
 

 

 
 

VILLAGE OF RIVER FOREST  

REGULAR VILLAGE BOARD MEETING 
Monday, November 22, 2021 – 7:00 PM 

Village Hall – 400 Park Avenue – River Forest, IL 60305 

 Community Room 
 

AGENDA 
 

Public comments sent in advance of the meeting shared with the Village President and Board of Trustees.  You may submit 

your written public comments via email in advance of the meeting to: vbot@vrf.us. You may listen to the meeting by 

participating in a Zoom conference call as follows: dial-in number: 312-626-6799 with meeting ID: 834 6535 0395 or by 

clicking here: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83465350395. If you would like to speak during public comment, please email 

ebebora@vrf.us by 4:00 PM on Monday, November 22, 2021. If you would like to watch the livestream, please go to the 

Village website: https://www.vrf.us/events/event/1899.  

 
1. Call to Order/Roll Call 

2. Pledge of Allegiance  

3. Citizen Comments 

4. Elected Official Comments & Announcements 

a. Trustee Liaison Updates 

b. Recognition of Officer Ben Ransom, Winner of the Elderly Services Officer of the Year Award from the Illinois Attorney General’s 

Office 

c. Recognition of Corporal Dan Humphreys, Winner of the 2021 Illinois Association of Chiefs of Police Traffic Safety Challenge 

 

5. Consent Agenda 

a.  Village Board of Trustee Meeting Minutes – November 8, 2021 

b.  Village Board of Trustee Meeting Minutes – November 11, 2021 

c.  Village Board of Trustees Executive Minutes – November 8, 2021 

d.  Village Board of Trustees Executive Minutes – November 11, 2021 

e.  An Ordinance Amending the Annual Budget for Corporate Purposes for the Fiscal Year Commencing on the 1st Day of May, 

2021 and Ending on the 30th Day of April, 2022 for the Village of River Forest – Ordinance  

f.  An Ordinance Amending Section 8-5-13 of the Village of River Forest Village Code Regarding the Number of Class 4B Liquor 

Licenses and Matters Related Thereto – Ordinance  

g.  The Appointment of Alfred Swanson and Daniel Kelly as Administrative Adjudication Hearing Officers  

h.  Approval of the Purchasing of Police Department Patrol Vehicles  

i.  Financial Report – October 2021 

j.  Village Administrator’s Report 

 

6. Consent Items for Separate Consideration 

  

7. Recommendations of Boards, Commissions and Committees 

a. Development Review Board – Planned Development Permit for River Forest Public Library (735 Lathrop Avenue, River Forest, 

Illinois) – Ordinance  

b. Board and Commission Appointments - Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Advisory Group 

1. Gerri Humbert 

2. Chris Johnston  

3. Jim O’Rourke 

 

8. Unfinished Business 

 

9. New Business 

a. Announcement of Incoming Village Administrator Brian Murphy  

b. Discussion & Direction: Waste Contract  

 

10.  Executive Session 

 

11.  Adjournment 

mailto:vbot@vrf.us?subject=VBOT%20Public%20Comment
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83465350395
ebebora@vrf.us%20
https://www.vrf.us/events/event/1899
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  VILLAGE OF RIVER FOREST 
SPECIAL VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEES MINUTES 

Monday, November 8, 2021  
 

A special meeting of the Village of River Forest Board of Trustees was held on Monday, 
November 8, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. in the Community Room of Village Hall, 400 Park Avenue – 
River Forest, IL.  

 
1.  CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL  

 
The meeting was called to order at 6:00p.m.  Upon roll call, the following persons were: 
 
Present: President Adduci, Bachner, Brennan, Gillis, Johnson, O’Connell, Vazquez 

(joined the meeting at 6:20), Village Clerk Jonathan Keller 
Absent:  None 
Also, Present: Acting Village Administrator Lisa Scheiner, Assistant to the Village 

Administrator Jonathan Pape, Management Analyst Sara Phyfer, Management 
Analyst/Deputy Clerk Elijah Bebora, Police Chief James O’Shea, Finance 
Director Rosemary McAdams, Acting Fire Chief Robert Nortier, Director of 
Public Works and Development Services Jeff Loster, Village Attorney Greg 
Smith   

 
2.  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  

 
President Adduci led the pledge of allegiance.  
 

3.  CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
None. 
 

4.   ELECTED OFFICIAL COMMENTS & ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 

Trustee O’Connell stated that he would like to remind residents that the Village website is 
full, vibrant and up to date. He stated that if there is any information that residents are not 
seeing, please notify the Village. He commented that Village communications remain the 
main source of information for Village residents and encouraged residents to continue to 
visit the website.  
 
Trustee Johnson stated that he had no comment. 
 
Trustee Brennan stated she viewed the recording of the Sheridan presentation on dementia. 
She commented that she learned about the facilities and services offered by the Sheridan as 
well as the associated costs. She commented that her takeaways from the meeting were the 
number of Americans with dementia is set to increase from 6 million currently to 13 million 
by 2050. She commented that 100% of the Sheridan residents are vaccinated, and the 
Sheridan is willing to answer any resident questions on senior needs such as medical 
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equipment, referrals, rehabilitation and Medicare questions. She stated the first in person 
dementia training will be held at the Sheridan on November 15, 2021 from 10:30 am - 11:45 
am for leaders and influencers of business and organizations in River Forest who are 
interested in creating dementia awareness.  
 
Trustee Gillis stated that there is still a pandemic and urged resident to get vaccinated. She 
mentioned that 63% of residents have both shots and would like to see vaccination rates 
increase.  
 
Trustee Bachner began with a land acknowledgment, stating that this land was once and still 
is inhabited by Indigenous people and stated that River Forest continues to be a place that 
people from diverse backgrounds live and gather. She mentioned that children ages 5 
through 11 years old are now eligible to be vaccinated and certain groups are eligible for 
booster shots.  She stated that she encourages residents to get vaccinated.   
 
President Adduci stated that the Village vaccination rate is close to 70%. 
 
Trustee Gillis responded by stating the vaccination rate is 71% have two dose of the vaccine 
and 78.1% have one, per the attached packet. 
 
 
Trustee Brennan stated she would like to pull Consent Agenda items H and J.  
 

5.  CONSENT AGENDA  
 

a. Village Board of Trustee Meeting Minutes – October 25, 2021 
b. Village Board of Trustee Meeting Minutes – October 30, 2021 
c. Village Board of Trustee Meeting Minutes – November 1, 2021 
d. Village Board of Trustee Executive Session Meeting Minutes – October 25, 

2021 
e. Village Board of Trustee Executive Session Meeting Minutes – October 30, 

2021 
f. Village Board of Trustee Executive Session Meeting Minutes – November 1, 

2021 
g. Native American Heritage Month Proclamation  
h. Award of contract to Kenig, Lindgren, O’Hara, Aboona, Inc. to complete a 

Traffic Study in the northeast corner of River Forest for a not-to-exceed cost 
of $13,500.00 

i. Monthly Department Reports 
j. Accounts Payable – October 2021 – $2,288,556.37 
k. Village Administrator’s Report 

 
Trustee O’Connell made a motion, seconded by Trustee Brennan, to approve the Consent 
Agenda Items A as amended, B, C, D, E, F, G, I, K.  
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Trustee Gillis stated she would like her Trustee comments in the minutes amended on the 
subject of sustainability and greenhouse measurements. She stated that she would like the 
minutes to indicate that there are currently robust measurements and they are seeking to 
improve those measurements further.  
 
President Adduci asked if the minutes can be amended. 
 
Acting Village Administrator Lisa Scheiner responded that the minutes can be changed to 
make the corrections Trustee Gillis requested.   
 
 
 
 
Roll call: 
Ayes:  Trustees Bachner, Brennan, Gillis, Johnson, O’Connell 
Absent: Trustee Vazquez 
Nays:  None  
Motion Passes. 
 
Trustee Brennan made a motion, seconded by Trustee Johnson to approve Consent Agenda 
items H and J.  
 
 
Trustee Brennan stated that she requested Consent Agenda Item H be removed due to a 
resident’s concern on the scope of the traffic study where the speed monitoring is taking 
place. She reported that the resident requested changes to speed monitoring.  
 
Jeff Loster stated that he corresponded with the resident to address his concerns. He stated 
that the resident’s concerns will be addressed in the traffic study scope of services. He 
remarked that if any additional speed studies need to be conducted, he will present an 
amendment of the scope of services to the Village Board.  
 
Regarding Item J, Trustee Brennan stated that a resident asked her why the Village was 
paying for cleanup costs at the Lake and Lathrup development site instead of the developer.  
 
Ms. Scheiner stated the Village cited the property developer with regard to the weeds on the 
property. She commented that the issue was adjudicated and the developer is going to pay a 
fine and reimburse the Village for the cleanup costs. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

6.  CONSENT ITEMS FOR SEPARATE CONSIDERATION  
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a. Accounts Payable from the General Fund to McDonald’s-Karavites for $130.67 
(Trustee O’Connell Common Law Conflict of Interest) 

 
Trustee Gillis made a motion, seconded by Trustee Bachner to approve payment from the 
General Fund to McDonald's-Karavites for $130.67. 
  
Roll call: 
Ayes:  Trustees Bachner, Brennan, Gillis, Johnson  
Abstain: Trustee O’Connell 
Absent: Trustee Vazquez   
Nays:  None  
Motion Passes. 
 
 

7.  RECOMMENDATIONS OF BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND COMMITTEES 
 
None. 
 
8.  UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 
None. 
 
9.  NEW BUSINESS 

 
a. Acceptance of the Estimate of the 2021 Corporate (aggregate) Property Tax Levy - 

$8,489,113 ($8,753,653 including Debt Service) 
 
Trustee Johnson made a motion, seconded by Trustee Bachner, to accept the Estimate of the 
2021 Corporate (aggregate) Property Tax Levy - $8,489,113.  
 
Finance Director McAdams stated that Village Staff is requesting acceptance of an estimate of 
the 2021 corporate (aggregate) property tax levy in the amount of $8,489,113. She stated that 
there was an increase of 2.18% over the 2020 extended corporate tax levy of $8,308,048 from 
2020. She remarked that in 2020, the Village Board of Trustees adopted a tax levy that did not 
include increases associated with the Consumer Price Index and new construction projects to 
alleviate some of the financial challenges residents faced due to the COVID-19 pandemic. She 
stated that a modest increase is being recommended for the 2021 tax levy. She stated that the 
property tax increase on existing property will be 1.4% due to the December 2019 to 
December 2020 increase in the Consumer Price Index as permitted per the Property Tax 
Extension Limitation Law (PTELL). The balance of the increase, or 0.78%, is due to property 
taxes on the estimated amount of new construction for 2021 ($4,000,000). She remarked that 
this is a very conservative estimate considering the Sheridan Assisted Living Facility was 
added to the tax roll for 2021. She stated that by not including the full value of the new 
construction dollars, River Forest property tax payers will benefit as a whole. She commented 
that although the impact on individual homeowners will vary, the average increase in the 
corporate levy for individual homeowners should be about 1.4%, or the increase in the CPI. 



VBOT November 8, 2021 
 

 5 
 

She stated that the Corporate Levy to be approved is for $8,489,113. The debt service amount 
included above is the full amount of the 2021 available Debt Service Extension Base. She 
commented that the Debt Service Extension Base is the amount the Village is authorized to 
levy for principal and interest payments without a referendum. She stated that the final levy 
for the 2020 series General Obligation Bonds that were for public works projects including 
street improvements were included in the 2020 levy. She commented that the Village plans 
to issue bonds this winter to fund additional public works projects to utilize the Village’s full 
amount of the authorized debt service extension base. She remarked the amount of the debt 
service levy will be included in the 2021 bond ordinance approved by the Board and will be 
filed with the County following approval. Finance Director McAdams recommended the 
Board approve the Estimate for the 2021 Corporate (Aggregate) Property Tax Levy in the 
amount of $8,489,113. 
 
 
Roll call: 
Ayes:  Trustees Bachner, Brennan, Gillis, Johnson, O’Connell, Vazquez  
Absent: None 
Nays:  None  
Motion Passes. 
  

10.  EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 

Mr. Pape announced that because the Board would be going into Executive Session, there 
would be no further discussion or action after Executive Session and that the Board would 
adjourn immediately after.  
 
Trustee O’Connell made a motion, seconded by Trustee Johnson, to enter into Executive 
Session to discuss the appointment, employment, compensation, discipline, performance, or 
dismissal of specific employees of the Village and the setting of a price for sale or lease of 
property owned by the Village. 
 

Roll call: 
Ayes:  Trustees Bachner, Brennan, Gillis, Johnson, O’Connell, Vazquez  
Absent: None  
Nays:  None  
Motion Passes. 

 
 
The Village Board returned to regular session at 11:35 p.m. with the following members 
present: President Adduci, Trustees Bachner, Brennan, Gillis, Johnson, O’Connell, Vazquez, 
Village Clerk Keller. 
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11.  ADJOURNMENT 
 

Trustee O’Connell made a motion, seconded by Trustee Vasquez, to adjourn the regular 
Village Board of Trustees Meeting at 11:36 p.m.  
 

Roll call: 
Ayes:  Trustees Bachner, Brennan, Gillis, Johnson, O’Connell, Vazquez  
Absent: None  
Nays:  None 
Motion Passes. 

 
 
___________________________________________     
Jonathan Keller, Village Clerk 
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  VILLAGE OF RIVER FOREST 
SPECIAL VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEES MINUTES 

Thursday, November 11, 2021  
 

A special meeting of the Village of River Forest Board of Trustees was held on Thursday, 
November 11, 2021 at 5:00 p.m. in the 2nd Floor Conference Room of Village Hall, 400 Park 
Avenue – River Forest, IL.  

 
1.  CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL  

 
The meeting was called to order at 5:10p.m.  Upon roll call, the following persons were: 
 
Present: President Adduci, Bachner, Brennan, Gillis, Johnson, O’Connell, Vazquez, 

Village Clerk Jonathan Keller 
Absent:   
Also present: Acting Village Administrator Lisa Scheiner, Lee Szymborski, Greg Smith 
 

2. CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 

None. 
 
3.    EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 

Trustee O’Connell made a motion, seconded by Trustee Bachner, to enter into Executive 
Session to discuss the appointment, employment, compensation, discipline, performance, or 
dismissal of specific employees of the Village. 
 

Roll call: 
Ayes:  Trustees Bachner, Brennan, Gillis, Johnson, O’Connell, Vazquez  
Absent: None  
Nays:  None  
Motion Passes. 

 
The Village Board returned to regular session at 5:40 p.m. with the following members 
present: President Adduci, Trustees Bachner, Brennan, Gillis, Johnson, O’Connell, Vazquez. 
 

4.  ADJOURNMENT 
 

Trustee Brennan made a motion, seconded by Trustee Gillis, to adjourn the Special Village 
Board of Trustees Meeting at 5:40 p.m.  
 

Roll call: 
Ayes:  Trustees Bachner, Brennan, Gillis, Johnson, O’Connell, Vazquez  
Absent: None  
Nays:  None 
Motion Passes. 

 
___________________________________________   
Jonathan Keller, Village Clerk 



                                                
 

                           MEMORANDUM 
 

 
 

 

DATE: November 15, 2021 
 
 

TO:  Lisa Scheiner, Acting Village Administrator 
 
 

FROM: Rosey McAdams, Finance Director 
 
     

SUBJECT: Fiscal Year 2022 Budget Amendment 
 
 
 

 

 
Attached is an ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2022 Village of River Forest Annual Budget.  The 
amendment adjusts revenues and expenditures in the General Fund (01), expenditures in the Water & 
Sewer Fund (02) and revenues in the North Avenue TIF Fund (32).   
 
Revenue adjustments in the General Fund are to account for grant funds received from the American 
Rescue Plan and the Powering Safe Communities program.  The amendment increases expenditures 
in the General Fund (01) budgeted amounts for contributions to the Village’s Police Pension Fund 
and decreases the amount for the Fire Pension Fund contributions with a net increase of  $9,539, 
$24,828 in Equipment for the electric charging station, $13,500 in consulting for the traffic study for 
the northeast corner of River Forest  and $14,995 in operating supplies for an item budgeted in FY2021 
but delivery was delayed do to availability.    
 
The amendment increases expenditures in the Water & Sewer Fund (02) budgeted amounts for 
$10,000 for the Water System Risk and Resilience Study. 
 
The amendment increases revenues in the North Avenue TIF Fund to account for incremental tax 
receipts that the Village began receiving in the Fall of 2021.    
 
 
The requested budget amendment is as follows: 
 

Description Account Number Original Budget 
Budget 

Amendment Amended Budget 

General Fund 
   

Grants 01-00-00-46-6532 $0 $745,187 $745,187

Contributions to Police Pension 01-40-00-53-0009 $1,874,179 $60,763 $1,934,942

Contributions to Fire Pension 01-50-00-53-0010 $1,764,606 ($51,224) $1,713,382

Consulting Services 01-15-00-53-0380 $15,000 $13,500 $28,500  

Equipment 01-60-01-54-0150 $0 $24,828 $24,828

Operating Supplies & Equipment 01-60-01-54-0600 $36,520 $14,995 $51,515



  
Water & Sewer Fund   

Consulting Services 02-60-06-53-0380 $341,400 $10,000 $351,400 

  

North Avenue TIF Fund   

Property Taxes Prior Year 32-00-00-41-1000 $0 $345,000 $345,000 

Property Taxes Current Year 32-00-00-41-1021 $0 $175,000 $175,000
 
Requested Board Action:   

1. Motion to pass An Ordinance Amending the Annual Budget for Corporate Purposes for the Fiscal 
Year Commencing on the 1st Day of May 2021 and Ending on the 30th Day of April 2022 for the 
Village of River Forest, Illinois.	



 

 

Village of River Forest 
Village Administrator’s Office  

400 Park Avenue 
River Forest, IL 60305 

Tel:  708-366-8500 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 

 

Date: November 18, 2021 
 
To: Catherine Adduci, Village President 
 Village Board of Trustees   
  
From: Lisa Scheiner, Acting Village Administrator 
 
Subj: Request for Liquor License – La Parrillita  
 

 
Issue: La Parrillita  has requested a Class 4B (Packaged Sales) Liquor License for the restaurant.  
 
Analysis: The Village Board has discretion to increase or decrease the available liquor licenses. 
Jackie Kotarba from La Parrillita  has made application to have a Class 4B (Packaged Sales) 
Liquor License for the restaurant. The Village Code contemplates that restaurants that have a 
license to serve alcoholic beverages may want to have packaged sales. Amendments to the Code 
were made back in 2012 to permit this concept.  Jackie Kotarba is completing her normal and 
customary background checks and pre-license procedures.   
 
