.   

President Tucker once again thanked the committee representatives for their time, patience, and 
service to the community.   

4) Executive Session.  Due to the lateness of the hour, no Executive Session was held.   

5) Adjournment.  Trustee Johnson moved to the Study Session.  The motion was seconded by 
Trustee Spinney.  By roll call vote, the motion carried.  Ayes:  Trustees Braun, Greable, 
Kates, Johnson, Rintz and Spinney.  Nays:  None.  Absent:  None.  The meeting adjourned at 
11:45 p.m. 

 
 

____________________________ 
Recording Secretary 
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AGENDA REPORT 
 
 
 
SUBJECT:  Warrant Lists Nos. 1737 and 1738 
 
PREPARED BY: Robert Bahan, Village Manager 
 
DATE:   February 17, 2012 
 
 
_______________________________________________________________________  
 
 
Warrants Lists Nos. 1737 and 1738 are enclosed in each Council member’s packet.  
 
 
Recommendation:  Consider approving Warrants Lists Nos. 1737 and 1738. 
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AGENDA REPORT 
 
 
Subject: Resolution R-01-2012 
 Authorizing the Release of Executive Session Minutes 
 
Prepared By: Mary Ivins 
 
Date: February 16, 2012 
 
 
Pursuant to the Open Meetings Act, the Village Council is required to examine and 
approve minutes of Executive Sessions and to release Executive Session minutes that no 
longer require confidentiality. 
 
The Open Meetings Act also requires the Village Council to record its executive sessions 
and retain those verbatim recordings for 18 months, after which they may be destroyed, 
provided meeting minutes have been approved and the destruction of the recordings is 
approved as well.  As with the minutes, the availability of the verbatim recordings for 
disclosure to the public requires specific authorization or consent to disclosure. 
 
Resolution R-01-2012 has been prepared for the Council’s consideration and covers the 
release of Executive Session minutes that are no longer required for confidentiality 
through January 10, 2012.   
 
Please note that the resolution indicates the need to retain the confidentiality of 6 sets of 
minutes due to continuing litigation matters.  In addition, although the resolution does not 
authorize the destruction of any audio recordings, it specifically states that the Council is 
not authorizing or consenting to the public disclosure of the verbatim recordings of its 
executive sessions. 
 
Recommendation: 

 
Consider adoption of Resolution No. R-01-2012, releasing Executive Session minutes 
for which confidentiality is no longer required. 
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RESOLUTION NO. R-01-2012 
 

A RESOLUTION 
DETERMINING THAT THE MINUTES OF CERTAIN CLOSED MEETINGS 

OF THE COUNCIL OF THE VILLAGE OF WINNETKA 
NO LONGER ARE REQUIRED TO BE KEPT CONFIDENTIAL 

 
WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka is a home rule municipality in accordance with 

Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970; and 

WHEREAS, the Council of the Village of Winnetka (the "Village Council") is a public 

body, as defined in Section 1.02 of the Illinois Open Meetings Act; and 

WHEREAS, Section 2.06(d) of the Open Meetings Act requires the Village Council to 

periodically determine and report as to whether the need for confidentiality still exists as to the 

minutes of the closed sessions of the Council; and 

WHEREAS, the Village Council has examined the minutes of closed sessions held from 

April 26, 2011, through January 10, 2012; and 

WHEREAS, the Village Council has determined that, with the exception of the closed 

sessions held on the dates set forth in Section 3 of this Resolution, the minutes of all closed 

sessions of the Council held through January 10, 2012, no longer require confidential treatment 

and should be made available for public inspection; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the Village of Winnetka 

as follows: 

SECTION 1: The foregoing recitals are hereby incorporated as the findings of the 

Council of the Village of Winnetka (“Village Council”), as if fully set forth herein. 

SECTION 2: The Village Council hereby publicly discloses its approval of minutes of 

all closed session meetings or closed session portions of meetings occurring on or before 

January 10, 2012; and 

SECTION 3: The Village Council find and determine that a need for confidentiality 

still exists as to the minutes of the following closed session meetings of the Village Council: 

July 5, 2011 September 20, 2011 
July 19, 2011 November 8, 2011 
September 13, 2011 November 15, 2011 

 

 

February 21, 2012  R-01-2012 
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SECTION 4: With the exception of the closed sessions held on the dates set forth in 

the foregoing Section, the minutes of all closed sessions of the Council held through January 10, 

2012, no longer require confidential treatment and should be made available for public 

inspection. 

SECTION 5: Nothing in this Resolution shall be construed as either: (a) a 

determination that any of the verbatim recordings of any closed session of the Village Council, 

including the closed sessions listed in Section 3 of this Resolution, no longer require confidential 

treatment, or (b) the consent of the Village Council to the disclosure of such verbatim recordings. 

SECTION 6: This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption. 

ADOPTED this 21st  day of February, 2012, pursuant to the following roll call vote:  

AYES:    

NAYS:    

ABSENT:   

 Signed: 

 
    
  Village President 

Countersigned: 

 
  
Village Clerk 
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AGENDA REPORT 
 
 
Subject:  Chlorine Scrubber Installation Bids, Water Plant 
 
Prepared by:  Brian Keys, Director Water & Electric 
 
Ref.:  October 18, 2011   Council Meeting, pp. 10-11 
 
Date:  February 16, 2012 
 
The Water & Electric Department requested bids (Bid #012-001) for the installation of the pad, 
ductwork, controls and electric connections required to install a dry media chlorine scrubber unit 
at the water plant.  Installation of a chlorine scrubber unit was identified in the 2008 Long-Term 
Water Plant Improvement Plan as a safety improvement that may be required with future 
regulations.  In the event of an unintentional chlorine release, the scrubber unit neutralizes the 
gas to maintain safety of the site and mitigate the consequences of a release. 
 
The engineering firm, Rezek, Henry, Meisenheimer & Gende (RHMG) and staff previously 
recommended a dry media scrubber unit manufactured by PureAir Filtration for this application.  
The purchase of the scrubber unit was awarded at the October 18th, Council Meeting.  The 
scrubber is scheduled for delivery in the third week of March. 
 
The bid specification contains the supporting mechanical work to install the device such as pad 
construction, placement of the scrubber unit, ductwork, controls and the associated electrical 
connections. A bid notice was published in the Pioneer Press and bid notices were sent to twelve 
contractors.  A mandatory pre-bid meeting was held at the water plant on January 25th.  The 
following companies submitted bids: 
 

Company Name Bid 
Manusos General Contracting Inc. $77,711.00 
Joseph J. Henderson & Sons Inc. $92,500.00 
Independent Mechanical Industries Inc. $98,460.00 

 
The Village’s engineering firm, RHMG reviewed the bids for compliance to the bid 
specification.   All bidders were deemed “responsive” with respect to providing the required 
information (i.e. bid bond, etc.) and attendance at the pre-bid meeting.  The lowest bid was 
submitted by Manusos General Contracting Incorporated.  This contractor has previously 
completed concrete work for the Village on the Pubic Works Administration Building project 
and the Water & Electric Department’s Northfield substation.  Feedback on the contractor’s 
performance for these projects was mixed.  Of significance, one area of concern was the 
contractor’s adherence to critical path deadlines.   
 
As a result of this feedback and the difference in bid amounts, staff and the design consultant met 
with Manusos’ representative, the project superintendent.  The contractor’s superintendent 
displayed a clear understanding of the project, coordination requirements, confirmed their 
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submitted bid amount, and was receptive to the Village’s feedback regarding prior projects.  
Staff also initiated additional inquiries with other municipalities that have used Manusos General 
Contracting.  Each of the entities provided positive feedback on their performance.   In addition, 
RHMG is currently working with Manusos General Contracting on a different project and has 
provided positive feedback on their job performance to date. 
 
Staff recommends accepting the lowest qualified bid that meets the bid specification, which is 
Manusos General Contracting Inc.   The Village Council has previously approved a purchase 
order for $72,500 for purchase of the scrubber unit.  The FYE 2012 Budget for the Water 
Department (account #52-66-640-324) contains $235,000 for the chlorine scrubber project.  Due 
to the timing of the project’s completion and final retention payout, the proposed FYE 2013 
budget contains $55,000 for this project. 
 
Recommendation:     
Consider authorizing the Village Manager to issue a purchase order to Manusos General 
Contracting Inc. in the amount of $77,711 for the installation of the chlorine scrubber unit in 
accordance with the terms and conditions of Bid #012-001.    
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Agenda Report 
 
Subject: Stormwater Update – February 21, 2012 
 
Prepared By: Steven M. Saunders, Director of Public Works/Village Engineer 
 
Date: February 15, 2012 
 
Willow Road Stormwater Tunnel Project: Coastal Engineering Contract. A key 
component of the Willow Road Stormwater Tunnel is the design of the outlet structure to 
Lake Michigan. This structure must be designed with multiple factors in mind. It must 
reduce outlet velocity to safe levels; it must control erosion and prevent pollution; it must 
not contribute to beach degradation; it must withstand wave and ice action; it must not 
interfere with navigation or other uses of the Lake; and it must be aesthetically 
acceptable. Given that this is a significant challenge, in the unique setting of a coastal 
environment, staff is seeking a sub-consultant from the specialized discipline of coastal 
engineering to provide conceptual designs and cost estimates for this structure.  
 
Two firms have submitted fee proposals on the project. A third firm, Montgomery 
Watson Harza (MWH), declined to submit a proposal for consideration. Shabica and 
Associates is a local firm (Northfield, IL) that specializes in shore protection projects. 
They have done many of the beachfront projects for local residents, and have worked 
with the Village and the Park District in the past. Shabica and Associates have proposed a 
fee of $5,000 for “review of plans by others and coastal design options and/or outfall 
options for an approximately 8’ stormwater outfall into Lake Michigan. Includes 
necessary meetings with the Village, engineers, neighbors, community representatives 
and/or regulators.” 
 