Recommendation:  Should the Village Board wish to grant these licenses, please consider 
adopting the attached Ordinance which would amend Title 8, Chapter 5 of the Village Code. 
Please let me know if you have any questions. 
 
Attachment(s):  Ordinance 
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ORDINANCE NO. _______ 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 8-5-13 OF THE VILLAGE OF RIVER FOREST 
VILLAGE CODE REGARDING THE NUMBER OF CLASS 4B LIQUOR LICENSES AND 

MATTERS RELATED THERETO 
 

         WHEREAS, the Village of River Forest (“Village”), is a non-home rule unit of local 
government as provided by Article VII, Section 7 of the Illinois Constitution of 1970; and 
 
 WHEREAS, La Parrillita, LLC, at 7225 West North Avenue in the Village (“Applicant”), 
operates a restaurant in the Village and has requested the Village create and issue it a Class 4B 
liquor license, authorizing the sale of alcoholic liquor for consumption not on the premises; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 8-1-2.5 of the Illinois Municipal Code, 65 ILCS 5/8-1-2.5, 
the Village is authorized to expend funds for economic development purposes, including making 
grants that it deems necessary or desirable to promote economic development within the Village; 
and 
 
 WHEREAS, given economic hardships caused by the COVID-19 pandemic, and delays 
in issuance of its requested liquor license, the Applicant has requested that the Village waive 
certain of the Village-imposed liquor license application and license fees and reimburse the 
Applicant for the cost of the State of Illinois-issued retail liquor license; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village have determined that it is 
advisable, necessary and in the best interest of the Village to amend the Village of River Forest 
Village Code (“Village Code”) with respect to the number of Class 4B liquor licenses available, in 
order that the Applicant be able to receive a Class 4B Liquor License, and to waive certain of the 
Village-imposed liquor license application and license fees and to reimburse the Applicant for the 
cost of the State of Illinois-issued retail liquor license; 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees of the 
Village of River Forest, Cook County, Illinois, as follows:  
 
 SECTION 1: Incorporation. That the recitals above shall be and are incorporated in this 
Section 1 as if fully restated herein. 
 

SECTION 2: Amendment. That Section 8-5-13.A. of the Village Code, titled “Number of 
Licenses,” is amended as follows, with additions underlined and deletions struck through: 

 
The number of authorized licenses shall be limited to the following: 
  

Class Number Of Licenses 

1 1 

2 0 

3 0 

4 5 

4A 0 

4B 1 2 
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5 Open 

6 0 

 
 

 SECTION 3: Fees. That the Applicant’s fees for the Class 4B liquor license application, 
and the fees for the Class 4B liquor license for the remainder of calendar year 2021 and for 
calendar year 2022, are hereby waived, and the Village shall reimburse the Applicant for up to 
Seven Hundred Fifty and No/100 Dollars ($750.00) of fees paid by the Applicant for a retail liquor 
license issued by the State of Illinois for its restaurant in the Village.  

 
 SECTION 4: Severability. That if any Section, paragraph or provision of this Ordinance 
shall be held to be invalid or unenforceable for any reason, the invalidity or unenforceability of 
such Section, paragraph or provision shall not affect any of the remaining provisions of this 
Ordinance.  
 
 SECTION 5: Repeal. That all ordinances, resolutions, motions or parts thereof in conflict 
with this Ordinance shall be and the same are hereby repealed. 
 
 SECTION 6: Effectiveness. That this Ordinance shall be in full force and effect upon its 
passage and approval according to law.  
 
 

 PASSED this 22nd day of November, 2021 by the Village President and Board of 
Trustees pursuant to a roll call vote as follows: 
 

AYES:   ______________________________________________ 
 

 NAYS:   _______________________________________________ 
 
 ABSENT:   _______________________________________________ 
  
 APPROVED by me this 22nd day of November, 2021. 
 
 

       
 __________________________________ 

    Catherine Adduci, Village President 
ATTEST: 
 
__________________________________ 
      Jonathan Keller, Village Clerk 

 



 

 

Village of River Forest 
Village Administrator’s Office  

400 Park Avenue 
River Forest, IL 60305 

Tel:  708-366-8500 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 

 

Date: November 18, 2021 
 
To: Catherine Adduci, Village President 
 Village Board of Trustees   
  
From: Lisa Scheiner, Acting Village Administrator 
 
Subj: Appointment of Administrative Adjudication Hearing Officers 
 

 
Issue:  Honorable Perry Gulbrandsen will be retiring as the Village’s Administrative 
Adjudication Hearing Officer at the end of the year.  The position is appointed by the Village 
President with the advice and consent of the Village Board of Trustees.  The Village Board of 
Trustees will consider the appointment of Administrative Adjudication Hearing Officers at its 
November 22, 2021 Meeting.  
 
Analysis:  Administrative Adjudication Hearings provide a method for fairly and efficiently 
enforcing the village's municipal ordinances, including the building code, as may be allowed by 
law.   A Hearing Officer presides over the monthly administrative adjudication hearings that are 
held at the River Forest Village Hall.  Pursuant to Section 8-10 of the River Forest Village Code, 
it is the duty of the hearing officer to preside over hearings, listen to testimony, and issue 
written decisions regarding whether or not a code violation exists.  A Hearing Officer must be 
an attorney licensed to practice law in the state of Illinois for at least three years and must 
participate in a formal training program prior to conducting a hearing.   
 
In addition to being posted on the Village’s website for several months, applications were 
solicited for the Hearing Officer through the following professional organizations:  

- Illinois Local Government Lawyers Association 
- Black Women Lawyers' Association of Greater Chicago 
- Chinese American Bar Association of Greater Chicago 
- Cook County Bar Association 
- Hispanic Lawyers Association of Illinois 
- South Asian Bar Association of Chicago 
- Lesbian and Gay Bar Association of Chicago 
- Women's Bar Association of Illinois 

 



 

 

The Village President is presenting two individuals for appointment so that the Village can 
ensure a Hearing Officer is always available to preside over a hearing: 

- Alfred Swanson 
- Daniel Kelly 

 
Requested Board Action: Approve the appointments of Alfred Swanson and Daniel Kelly to 
the position of Administrative Adjudication Hearing Officer.  
 
Attachment(s): 
- Position Announcement 
- Appointee Resumes 



Village of River Forest 
400 Park Avenue 

River Forest, IL 60305 
Tel:  708-366-8500 

 

 

Position Opening – Administrative Hearing Officer  
 

River Forest, IL (11,172) - The Village of River Forest invites qualified candidates to apply for the position 

of Administrative Adjudication Hearing Officer.  This position presides over administrative adjudication 

hearings that are held at the River Forest Village Hall in accordance with the following schedule: 

 

- First Monday of each month (except for holidays) for building/local ordinance, 

parking/compliance, and criminal/local ordinance tickets beginning at 5:00 p.m.  

- Third Wednesday of the month (except for holidays or unless noted otherwise) for red light 

camera tickets beginning at 8:30 a.m.  

 

The Adjudication Hearing Officer is appointed by the Village President with the advice and consent of 

the Village Board of Trustees.  This position is required to:  

- Conduct and preside over administrative adjudication hearings to determine whether or not a 

violation exists in a professional and diplomatic manner 

- Hear testimony from and accept evidence from interested parties relevant to the existence or 

nonexistence of a code violation. 

- Examine files and other documentary evidence. 

- Rule on hearing extensions, continuances, objections and receipt of evidence. 

- Make determinations on the basis of the evidence presented at the hearing as to whether or 

not a code violation exists and issue written findings, decisions and orders. 

 

Minimum Qualifications for this position include:  

- Every hearing officer must be an attorney licensed to practice law in the state of Illinois for at 

least three (3) years. 

- Prior to conducting proceedings under this chapter, hearing officers shall successfully complete 

a formal training program that includes the following: 

o Instruction on the rules of procedure of the hearing that they will conduct; 

o Orientation to each subject area of the code violations that they will administer; 

o Observation of administrative hearings; and 

o Participation in hypothetical cases, including rules on evidence and issuing final orders. 

 

Interested applicants should submit a professional resume to apply@vrf.us. Position open until filled.  

Questions regarding the position should also be submitted to apply@vrf.us.  The Village of River Forest is 

an Equal Opportunity Employer. 

mailto:apply@vrf.us
mailto:apply@vrf.us


 
ALFRED M. SWANSON, JR. 
PROFESSIONAL: 
• Appointed Circuit Court Judge by the Illinois Supreme Court in October 

2010 and in November 2012 until November 30, 2014.  Assignments included:  
Chancery Division, Mortgage Foreclosure – Mechanics Lien Section where I  
heard primarily mortgage foreclosure cases; Traffic Court, Forcible Entry  
and Detainer, non-jury contract and tort calls, among others.  

• Law Practice: Hoogendoorn & Talbot, of counsel, 11/2016 to present;  
Greene and Letts (2002-2010 and of counsel, 2015 to 11/2016); 
Friedman & Holtz (1999-2002); Jones, Ware & Grenard (1985-1998). Jury and 
bench trials in both State and Federal Courts; Assistant Illinois Attorney General (Consumer Fraud and 
Charitable Trust Divisions). 

• Municipal Electoral Boards: For the past several years, I have been appointed numerous times by the 
Circuit Court to serve as a public member of various municipal electoral boards.     

• Mediation & Arbitration: Arbitrator: Circuit Court Mandatory Arbitration System, chair qualified; and in 
Law Division Commercial Calendar mandatory arbitration. Certified Mediator from DePaul University 
College of Law, June 2012; Approved mediator in Law and Chancery divisions, Circuit Court of Cook 
County. 

• Adjudication Hearing Officer: Village of River Forest 2007 to 2009.  
• Professional Activities   

Illinois Judges Association: Board of Directors (2012-2018), current member of the Media Response 
Committee., Program coordinator, mid-year meeting continuing education programs 2016-2020.  
Supreme Court of Illinois: Former facilitator for the Judicial Performance Evaluation program, 
2012-2018; Former member Illinois Supreme Court Planning and Oversight Committee for Judicial 
Performance Evaluation, 1998-2004;  
Illinois State Bar Association: Member of the Special Committee on Gun Violence, 2017-2018; Editor 
of the ISBA Bench & Bar Section newsletter, 2000-2017; Member of The Illinois Bar Journal Editorial 
Board, 1989-2000, and 2017-present and Editor of The Illinois Bar Journal, 1998-2000; former member 
of the ISBA Assembly. 
Member, Chicago Bar Association (CBA) - Illinois State Bar Association (ISBA) Committee on the 
Illinois Courts, 2006; Invited participant in the ISBA Future of Illinois Courts Conference, April 2002.  
Chicago Bar Association: Member of several committees, including legislative and former chair of the 
Judiciary and Solo & Small Firm committees.  
Nordic Law Club: President, 2015 to 2016; Secretary, 2005 to 2011; member of the executive 
committee, 2005 to present.   

 Chicago-Lincoln American Inn of Court: founding member and former Counselor to the Inn. 
• Former reporter for WMAQ (NBC Radio news (1972-1982)) and WBBM radio (1971-1972).  
EDUCATION: 
• J.D. with Honors from Chicago Kent College of Law, January 1982.  
• B.S. in Journalism and Political Science from the University of Illinois, Urbana.   
COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES:   

Active at Grace Lutheran Church as an Elder, member of the Church Council and Board of Finance and 
lector; formerly as a Trustee and chair of the Endowment Fund, member of the Constitution and Bylaws 
committees, 2010 and 2018, Associate Pastor Call Committee, 2020; Village Trustee, River Forest from 
11/1997 to 5/2007, including chair of the Finance & Administration Committee;  Former member of the 
Board of Directors of the Oak Park-River Forest Community Foundation, including chair of the Policy and 
Bylaws Committee.  Former volunteer fireman, Ontarioville Fire Protection District, and formerly vice-chair 
of the Hanover Park Human Relations Commission. 

ACHIEVEMENTS:  
Jacob Sher Award in reporting from Women in Communications; Excellence in reporting award from the 
Associated Press; Recipient of the Presidential Service Award, 2015, Illinois Judges Association 2015.   

PERSONAL:    





I presided over all types of felony criminal cases which included, among other things, the trial of 
capital murder, first-degree murder, rape, armed robbery, robbery, burglary, theft, and 
distribution, sale, and possession of narcotics cases.   
 
Municipal Division - Misdemeanor Trial Judge – December, 1984 – December, 1986 
 
I presided over all types of non- felony criminal cases, and felony preliminary hearings. 
 
Teaching: Adjunct Professor: Kaplan University, Criminal Justice Department (Undergraduate 
and Graduate), January, 2004 - October, 2009. 
 
Legal: Cook County State's Attorney’s Office: 1977-1984 
 
Felony Trial Division - 1983-1984 
Preliminary Hearing Division - 1982 
Misdemeanor Division - 1981 
Traffic Division – 1980 
Legal Counsel to the Cook County State's Attorney’s Office, Drug Abuse Program – 1980 - 1984 
Clerk - Cook County State's Attorney’s Office, Drug Abuse Program - 1977-1980 
 
CERTIFICATIONS: 
 
Certified Mediator and Arbitrator 
Certified Judicial Mentor 
 
Honors, Memberships and Professional Activities 

• Named Leading Lawyer in Illinois 2010 – present 
• Member, American College of Business Court Judges 
• Member, Illinois Judges Association 
• Member, National Association of Distinguished Neutrals 
• Member, Illinois Academy of Mediators and Arbitrators  
• Member, Association of Attorney Mediators 
• Accipiter Award, Fenwick High School, Oak Park, IL, 2010 
• American Legion Award 
• American Enterprise Institute (AEI)-Brookings Joint Center for Regulator Studies, Continuing 

Judicial Education Programs: “Economic Institute for Judges,” “Critical Issues in Toxic 
Tort Litigation,” “Second Annual Symposium on Critical Issues in Construction Defects 
Litigation,” “Insurance and Risk Allocation in America - Law and Regulation,” 2005 –
2007 

• Advanced Science and Technology Resource Judge Program (ASTAR) “Language of Life 
Sciences Boot Camp”, The Ohio State University, 2007 

• Advanced Science and Technology Resource Judge Program (ASTAR) “Neuroscience and 
Bio-Behavior Technologies”, Johns Hopkins University School of Medicine, 2007 
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Village of River Forest 
 

MONTHLY FINANCE REPORT 
Fiscal Year 2022 through October 31, 2021 

 

 
 

This report includes financial information for Fiscal Year 2022 through October 31, 2021 which represents 
50.00% of the fiscal year. A revenue and expenditure report by fund and account and an investment report 
for October 2021 are attached.  

GENERAL FUND 

 
   

Revenues 
Fiscal year-to-date revenue collections are at 60.23%.  Property Tax Revenue is at 53.41%. Collection of the 
2nd installment of the 2020 levy began in October.  Sales tax and non-home rule sales tax revenues continue 
to be be above projected amounts which is a positive sign for the economy.  Strong economic growth has 

Percent
Budget Actual Rec/Exp

REVENUES
Taxes
  Property Taxes $6,556,697 $3,501,801 53.41%
  General Sales Taxes 1,832,850 1,066,825 58.21%
  Non Home Rule Sales Tax 643,341 473,086 73.54%
  Utility Taxes 642,990 307,441 47.81%
  Restaurant Tax 145,101 88,065 60.69%
  Telecommunications Tax 184,990 97,449 52.68%
  Real Estate Transfer Tax 128,614 99,387 77.28%
  Local Gasoline Tax 95,000 46,769 49.23%
  Cannabis State Excise Tax 8,935 8,285 92.73%
Intergovernmental Revenue
  Personal Property Replacement Tax 146,818 163,890 111.63%
  Use Tax 497,154 199,386 40.11%
  State Income Taxes 1,238,975 831,190 67.09%
Licenses and Permits 1,295,257 779,477 60.18%
Charges for Services
  Garbage Collections 1,142,598 582,622 50.99%
  Other Charges for Services 626,305 360,237 57.52%
Fines 269,469 141,159 52.38%
Investment Income 75,227 (3,349) -4.45%
Grants and Contributions 30,961 750,632 2424.44%
Miscellaneous Revenues 430,606 137,684 31.97%
  TOTAL REVENUES $15,991,888 $9,632,036 60.23%

EXPENDITURES
Administration 1,596,857$    682,716$       42.75%
E911 200,749 106,389 53.00%
Boards & Commissions 47,337 31,753 67.08%
Building and Development 538,123 260,138 48.34%
Legal Services 162,000 132,377 81.71%
Police Department 6,446,691 3,110,790 48.25%
Fire Department 4,938,161 2,436,408 49.34%
Public Works 2,661,702 1,105,553 41.54%
  TOTAL EXPENDITURES $16,591,620 $7,866,124 47.41%

NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE ($599,732) $1,765,912

2022

Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balance
Fiscal Year 2022 through October 31, 2021
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been seen over the past few months.  Real Estate Transfer Tax revenue continue to exceed projections due 
to the timing of real estate sales and the increase being seen in the housing market.    Utility tax payments 
are typically elevated during the warmer summer (electric) and cooler winter (gas) months and vary based on 
weather conditions.  The Village continues to see growth in the Cannabis State Excise taxes.  These revenues 
are to be used for public safety initiatives.   
 
The Income tax payments continue to be higher than projecteed.  The payment received in October is for 
September 2021 collections.  April collections are normally the highest revenue month, but we continue to see 
higher revenue collection each month.  The State budget was recently passed with all previous “one-time” cuts 
to the LGDF removed.  The new local gasoline tax that was imposed last October is generating what has been 
projected. License and permit revenue includes spring building permit activity.  The large increase in grants 
and contributions is because the Village has received the first tranche payment from The American Rescue 
Plan Act of 2021.  Allocations to communities are made on a per-capita basis and will be distributed in two 
payments. 
 
Expenditures 
Expenditures are at 47.41% of the budgeted amount. Salaries and benefits, with the exception of overtime, 
include payment for services rendered through the end of the month.   Legal Services and Boards & 
Commissions expenses are above projections but all other expenditures are slightly lower because there is 
about a month lag between the time that goods are received or services are performed, and when the vendor 
payment is made for the goods or services. Payments made after April 30th for goods received and services 
performed prior to May 1st were posted to the prior fiscal year.   
 