Baird and Associates is a large international firm – with offices in Chicago – that boasts a 
wide array of significant coastal projects. They have proposed a more robust scope of 
work in keeping with a true conceptual design study, but at a commensurate fee of 
$24,550. I think it would be in the Village’s interest to proceed with Baird on our team as 
we continue to develop the tunnel project. I believe this fee is reasonable for the scope 
involved and considering the importance of this particular aspect of the project, having a 
deeply experienced “heavy-hitter” evaluating and designing a significant piece of the 
project will pay rich dividends down the road. A copy of the fee proposal is attached. The 
fee for this work falls within staff’s purchasing authority, however given the importance 
of the project I wanted to obtain Council concurrence on proceeding. 
 
Willow Road Feasibility Study. As the feasibility study on the Willow Road tunnel 
project continues, one of the concepts encouraged by the Illinois EPA and the 
Metropolitan Water Reclamation District is the idea of conveying flows from smaller 
storms, and the “first flush” flows from larger storms, west to the Skokie River through 
the existing outfall and pump station. This would significantly address water quality 
issues for the discharge to the Lake from the western watershed, and would also 
contribute to maintaining low-flow volumes in the North Branch watershed. As currently 
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conceived, the project does not include such plans, and additional engineering work is 
required to evaluate and conceptually design a diversion structure to accomplish this. 
Staff has authorized expenditure of up to $13,200 with Christopher Burke Engineering to 
prepare preliminary designs for this structure, to work with Baird and Associates to 
complete the conceptual design for the outfall structure, and to prepare a final feasibility 
report for the Council. A copy of the proposal for this work is attached. 
 
Recommendation: 
Informational Report. 
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Agenda Report 
 
Subject: Request for Proposals RFP 12-001: Sanitary Sewer 

Evaluation Survey 
 
Prepared By: Steven M. Saunders, Director of Public Works/Village Engineer 
 
Date: February 13, 2012 
 
In December of 2011, pursuant to the results of a resident survey which indicated 
significant sanitary sewer backups during the severe flood of July 2011, the Council 
authorized staff to solicit engineering proposals from qualified firms to complete flow 
monitoring and preliminary evaluations to determine if significant amount of Inflow and 
Infiltration (I/I) is present in the Village’s Sanitary Sewer System. I/I refers to stormwater 
and groundwater that enters the sanitary sewer system, which is sized only to handle 
sanitary waste. Excessive I/I can lead to basement flooding. 
 
Staff solicited proposals via a Request for Proposals (RFP), a copy of which is attached. 
The intent of the contract is to provide for field investigations and flow monitoring in 
sufficient detail so that, when combined with detailed flood survey information, a 
prioritized study and improvement plan can be developed to address areas of the Village 
with significant I/I problems, followed by remaining areas of the Village. 
 
Four firms responded to the request: 
 Baxter & Woodman (Crystal Lake, IL) 
 RJN Group, Inc. (Wheaton, IL) 
 Robinson Engineering (Frankfort, IL) 
 Strand Associates (Joliet, IL) 
 
Each firm submitted a complete and thorough proposal that addressed their qualifications 
to perform the needed work, experience in successfully completing past projects, and an 
understanding of the Village’s project requirements. Each firm has the technical expertise 
and capability to successfully complete this project, as demonstrated by past success in 
similar projects. However, each of the firms approached the Village’s project with a 
slightly different perspective, with different ideas and values. It is therefore important 
that the firm’s approach match with the Village’s approach in order to assure a successful 
outcome. 
 
Given that the only real differentiation between firms was in the details of their metering 
plan, each firm’s proposal was evaluated against the following two questions: 
 
Does the proposed metering plan provide necessary metering coverage of the 
Village’s system? The Village’s sanitary sewer system is somewhat unique in the fact 
that there are several MWRD intercepting sewers in the Village, and the Village’s system 
connects to these interceptors in upwards of 40 locations, or basins. While it is tempting 
to think that one could simply install a meter at the outlet of each basin, in practice this 
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does not work. For example, there are a number of relatively small basins that produce 
very little dry-weather flow, and most flow meters become significantly less accurate at 
very low flow levels. Also, some connection points to the MWRD system serve multiple 
basins, providing different options for how to effectively monitor those basins. Each firm 
approached solving these challenges differently. 
 
 Baxter & Woodman. Baxter & Woodman proposed 21 meters but did not provide any 

detail in their proposal about which basins are included, how much of the Village 
would be covered, and, most importantly, their rationale for selecting metering 
locations. It therefore became difficult to evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed 
metering plan for the Village’s purposes. 

 RJN Group. RJN’s base proposal took the approach of only monitoring the largest 
basins, using 17 meters and covering about 65% of the Village, but leaving some very 
significant portions of the Village un-metered. RJN provided an alternate metering 
approach using 25 meters that expands the coverage of the Village’s system to about 
78%.  

 Robinson Engineering. Robinson Engineering adopted the approach of using hand-
held velocity meters, combined with a hand-held depth measuring device, to try to 
meter the low-flow basins. As a result, their metering plan will essentially cover 
nearly 100% of the Village. While this is a very creative way to address some of the 
challenges unique to Winnetka’s system, there are some drawbacks to this approach. 
First, using two different types of metering technologies may reduce the ability to 
compare results across data sets, which will be important as the Village will use this 
data to rank which basins will be priorities for further evaluation. Second, the large 
number of hand-held sample points (25) means that much of the data-gathering will 
be reliant upon Robinson staff being on-site in a timely manner to obtain data during 
and after rainfall events. 

 Strand Associates. Strand proposed using 30 meters to obtain automated data for a 
significant portion of the Village, providing a reliable set of data for most of the 
basins. Strand does not propose monitoring some of the smaller basins, for two 
reasons. First, as previously mentioned, flow monitoring in low-flow pipes tends to 
produce unreliable base flow measurements against which to calculate peaking 
factors. Second, some of these basins exhibited sewer backups such that it probably 
makes sense to perform more detailed basin investigations regardless of flow 
monitoring results. As Strand’s project manager stated, “Flow monitoring in these 
basins is not going to provide data that will help in the Village’s decision-making 
process anyway”.  
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Is the proposed metering plan cost-effective? The differences in metering approach are 
also reflected in the fee proposals for each firm, summarized below. 
 
 Baxter & 

Woodman 
RJN Group  
(Alternate Approach) 

Robinson 
Engineering

Strand Associates 
(Base Approach) 

# Meters 21 25 22 30 
Staff Hours 470 760 529 578 
Base Fee1 $57,500 $88,910 $87,691 $84,457 
Additional 
Metering 
(4 weeks) 

$14,000 $35,000 $33,000 $31,200 

Total Fee $71,500 $123,910 $120,691 $115,657 
Base Fee 
cost/meter 

$2,738.09 $3,556.40 $3,985.95 $2,815.23 

Total Fee 
cost/meter 

$3,404.76 $4,956.40 $5,485.95 $3,855.23 

 
The first thing to note is that the total fees for RJN, Robinson, and Strand, are relatively 
closely spaced. What is perhaps most telling, however, is evaluating the project cost per 
meter, indicating that Strand offers the most thorough automated coverage of the Village, 
at the second lowest cost-per-meter. This represents a significant value to the Village. 
 
Recommendation: 

1. Consider awarding a contract to Strand Associates, Inc. to complete initial flow 
monitoring, data analysis, and recommendations to address inflow and infiltration 
in the Village’s Sanitary Sewer System, in an amount not to exceed $84,457, 
pursuant to their proposal of January 20, 2012. 

2. Consider authorizing staff to expend up to an additional $31,200 to provide for up 
to 4 weeks of additional flow monitoring, if needed, pursuant to Strand 
Associates’ proposal of January 20, 2012. 

 
Attachments: 

1. Request For Proposals RFP 12-001 
2. Proposed Metering Plan 

 

                                                           
1 RFP respondents were instructed to prepare their proposals assuming a 28 day monitoring period. Typical 
flow monitoring practice would indicate monitoring over multiple storms of sufficient intensity to cause 
inflow and infiltration into the sanitary sewer system. Because the length of the monitoring period is 
completely weather dependent, firms were also instructed to provide a weekly cost to extend the 
monitoring period in the event of dry weather. 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS   
 

VILLAGE OF WINNETKA 
 

 
 
 

SANITARY SEWER EVALUATION SURVEY 
 

RFP 012-001 
 
 

ISSUED: December, 2011 
 

RESPONSES DUE: January 20, 2012, 4:00 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PREPARED BY: 
Steven M. Saunders, Director of Public Works 

Village of Winnetka 
1390 Willow Road 

Winnetka, IL 60093 
Telephone: 847-716-3534 

Fax: 847-716-3599 
ssaunders@winnetka.org 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 
The Village of Winnetka is requesting qualifications and proposals from qualified 
engineering firms for providing professional services for the evaluation of the Village’s 
Sanitary Sewer System. The Village operates approximately 254,800 feet of separate 
sanitary sewer. This collection system receives wastewater from approximately 4,100 
billing customers, and is tributary to intercepting sewers operated by the Metropolitan 
Water Reclamation District of Greater Chicago (MWRDGC). The sanitary sewer system 
varies in age and was significantly rehabilitated in the mid-1980’s pursuant to the 
requirements of the MWRDGC’s Infiltration/Inflow Control Action Program (ICAP). 
The Village also worked with several hundred homeowners to remove private sources of 
extraneous inflow to the system. In July, 2011, the Village was struck by a massive flash 
flooding event, the result of 6.49 inches of rainfall in the span of 2½ hours. An estimated 
1,100 homes suffered basement flooding, from a variety or causes, including sewer 
backups. 
 