 

WATER AND SEWER FUND 

   
 

Water and Sewer revenues are above what was expected because they include summer consumption.  Overall 
expenses appear slightly lower due to the delay in receiving and paying invoices for commodities and 

Percent
Budget Actual Rec/Exp

Operating Revenues

Permit Fees 22,780$           18,743$           82.28%
Water Sales 3,244,387 1,947,348 60.02%
Sewer Sales 2,084,213 1,246,048 59.79%
Water Penalties 29,217 14,076 48.18%
Miscellaneous 20,475 21,475 104.88%

Total Operating Revenues 5,401,072$      3,247,690$      60.13%

Operating Expenses
Salaries and Benefits 1,280,981$      619,753$         48.38%
Contractual Services 1,134,342 433,017 38.17%
Water From Chicago 1,850,897 862,742 46.61%
Materials and Supplies 261,724 41,127 15.71%
Depreciation/Debt Service 1,272,146 458,573 36.05%
Transfer to CERF 126,235 0 0.00%

Operating Expenses including Depreciation 5,926,325$      2,415,212$      40.75%

Operating Revenues over Operating Exp (525,253)$        832,478$         

Capital Improvements (1,893,000)$     (452,270)$        23.89%
Loan Proceeds 1,400,000$      -$                   0.00%
Total Revenues over Expenses (1,018,253)$     380,208$         

Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Net Position
Fiscal Year 2022 through October 31, 2021

2022
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contractual services.  Personnel expenses are about on target. There is a one-month lag in payments to the 
City of Chicago for FY 2022 water usage. Debt Service expenses include the payment on the IEPA loan.    
 
 

REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES VS. BUDGET – OTHER FUNDS 
 

  
 

CASH AND INVESTMENTS 
 

 

 
 

 
OCTOBER 2021 FINANCE ACTIVITIES 

 
1. The State Reports for the Police and Firefighters Pension Funds were filed. 
2. The CAFR was approved and submitted for the GFOA Award. 
3. The Treasurer’s Report was prepared and published. 
4. The Continuing Disclosure was prepared and submitted to the Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board. 
5. The Finance Director took part in a panel interview as part of the process in selecting the new Fire Chief. 
6. Staff met with Baxter and Woodman to kick off the Village’s water and sewer rate study update.   

Revenues
Fund 2022 2022 % 2022 2022 %

# Fund Budget YTD Actual Rec Budget YTD Actual Exp
03 Motor Fuel Tax 686,154$    349,706$    50.97% 544,488$    333,447$    61.24%
05 Debt Service Fund 269,146$    121,317$    45.07% 265,511$    -$              0.00%
13 Cap Equipmnt Replcmnt 186,464$    (4,587)$      -2.46% 684,710$    38,600$      5.64%
14 Capital Improvement 4,910,449$ 26,634$      0.54% 2,447,120$ 505,233$    20.65%
31 TIF-Madison 332,550$    380,377$    114.38% 126,490$    4,531$        3.58%
32 TIF-North 200$          340,100$    100.00% 17,000$      698$          4.11%

35 Infrastructure Imp Bond 225$          26$            11.56% 250,000$    230,138$    92.06%

Expenditures

Cash and IMET
Fund Money Convenience

# Fund Markets Fund Investments Total

1 General 3,657,561$         19,874$         2,480,510$     6,157,945$       
3 Motor Fuel Tax 438,669$           -$                 249,400$        688,069$          
5 Debt Service Fund 325,477$           34,397$         -$                 359,874$          
13 Capital Equip Replacement 742,128$           237,713$        3,074,075$     4,053,916$       
14 Capital Improvement 59,315$             239$              -$                 59,554$            
31 TIF-Madison Street 754,818$           -$                 -$                 754,818$          
32 TIF- North Avenue 371,648$           -$                 -$                 371,648$          
35 Infrastructure Imp Bond Fun 22,609$             -$                 -$                 22,609$            
2 Water & Sewer 943,423$           177,544$        498,462$        1,619,429$       

Total 7,315,648$      469,767$     6,302,447$ 14,087,862$  



















































                              Through 10/31/2021
                              Fiscal Year 2022

 Village of River Forest Investments

Market ValuePar ValueCostMaturity DatePurchase DateInterest RateBankIDFun

2020-11 First Bank of Ohio 00.240% 10/30/2020 11/1/2021 $249,300.00 $249,300.00 $249,300.0001

2019-26 Sallie Mae Bank/Salt Lake 01.700% 11/13/2019 11/15/2021 $247,000.00 $247,000.00 $247,189.7001

2021-02 Customers Bank 00.200% 1/20/2021 7/14/2022 $249,200.00 $249,200.00 $249,200.0001

2020-08 First Capital Bank, TN 00.300% 10/2/2020 10/3/2022 $248,500.00 $248,500.00 $248,500.0001

2021-04 Financial Federal Bank 00.150% 2/19/2021 2/20/2024 $248,800.00 $248,800.00 $248,800.0001

2021-13 Goldman Sachs 00.500% 7/28/2021 7/29/2024 $249,000.00 $249,000.00 $247,590.6601

2021-09 FHLB 00.750% 3/20/2021 4/22/2025 $250,000.00 $250,000.00 $248,815.0001

2021-14 FHLB 01.040% 10/28/2021 10/28/2025 $250,000.00 $250,000.00 $249,552.5001

2021-11 US Treasury 00.770% 4/29/2021 4/30/2026 $500,000.00 $499,511.72 $491,562.5001

$2,480,510.36

2021-01 CIBC Bank /Private Bank 00.120% 1/20/2021 1/20/2022 $249,600.00 $249,600.00 $249,600.0002

2021-16 Synchrony Bank 00.450% 10/22/2021 10/23/2023 $249,000.00 $249,000.00 $248,861.8002

$498,461.80

2021-08 Bank 7 00.200% 3/19/2021 3/21/2022 $249,400.00 $249,400.00 $249,400.0003

$249,400.00

2019-28 BMW Bank North America 01.700% 11/29/2019 11/29/2021 $247,000.00 $247,000.00 $247,345.8013

2019-27 Morgan Stanley 01.750% 11/29/2019 11/29/2021 $247,000.00 $247,000.00 $247,356.4213

2020-05 Servisfirst Bank, Fl 00.700% 6/9/2020 12/1/2021 $245,100.00 $245,100.00 $245,100.0013

2020-12 KS Statebank 00.197% 12/16/2020 12/16/2021 $249,500.00 $249,500.00 $249,500.0013

Page 1



                              Through 10/31/2021
                              Fiscal Year 2022

 Village of River Forest Investments

Market ValuePar ValueCostMaturity DatePurchase DateInterest RateBankIDFun

2019-29 Morgan stanley Private Bank 01.750% 12/26/2019 12/27/2021 $247,000.00 $247,000.00 $247,679.7413

2021-03 Preferred Bank 00.150% 1/29/2021 1/31/2022 $249,600.00 $249,600.00 $249,600.0013

2020-07 Profinium, Inc. 00.520% 8/12/2020 2/3/2022 $248,100.00 $248,100.00 $248,100.0013

2021-12 UBS Bank 00.250% 7/8/2021 7/10/2023 $249,000.00 $249,000.00 $248,401.9013

2021-06 Investors Community Bank 00.250% 2/12/2021 2/12/2024 $249,000.00 $249,000.00 $247,242.0613

2021-05 Texas Exchange 00.300% 2/5/2021 2/24/2024 $249,000.00 $249,000.00 $247,565.7613

2021-10 FHLB 00.440% 4/29/2021 4/29/2024 $250,000.00 $250,000.00 $247,942.5013

2021-15 FHLB 01.040% 10/28/2021 10/28/2025 $250,000.00 $250,000.00 $249,552.5013

2021-07 FHLB 00.750% 2/18/2021 3/16/2026 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $98,688.0013

$3,074,074.68

$6,302,446.84
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Date: November 22, 2021 

 

To: Catherine Adduci, Village President 

Village Board of Trustees 

 

From:    Lisa Scheiner, Acting Village Administrator 

Subj: Village Administrator’s Report 

 

Upcoming Meetings (all meetings are at Village Hall unless otherwise noted) 

Wednesday, November 24 6:00 PM  Board of Fire and Police Commissioners Meeting - CANCELLED 

Thursday, November 25 7:00 PM Historic Preservation Commission - CANCELLED 

Thursday, November 25 ALL DAY Thanksgiving Holiday - Village Hall CLOSED 

Friday, November 26 ALL DAY Thanksgiving Holiday - Village Hall CLOSED 

Thursday, December  2 7:30 PM Development Review Board Meeting  

Monday, December 6 

Monday, December 6 

Monday, December, 6 

5:00 PM 

7:00 PM 

6:00 PM 

Economic Development Commission Meeting  

Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Group – CANCELLED  

Special Village Board of Trustees Meeting 

Recent Payments of >$10,000 

In accordance with the purchasing policy, the following is a summary of payments between $10,000 and $20,000 that 

have occurred since the last Board meeting: 

 

Vendor Amount Description 

ClientFirst Consulting Group LLC $10,131.25  IT Support for the Police Department    

Avalon Petroleum Company  $19,103.20  Purchase of Gasoline and Diesel  

Green way Transfer LLC $12,413.90  Electric Vehicle Charging Station   
 

Greenwood Transfer LLC $12,204.49  Street Sweeping, Water Dig, Leaf Disposal and Fuel Tank      
Debris 

Thomas Engineering Group LLC $14,372.54  Construction Engineering Services  

 

   New Business Licenses:  

 None 

 

 

Thank you. 

MEMORANDUM 



Village of River Forest 
Village Administrator’s Office  

400 Park Avenue 
River Forest, IL 60305 

Tel:  708-366-8500 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 

 

Date: November 18, 2021 
 
To: President Catherine Adduci 
 Village Board of Trustees  
 
From: Lisa Scheiner, Acting Village Administrator 
 
Subj: Planned Development Major Amendment Application – 735 Lathrop Avenue (River 

Forest Public Library)  
 ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Issue:  The Village Board of Trustees will consider a recommendation from the Development 
Review Board that a planned development permit be granted at 735 Lathrop Avenue (River 
Forest Public Library).  The River Forest Library, on behalf of the property owner, is seeking a 
planned development permit to relocate HVAC equipment from inside the building to an 
exterior enclosure on the north side of the building in order to utilize interior space for 
programs, community meetings, and other gatherings. The property owner, River Forest Park 
District, has granted authority to the River Forest Public Library, a tenant on the property, to 
file this application.  
 
The subject property is located in the Village’s Public, Recreational, Institutional (PRI) Zoning 
District.  Section 10-16-3(A) of the River Forest Zoning Ordinance states that, “no new 
construction, expansion of any building or the addition of any parcel(s) or change of use shall 
be permitted in a PRI district, except as approved as a planned development.”   
 
The proposed project requires a planned development permit and thus requires that the 
compliance with the planned development process defined in Section 10-19-5.  Accordingly, 
the following has occurred:  
 
Task        Date 
Introduction to Village Board of Trustees    5/10/21 
Pre-Filing Conference with the DRB    6/3/21   
Notice of Neighbor Meetings Mailed    4/13/21 
Neighbor Meetings Held     4/28/21 
Technical Review Meeting with Staff   9/29/21 
Notice of Public Hearing Mailed    10/6/21 
Public Hearing Signage Posted at Site   10/6/21   



Legal Notice in Wednesday Journal    10/6/21 
Public Hearing      10/21/21 
DRB Final Action Taken, Findings of Fact Adopted  11/18/21 
Notice of Village Board Consideration Mailed  11/15/21 
 
Site Development Allowances Requested:  The Application seeks one site development allowance 
(SDA) from the Village of River Forest Zoning Ordinance related to parking for the Library. The 
396 square feet of space inside the library that currently houses the HVAC equipment will be 
converted to interior space for public programming.  The Village requires one parking space for 
every 250 square feet of public floor area, which results in the requirement of two additional 
parking spaces for the library under this planned development application. The Development 
Review Board recommends that this SDA be granted.  
 
Impact on Village Services: The Village’s operating departments have reviewed the application 
and found that it will have no impact on the Village’s ability to deliver services.  It will not 
require that any modifications to staffing or operations, nor must the Village make on or off-site 
improvements, purchase any vehicles or equipment to service this development.  
 
Recommended Conditions of Approval: At the conclusion of the public hearing process and 
deliberations by the DRB, the DRB may make a recommendation to the Village Board of 
Trustees that the permit be denied or approved, with or without conditions attached to the 
approval.  In this case, the DRB recommended that the permit be granted with conditions that 
are listed in the Findings of Fact.  Section 10-19-5(C)(4) of the Zoning Ordinance states that if a 
planned development permit is approved, the Village Board of Trustees may also attach 
conditions as it deems necessary, or modify conditions imposed by the Development Review 
Board, to have the proposed use or combination of uses meet the standards listed in Section 10-
19-3 of the Zoning Ordinance to prevent or minimize adverse effects on other property in the 
immediate vicinity.  The attached Ordinance incorporates the conditions listed in the Findings 
of Fact.  
 
Requested Action: In accordance with the Municipal Code, should the Board concur with 
the Development Review Board’s recommendation and approve the Planned Development 
permit it will require the concurrence of the majority of all Trustees of the Village then 
holding office, including the Village President. If the Board wishes to approve the attached 
Ordinance the following motion would be appropriate: 
 

 Motion to approve an Ordinance Granting a Planned Development Permit at 735 
Lathrop Avenue  

 
Documents Attached 
 Ordinance Granting an Amendment to a Planned Development Permit 
 Planned Development Application 
 Findings of Fact and Recommendation of the Development Review Board  
 Draft Minutes of the Development Review Board: October 21, 2021 
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NO. ________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FOR  
THE RIVER FOREST PUBLIC LIBRARY 

(735 LATHROP AVENUE) 
 
 WHEREAS, on October 1, 2021, the River Forest Public Library (“Petitioner”) 

submitted an application requesting that the Village of River Forest (“Village”) grant it a 
planned development permit, to allow for construction of an outdoor air handler unit with 
a masonry enclosure, with one (1) site development allowance needed for two (2) 
additional parking spaces (collectively the “Project”) at 735 Lathrop Avenue, River Forest, 
Illinois (“Property”); and 

 
 WHEREAS, a copy of the final application, as amended by the Petitioner during 

the public hearing process, is attached hereto as EXHIBIT A and made a part hereof 
(“Application”); and 

 
 WHEREAS, the Application was filed with the Village, was referred to the 

Development Review Board of the Village for a public hearing, and was processed in 
accordance with the Village’s Zoning Ordinance, as amended from time to time; and  

 
 WHEREAS, the Project was (i) introduced to the Village President and Board of 

Trustees on May 10, 2021, (ii) presented a pre-filing meeting of the Development Review 
Board of the Village on May 30, 2021, (iii) presented to the neighbors of the Property on 
April 28, 2021, (iv) considered by the Development Review Board of the Village at a public 
hearing on October 21, 2021, and (v) recommended for approval in written findings of fact 
and a recommendation by the Development Review Board of the Village on November 
18, 2021; and 

 
 WHEREAS, public notice in the form required by law was given of the public 

hearing before the Development Review Board of the Village by mail and by publication 
not more than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15) days prior to said hearing in the 
Wednesday Journal, a newspaper of general circulation in this Village, there being no 
newspaper published in this Village; and  

 
 WHEREAS, the Development Review Board of the Village held the public hearing 

on the Application on October 21, 2021, on whether to make a recommendation that the 
Application be granted, during which hearing all persons present were afforded an 
opportunity to be heard orally and in writing; and  

 
 WHEREAS, the Development Review Board recommended approval of the 

Application, with conditions, on October 21, 2021, by a vote of 5-0, and approved written 
findings of fact and a recommendation on November 18, 2021, by a vote of _-_ (“Findings 
and Recommendation”), a copy of which is attached hereto as EXHIBIT B and made a 
part hereof; and  
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 WHEREAS, the Findings and Recommendation was forwarded to the President 
and Board of Trustees of the Village, and the President and Board of Trustees of the 
Village have duly considered said Findings and Recommendation, along with the 
testimony and exhibits put before the Development Review Board during the public 
hearing on the Application; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village find that the 

Development Review Board’s Findings and Recommendation correctly and prudently 
applied the standards in the Zoning Ordinance for the Petitioner’s request for a planned 
development permit for the Property, so long as the conditions and modifications set forth 
in Section 4 of this Ordinance are met, in order to adequately address the unique 
demands and impacts the Project will impose on residents in the vicinity of the Property, 
the Village and other units of government; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village find that the best 

interests of the public would be served by granting the Application, so long as the 
conditions set forth in Section 4 of this Ordinance are met; 

 
 NOW, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of 

River Forest, Cook County, Illinois, as follows:  
 

SECTION 1: Incorporation. That the recitals above shall be and are hereby 
incorporated in this Section 1 as if restated herein. 
 
 SECTION 2: Compliance. That the Application is in the public good and in the 
best interest of the Village and its residents, and the Application is consistent with and 
fosters the purposes and spirit of the Village’s Zoning Ordinance, and the Application is 
also in accordance with the provisions of the comprehensive land use plan of the Village, 
so long as the conditions and modifications in Section 4 are met. All actions of the Village 
with respect to the Application and Project are hereby ratified and confirmed. 
 
 SECTION 3: Standards. That the Application meets the standards set forth in 
Section 10-19-3 of the Zoning Ordinance of the Village of River Forest, so long as the 
conditions and modifications in Section 4 are met. 

 
 SECTION 4:  Application Granted, Conditions and Modifications. That the 
Application is granted, and a planned development permit for the Property is granted as 
requested in the Application for the Project, subject to the following conditions and 
modifications: 
 

1. So long as this Ordinance remains in effect, these conditions are 
covenants that run with title to the Property and these conditions are 
binding on Petitioner and all future owners of any part of the 
Property. 
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2. The Project shall be developed in substantial conformity with the 
plans and building materials in the Application, as most recently 
amended and supplemented by the Petitioner before the vote of the 
Development Review Board on October 21, 2021, except as 
modified in this Ordinance. 

 
3. All landscaping proposed and installed at the Property shall comply 

with the Village of River Forest Village Code (“Village Code”) and be 
approved by the Village, including the removal and replacement of 
trees on the Property. 

 
4. Prior to a building permit being issued by the Village for the Project, 

and prior to construction on the Project commencing, the Petitioner 
shall enter into a new lease with the Park District for the Property that 
includes the use of portion of the Property on which the Project will 
be constructed. 

 
5. The Petitioner shall utilize the reclaimed interior space of the Library 

building on the Property as public meeting space. 
 