The Village has been working with Christopher B. Burke Engineering, Ltd. to develop 
stormwater improvements that would address areas of flooding throughout the Village, 
however the Village also desires to identify and address causes of basement backups as 
part of this effort. 
 
II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND SCOPE OF WORK 
 
It is the intent of this contract to provide professional services for a Sanitary Sewer 
Evaluation Program for the Village of Winnetka. The Village’s general desire is to 
complete field investigations and flow monitoring in sufficient detail so that, when 
combined with detailed flood survey information, a prioritized study and improvement 
plan can be developed to address areas of the Village with significant I/I problems in a 
timely manner, followed by remaining areas of the Village. 
 
The responding firm shall set forth a detailed work plan indicating how this goal will be 
accomplished. The responding firm shall also include a schedule which graphically 
depicts the milestone and benchmark dates for performing each task, for providing 
reports and presentations and the final recommendations. 
 
Mere reiterations of the tasks and subtasks set forth in the general list below are strongly 
discouraged, as they do not provide insight into the bidder’s ability to complete the 
engagement. 
 
A general list of desired tasks is as follows: 
 
Task 1: Project Kickoff and Data Collection/Review.  
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The Consultant shall meet with staff to review available background information, 
including all pertinent Village documents that relate to the project. Examples of such 
documents include: 

 
 Sanitary Sewer System Atlas  
 Storm Sewer System Atlas 
 Aerial Photography with 1-foot contours 
 GIS Data 
 Detailed results of September 2011 Flood Survey Questionnaire 
 Review existing facilities 
 

The Consultant shall coordinate a project timeline, milestone dates, project process and 
deliverables. 

 
Task 2: Field Survey. 
 
The Consultant shall perform field surveys as necessary to verify data, ascertain 
conditions, and develop a thorough understanding of the system to be evaluated  

 
Task 3:  Flow Monitoring. 
 
The Consultant shall review all available information and propose a flow monitoring plan 
suitable for characterizing existing inflow/infiltration conditions within the Village’s 
sewer system. Flow monitoring locations shall be selected such that the resulting data can 
be used to identify and prioritize sewer basins for further detailed study.  
 
The Consultant shall flow monitor all locations concurrently for four (4) consecutive 
weeks. Additional weeks for flow monitoring may be authorized by the Authority, at the 
sole discretion of the Village, if necessary. The Consultant shall verify the suitability of 
the metering manholes or may select an alternative manhole or manholes, to provide the 
required flow monitoring. 
 
The Consultant shall evaluate the sewage tributary to the monitoring manhole and 
determine the amount of inflow and infiltration in that portion of the sanitary sewer 
system. 
 
The Village will provide the Consultant with assistance in locating and accessing 
manholes (on an as needed basis). 
 
Rainfall rates are available at 10-minute intervals via a Cook County Precipitation 
Network rain gauge located in the southwestern portion of the Village of Winnetka. 
Rainfall data is available via the Cook County Precipitation Network website. 
 
Flow monitoring shall be accomplished using dual parameter (velocity, depth) meters for 
minimum of four (4) weeks. Flow monitoring should occur, if possible, through a one (1) 
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inch total daily accumulation rainfall. Extension of the flow monitoring period will be at 
the Village’s sole direction. All locations shall be flow monitored concurrently. 
 
The Consultant shall provide raw data (15 minute intervals maximum) tabulated, daily 
maximum and minimum flow rates, rainfall total per day and computation of total daily 
flow, average and peak. Flow rates shall also be shown graphically. 
 
The Consultant shall provide a draft of the flow monitoring report for review and 
comment by the Village thirty (30) days prior to submitting the final flow monitoring 
report. 
 
Task 4:  Recommended Study Plan. 
 
The Consultant shall prepare a Recommended Study Plan that identifies and prioritizes 
sewer basins for further study, including possible smoke testing, manhole inspections, 
dyed-water testing, CCTV inspection, and building inspections, and system hydraulic 
modeling, suitable for developing a corrective action plan to address public and private 
sources of inflow and infiltration. 

 
Task 5:  Public Presentations. 

 
The Consultant shall prepare a report of existing conditions and the proposed 
recommended study plan and present it to the Village Council. The Consultant shall also 
provide up to two progress updates to the Village Council. 
 
III. SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS 
 
The deadline for submitting proposals is 4:00 p.m. on January 20, 2012.  Three (3) 
copies of the proposal should be submitted to: 
 

Raymond D. Restarski, Purchasing Agent 
Village of Winnetka 
510 Green Bay Road 
Winnetka, IL 60093 
(847) 716-3504 
(847) 446-1139 (fax) 
rrestarski@winnetka.org 

 
The Village may elect to conduct interviews prior to Consultant selection and hopes to 
have the project awarded within 3 weeks of submittal. 
 