6. No construction materials for the Project shall be stored on any 

parkway or Village sidewalk, or any other public way or property 
maintained by the Village. 

 
7. The Petitioner shall develop a plan along with the Park District and 

River Forest Public School District 90 to address safety concerns 
related to Project construction work at the Property 

 
8. The Petitioner shall meet all Village Code requirements for 

scheduled hours of Project construction work. 
 
9. The Petitioner shall utilize a gate latch system on the outdoor air 

handler enclosure constructed as part of the Project that is able to 
be opened from the interior of the enclosure, so that a person cannot 
become trapped inside the enclosure. 

 
10. During construction of the Project, no construction employees shall 

park on the Village’s rights of way, and no construction materials or 
spoils shall be stored on the Village’s rights of way. 

 
11. This Ordinance shall be recorded on title to the Property at the 

Petitioner’s expense. 
 

 SECTION 5: Violations. That violations of this Ordinance, including the 
conditions in Section 4, are punishable in accordance with the Village’s Zoning Ordinance 
and Village Code, with penalties including, but not being limited to, a fine of up to Seven 
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Hundred Fifty and No/100 Dollars ($750.00) per day and / or suspension or revocation of 
the planned development permit granted herein. 
 
 SECTION 6: Severability. That if any Section, paragraph or provision of this 
Ordinance shall be held to be invalid or unenforceable for any reason, the invalidity or 
unenforceability of such Section, paragraph or provision shall not affect any of the 
remaining provisions of this Ordinance.  

 
 SECTION 7: Repeal. That all ordinances, resolutions, motions or parts thereof in 
conflict with this Ordinance shall be and the same are hereby repealed. 
 
 SECTION 8: Effectiveness. That this Ordinance shall be in full force and effect 
upon its passage and approval according to law.  
 
 

ADOPTED this 22nd day of November, 2021, pursuant to a roll call vote as follows: 
 

AYES:  ______________________________________________ 
 

 NAYS:   _______________________________________________ 
 
 ABSENT:   _______________________________________________ 
  
 
 APPROVED by me this 22nd day of November, 2021. 

    
    
 __________________________________ 

    Catherine Adduci, Village President 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
      Jonathan Keller, Village Clerk 
 
 
The undersigned Petitioner acknowledges hereby the reasonableness of the above and 
foregoing terms and conditions in the Ordinance, and hereby accepts the same. 
 
By: ____________________________   
 River Forest Public Library 

 
 

Date: ___________ __, 2021     
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EXHIBIT B 
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EXHIBIT A 
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(attached) 
  



 

Village of River Forest 
Village Administrator’s Office  

400 Park Avenue 
River Forest, IL 60305 

Tel:  708-366-8500 

MEMORANDUM 
 

 

Date: 10/15/2021 
 
To: Frank Martin, Chairman 
 Development Review Board 
 
From: Lisa Scheiner, Acting Village Administrator 
 
Subj: 735 Lathrop Ave – Planned Development Application 
 
Issue:  
The River Forest Library, on behalf of the property owner, is seeking a planned development 
permit to relocate HVAC equipment from inside the building to an exterior enclosure on the 
north side of the building in order to utilize interior space for programs, community meetings, 
and other gatherings.  The property owner, River Forest Park District, has granted authority 
to the River Forest Public Library, a tenant on the property, to file this application.  The 
Development Review Board is scheduled to hold a public hearing on Thursday,  
October 21, 2021 to consider this application.  
 
Analysis:  
The following have occurred in accordance with the River Forest Zoning Ordinance Planned 
Development process requirements: 
 
Task Date 
Introduction to Village Board of Trustees May 10, 2021 
Pre-filing Conference with DRB June 3, 2021 
Notice of Neighbor Meetings Mailed April 13, 2021 
Neighbor Meeting Held April 28, 2021 
Technical Review Meeting September 29, 2021 
Notice of Public Hearing Mailed October 6, 2021 
Public Hearing Signage Posted on Site October 6, 2021 
Legal Notice in Wednesday Journal October 6, 2021 
 
Review Division Comment 
 

Administration & 
Finance Departments 

The proposed project will not impact the tax status of the property. 
If the DRB votes to recommend approval of the proposed planned 
development they do so with the following conditions in place in 
addition to any potential conditions the DRB or Village Board of 
Trustees may find appropriate relative to this project: 



 

 

• This application shall be built in substantial compliance 
with the approved plans 

 

Public Works & 
Development Services 
Department 

The application does not specifically verify that the number/caliper 
of tree replacements will be equal to or greater than the 22 inches to 
be removed. A specific number and caliper inch of trees will need to 
be provided during the construction permitting phase.   
 
Construction logistics should consider the following: 

• Due to parking along Jackson Avenue during the school year, 
the construction entrance off of Lathrop Ave may be more 
desirable. 

• Parking in this area is generally congested. Any contractor 
parking involved in this project may be best served off-street 
near the exterior staging area. 

• Extra precautions will be needed for construction 
vehicles/equipment as they traverse the access route to 
ensure pedestrian safety. 

• No construction materials for the Project may be stored any 
parkway or Village sidewalk, or any other public way or 
property maintained by the Village. 

 
The Applicant has provided a summary of noise-related information 
relative to the outdoor HVAC equipment. The location of the 
proposed addition and new equipment is some distance from 
neighboring properties, however, this unit will be required to 
comply with the Village’s noise and nuisance standards relative to 
this equipment. 

Fire Department The Fire Department does not anticipate that this project will 
require any substantial changes to the Department’s response or 
ability to protect this structure. 

Police Department Any questions from the Police Department were answered at the 
presentation by the Library’s Project Team. The Police Department 
does not anticipate that this project will require any substantial 
changes to the Department’s response or ability to protect this 
structure.   

 
Attachment(s) 
 

 Planning Consultant Report 
 Planned Development Ordinance  
 Application 



PLANNING DEVELOPMENTDESIGN

HOUSEAL LAVIGNE 

CHICAGO, IL
188 West Randolph Street, Suite 200
Chicago, Illinois 60601
(312) 372-1008

www.hlplanning.com
info@hlplanning.com

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Lisa Scheiner 
Acting Village Administrator 

FROM: John A. Houseal, FAICP 
Houseal Lavigne Associates 

DATE: October 14, 2021 

SUBJECT: River Forest Public Library – Air Handler Unit Relocation 
735 Lathrop Avenue 

Houseal Lavigne Associates has conducted a review of the River Forest Public 
Library’s planned development application for the proposed relocation of the 
internal air handler unit to a new outside location on the north side of the 
library building. The relocation of the air handler unit to the new outside 
location will allow the Library to convert the approximately 396 square feet of 
interior floor area, currently occupied by the air handler unit, into 
usable/habitable public space for library patrons.  

The proposed air handler will be surrounded by a masonry enclosure measuring 
9’ in height with a secured metal door for service access. The enclosure 
measures approximately 25’ wide and extends out approximately 15’4” from 
the north façade of the Library building. The proposed development will not 
change the character or overall intensity of the use of the Subject Property and 
the proposed relocation of the air handler unit will have minimal visual impact 
as viewed from the adjacent public rights-of-way or nearby properties, as the 
north side of the Library building is adjacent to Centennial Park (+/- 3 acres). As 
measured from the location of the proposed enclosure, the nearest residential 
dwelling is 300’+ across Jackson Avenue to the east, 250’+ across Lathrop 
Avenue to the west, and 350’+ across Chicago Avenue to the north.  

Our review focuses on site planning, development, and zoning related aspects 
of the project. Our report includes the following sections:  

1. Site Conditions, Surrounding Land-Use and Zoning
2. Relationship to the Comprehensive Plan
3. Zoning Analysis
4. Parking Analysis
5. Noise, Appearance, Safety and Adjacent Park Activity
6. Conclusions
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1. Site Conditions, Surrounding Land-Use and Zoning 

The Subject Property is zoned PRI: Public Recreational/Institutional and is improved with the River 
Forest Public Library, a 2-story masonry building. Library parking is provided via a parking lot 
immediately south of the Library building through an approved parking arrangement with Roosevelt 
Middle School, which is located adjacent to the south of the Library. The property the Library sits on is 
owned by the River Forest Park District.   

The Subject Property is located on Lathrop Avenue within the “civic campus” bound by Oak Avenue on 
the south, Chicago Avenue on the north, Lathrop Avenue on the west, and Jackson Avenue on the east. 
The uses in this block include Roosevelt Middle School, Centennial Park, and the River Forest Public 
Library. The Library is located in the central area of the block, with Roosevelt Middle School to the south 
and Centennial Park to the north and east. The Library fronts on Lathrop Avenue which runs along the 
western edge of the Subject Property. 

The subject property is surrounded by the following uses and zoning: 

North: Centennial Park, zoned PRI: Public, Recreational, and Institutional. 

South: Roosevelt Middle School, zoned PRI: Public, Recreational, and Institutional. 

East: Across Lathrop Avenue, single-family detached homes zoned R2: Single-Family Residential. 

West: Centennial Park, zoned PRI: Public, Recreational, and Institutional. 

 

2. Relationship to the Comprehensive Plan 

The proposed relocation of the air handler unit from an interior location to an exterior location, and the 
subsequent repurposing of the interior space for usable public space, is consistent with the goals, 
objectives, and land use designation of the 2019 River Forest Comprehensive Plan. The Comprehensive 
Plan land use designation for the Subject Property is “Public/Semi-Public”. 

The Comprehensive Plan recognizes the value, importance, and overall contributions of the Public 
Library to the quality of life for the River Forest community. The following goal and objective are 
included in the Comprehensive Plan: 

“Goal: Maintain and enhance the high quality of River Forest’s public facilities, 
services, and infrastructure and foster a collaborative environment that supports 
cooperation with local taxing bodies, regional partners, adjacent municipalities, 
and other organizations.” 

“Core Objective: Provide for public/quasi-public uses to continue the high quality 
of facilities and services within the community.” 

“Core Objective: Regularly review Village facilities, infrastructure, and services to 
identify potential issues and prepare for necessary renovations, replacements, 
and improvement projects.” 

Further, the Comprehensive Plan specifically acknowledges the space limitations of the Library and the 
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need for a larger facility to accommodate the growing demand for services and activity space. The 
Comprehensive Plan specifically states: 

“The Village should work cooperatively with the Library to find solutions to its 
space and parking problems, likely requiring coordination and cooperation with 
the Park District and District 90.” 

Overall, the Library’s proposed planned development is consistent with the River Forest Comprehensive 
Plan and does not change the function, character, or intensity of the existing use of the Subject 
Property. 

 

3.  Zoning Analysis (No SDA required) 

The proposed planned development for the relocation of the internal air handler unit to a new outside 
location on the north side of the Library building does not require any site development allowances 
related to building height, lot coverage, setback, and FAR requirements of the PRI District. The only 
setback that changes is from the north side of the Library to the frontage of Chicago Avenue to the 
north. That setback changes from approximately 245’ to approximately 234’, still significantly greater 
than the required minimum setback of 50’.  

For purposes of zoning analysis, the parcel the Library sits on and the parcel that Centennial Park sits on 
are determined to be one zoning. The zoning lot (Subject Property) is comprised of parcels owned by the 
River Forest Park District.   

 

4. Parking Analysis (SDA required for 2 on-site parking spaces) 

The proposed relocation of the internal air handler unit to a new outside location on the north side of 
the library building, and the subsequent conversion of the interior space being changed from air handler 
unit use to public use, triggers the requirement for an additional 2 on-site parking spaces. 
 
As required by PRI parking standards in the River Forest Zoning Ordinance – “Libraries: One for each two 
hundred fifty square feet of public area, plus one for each two employees.” 
 
While the proposed planned development for relocating the air handler unit is not considered an 
addition to the Library, it is resulting in approximately 396 square feet new public space on the interior 
of the existing Library footprint. The parking for the Library is complex and is intertwined with the 
parking for Roosevelt Middle School immediately adjacent to the south.  
 
Because the additional public space is relatively minor, constitutes a relocation of a small area of 
existing floor area, and will simply allow for better accommodation of existing Library activities and 
patrons, consideration should be given to not requiring additional parking at his time. While the Village 
and Library are both aware that the Library would benefit from additional parking, space limitations and 
surrounding civic/public uses and activities make parking in the area especially challenging. Additional 
parking in the area will require coordinated, cooperative, and creative approaches by the Village, Park 
District, District 90, and Library. 
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4. Noise, Appearance, Safety and Adjacent Park Activity 

Noise – Based on the proposed noise levels, the 9’ tall masonry enclosure, and the extensive setback to 
adjacent residential homes (250’-350’ +/-), noise levels should not be an issue for Library patrons or 
nearby properties, uses, or activities. 
 
Appearance – The proposed 9’ tall masonry enclosure is appropriate, attractive and matches the 
material and appearance of the Library’s exterior. The removal of one tree is proposed and the applicant 
has committed to meeting the tree replacement requirements of the Village, coordinating with the Park 
District, but specific locations for the planting of replacement trees has not been identified (specific 
locations are not required). 
 
Safety and Adjacent Park Activity – The location and design of the proposed air handler unit and 9’ tall 
enclosure with access gate is appropriate as to not interfere with adjacent park activity and the 
enclosure will reasonably prevent/deter unwanted entry into the enclosure area. 
 
 
9. Conclusions 

Overall, the proposed relocation of the internal air handler unit to a new outside location on the north 
side of the library building, and the subsequent conversion of the interior space being changed from air 
handler unit use to public use, is appropriate, desirable, and consistent with the River Forest 
Comprehensive Plan. The proposed air handler unit area and enclosure will not result in negative 
impacts on surrounding properties, uses, or activities and will allow the Library to better utilize its 
existing interior space to improve services and amenities for River Forest residents and visitors.  

The addition of approximately 396 square feet of “new” public space within the Library triggers the 
requirement for an additional 2 on-site parking spaces. The code requires 1 parking space for every 250 
square feet of public floor area for the Library. Consideration should be given to not requiring additional 
parking at his time, given the relatively minor nature and minimal size of converted public space and the 
fact that parking for this “civic campus block” is a larger issue that will need to be addressed jointly and 
cooperatively someday by the Village, Library, Park District, and District 90. 

 

 



Chapter 19 - PLANNED DEVELOPMENTS 

10-19-1: INTENT AND PURPOSE: 
10-19-2: GENERAL PROVISIONS: 
10-19-3: STANDARDS FOR REVIEW: 
10-19-4: SITE DEVELOPMENT ALLOWANCES: 
10-19-5: PROCEDURES: 
10-19-6: APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS: 
10-19-7: EFFECT OF APPROVAL OR DENIAL: 
10-19-8: AMENDMENTS AND ALTERATIONS TO APPROVED PLANNED DEVELOPMENT PERMITS: 

10-19-1: INTENT AND PURPOSE: 

A. One of the principal objectives of this zoning title is to provide for a compatible arrangement 
of uses of land and buildings which is consistent with the requirements and welfare of the 
village. To accomplish this objective most uses are classified as permitted or special uses in 
one or more of the districts established by this zoning title. It is recognized, however, that 
there are certain uses, whether or not designated as permitted or special, which because of 
their scope, location or specific characteristics give rise to a need for a more comprehensive 
consideration of their impact both with regard to the neighboring land and the village in 
general. Such uses as fall within the provisions of this section shall only be permitted if 
authorized as a planned development. 

B. The board of trustees, in accordance with the procedures and standards set forth in this 
section, may grant planned development permits authorizing the establishment of planned 
developments. 

C. Planned developments may include uses or combinations of uses currently permitted in the 
underlying zoning district and those uses which are currently prohibited or special uses 
provided for elsewhere in this zoning title. However, an applicant may petition for 
consideration of a use or combination of uses not specifically allowed in the underlying zoning 
district provided that the village board finds that the conditions, procedures and standards 
of this section are met and provided further that such use or combination of uses is clearly 
shown to be beneficial to the village and surrounding neighborhood. 

D. It is the purpose of planned developments to enable the granting of certain allowances or 
modifications from the basic provisions of this zoning title to achieve attractive and timely 
development in furtherance of the village's objectives and proposed land uses as stated in 
the comprehensive plan and policy resolutions of the village board. 

E. Through the flexibility of the planned development process, the village seeks to achieve the 
following specific objectives: 

1. Creation of a more desirable environment than would be possible through strict 
application of other village land use regulations. 
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2. Promotion of a creative approach to the use of land and related physical facilities resulting 
in better design and development, including aesthetic amenities. 

3. Combination and coordination of the character, the form, and the relationship of 
structures to one another. 

4. Preservation and enhancement of desirable site characteristics such as natural 
topography, vegetation, and geologic features. 

5. Provision for the preservation and beneficial use of open space, or an increase in the 
amount of open space over that which would result from the application of conventional 
zoning regulations. 

6. Encouragement of land uses or combination of uses that maintain the existing character 
and property values of the village, and promote the public health, safety, comfort, and 
general welfare of its residents. 

7. Promotion of long term planning pursuant to a master plan which will allow harmonious 
and compatible land uses or combination of uses with surrounding areas. 

F. The development of village owned buildings or property shall be exempt from the 
requirements of this section. (Ord. 3587, 2-29-2016) 

10-19-2: GENERAL PROVISIONS: 

A. No development of twenty thousand square feet or more of land area or gross floor area and 
no multi-family housing of any size shall be permitted unless approved as a planned 
development in accordance with this chapter. Provided, however, that: 1) this chapter shall 
not apply to the construction, reconstruction or remodeling of one single-family detached 
dwelling unless the proposed project is submitted pursuant to subsection B of this section, 
and 2) this chapter shall not apply to the reconstruction or restoration of any existing 
structure which is damaged to the extent of less than fifty percent of its value unless the 
proposed project is submitted pursuant to subsection B of this section.   

The reconstruction or restoration of any existing multi-family housing which is damaged to 
the extent of fifty percent or more of its value shall be governed by this chapter and not 
subsection 10-5-7A2 of this title. 

B. The development of any parcel or tract of land in any zoning district, irrespective of size, may 
be submitted to the village for consideration as a planned development. 

C. Approval of a planned development permit must be obtained in accordance with the 
provisions of this section if both of the following conditions exist: 
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1. The proposed development involves a parcel of land held in common ownership with a 
contiguous parcel which obtained approval as a planned development within three years 
prior to the date of this application; and 

2. The parcel proposed for development, when combined with the contiguous parcel that is 
held in common ownership with the subject parcel, equals or exceeds the general 
provisions contained in subsection A or B of this section. 