To be considered for this project, the Consultant must submit an informative statement of 
interest to the Village, which also includes the following information, organized in the 
following manner to facilitate review:  
 
 1.  Consultant Information 

62



 
a. Company offices from which the project will be staffed. 
 
b. Identify the staff members who will be assigned to this project and the 

qualifications of each individual, including resumes. 
 

c. Related experience of project personnel. 
 
d. List similar projects completed within the last five years, by the staff 

members that will be assigned to this project.  Include a project 
description, when the project was completed, and the name and 
telephone number for a representative of the contracting jurisdiction.   

 
e. Hourly rates by project personnel classification and approved IDOT 

overhead factor. 
 

f. A completed compliance affidavit (Attachment 2) 
 

 2. Approach to Project 
 

The bidder shall set forth its overall technical approach and plans to meet the 
requirements of the RFP in a narrative format. This narrative should convince the 
Village that the bidder understands the objectives that the engagement is intended 
to meet, the nature of the required work and the level of effort necessary to 
successfully complete the engagement. This narrative should convince the Village 
that the bidder’s general approach and plans to undertake and complete the 
engagement are appropriate to the tasks and subtasks involved. 
 
The responding firm shall also set forth a detailed work plan indicating how each 
task in the Scope of Services will be accomplished. The responding firm shall also 
include a schedule which graphically depicts the milestone and benchmark dates 
for performing each task, for providing reports and presentations and the final 
recommendations. 
 
Mere reiterations of the tasks and subtasks set forth in the general list above are 
strongly discouraged, as they do not provide insight into the bidder’s ability to 
complete the engagement. 
 
The bidder’s response to this section should be designed to convince the Village 
that the bidder’s detailed plans and proposed approach to complete the Scope of 
Services are realistic, attainable and appropriate and that the bidder’s proposal 
will lead to successful completion of the engagement to provide the services 
requested pursuant to this RFP. 

 
3. Potential Problems 
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The bidder should set forth a summary, to the extent possible, of any and all 
problems that bidder anticipates during the term of the engagement. For each 
problem identified, the bidder should provide its proposed solution. 

 
4. Schedule 

 

A preliminary schedule for completing the project is required. This schedule 
should address all work and meetings recommended by the Consultant in a final 
scope of services and which clearly corresponds to the Consultant's approach to 
the project.  

 
5.  Budget 

 

A completed fee proposal shall be provided in a separate, sealed envelope.  The 
fee proposal shall include an itemized, not-to-exceed budget to complete all 
outlined work items.  Include a breakdown of all direct and indirect labor costs for 
each task, all reimbursable expenses, and fixed fee.   
 
It is understood that the scope of the actual study work in the selected basins is 
not known at this time, so the fee proposal shall only address work to be done up 
to and through presentation of the recommended study plan to the Village 
Council. 

 
An itemized, not-to-exceed budget to complete all outlined work items is 
required.  The budget should include the hourly rates of the staff members 
assigned to the project, any direct costs, and a breakdown of project hours by task 
to complete the project.  The budget shall be submitted in a separate, sealed 
envelope clearly marked “Project Budget”. 
 
 

IV. PROPOSAL EVALUATION 
 
Proposals and statements of qualifications will be evaluated by the Village according to 
the following criteria: 
 

1. Responsiveness.   
 
The successful Consultant must demonstrate the ability to respond to the needs of 
the Village and be receptive to requests of the Village.  Attention will be given to 
firms that demonstrate this with a concise, informative response to this request. 
 
2. Qualifications of the Consultant 

 
The successful Consultant must demonstrate the skill and resources required to 
undertake this project. Attention will be given to the staff members assigned to 
this project and the manner in which they will be supervised. 
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3.   Relevant Experience 
 
The successful Consultant must demonstrate a proven record of capability based 
on past and current performance relevant to this project. 

 
4. Approach to the Project 

 
The successful Consultant must indicate an overall understanding of the project 
and pursue the project as outlined. 
 

Each proposal will be evaluated upon a scale of 1 to 10 for each of the above factors.  At 
the Village’s discretion, following evaluation of the proposals, Village staff may 
interview the Consultants with the highest-rated proposal. The Village Council must 
approve the staff recommendation by contract. The Village President and Board of 
Trustees reserve the right to reject any and all proposals. 
 
V. INDEMNIFICATION 
 
Respondents to this RFP shall understand that the successful proposer shall indemnify 
and hold harmless the Village of Winnetka, its agents, and its employees against any and 
all lawsuits, claims, demands, liabilities, losses or expenses, including court costs, and 
attorney’s fees, for or on account of any injury to any person or any death at any time 
resulting from such injury, or any damaged property, which may be alleged to have arisen 
out of the negligent acts, errors, or omissions of the Consultant. It is further understood 
that this indemnification shall not be construed to cover the negligent acts or omissions of 
the Village of Winnetka, its agents, or its employees. It is additionally understood that 
this indemnification shall not be construed to cover the negligent acts or omissions of 
parties unrelated to this contract. 
 