D. Each planned development should be presented and judged on its own merits. It shall not be 
sufficient to base justification for approval of a development upon an already existing 
planned development except to the extent such development has been approved as part of 
a master plan. 

E. The burden of providing evidence and persuasion that any planned development permit is 
necessary and desirable shall in every case rest with the applicant. 

F. Buildings and uses or combination of uses within a planned development shall be limited 
solely to those approved as part of the zoning ordinance granting a planned development 
permit provided, however, that any buildings and uses or combination of uses in compliance 
with the master plan approved as part of the zoning ordinance granting a planned 
development permit may be approved by the development review board and the village 
board of trustees. 

G. G. Any applicant shall be subject to a penalty of up to seven hundred fifty dollars per day to 
be assessed against the applicant and recorded as a lien against the applicant's property in 
the village for failure to comply with any condition, contingency or master plan submitted by 
the applicant or imposed by the village to comply with this chapter. (Ord. 3587, 2-29-2016) 

10-19-3: STANDARDS FOR REVIEW: 

An application for approval as a planned development shall be granted by the board of trustees 
only if it finds that the applicant has demonstrated that at a minimum the proposed use or 
combination of uses complies with the following standards: 

A. The proposed use or combination of uses is consistent with the goals and policies of the 
comprehensive plan; 

B. The establishment, maintenance, or operation of the use or combination of uses will not be 
detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety, comfort, morals, or general welfare of 
the residents of the village; 

C. The proposed use or combination of uses will not diminish the use or enjoyment of other 
property in the vicinity for those uses or combination of uses which are permitted by this 
zoning title; 



D. The establishment of the proposed use or combination of uses will not impede the normal 
and orderly development and improvement of surrounding properties for uses or 
combination of uses otherwise permitted in the zoning district; 

E. The proposed use or combination of uses will not diminish property values in the vicinity; 

F. Adequate utilities, road access, drainage, police and fire service and other necessary facilities 
already exist or will be provided to serve the proposed use or combination of uses; 

G. Adequate measures already exist or will be taken to provide ingress and egress to the 
proposed use or combination of uses in a manner that minimizes traffic congestion in the 
public streets; 

H. The proposed use or combination of uses will be consistent with the character of the village; 

I. Development of the proposed use or combination of uses will not materially affect a known 
historical or cultural resource; 

J. The design of the proposed use or combination of uses considers the relationship of the 
proposed use or combination of uses to the surrounding area and minimizes adverse effects, 
including visual impacts of the proposed use or combination of uses on adjacent property; 

K. The design of the proposed use or combination of uses promotes a safe and comfortable 
environment for pedestrians and individuals with disabilities; (Ord. 3741, 4-22-2019) 

L. The applicant has the financial and technical capacity to complete the proposed use or 
combination of uses and has made adequate provisions to guarantee the development of any 
buffers, landscaping, public open space, and other improvements associated with the 
proposed use or combination of uses; 

M. The proposed use or combination of uses is economically viable and does not pose a current 
or potential burden upon the services, tax base, or other economic factors that affect the 
financial operations of the village, except to the extent that such burden is balanced by the 
benefit derived by the village from the proposed use; and 

N. The proposed use or combination of uses will meet the objectives and other requirements 
set forth in this chapter. 

O. Except as provided in subsection 10-19-4B of this chapter, no planned development 
containing multi-family housing shall be approved unless the following standards are met: 

1. At least 2.5 parking spaces per dwelling unit are provided for. This requirement may be 
met by a contract, easement or other device providing permanent rights to off-site 
parking; and 
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2. No less than two thousand eight hundred square feet of land area shall be provided for 
each residential unit. A parking area which meets the requirements of subsection O1 of 
this section may be used in meeting this requirement; and 

3. One of the following criteria is met: 

a. If the underlying zoning district is C1, C2 or C3, the proposed development provides 
for space devoted exclusively to retail sales; 

b. The total number of parking spaces on the site is increased from that existing at the 
time of the application. 

4. The requirements of this subsection O may be met using more than one site within the 
village and as part of a master plan submitted by the applicant with the application. (Ord. 
3587, 2-29-2016) 

10-19-4: SITE DEVELOPMENT ALLOWANCES: 

A. Site development allowances, i.e., alterations or variations from the underlying zoning 
provisions set forth outside this chapter may be approved provided the applicant specifically 
identifies each such site development allowance and demonstrates how each such site 
development allowance would be compatible with surrounding development and is in 
furtherance of the stated objectives of this section. 

B. A waiver may be granted for any of the requirements set forth in subsection 10-19-3O of this 
chapter for any planned development containing multi-family housing which replaces an 
existing structure on the same site containing multi-family housing or submitted by the 
applicant as part of a master plan. (Ord. 3587, 2-29-2016) 

10-19-5: PROCEDURES: 

The following steps are provided to assure the orderly review of every planned development 
application in a timely and equitable manner: 

A.  Prefiling Review and Transmittal of Application: 

1. Conference: 

a. A prospective applicant, prior to submitting a formal application for a planned 
development, shall meet for a prefiling conference(s) with the zoning administrator 
and any other village official designated by the village administrator. The purpose of 
the conference(s) is to help the applicant understand the planned development 
process, comprehensive plan, the zoning title, the site development allowances, the 
standards by which the application will be evaluated, and the application 
requirements. 
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b. After the initial prefiling conference, the prospective applicant shall introduce their 
project to the village board of trustees. The village board may provide feedback to the 
applicant and shall refer the application to the village's economic development 
commission in accordance with the village's policy of economic development 
commission duties pertaining to development. 

c. After reviewing the planned development process, the applicant may request a 
meeting with the village staff and the development review board to discuss a request 
for waiver of any application requirement which in the applicant's judgment should 
not apply to the proposed development. Such request shall be made in writing prior 
to the submission of the formal application documents. 

d. All requests for waiver shall be reviewed and acted upon by the development review 
board. A final determination regarding the waiver shall be given to the prospective 
applicant within five working days following the completion of the development 
review board's deliberation and decision. 

e. The applicant, prior to submitting a formal application for a planned development, 
may be required to schedule a meeting to discuss the proposed development and its 
impact on area residents. If such a meeting is required, the applicant shall send a 
written notice of the meeting to all property owners within five hundred feet of the 
proposed development. Such notice shall be mailed not less than fifteen days prior to 
the date of the meeting. A copy of the notice and mailing list shall be provided to the 
zoning administrator. A written summary of comments made at the meeting shall be 
maintained and submitted by the applicant with the application. 

2. Development Review Board: The zoning administrator shall confer with the chairman of 
the development review board on all applications. Upon the determination of both the 
zoning administrator and the chairman, the development review board may conduct its 
own prefiling conference(s). 

3. Filing Of Application: Following the completion of the prefiling conference(s), the 
applicant shall file an application for a planned development in accordance with 
section 10-19-6 of this chapter. The zoning administrator may deliver copies of the 
application to other appropriate village departments for review and comment. 

4. Deficiencies: The zoning administrator shall determine whether the application is 
complete. If the zoning administrator determines that the application is not complete, he 
shall notify the applicant in writing of any deficiencies and shall take no further steps to 
process the application until the deficiencies are remedied. 

5. Report On Compliance: A copy of the complete application and a written report 
incorporating the comments of village staff and other agencies regarding the compliance 
of the proposed development with the requirements and standards of this section shall 
be delivered to the development review board prior to the public hearing. 
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6. Determination Not Binding: Neither the zoning administrator's determination that an 
application is complete nor any comment made by the zoning administrator, staff or the 
development review board at a prefiling conference or as part of the review process shall 
be intended or construed as a formal or informal recommendation for the approval of a 
planned development permit for the proposed development, or component part thereof, 
nor shall be intended or construed as a binding decision of the village, the development 
review board or any staff member. 

B. Review and Action by the Development Review Board: 

1. Upon receiving the report from the zoning administrator, the development review board 
shall hold at least one public hearing on the proposed planned development. Notice of 
the public hearing shall be provided and the public hearing shall be conducted in 
accordance with the provisions of this section, state law and rules of procedure adopted 
by the development review board, which rules shall not be inconsistent with this section 
and state law. 

2. Notice of the required public hearing shall be published by the village fifteen to thirty days 
before the scheduled hearing in a newspaper published in the village or if there is none, 
then in a newspaper of general circulation in the village and shall contain the following 
information: 

a. The identification number designation of the application; 

b. The date and time of the public hearing; 

c. The location of the public hearing; and 

d. The general location of the property, the legal description of the property and its 
street address, if applicable, and a short description of the proposed development 
and purpose of the public hearing. 

3. Notice of the required public hearing shall also be provided by the village by posting a sign 
or signs on the property no less than fifteen days before the public hearing. The sign shall 
be weatherproof and contain the following information: 

a. The date and time of the public hearing; 

b. The location of the public hearing; 

c. The general location of the property including street address, if applicable; and 

d. A short description of the proposed development and purpose of the public hearing. 
 
The removal or knocking down (by the village or others) of the sign after posting but 



before the hearing shall not invalidate, impair, or otherwise affect any planned 
development permit subsequently granted following such public hearing. 

4. Notice of the public hearing and the application shall be posted to the village's website at 
least fifteen days before the public hearing.   

The removal or unavailability of such notice on the village's website prior to the start of 
the public hearing, shall not invalidate, impair, or otherwise affect any planned 
development permit subsequently granted following such public hearing. 

5. Notice of the required public hearing shall also be provided by the applicant by regular 
mail to the owners of record of the property which is the subject of the application (if 
different than the applicant), and the owners of all property within five hundred feet of 
the subject property as shown on the written list provided by the applicant pursuant to 
the requirements of 65 Illinois Compiled Statutes 5/11-13-7 of the Illinois municipal code 
(such notice should be sent to the owners as recorded in the office of the recorder of 
deeds or the registrar of zoning ordinances of Cook County and as they appear from the 
authentic tax records of Cook County, as shown on the list prepared by the applicant as 
required in 65 Illinois Compiled Statutes 5/11-13-7 of the Illinois municipal code). The 
applicant shall be required to submit to the village a search by a reputable zoning 
ordinance company or other evidence satisfactory to the village indicating the identity of 
all such owners required to receive notice, and an affidavit certifying that the applicant 
has complied with the requirements of 65 Illinois Compiled Statutes 5/11-13-7 of the 
Illinois municipal code. Such notice shall contain the information as is required in 
subsection B2 of this section and shall be mailed not more than thirty nor less than fifteen 
days prior to the date of the public hearing. The notice shall also include the name and 
address of the applicant for the planned development. The applicant shall provide the 
zoning administrator with proof of mailing of the mailed notice required herein before 
the public hearing starts. 

6. The development review board shall review the application, the standards and 
requirements established by this section, the report of the zoning administrator, and any 
oral and written comments received by the development review board before or at the 
public hearing. Within forty five days following the close of the public hearing, the 
development review board shall make specific written findings addressing each of the 
standards set forth in section 10-19-3 of this chapter and transmit such findings, together 
with a recommendation of approval, approval with conditions, or disapproval to the 
board of trustees. 

C. Review and Action by the Board of Trustees: 

1. The applicant shall, at its own cost, give advance written notice of the first meeting of the 
village board where the planned development application will be considered by regular 
mail to the owners of record of the property which is the subject of the application (if 
different from the applicant), and the owners of all property within five hundred feet of 
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the subject property, not less than seven days prior to the date of the first village board 
meeting. This requirement is enacted to assure the most complete public notice possible 
for the proposed application for a planned development, it is not required by state law. 
Accordingly, any failure to comply with this subsection shall not invalidate, impair or 
otherwise affect any planned development permit subsequently granted following such 
meetings. The applicant shall provide the zoning administrator with proof of mailing of 
the mailed notice required herein, which proof shall be provided prior to the start of the 
first meeting of the village board where the planned development application will be 
considered. 

2. Within seven to sixty days after receiving the receipt of the report and recommendation 
of the development review board, and without further public hearing, the board of 
trustees may deny the application, may refer the application to the development review 
board for further review, may postpone further consideration pending the submittal of 
additional information including any application requirement previously waived by the 
development review board or may adopt a zoning ordinance approving the planned 
development permit. 

3. Any action taken by the board of trustees pursuant to subsection C2 of this section shall 
require the concurrence of a majority of all the trustees of the village then holding office, 
including the village president; however, if the planned development fails to receive the 
approval of the development review board, the ordinance shall not be approved except 
by a favorable majority vote of all trustees then holding office. 

4. In approving a planned development permit, the board of trustees may attach such 
conditions to the approval as it deems necessary, or modify conditions imposed by the 
development review board, to have the proposed use or combination of uses meet the 
standards set forth in section 10-19-3 of this chapter and to prevent or minimize adverse 
effects on other property in the immediate vicinity. Such conditions may include, but are 
not limited to: limitations on size, bulk and location; requirements for landscaping, 
stormwater management, signage, outdoor lighting, provisions for adequate ingress and 
egress; hours of operation; and such other conditions as the village board may deem to 
be in furtherance of the objectives of this section. (Ord. 3587, 2-29-2016) 

10-19-6: APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS: 

A. An application for a planned development may only be filed by one who has an ownership 
interest, or the agents thereof; or any contract purchaser or anyone holding an option to 
purchase the parcel of land on which the use or combination of uses is to be located; or any 
unit of government which either owns the parcel or which is not the owner of the parcel but 
proposes to acquire the parcel by purchase, gift, or condemnation; or any developer or 
development team which has entered into a redevelopment agreement with the unit of local 
government seeking to acquire the parcel. 
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B. Applications for a planned development shall be filed with the zoning administrator in such 
form and accompanied by such information, with sufficient copies, as shall be established 
from time to time by the village. Every application shall contain at a minimum the following 
information and related data: 

1. The names and addresses of the owner of the subject property, the applicant and all 
persons having an ownership or beneficial interest in the subject property and proposed 
development. 

2. A statement from the owner, if not the applicant, approving the filing of the application 
by the particular applicant. 

3. A survey, legal description and street address of the subject property. 

4. A statement indicating compliance of the proposed development to the comprehensive 
plan; and evidence of the proposed project's compliance in specific detail with each of 
the standards and objectives of this section. 

5. A scaled site plan showing the existing contiguous land uses, natural topographic features, 
zoning districts, public thoroughfares, transportation and utilities. 

6. A scaled site plan of the proposed development showing lot area, the required yards and 
setbacks, contour lines, common space and the location, bulk, and lot area coverage and 
heights of buildings and structures, number of parking spaces and loading areas. 

7. Schematic drawings illustrating the design and character of the building elevations, types 
of construction, and floor plans of all proposed buildings and structures. The drawings 
shall also include a schedule showing the number, type, and floor area of all uses or 
combination of uses, and the floor area of the entire development. 

8. A landscaping plan showing the location, size, character and composition of vegetation 
and other material. 

9. The substance of covenants, easements, and other restrictions existing and any to be 
imposed on the use of land, including common open space, and buildings or structures. 

10. A schedule of development showing the approximate date for beginning and completion 
of each stage of construction of development. 

11. A statement acknowledging the responsibility of the applicant to record a certified copy 
of the zoning ordinance granting the planned development permit with the Cook County 
recorder of deeds' office and to provide evidence of said recording to the village within 
thirty days of passage in the event the proposed planned development is approved by the 
village board. 



12. A professional traffic study acceptable to the village showing the proposed traffic 
circulation pattern within and in the vicinity of the area of the development, including the 
location and description of public improvements to be installed, including any streets and 
access easements. 

13. A professional economic analysis acceptable to the village, including the following: 

a. The financial capability of the applicant to complete the proposed development; 

b. Evidence of the project's economic viability; and 

c. An analysis summarizing the economic impact the proposed development will have 
upon the village. 

14. Copies of all environmental impact studies as required by law. 

15. An analysis reporting the anticipated demand on all village services. 

16. A plan showing off site utility improvements required to service the planned 
development, and a report showing the cost allocations for those improvements. 

17. A site drainage plan for the developed tract. 

18. A list of the site development allowances sought. 

19. A written summary of residents' comments pertaining to the proposed application. This 
summary shall serve as the official record of the meeting that the applicant shall be 
required to hold with all property owners within five hundred feet of the proposed 
development. This meeting shall be held prior to the submission of the application for a 
planned development. The applicant is further required to provide evidence that a notice 
of this meeting was sent by regular mail to all affected property owners at least fifteen 
days before the required meeting date. 

C. The applicant may submit a written request for waiver of any application requirement in 
accordance with subsections 10-19-5A1c and A1d of this chapter. The decision of the 
development review board shall be final regarding the approval or denial of the request. 
However, the development review board's decision regarding the request for a waiver of an 
application requirement does not preclude the village board from requesting that same 
information or any additional information it deems applicable for its review of the planned 
development application. 

D. Every application must be accompanied by a fee in such amount as established from time to 
time by the village board to defray the costs of providing notice and contracting with 
independent professionals to review applications as required. Such professional costs may 
include, but are not limited to, engineering, legal fees, traffic analyses, environmental impact 
studies, land use design or other similarly related professional studies. Additional materials 
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may be required during the review of a proposed planned development if determined 
necessary by the development review board or the village board. (Ord. 3587, 2-29-2016) 

10-19-7: EFFECT OF APPROVAL OR DENIAL: 

A. Approval of the planned development permit by the board of trustees authorizes the 
applicant to proceed with any necessary applications for building permits, certificates of 
occupancy, and other permits which the village may require for the proposed development. 
The zoning administrator shall review applications for these permits for compliance with the 
terms of the planned development permit granted by the board of trustees. No permit shall 
be issued for development which does not comply with the terms of the planned 
development permit. 

B. The village board shall direct the zoning administrator to revise the official zoning map to 
reflect the existence and boundaries of each planned development permit granted. 

C. An approval of a planned development permit by the board of trustees shall be null and void 
if the recipient does not file an application for a building permit for the proposed 
development within nine months after the date of adoption of the zoning ordinance 
approving the development permit. 

D. An approval of a planned development permit by the board of trustees shall be null and void 
if construction has not commenced within fifteen months and is not completed within thirty-
three months after the date of adoption of the zoning ordinance approving the planned 
development permit. 

E. An approval of a planned development permit with a phasing plan shall be null and void if 
construction has not commenced or is not completed in accordance with the terms of that 
phasing plan. 

F. An approval of a planned development permit with a master plan shall be null and void if 
construction has not commenced or is not completed in accordance with the terms and 
conditions contained in the master plan. 

G. An extension of the time requirements stated in subsections C, D, and E of this section may 
be granted by the board of trustees for good cause shown by the applicant, provided a written 
request is filed with the village at least four weeks prior to the respective deadline. 

H. A planned development permit shall be null and void if the use or combination of uses for 
which the approval was granted ceases for a period of one year. 

I. No application for a planned development which was previously denied by the board of 
trustees shall be considered by the development review board or the board of trustees if it is 
resubmitted in substantially the same form and/or content within two years of the date of 
such prior denial. 



1. The zoning administrator shall review the application for a planned development and 
determine if the application is or is not substantially the same. An applicant has the right 
to request a hearing before the village board to appeal the determination of the zoning 
administrator, provided a petition for appeal is filed in writing to the zoning administrator 
within ten days of the decision. 

2. The board shall affirm or reverse the determination of the administrator regarding 
whether the new application is in substantially the same form within thirty days of receipt 
of a petition for appeal. 

3. If it is determined that the new application is not substantially in the same form, then the 
applicant is entitled to submit an application and have it reviewed in accordance with the 
provisions of section 10-19-5 of this chapter. (Ord. 3587, 2-29-2016) 

10-19-8: AMENDMENTS AND ALTERATIONS TO APPROVED PLANNED DEVELOPMENT PERMITS: 

A. Except as provided in subsection B of this section, any modifications to a project operating 
under an approved planned development permit or any addition to or expansion of a project 
operating under an existing planned development permit shall require separate review and 
approval under the provisions of this section. 

B. A minor change is any change in the site plan or design details of a project operating under 
an approved planned development permit which is consistent with the standards and 
conditions applying to the project and which does not alter the concept or intent of the 
project. 

A change is not minor if it, with regard to the approvals granted in the planned development 
permit: 

1. Increases the density; 

2. Increases the height of buildings, unless the proposed height change is less than or equal 
to the lesser of: a) the height permitted in the property's zoning district regulations in 
effect as of the date the planned development permit is approved, or b) the height 
permitted in the property's zoning district regulations in effect as of the date the minor 
amendment is requested; 

3. Increases the footprint of a building; 

4. Modifies the proportion of housing types; 

5. Reduces the number of parking spaces; 

6. Creates a greater demand or burden on village services or alters the alignment of roads; 
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7. Increases the amount of stormwater conveyed to the village's stormwater sewer system; 
or 

8. Amends final governing agreements, provisions or covenants, or provides any other 
change inconsistent with any standard or condition imposed by the board of trustees in 
approving the planned development permit. 

A minor change may be approved by the zoning administrator without obtaining separate 
approval by the board of trustees. In addition, the village board may, after reviewing the 
request for a minor change made by the village staff or the applicant, direct the village 
administrator to process the minor change administratively. A minor change that would 
constitute a variation under the zoning title may only be approved at the direction of the 
village board. Any minor change approved by the zoning administrator shall be reported 
to the village board. (Ord. 3587, 2-29-2016) 
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1. Introduction of proposed development  
 
The River Forest Public Library’s air handler unit is currently located in an interior north 
mechanical room, adjacent to the Children’s Room. The unit is due for replacement. The 
engineering firm, Chicago Project Management, determined that it is feasible to install a 
new air handler unit in space exterior to the Library. Relocating the air handler would 
allow the Library to reclaim approximately 396 square feet of community space, which 
could be utilized for programs, community meetings, and as a gathering space for children 
and their families.  
 
The Library requests that the 8’ x 13’ air handler unit be installed on a poured concrete pad 
off the north side of the building. A 16’ x 25’ masonry enclosure would be placed on a one-
foot-wide, 42-inch-deep concrete footer.  
 
Masonry Enclosure Safety and Aesthetics 
The brick on the enclosure will be mixed from the sample board provided to match the 
Library’s facade. The top of the enclosure, at 9 feet, will line up with the top of the windows 
from which the ductwork will feed. We believe this will create an aesthetically pleasing look 
and also provide a safe height that doesn’t invite  climbing. The height will also minimize 
the risk of foreign objects entering  the area. The enclosure walls will have scuppers along 
their base for drainage. 
 
Locust Tree 
One locust tree, while outside of the proposed area of development, is within the area of 
excavation to install the masonry enclosure and will need to be removed if the project 
moves forward. The Library has reached an agreement with the River  Forest Park District, 
included in the attached Memorandum of Understanding dated June 23, 2021 (the “MOU”), 
to replace the tree with one or more trees equaling the measured total caliper of the 
removed tree. The Village arborist evaluated the tree, and his evaluation is included in this 
packet. The locust tree’s caliper is 22 inches. The Library and the Park District have agreed 
that the Park District will plant 7 to 8 trees, each of which will be from 2.5 to 3 inches in 
diameter, throughout the park system as replacements for the locust tree. The Library will 
reimburse the Park District for the cost of the trees.  
 
Noise Considerations 
The Library’s HVAC vendor, Oak Brook Mechanical Services, provided the replacement air 
handler unit’s Sound Summary chart, included below. The Library consulted with 
engineers at IMEG Engineering, who informed the Library that the typical human range of 
hearing occurs between 2000 and 5000 Hz, which puts the decibel range of the unit 
measured at the ‘Outside’ opening between 51 (interpolated) and 58 dBs. According to Yale 
University’s Environmental Health & Safety Department Decibel Level Comparison Chart, 
decibel ranges in the 50s are equivalent to a household refrigerator. With this verified 
information, we do not believe the dB level of the unit will adversely affect either the users 
of the Library or of the adjacent fields. 

 



 
 
 



Police Report #:

Village of River Forest
Tree Appraisal & Replacement Cost Statement
*Trunk Formula Method

Appraiser:

Date:

Address:

Subject Tree

Species:

Diameter: 22 inches

Condition: 70%

80%

*Location Rating = [Site 70%  + 70% + 70% ] / 3 = 70%
*Location rating is determined by the average of location, contribution and placement value percentages. 

Replacement Tree

0 in.

sq. in.

Replacement Tree Cost:
(Cost of new tree + labor to install)

Calculations by Appraiser using Field and Regional Information

per sq. in.

sq. in.

Appraised Tree Trunk increase: sq. in.

Locust

735
Street: Lathop

$0.00

$0.00

(Trunk Area) 0.00

Contribution

Installation Costs:

Placement

Appraised Value: $10,574.49

$0.00

Species Rating:

Unit Tree Cost: $71.00

Replacement Tree Cost:

Replacement Tree Size: (diameter)

*Trunk Formula Method, as found in Guide for Plant Appraisal, 9th edition  

Appraised Trunk Area: 380

379.94

Basic Tree Cost: $26,975.74

8/19/2021

Brian Skoczek

$10,574.49
$0.00
$10,574.49

Existing Tree Value:
Replacement Tree Costs:

Total:



2. Applicant information  

  
The land occupied by the Library building is leased from the Park District. To accommodate 
the air handler project, the Library requested that an area of approximately 275 square feet 
be added to the Library’s leased area upon its renewal. The Park District Board of 
Commissioners expressed support for the project, and the Park District and the Library 
entered into the MOU. The Library engaged Prairie Land Survey Company (PLSC) to 
survey the entire improvement area, and PLSC found that the land that effects the Park 
District is approximately 260 square feet. For that reason, the Library revised its lease 
renewal to reflect the approximately 260 square feet needed for the project. 
 
In the MOU, the Park District appointed the Library to act as the interested agent 
throughout this project. 
   
Applicant Name  
River Forest Public Library  
Emily Compton, Director  
735 Lathrop Avenue  
River Forest, IL 60305  
708-366-5205  
  

Owner Name  
River Forest Park District  
Mike Sletten, Executive Director  
401 Thatcher Avenue  
River Forest, IL 60305  
708-366-6660  

Architectural Firm  
Williams Architects  
Andy Dogan, Principal Architect  
Natalie Clemens, Architect 
500 Park Boulevard, Suite 800  
Itasca, IL 60143  

  

 
  

 

 





4. Memorandum of Understanding By and Between the River Forest Park District and the 
Board of Library Trustees of the Village of River Forest Regarding the River Forest 
Public Library Air Handler Project 

 
The Park District owns the land on which the Library constructed, maintains and operates 
its building and outdoor spaces. The Library and the Park District are parties to a 1923 
lease in this regard. That lease is in effect until July 1, 2022. 

 
The Library and the Park District entered into an MOU, which is included in this 
application. In the MOU, the Library agreed: (1) to be primarily responsible for the 
proposed development which is the subject of the planned development application 
currently before the Village of River Forest, (2) to diligently pursue the proposed 
development and (3) to construct and maintain the proposed development. In the MOU, the 
Park District agreed to support the Library’s proposed development and to take actions in 
support thereof as reasonably requested by the Library. Also, as provided in the MOU, the 
Library and the Park District agreed to negotiate and enter into a new 50-year renewal 
lease (the “Lease”) for the property currently leased, plus the additional square feet of land 
needed for the Library’s proposed development. Under the MOU, the Lease will be finalized 
and approved before the current lease expires, and the Lease will be effective on the first of 
the month following the full execution of the Lease by both the Library’s Board of Trustees 
and the Park District’s Board of Commissioners. The MOU and the Lease provide that if 
the Village does not approve the Library’s planned development application, the leased 
premises under the Lease will remain as-is and not include the additional approximately 
260 square feet of land needed for the Library’s proposed development. 

 
The fully-executed MOU plus Exhibit A thereto, a depiction of the Additional Property to be 
included in the Library’s Lease, are included with this application. Exhibit B to the MOU, 
certificate(s) of insurance from all contractors naming the Park District as an additional 
insured, will be provided to the Park District after approval of the project and upon hiring 
of construction contractors/subcontractors. 

 



























5. Statement regarding River Forest Public Library Lease   
 

Because the Library’s project is weather dependent, and, therefore, time is of the essence, 
the Library has been simultaneously finalizing its Lease negotiations with the Park District 
while also pursuing its planned development with the Village. The 50-year Lease has been 
drafted and is in the final review stage by attorneys for the Park District and the Library 
and their respective officials. The final step will be approval of the Lease by the Park 
District Commissioners and the Library Board of Trustees at their respective regular 
meetings this fall. The Library acknowledges and understands that it must have the Lease 
in place with the Park District in order to construct, maintain and operate the proposed 
development. The Library expects that the Lease will receive final approval prior to final 
Village action on the Library’s planned development application. If the Lease has not been 
approved prior to final Village action on the Library’s application, the Library would be 
willing to accept as a condition of approval in the planned development permit a 
requirement that the Library provide the Village with proof of rights to occupy and improve 
the area that is the subject of the permit prior to issuance of a building permit for the 
Library’s proposed development. 

 

 



6. Statement indicating compliance with the Village of River Forest Comprehensive Plan  
  
The Village of River Forest Comprehensive Plan notes the need for the Library to better 
serve the community by working to meet the growing demand for meeting and activity 
space. The Library has one meeting room, The Barbara Hall Meeting  Room, which is 
typically in near constant use for both Library programs and community meetings. In 2019, 
the most recent regular year before the COVID-19 pandemic, the Library had to deny 150 
meeting room requests from the public because the Barbara Hall Meeting Room was 
already booked. Upon making the  room available for bookings again this Fall, the Library 
is already struggling to meet the demand for reservations while also utilizing the room to 
offer quality programming to the community.   
 
Approving the planned development request to install the air handler and its  enclosure 
outside of the Library building would allow the Library to add a second space for programs 
and community activities, and would be in keeping with the following principles, values, 
and objectives of the Village of River Forest Comprehensive Plan: 
Core Community Principle: Strengthening our property values and enhancing our quality of 
life.  
The Library works to support the core community principle to enhance villagers’ quality of 
life in a variety of ways, including providing meeting space to community groups and 
providing a wide range of programs and services for all ages. The Library actively engages 
with young children to support early literacy, serves as a hub for middle school students, 
and collaborates with the River Forest Township  and others to provide programs and 
services to seniors. Targeted programs and services include support for D90 initiatives, 
dementia-friendly programs, and sustainability initiatives. With more space, the Library 
will be able to further develop its services, programs, and partnerships, which is also in 
keeping with the expressed Community Value of Continuing to provide high quality and 
responsive community facilities and services.  
  
Increasing the amount of community space within the Library building also  supports the 
following core objectives included in the Comprehensive Plan: 
Land Use & Development Core Objective: Provide for public/quasi-public uses to continue 
the high quality of facilities and services within the community.  
  
Community Facilities Core Objective: regularly review Village facilities, infrastructure, and 
services to identify potential issues and prepare for necessary renovations, replacements and 
improvement projects.  
 



7. Survey, legal description and street address of the subject property  
 
Prairie Land Survey Company created the enclosed survey to capture the entire area 
needed for the project.  
 
The legal description of the Library’s entire property as contemplated by the Lease is: 
 
Parcel 1: 
 
THE SOUTH 57.50 FEET OF LOT 74 AND THE NORTH 42.50 FEET OF LOT 75 IN 
RIVER FOREST LAND ASSOCIATION’S ADDITION TO RIVER FOREST, IN THE 
NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 12, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 12, EAST OF THE 
THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN RIVER FOREST, COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS. 
  
Parcel 2: 
  
THAT PART OF LOT 74 IN RIVER FOREST LAND ASSOCIATION'S ADDITION  TO 
RIVER FOREST, IN THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 12, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, 
RANGE 12, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN RIVER FOREST, COOK 
COUNTY, ILLINOIS, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS; BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHWEST 
CORNER OF SAID LOT 74; THENCE NORTH 01 DEGREES 48 MINUTES 27 SECONDS 
WEST, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 74 57.50 FEET, TO THE NORTH LINE 
OF THE SOUTH 57.50 FEET OF SAID LOT 74; THENCE NORTH 88 DEGREES 03 
MINUTES 19 SECONDS EAST, ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 57.50 
FEET OF SAID LOT 74, 153.35 FEET, TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE 
NORTH 01 DEGREES 54 MINUTES 49 SECONDS WEST, 10.41 FEET; THENCE NORTH 
88 DEGREES 05 MINUTES 11 SECONDS EAST, 25.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 01 
DEGREES 54 SECONDS 49 MINUTES EAST, 10.39 FEET TO SAID NORTH LINE OF 
THE SOUTH 57.50 FEET OF SAID LOT 74; THENCE SOUTH 88 DEGREES 03 
MINUTES 19 SECONDS EAST, ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 57.50 
FEET OF SAID LOT 74, 25.00 FEET, TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, ALL IN COOK 
COUNTY, ILLINOIS.  
 
THE PARCEL OF LAND DESCRIBE HEREIN CONTAINS 260.07 SQUARE FEET MORE 
OR LESS.  

Address of the subject property is 735 Lathrop Avenue, River Forest, IL 60305. 
 





8. Scaled site plans 

Enclosed. AS1.0 and AS2.0 

9. Schematic drawings 
 

Enclosed AS1.0 and AS2.0 
 

10. Site drainage plan 

Enclosed. AS1.0 

11. Landscaping plan 

Enclosed AS1.0 

12. Construction staging plan 
 

Enclosed. AS1.2 
 

13. Interior room buildout 
 

Enclosed.  
 

14. Schedule of development 

Enclosed. 
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New Program Room 16 FEB 2021
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Floor Plan - Mechanical Room Remodeling - Option 2
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Text Box
PHASE 2 PLAN: COMPLETE
WE ARE CURRENTLY WORKING ON PHASE 1 WHICH IS MOVING THE AHU AND PREPPING THE SPACE FOR THE BUILD OUT. PHASE 1 DOES NOT INVOLVE THE STOREFRONT OR ENTRANCES, THE TOILET ROOM BUILT OUT, OR ANY REARRANGEMENT OF THE SPACE OUTSIDE OF THE CURRENT MECHANICAL ROOM.
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CODE MATRIX 
LIST OF APPLICABLE CODES: 

• INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE 2003 WITH LOCAL AMENDMENTS 
• INTERNATIONAL FIRE CODE 2003 WITH LOCAL AMENDMENTS 
• NATIONAL FIRE PROTECTION ASSOCIATION (NFPA) 101 – 2003 EDITION 
• INTERNATIONAL MECHANICAL CODE 2003 EDITION WITH LOCAL AMENDMENTS 
• INTERNATIONAL FUEL GAS CODE 2003 WITH LOCAL AMENDMENTS 
• NATIONAL ELECTRIC CODE 2005 WITH LOCAL AMENDMENTS 
• ILLINOIS PLUMBING CODE 2014 WITH LOCAL AMENDMENTS 
• INTERNATIONAL ENERGY CONSERVATION CODE 2018 EDITION WITH LOCAL AMENDMENTS 
• ILLINOIS ACCESSIBILITY CODE (71 IAC 400) 

ITEM ISSUE CHAPTER/ 
ARTICLE 

ORDINANCE 
REQUIREMENT 

ACTUAL LOC.  
PG # 

AGENCY 
TEST NO. 

REMARKS 

PART 1 – ZONING  
1.01 ZONING 

DISTRICT 
10-6-1 
10-6-2 MAP 

PRI PRI  - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 

1.02 LOT AREA: 10-16-5 25,000 SF MIN 18,400 SF AS1.0 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 
-DOES NOT CONFORM, 
GRANDFATHERED 

1.03 MINIMUM LOT 
WIDTH: 

10-16-5 125 FT 100 FT AS1.0 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 
-DOES NOT CONFORM, 
GRANDFATHERED 

1.04 MINIMUM LOT 
DEPTH: 

10-16-5 125 FT 184 FT AS1.0 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 

1.05 MAXIMUM LOT 
COVERAGE 

10-16-6 50% = 9,200 SF 8,120 SF 
BUILDING 
385 SF NEW 
AHU 
ENCLOSURE,  

AS1.0 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 
BUILDING, ADDED AHU 
ENCLOSURE 
 

1.06 MAX BUILDING 
AREA (FAR) 

10-16-6 1.0 = 18,400 SF .87 = 16,154 SF AS1.0 - - 

1.07 MINIMUM SETBACKS / YARDS 
 FRONT  10-16-8A 50 FT 77’-11” AS1.0 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 

CORNER 10-16-8A 50 FT N/A AS1.0 - - 
REAR 10-16-8B 25 FT 0 FT AS1.0 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 

-DOES NOT CONFORM, 
GRANDFATHERED 

SIDE 10-16-8B 25 FT 4’-8” FT 
BUILDING 
0’-0” AND 10’-8” 
OVERAGE 
ONTO PARK 
DIST. 
PROPERTY FOR 
AHU 
ENCLOSURE 

AS1.0 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 
-DOES NOT CONFORM, 
GRANDFATHERED. 