VI. ATTACHMENTS 
 
1) Sanitary Sewer System Maps 
2) Flood Survey 
3) Flood Survey Results 
4) Compliance Affidavit 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
 

SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM MAPS 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
 

FLOODING SURVEY – SEPTEMBER 2011 
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ATTACHMENT 3 
 

FLOODING SURVEY RESULTS
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ATTACHMENT 4 
 

COMPLIANCE AFFIDAVIT 
 
As a condition of entering into a contract with the Village of Winnetka, and under oath 
and penalty of perjury and possible termination of contract rights and debarment, the 
undersigned deposes and states that he has the authority to make any certifications 
required by this Affidavit on behalf of the bidder, and that all information contained in 
this Affidavit is true and correct in both substance and fact. 
 
Section 1:  BID RIGGING AND ROTATING 
 
1. This bid is not made in the interest of, or on behalf of an undisclosed person, 
partnership, company, association, organization, or corporation; 
 
2. The bidder has not in any manner directly of indirectly sought by communication, 
consultation or agreement with anyone to fix the bid price of any bidder, or to fix any 
overhead profit or cost element of their bid price or that of any other bidder, or to secure 
any advantage against the Village of Winnetka or anyone interested in the proper 
contract; 
 
3. This bid is genuine and not collusive or sham; 
 
4.  The prices, breakdowns of prices and all the contents quoted in this bid have not 
knowingly been disclosed by the bidder directly or indirectly to any other bidder or any 
competitor prior to the bid opening; 
 
5. All statements contained in this bid are true; 
 
6. No attempt has been or will be made by the bidder to induce any other person or firm 
to submit a false or sham bid;   
 
7. No attempt has been or will be made by the bidder to induce any other person or firm 
to submit or not submit a bid for the purpose of restricting competition; 
 
8. The undersigned on behalf of the entity making this proposal or bid certifies the bidder 
has never been convicted for a violation of State laws prohibiting bid rigging or rotating. 
 
Section 2:  TAX COMPLIANCE 
 
1. The undersigned on behalf of the entity making this proposal or bid certifies that 
neither the undersigned nor the entity is barred from contracting with the Village of 
Winnetka because of any delinquency in the payment of any tax administered by the 
State of Illinois, Department of Revenue, unless the undersigned or the entity is 
contesting, in accordance with the procedures established by the appropriate revenue act, 
liability of the tax or the amount of tax; 
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2. The undersigned or the entity making this proposal or bid understands that making a 
false statement regarding delinquency of taxes is a Class A Misdemeanor and in addition 
voids the contract and allows the municipality to recover all amounts paid to the entity 
under the contract in civil action. 
 
Section 3:  EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
 
This EQUAL OPPORTUNITY CLAUSE is required by the Illinois Human Rights Act,               
775 ILCS 5/101 et seq. 
 
In the event of the contractor's non-compliance with any provision of the Equal 
Employment Opportunity Clause, the Illinois Human Rights Act, or the Rules and 
Regulations for Public Contracts of the Department of Human Rights, the contractor may 
be declared non-responsive and therefore ineligible for future contractor subcontracts 
with the State of Illinois or any of its political subdivisions or municipal corporations, 
and the contract may be canceled or voided in whole or in part, and such other sanctions 
or penalties may be imposed or remedies involved as provided by statute or regulations. 
 
During the performance of this contract, the contractor agrees: 
 
1. That it will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment 
because of race, color, religion, sex, national origin or ancestry; and further that it will 
examine all job classifications to determine if minority persons or woman are 
underutilized and will take appropriate action to rectify any such underutilization; 
 
2. That, if it hires additional employees in order to perform  this contract, or any portion 
hereof, it will determine the availability (in accordance with the Department's Rules and 
Regulations for Public Contract's) of minorities and women in the area(s) from which it 
may reasonably recruit and it will hire for each job classification for which employees are 
hired in such a way that minorities and women are not underutilized;  
 
3. That, in all solicitations or advertisements for employees  placed by it or on its behalf, it 
will state all applicants will be afforded equal opportunity without discrimination because 
of race, color, religion, sex, marital status, national origin or ancestry, age, physical or 
mental handicap unrelated to ability, or an unfavorable discharge from military service. 
 
4. That it will send to each labor organization or representative of workers with which it 
has or is bound by a collective bargaining or other such agreement or understanding, a 
notice advising such labor organization or representative of the contractor's obligation 
under the Illinois Human Rights Act  and the Department's Rules and Regulations for 
Public Contract.  If any such labor organization or representative fails or refuses to 
cooperate with the contractor in its efforts to comply with such Act and Rules and 
Regulations, the contractor will promptly so notify the Department and contracting 
agency will recruit employees from other sources when needed to fulfill its obligation 
thereunder. 
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5. That it will submit reports as required by the Department's Rules and Regulations for 
Public Contracts, furnish all relevant information as may from time to time be requested 
by the Department or contracting agency, and in all respects comply with the Illinois 
Human Rights Act and the Department's Rules and Regulations for Public Contracts. 
 