BLDG 
SEPARATION 

- - - AS1.0 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 

REAR OPEN 
SPACE 

- - - AS1.0 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 

1.08 MAXIMUM BLDG 
HEIGHT 

10-16-7 40 FT STANDARD 
50 FT W/ SETBACK 
EXCEPTION 

45’-0” A4.1 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 
-BUILDING CONFORMS 
 

1.09 MAXIMUM 
STORIES 

- - 2 – BLDG A4.1 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 
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1.10 OFF STREET 
PARKING 

10-16-9D 1 PER 250SF 
PUBLIC AREA, +1 
FOR EACH 2 
EMPLOYEES = 57 

0 SPACES AS1.0 - -EXISTING TO REMAIN 
-DOES NOT CONFORM 
 

1.11 TREE 
PRESERVATION 

10-24-5A1 DIA. MIN REMOVAL 
=6” AT 12” ABV GRD 

 AS1.0 - -REQUIRES 
AUTHORIZATION FOR 
REMOVAL. WRITTEN 
STATEMENT TO BE 
PROVIDED. 

1.12 CONDITIONS OF 
TREE REMOVAL 

10-24-5-A2E 
10-24-5-
A3A2 

LOCATION OF 
PROPOSED 
STRUCTURE 

PROPOSED 
STRUCTURE 
INTERRUPTS 
ROOT BALL 

AS1.0 - -APPROVAL TO BE 
SOUGHT. REPLACEMENT 
SHALL BE OF SMALLER 
TREES OF EQUAL TOTAL 
CALIBER FROM 
APPROVED PLANT TYPE 
LIST 10-24-10-E. 

 



 

01 October 2021 
 
From: Williams Architects 
500 Park Boulevard, Suite 800 
Itasca, IL 60143 
 
To: River Forest Public Library 
c/o Emily Compton-Dzak 
735 Lathrop Ave 
River Forest, IL 60305 
 
RE: AHU Replacement and Enclosure Project – Schedule of development. 
 
Dear Ms. Compton-Dzak, 
 
The following is our updated expected schedule of development that is based on approval of the DRB 
Review and timely responses provided by the owner: 
 
Milestone 1: Construction Documents  Complete 19 October 2021  3 weeks  
Milestone 2: Submit for Permits   Submit 20 October 2021  6 weeks est. 
Milestone 2: Advertisement for Bids   Post 20 October 2021   3 weeks 
Milestone 3: DRB Review    21 October 2021   
  
Milestone 4: Pre-Bid Meeting    1 November 2021 
Milestone 5: Bidder’s Questions Due   3 November 2021 
Milestone 6: Addendum Release   8 November 2021   
Milestone 7: Bid Opening    11 November 2021 
 
Milestone 8: Review and Award Contract  23 November 2021   2 weeks 
Milestone 9: Contract Negotiations   28 December 2021   5 weeks avg. 
Milestone 10: Owner Purchase long lead items 29 December 2021   12 weeks lead 
 
Milestone 11: Permit Comments Released  11 November 2021   3 weeks est. 
Milestone 12: Permit Response Released  18 November 2021   1 week est. 
Milestone 13: Expected Permit Award  2 December 2021   2 weeks est. 
 
Milestone 14: Pre-Construction Meeting  3 January 2021    
Milestone 15: Mobilization    14 January 2021   2 weeks est. 
Milestone 16: Submittals    28 January 2021   2 weeks est. 
 
Milestone 17: Construction Start date  31 January 2021 
Milestone 18: Exterior Preparation   18 February 2021   3 weeks est. 
Milestone 19: Concrete pour and cure  25 March 2021   5 weeks est. 
Milestone 20: HVAC delivery and installation 31 March 2021   1 week 
Milestone 21: Clear and correct adjacent sites 31 March 2021   1 week 
  For turn-over (hard date) 
 
Milestone 22: Interior construction   21 April 2021    3 weeks 
Milestone 23: Substantial Completion (90%)  22 April 2021 
Milestone 24: Final Completion   29 April 2021    1 week 
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Milestone 25: Close Contract / Final Pay  6 May 2021    1 week 
 
 
Sincerely, 

  
 
Natalie L. Clemens 
Project Architect 
 
ENCL: n/a 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

15. Statements regarding photometric plan, shadow study, and sign plan 
 

The Library’s planned development includes no light fixtures or signage that would 
warrant a photometric or sign plan. The planned development will not impact surrounding 
properties in such a way as to necessitate a shadow study. 

 
16. Statement regarding existing covenants, easements and other restrictions on use of 

land. 

The Library is not aware of any covenants, easements or other restrictions on the use of 
land that would be affected by the proposed development. 

 



17. Statement regarding recording a certified copy of the zoning ordinance with the Cook 
County recorder of deeds’ office  
 

If the Village Board passes the proposed development, the Library will record a certified 
copy of the zoning ordinance granting the planned development permit with the Cook 
County Recorder of Deeds’ Office and provide evidence of said recording to the Village of 
River Forest within thirty days of passage. 

 
18. Statement regarding waiver of traffic study 
 
The Development Review Board approved the Library’s request to waive the application 
requirement for a traffic study at the June 3, 2021 pre-filing conference. 

 
19. Economic analysis  
 
Chicago Project Management estimated the cost for the purchase and installation of  a new 
air handler, the masonry enclosure, a redundant heat source, architectural drawings and 
project management, and the preliminary buildout of the mechanical room to be roughly 
$269,000, based on pricing determined in early 2021. This number included a $23,000 
contingency. Upon hiring Williams Architects for their architectural and construction 
administration services and in consultation with  Williams, the Library updated the 
estimated cost of the project to $290,000, which includes a 10% contingency.  

 
At its February 23, 2021 meeting, the River Forest Public Library Foundation voted  to 
approve a $100,000 grant request from the Library in support of the project. At the close of 
fiscal year 2020-21, the Library had approximately $1,028,838 in reserve funds, $210,000 of 
which is reserved specifically for capital projects. The Library will transfer additional funds 
to the capital account in a regular annual transfer from  the 2021-22 budget, which will 
further replenish the capital fund for future projects. 
 
The Library does not anticipate the proposed planned development project will have  any 
economic impact upon Village infrastructure and operations, upon surrounding property 
values, or upon the schools. 

 
 



 

 1 3/1/2021 

 
River Forest Public Library HVAC Feasibility Study 

2021 Update 
 

Chicago Project Management has updated its 2017 River Forest Feasibility Study to reflect 2021 pricing 
and an upgrade of the HVAC unit enclosure.  After discussions with several vendors it was agreed that 
the 2017 budgets numbers could simply, but accurately, be adjusted upward by 15 percent to reflect 
four years of price and labor increases. 

Following discussions with library staff it was agreed that a chain link enclosure around the new HVAC 
equipment would not be aesthetically pleasing and this item was revised to reflect of a brick enclosure 
with a limestone cap.  Our experience with a similar HVAC at the Westmont Public Library has found 
that a less expensive vinyl fence would be another option to consider. 

All of this study’s pricing should only be treated as estimates.  While detailed prices were discussed with 
the major contractors, final architectural permit drawings would be required in order to obtain firm 
competitive bids. 

The same interior and exterior sketches from 2017 are applicable. 

 

Item Cost Estimate Notes  
New HVAC Equipment & Installation  $                142,370  Concrete pad, new air handler, ductwork, etc.  
Mechanical Equipment in New Space  $                  19,780  Mechanical, electric & fire protection  
Enclosure Masonry Wall  $                 24,500  Brick enclosure with limestone cap  
New Area Walls  $                  2,875  Drywall (no doors)  
New Area Ceilings  $                  1,725  Suspended 2 x 2  
New Area Raised Flooring  $                11,500  To match existing area height  
Redundant Electric Heating Unit  $                20,000  Optional for use on boiler failure  
Architecture/Permit Drawings  $                  8,000     
Project Management  $                15,000     
Contingency (10%)  $                23,075     
TOTAL  $        268,825     

 



20. Statement regarding environmental impact studies required by law  
 

The Library is not aware of any environmental impact studies required by law by the 
proposed development. 

21. Statement regarding demand on village services  
 

The Library does not anticipate further demand on Village services resulting from this 
project. 
 
22. Statement regarding demand on local elementary schools 

 
The Library’s planned development project will have no impact on the demand on local 
elementary schools. 
 
23. Statement regarding off site utility improvements  

 
The Library does not anticipate changes to Village utility demand resulting from this 
project. 

 
24. Written summary of residents’ comments pertaining to the proposed application  
 
While there were no attendees at the April 28, 2021 Neighbors' Meeting regarding the 
Library's project, one resident emailed their concern to the Library Director upon receiving 
notice of the meeting. The resident's concern was that the Village's construction hours be 
adhered to throughout the project, particularly on Saturdays, to avoid disruptive noise very 
early in the morning. 
 
25. Statement regarding site development allowances  

 
The Library is not requesting any site development allowances. 
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE 
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD 

VILLAGE OF RIVER FOREST 
 

November 18, 2021 
 
RE:  Planned Development Permit Application – 717 Lathrop Avenue, 

River Forest, Illinois 
 
PETITIONER:  River Forest Public Library 
 
APPLICATION: For a Planned Development to relocate an HVAC unit on the north 

exterior of the Library building that will be enclosed by a masonry wall 
to utilize interior space for programs at 400 Ashland Avenue, River 
Forest, Illinois (“Property”) 

 
BACKGROUND: The Property is a parcel of real property in the Village of River Forest (“Village”). 
The Property is located at Lathrop Avenue within the “civic campus” bound by Oak Avenue on 
the south, Chicago Avenue on the north, Lathrop Avenue on the west, and Jackson Avenue on 
the east. The Property is located in the PRI Public Recreational/Institutional Zoning District (“PRI 
Zoning District”). 
 
The Petitioner proposes to relocate an internal air handler unit to a new outside location on the 
north side of the Library building. The relocation of the air handler unit to the new outside location 
will allow the Library to convert the approximately 396 square feet of interior floor area, currently 
occupied by the air handler unit, into usable/habitable public space for Library patrons. (“Project”). 
The Petitioner’s initial proposal appeared before the Development Review Board (“DRB”) for 
public hearing (the “Application”).  
 
APPLICATION: The Application seeks one site development allowance (“SDA”) from the Village 
of River Forest Zoning Ordinance (“Zoning Ordinance”). The Project does not require any SDAs 
related to building height, lot coverage, setback, and floor-to-area ratio requirements of the PRI 
Zoning District. The only setback that would be modified is from the north side of the Library to 
the frontage of Chicago Avenue to the north. That setback changes from approximately 245’ to 
approximately 234’, which is significantly greater than the required minimum setback of 50’. The 
Application seeks a SDA related to parking for the Library. The addition of 396 square feet of 
interior space at the Library would require the additional of two (2) parking spaces, as one (1) 
parking space is required per the Zoning Ordinance for every two hundred and fifty (250) square 
feet of public floor area.  
  
PUBLIC HEARING:  At the duly and properly noticed public hearing before the DRB, testimony 
was taken and heard by the DRB on the Application on October 21, 2021. All persons testifying 
during the hearing were sworn prior to giving testimony. All persons wishing to be heard were 
allowed to engage in cross-examination of the witnesses and provide testimony on their own 
behalf. 
 
Following the hearing, which included presentations by Petitioner and its agents, reports by 
various Village staff, and testimony from all who wished to speak, the DRB voted, 5 to 0, to 
recommend approval of the Application to the Village President and Board of Trustees so long as 
the conditions set forth below (“Conditions”) are met. 
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FINDINGS:  The DRB, based upon the evidence presented at the hearing, and pursuant to 
Section 10-19-3 of the Village Code, makes the following Findings as to the Application: 
 
A. The proposed use or combination of uses is consistent with the goals and policies 

of the comprehensive plan. 
 
Overall, the Project, as proposed in the Application, is consistent with the goals and objectives of 
the Comprehensive Plan. The Comprehensive Plan recognizes the value, importance, and overall 
contributions of the Public Library to the quality of life for the River Forest community. Further, the 
Comprehensive Plan specifically acknowledges the space limitations of the Library and the need 
for a larger facility to accommodate the growing demand for services and activity space. With 
regard to the requested side development allowance related to parking, the Comprehensive Plan 
specifically states that the Village should work cooperatively with the Library to find solutions to 
its space and parking problems, likely requiring coordination and cooperation with the Park District 
and District 90. The DRB members recommend a condition of approval that the reclaimed interior 
space of the Library be utilized for public meeting space, as the Petitioner indicated it intended to 
do in the Application. Therefore, based on the evidence presented, the DRB finds that this 
standard is met, so long as the Conditions are met. 
 
B. The establishment, maintenance, or operation of the use or combination of uses 

will not be detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety, comfort, morals, or 
general welfare of the residents of the Village. 

 
Testimony at the hearing from the Petitioner and the Village’s staff demonstrated that the Project 
would not result in any condition that would be detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety, 
comfort, morals, or general welfare of residents in the Village. Testimony at the hearing from the 
DRB members raised concerns regarding the effect of construction traffic and activity on the 
shared use of the surrounding property by District 90 and Park District users. To address these 
concerns, the DRB members recommended conditions of approval that the Library develop a plan 
with the Park District and District 90 to address safety concerns related to this construction activity 
at the Property, to meet all Village Code requirements for scheduled hours of construction work, 
and utilize a gate latch system on the HVAC enclosure that can be opened from the interior of the 
enclosure, so that a person cannot become trapped inside the enclosure. Therefore, based on 
the evidence presented, the DRB finds that this standard is met, so long as the Conditions are 
met. 
 
C. The proposed use or combination of uses will not diminish the use or enjoyment of 

other property in the vicinity for those uses or combination of uses which are 
permitted by this zoning title. 

 
The Project, as proposed in the Application, will positively impact nearby uses, and continue to 
support the Library as a valuable resource to the Village. The minor addition to the Library building 
will not negatively impact any hared uses of the nearby property. The HVAC enclosure will match 
the exterior of the Library building. Therefore, based on the evidence presented, the DRB finds 
that this standard is met. 
 
D. The establishment of the proposed use or combination of uses will not impede the 

normal and orderly development and improvement of surrounding properties for 
uses or combination of uses otherwise permitted in the zoning district. 
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The Project, as proposed in the Application, will not impede the normal and orderly development 
and improvement of surrounding properties. The use is consistent with other properties in the PRI 
district. The area surrounding the Property has been developed for several years, and the Project 
would develop a location that is currently used by the Library and Park District. The DRB members 
recommended a condition of approval that the Library enter into a new lease for the portion of the 
Property that contains the HVAC enclosure. The DRB finds that this standard has been met, so 
long as the Conditions are met. 
 
E. The proposed use or combination of uses will not diminish property values in the 

vicinity. 
 
The surrounding neighborhood has been, by and large, fully developed for a number of years. 
There was no evidence that the Project, as proposed in the Application, once built, would 
generally result in diminished property values in the vicinity, and no credible testimony or evidence 
to the contrary was presented to the DRB. The DRB finds that this standard has been met. 
 
F. Adequate utilities, road access, drainage, police and fire service and other 

necessary facilities already exist or will be provided to serve the proposed use or 
combination of uses. 

 
The Village’s Police Department, Fire Department and Public Works Department are generally 
satisfied with the Project, as proposed in the Application. There is no indication that utilities serving 
the Property will be inadequate if the Project is built. Based on the evidence presented, the DRB 
finds that this standard has been met.  
 
G. Adequate measures already exist or will be taken to provide ingress and egress to 

the proposed use or combination of uses in a manner that minimizes traffic 
congestion in the public streets. 

 
The Project, as proposed in the Application, does not make changes to the ingress and egress to 
the Property. Evidence presented by the Petitioner suggested that generally there would be no 
negative traffic impacts due to the Project. No credible testimony was presented that the Project 
would unduly burden traffic on the public streets adjoining the Subject Property, or that there 
would be any additional need for public parking due to the increase in interior space at the Library. 
Based on the evidence presented, the DRB finds that this standard has been met. 
 
H. The proposed use or combination of uses will be consistent with the character of 

the Village. 
 
The Project, as proposed in the Application, is consistent with the character of the Village and 
with the zoning district and is compatible with the Property and is consistent with the immediate 
neighborhood. The DRB concurs with the Village Planner’s analysis regarding the compatibility 
of the Project and the Comprehensive Plan and the compatibility of the Project with the character 
of the Village. After considering the Application, the materials submitted regarding the Project and 
testimony from the hearing, the DRB finds that the Project is consistent with the character of the 
Village. Based on the evidence presented, the DRB finds that this standard has been met. 
 
I. Development of the proposed use or combination of uses will not materially affect 

a known historical or cultural resource. 



 

 500481_1 4 

 
No historical or cultural resources have been identified in the area surrounding the Project, as 
proposed in the Application. Based on the evidence presented, the DRB finds that this standard 
has been met. 
 
J. The design of the proposed use or combination of uses considers the relationship 

of the proposed use or combination of uses to the surrounding area and minimizes 
adverse effects, including visual impacts of the proposed use or combination of 
uses on adjacent property. 

 
The Project, as proposed in the Application, is appropriate in massing, scale and other respects 
in relation to the Property, as minimal changes to the exterior of the Property will occur, and the 
Property will only be minimally enlarged. The design of the Project is complimentary to the 
surrounding area and to the Library’s pre-existing building. Overall, the DRB finds that the Project, 
as proposed in the Application, will still result in no adverse impacts on adjacent properties and 
the neighborhood. Based on the evidence presented, the DRB finds that this standard has been 
met. 
 
K. The design of the proposed use or combination of uses promotes a safe and 

comfortable environment for pedestrians and individuals with disabilities. 
 
The evidence presented established that pedestrians and individuals with disabilities will not be 
put at risk by the Project. There are no expected pedestrian impacts resulting from the Project. 
No credible testimony was presented at the hearing demonstrating that there was any risk to 
pedestrians or individuals with disabilities based upon the improvements requested for approval 
in the Application. Based on the evidence presented, the DRB finds that this standard has been 
met. 
 
L. The applicant has the financial and technical capacity to complete the proposed 

use or combination of uses and has made adequate provisions to guarantee the 
development of any buffers, landscaping, public open space, and other 
improvements associated with the proposed use or combination of uses. 