6. That it will permit access to all relevant books, records, accounts, and work sites by 
personnel of the contracting agency and the Department for purposes of investigation to 
ascertain compliance with the Illinois Human Rights Act and the Departments Rules and 
Regulations for Public Contracts. 
 
7. That it will include verbatim or by reference the provisions of this Equal Opportunity 
Clause in every subcontract it awards under which any portion of the contract obligations 
are undertaken or assumed, so such provisions will be binding upon such subcontractor. 
In the same manner as the other provisions of this contract, the contractor will be liable 
for compliance with applicable provisions of this clause by such subcontractors; and 
further it will promptly notify the Department in the event any subcontractor fails or 
refuses to comply therewith.  In addition, the contractor will not utilize any subcontractor 
declared by the Illinois Human Rights Department to be ineligible for contracts or 
subcontracts with the State of Illinois or any of its political subdivisions or municipal 
corporations. 
 
Section 4:  ILLINOIS DRUG FREE WORK PLACE ACT 
 
    The undersigned will publish a statement: 
 
1. Notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensation, 
possession, or a use of a controlled substance is prohibited in the work place; 
 
2. Specifying the actions that will be taken against employees for violating this provision; 
 
3. Notifying the employees that, as a condition of their employment to do work under the                 
contract with the Village of Winnetka, the employee will: 
 
 A.  Abide by the terms of the statement; 
 

B.  Notify the undersigned of any criminal drug statute conviction for a violation 
occurring in the work place not later than five (5) days after such a conviction. 

 
4. Establishing a drug free awareness program to inform employees about: 
 
 A.  The dangers of drug abuse in the work place; 
 
            B.  The policy of maintaining a drug-free work place; 
 

C.  Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation or employee assistance 
programs; 
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 D.  The penalties that may be imposed upon an employee for drug violations. 
 
5. The undersigned shall provide a copy of the required statement to each employee 
engaged in the performance of the contract with the Village of Winnetka, and shall post 
the statement in a prominent place in the work place. 
 
6. The undersigned will notify the Village of Winnetka within ten (10) days of receiving 
notice of an employee's conviction.  
 
7. Make a good faith effort to maintain a drug free work place through the 
implementation of these policies. 
 
8. The undersigned further affirms that within thirty (30) days after receiving notice of a                   
conviction of a violation of the criminal drug statute occurring in the work place he shall: 
 

A.  Take appropriate action against such employee up to and including 
termination; or 

 
B.  Require the employee to satisfactorily participate in a drug abuse assistance or                               
rehabilitation program approved for such purposes by a federal, state, or                               
local health, law enforcement, or other appropriate agency. 

 
Section 5:  SEXUAL HARRASSMENT POLICY 
 
The undersigned on behalf of the entity making this proposal or bid certifies that a 
written sexual harassment policy is in place pursuant to Public Act 87-1257, effective 
July 1, 1993, 775 ILCS 5/2-105 (A).   
 
This Act has been amended to provide that every party to a public contract must have 
written sexual harassment policies that include, at a minimum, the following information: 
 
 1. The illegality of sexual harassment; 
 
 2. The definition of sexual harassment under State law; 
 
 3. A description of sexual harassment, utilizing examples; 
 
 4. The vendor's internal complaint process, including penalties;  
 

5. The legal recourse, investigative and complaint process available through the                              
Department of Human Rights, and the Human Rights Commission; 

 
 6. Directions on how to contact the Department and Commission;  
 
 7. Protection against retaliation as provided by 6-101 of the Act. 
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Section 6: VENDOR INFORMATION 
 
1. Is the bidder a publicly traded company? (yes or no)               
If the answer is yes, state the number of outstanding shares in each class of stock.  
Provide the name of the market or exchange on which the company’s stock is traded. 

 
            
 
            
 
            
 
            
 
 

2. Is the bidder 50% or more owned by a publicly traded company? (yes or no)    
 

If the answer to the above question is yes, name the publicly traded company or 
companies owning 50% or more of your stock, state the number of outstanding shares 
in each class of stock and provide the name of the market or exchange on which the 
stock of such company or companies is traded. 
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IT IS EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE FOREGOING STATEMENTS 
AND REPRESENTATIONS AND PROMISES ARE MADE AS A 
CONDITION TO THE RIGHT OF THE BIDDER TO RECEIVE PAYMENT 
UNDER ANY AWARD MADE UNDER THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS OF 
THIS BID. 

 
 
SIGNATURE:                                                            
 
 
NAME:                                     TITLE:                        
   
      (print or type) 
 
Subscribed and sworn to me this                   day of           , 
 
20      , A.D. 
 
 
By:                                       
    (Notary Public) 
 
 
 
-Seal- 
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