 
The Petitioner has the financial and technical capacity to complete the Project, as proposed in 
the Application. Evidence presented at the hearing and in the Application demonstrates the 
Petitioner’s financial and technical feasibility to complete the Project. No negative impacts are 
expected on buffers, landscaping, public open space, and other improvements associated with 
the Application. The DRB members recommend a condition of approval that the Library meet the 
Village’s landscaping ordinance with regard to the removal and replacement of any trees on the 
Property. Based on the evidence presented, the DRB finds that this standard has been met, so 
long as the Conditions are met.  
 
M. The proposed use or combination of uses is economically viable and does not pose 

a current or potential burden upon the services, tax base, or other economic factors 
that affect the financial operations of the Village, except to the extent that such 
burden is balanced by the benefit derived by the Village from the proposed use. 
 

There was no evidence that the Project, as proposed in the Application, would burden the Village’s 
financial operations. The Petitioner produced evidence that the construction and operation of the 
Project are economically viable. The DRB finds that there is no evidence the proposed uses in 
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the Project will increase the burden on Village services, the Village’s tax base, or other economic 
factors that affect the financial operations of the Village. Based on the evidence presented, the 
DRB finds that this standard has been met. 
 
N. The proposed use or combination of uses will meet the objectives and other 

requirements set forth in Section 10-19-3. 
 
The Project, as proposed in the Amended Application, meets the objectives and other 
requirements of Section 10-19-3, for the reasons set forth above. Based on the evidence 
presented, a majority of the DRB finds that this standard has been met, so long as the Conditions 
are met. 
 
O. The application meets the additional standards for multi-family housing in Section 

10-19-3(O), except to the extent site development allowances have been granted. 
  
Section 10-19-3(O) does not apply to this Project. 
 
SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION:  Based upon the foregoing findings, a majority of the DRB, 
by a vote of 5 to 0, recommends to the President and Board of Trustees that the Board approve 
the Application, including the site development allowance that would not require the Petitioner to 
create two (2)  additional parking spaces, subject to the following Conditions, that: 
 

1. The Project shall be developed in accordance with the plans in the Application as 
presented to the DRB at the hearing. 
 

2. All landscaping proposed and installed at the Property shall comply with the Village Code 
and be approved by the Village, including the removal and replacement of trees on the 
Property. 
 

3. Prior to a building permit being issued by the Village and construction on the Project 
commencing, the Petitioner shall enter into a new lease with the Park District that includes 
the use of portion of the Property that will house the HVAC enclosure. 

 
4. The Petitioner shall utilize the reclaimed interior space of the Library as public meeting 

space. 
 

5. No construction materials for the Project shall be stored any parkway or Village sidewalk, 
or any other public way or property maintained by the Village. 

 
6. The Petitioner shall develop a plan along with the Park District and District 90 to address 

safety concerns related to Project construction activity at the Property 
 

7. The Petitioner shall meet all Village Code requirements for scheduled hours of 
construction work at the Property. 

 
8. The Petitioner shall utilize a gate latch system on the HVAC enclosure that can be opened 

from the interior of the enclosure, so that a person cannot become trapped inside the 
enclosure. 
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Signed: _________________________________ 
       Frank Martin, Chairman 
       Development Review Board 
       Village of River Forest 
 
 

Dated: __________________________________ 
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VILLAGE OF RIVER FOREST 
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD MEETING MINUTES 

October 21, 2021 
 

A meeting of the Village of River Forest Development Review Board was held at 7:30 p.m. 
on Thursday, October 21, 2021 in the Community Room of the River Forest Village Hall, 
400 Park Avenue, River Forest, Illinois. 
 
I. Call to order  
 
Chairman Martin called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.  Upon roll call, the following 
persons were: 
 
Present:  Members Davis, Fishman, McCole, Yanaki, Chairman Martin 
Absent:  Members Crosby and Schubkegel 
Also Present:  Acting Village Administrator Lisa Scheiner, Village Attorney Carmen Forte, Jr. 

and Village Planning Consultant John Houseal. 
 
II. Minutes of the August 5, 2021 Development Review Board meeting 
 
A MOTION was made by Member Fishman and SECONDED by Member McCole to approve 
the minutes of the August 5, 2021 Development Review Board Meeting.  
 
Ayes:   Members Davis, Fishman, McCole, Yanaki, Chairman Martin 
Nays:   None 
Motion Passed. 
 
III. Minutes of the September 2, 2021 Development Review Board meeting 
 
A MOTION was made by Member Fishman and SECONDED by Member McCole to approve 
the minutes of the September 2, 2021 Development Review Board Meeting.  
 
Ayes:   Members Davis, Fishman, McCole, Yanaki, Chairman Martin 
Nays:   None 
Motion Passed. 
 
IV. Minutes of the September 16, 2021 Development Review Board meeting 
 
A MOTION was made by Member Fishman and SECONDED by Member McCole to approved 
the September 16, 2021 Minutes of the Development Review Board Meeting.  
 
Ayes:   Members Davis, Fishman, McCole, Yanaki, Chairman Martin 
Nays:   None 
Motion Passed. 
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V. Application #22-008: Application for Planned Development by the River 
Forest Public Library to relocate an HVAC unit on the north exterior of the 
Library building that will be enclosed by a masonry wall to utilize interior 
space for programs.  

 
Administrator Scheiner read the admonition and swore in all attendees wishing to speak at 
both public hearings.  
 
Emily Compton-Dzak introduced herself as the director of the River Forest Public Library. 
She explained that the Library is requesting approval to install an 8x13 foot air handler 
unit, a concrete path and space exterior to the north side of the Library building. The 
Library would also like to place a 16x25 foot, 9-foot-tall masonry enclosure around it and a 
1’ wide x 42” deep footer.  
 
She explained that the Library would like to pursue this upgrade because the Library’s air 
handler is currently housed in an interior mechanical room. The Library’s ultimate goal is 
to reclaim the 396 sq. ft. mechanical room and remodel it into a multipurpose room for 
programs, community meetings, and gathering space. The Library currently only has one 
meeting room which limits the Library’s ability to offer multiple programs at one time. This 
also causes Library staff to routinely deny reservation requests because the room is always 
in use.  
 
Director Compton-Dzak further described Phase One of the project, which involves 
replacing the air handler and constructing the masonry enclosure, and raising the sunken 
floor as well as ceiling and drywall, and plumbing. Phase Two is to complete the interior 
room remodel and install a family restroom. She noted that the conversion of the interior 
space triggers the requirement for additional parking spaces, but that the parking lots 
shared with Roosevelt Middle School and the public parks provide particular challenges in 
creating additional parking spaces.  Therefore, she requested that consideration be given to 
not require this additional parking. 
 
Director Compton-Dzak explained that the land occupied by the Library building is leased 
from the River Forest Park District and the Library has had several meetings with the Park 
District Board of Commissioners regarding the project. In a memorandum of 
understanding, the Park District has agreed to allow the Library to act as the interested 
agent throughout the zoning approval process and the project itself allowing the Library to 
submit the application, manage meetings and construction, and ultimately maintain the 
space. The Park District has agreed to renew the Library’s lease regardless of whether the 
project is approved. The new lease would account for the 260 sq. ft. of additional space 
needed for the project.  
 
Director Compton-Dzak further described the construction of the enclosure. A metal gate 
will be added to the left side of the enclosure, to provide for access to the air handler unit. 
She noted that the decibel level of the unit was estimated to be equivalent to the volume of 
a household refrigerator. She said that the Library hopes to begin construction in January 
2022 and complete the project within a few months. 
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John Houseal, the Village’s planning consultant, provided a summary of his review of the 
application. He noted that the application is consistent with the Village’s comprehensive 
plan. The nature, intensity, and characterization of the Library’s use does not change with 
this application. Collectively, the Library, Park District, and Roosevelt Middle School 
function as a sort of civic center for the Village. The land use designation of the subject 
property is public/semi-public, which does not change with this project. The first objective 
of the application is to continue the high quality services offered by the community. The 
second objective is to identify potential issues and resolve them.  
 
Houseal stated that there is no zoning relief required with regard to bulk standards or 
setbacks, as applied to the project. The nearby homes are a great distance from the air unit. 
Libraries are required to have one parking spot for every 200 ft. of public library space. 
Moving the internal air handling unit outside would result in approximately 400 square 
foot of existing space becoming public space, so the Library would need two additional 
parking spaces. The noise from the unit is nominal and would not negatively affect nearby 
residents or Library attendees. Trees will be replaced as required by Village Code, and 
location of the trees will be determined at a later time. The addition will also not impact the 
nearby park. The only relief the Library needs is approval for site development for the two 
parking spaces. 
 
Chairman Martin asked for clarification of the schedule of the management plan. Director 
Compton-Dzak clarified that they are hoping to bid in January, then asked the architect 
Natalie Clemens to explain the schedule. Clemens confirmed the construction timeline. 
They will do an alternate bid of timing based on the needs of the Park District, Library, and 
current labor and material shortages. One of the bids is a spring start date ending before 
school ends, and a fall start date right after school begins until the end of the year. The 
Library will decide based on what is best given the labor and material shortages. A permit 
application for the project will be submitted in November. 
 
Chairman Martin asked how they propose to protect the people playing in the park year-
round during construction. Director Compton-Dzak and Clemens explained that the Library 
will have to coordinate very closely with Roosevelt Middle School and the Park District to 
minimize disruptions. Chairman Martin suggested that trucks may have to transport 
concrete before 7:30 am to avoid interference with school activities. He stated that 
construction will likely not complete by April and waiting to complete the project in the fall 
would only exacerbate the issue. Director Compton-Dzak said these stipulations can be 
added to the contract and that when this proposal was shared with the Park District and 
school, no concerns were raised other than the dates of construction. 
 
Chairman Martin closed the public hearing. 
 
Chairman Martin proposed certain conditions on approval of the project: 

 
1. The addition must be built according to the proposed plans 
2. The interior space must be used as the proposed public space 
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3. The addition must be subject to the lease finalization with the Park District 
4. The Library must comply with the Village’s landscape ordinance with regard to tree 

replacement 
5. The construction should be based on some agreement with the School District to 

protect the use of the field, as well as spectators and children. 
 
A MOTION was made by Member McCole and SECONDED by Member Fishman to 
recommend to the Village Board of Trustees that the planned development be approved 
subject to the conditions noted above. 
 
Ayes:   Members Davis, Fishman, McCole, Yanaki, Chairman Martin 
Nays:   None 
Motion Passed. 
 
VI. Application #22-005: Application for a Major Amendment to an Existing 

Planned Development to convert additional commercial space to an 
additional residential unit at 400 Ashland Avenue 

 
John Schiess introduced himself as an architect, representing applicant 400 Ashland LLC, 
the entity that owns the subject property. He explained that some additions were made to 
their application, which has been awaiting a hearing until some changes could be made to 
it. Schiess explained that he is asking for a major amendment to an existing planned 
development with possibly site development allowances for the project. He noted that the 
building is classified by Cook County for tax purposes as a “2-12” mixed use building in 
terms of its property taxes. Therefore, this approval would not have an impact on the 
property taxes already being paid on the property. There is no density or exterior change 
proposed and the building height would not change. Some exterior windows will be 
modified. The new unit, which is a studio, will conform to the Village’s affordability 
guidelines. There are five parking spaces on the property, which have been there since the 
original construction of the building.  
 
Schiess noted that after consulting with Village staff, the proposed plan would require eight 
parking spaces, so an additional three off-site spaces must be added. Schiess said Byline 
Bank, a neighbor to the property, was the first and most obvious choice, but the bank was 
not interested in leasing parking spaces. Schiess also spoke with Fifth Third Bank and other 
neighboring property owners, but no formal lease has been signed. He noted that the 
property owner found three overnight spaces in Village-owned parking lots on a month-to-
month basis. These spaces are still subject to a waiting list. Schiess stated that the 
applicant’s proposal is that the Board will vote in approval of the project, subject to 
overnight or 24 hour spaces available in the future when the owner is awarded the spaces 
from the waiting list.  
 
Administrator Scheiner said the addition of one affordable housing unit would bring the 
Village closer to its goal of at least 10% affordable housing units in River Forest.  She 
explained that under the Affordable Housing Planning and Appeals Act, the current limit on 
rent that could be charged to be considered an affordable housing unit would be between 



 

 5 

$800 and $915 per month. With regard to parking, the Village does have 24-hour parking 
lots available to rent for $120 per month. One space in the CVS lot on Thatcher and North 
Ave, the other is on Lake and Park. There are currently no spots available at the Keystone 
lot, which has a wait list of 15 vehicles ahead of the property owner. There are certain 
overnight spaces available but they are not available during the day time. The Village has a 
very limited number of 24-hour spots, but a great number of overnight spots.  
 
John Houseal, the Village’s planning consultant, provided a summary of his review of the 
application. He noted that when the plan was initially submitted, there were no proposals 
for off-site parking. The building differs from typical mixed-use buildings because it is one 
story. Surrounding the subject property are properties in the C-3 Zoning District which are 
multi-family. The adaptive reuse of the building is based on specific recommendations in 
the Village’s Comprehensive Plan. The building does not require any site development 
allowances. No zoning relief is needed. As the applicant indicated, this proposal mainly 
concerns parking for the building and the proximity of the parking spaces. Typically, spaces 
must be 350’ or less from the residence. There must be one parking space for every two 
proposed employees. Houseal opined that the number of parking spaces approved under 
the existing planned development should be increased from seven to eight to accommodate 
the additional residential unit.  His recommendation is to preserve the existing five on-site 
parking spaces and located three off-site and off-street parking spaces, totaling eight 
parking spaces.  
 
Chairman Martin asked if anyone in the audience would like to address the Development 
Review Board. 
 
Viktor Jakovljevic, the owner of 400 Ashland, introduced himself as resident of the Village. 
He explained that this proposal comes from his desire to assist one of his employees who is 
a single dad. He is willing to rent parking spaces that will automatically renew monthly for 
his employee. 
  
Schiess noted that it was not until the application was being prepared that the owner 
realized the prior parking spot leases were not active.  

 
A MOTION was made by Chairman Martin and SECONDED by Member McCole to 
recommend to the Village Board of Trustees that the proposed amendment to the planned 
development be approved subject to the following conditions:  
 

1. The renovations must be completed subject to the proposed plans 
2. The owner must maintain three off-site 24-hour parking spaces available for the 

property within 300’ of the property, and must certify the existence of 
leases/licenses for these spaces annually with the Village 

3. The property must maintain one affordable housing unit, and must certify with the 
Village annually the existence of this unit 

4. The property owner must comply with all regulations under Section 10-23-4 of the 
Village Code regarding dedication of school lands or payments of fees in lieu thereof, 
as applied to the subject property 
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Ayes:   Members Davis, Fishman, McCole, Yanaki 
Nays:   Chairman Martin 
Motion Passed. 
 
VII. Public Comment 
 
None. 
 
VIII. Adjournment 
 
Member McCole made a motion to adjourn, second by Member Davis. 
 
Ayes:   Members Davis, Fishman, McCole, Yanaki, Chairman Martin 
Nays:   None 
Motion Passed. 
 
Meeting Adjourned at 9:09 p.m. 
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Jonathan Pape

From: Village of River Forest <noreply@mail10.wdc04.mandrillapp.com> on behalf of Village 

of River Forest <noreply@vrf.us>

Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 6:40 PM

To: Jonathan Pape

Subject: Volunteer form submission

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

The following volunteer form was submitted on: 11/08/2021 

Boards:  
Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Advisory Group 
Name: Gerri M. Humbert 
Email:  
Address: 1319 Park Ave 
Phone:  
Background:  
I have been a resident of RF since 2002. I have not volunteered for a committee and I would like to spend some 
time doing this now. 
Interest:  
I would like to see RF as a vibrant, diverse and independent village with its own identify, mission and purpose, 
with the primary purpose serving the needs of its residents 
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Jonathan Pape

From: Village of River Forest <noreply@mail179-10.suw41.mandrillapp.com> on behalf of 

Village of River Forest <noreply@vrf.us>

Sent: Monday, November 8, 2021 12:27 PM

To: Jonathan Pape

Subject: Volunteer form submission

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

The following volunteer form was submitted on: 11/08/2021 

Boards:  
Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Advisory Group 
Name: Chris Johnston 
Email:  
Address: 612 Bonnie Brae 
Phone:  
Background:  
Semi-retired attorney, 32 year village resident 
Interest:  
Retired and in involved in local non-profit and was asked to donate time to village activities. 
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Jonathan Pape

From: Village of River Forest <noreply@mail10.wdc04.mandrillapp.com> on behalf of Village 
of River Forest <noreply@vrf.us>

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2021 12:02 PM
To: Jonathan Pape
Subject: Volunteer form submission

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

The following volunteer form was submitted on: 11/10/2021 

Boards:  
Diversity, Equity and Inclusion Advisory Group 
Name: Jim O'Rourke 
Email:  
Address: 303 Franklin River Forest, IL 60305 
Phone:  
Background:  
Life long RF resident Attorney Parent of Special needs son 
Interest:  
Desire to give back to and improve our community. 

 



 

 

Village of River Forest 
Village Administrator’s Office  

400 Park Avenue 
River Forest, IL 60305 

Tel:  708-366-8500 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 

 

Date: November 18, 2021 
 
To: Catherine Adduci, Village President 
 Village Board of Trustees   
  
From: Lisa Scheiner, Acting Village Administrator 
 
Subj: Appointment of Village Administrator  
 

 
Pursuant to Section 1-7-1 of the River Forest Village Code, the Village Administrator shall be 
appointed by the President, by and with the consent of the Board of Trustees.  The appointment 
of Brian Murphy and his employment agreement will be considered at a Special Meeting of the 
Village Board of Trustees scheduled on December 6, 2021.  We look forward to welcoming  
Mr. Murphy and serving the community with him.  



MEMORANDUM 

DATE: November 22, 2021 

TO: Lisa Scheiner, Acting Village Administrator 

FROM: Jeff Loster, Director of Public Works and Development Services 

Sara Phyfer, Management Analyst 

SUBJECT: Solid Waste Contract 

Issue: The Village is currently under contract with Roy Strom Refuse and Removal Services, Inc. 

(Strom) for various collection services through April 30, 2022, with an option to unilaterally extend 

the contract for another five years if desired. This is part of a multi-year contract that was originally 

approved in 2015. The Village will need to decide whether to move forward with Strom for waste 

collection services in some capacity or to re-bid the contract on the open market. 

Background: The Village’s relationship with Strom extends back to the 1980s. Over the years they 

have provided the Village with services such as refuse removal, yard waste removal, composting, 

leaf removal/disposal, flood damage clean-up and various types of recycling, as well as support for 

community events like the Pumpkin Smash and Recycling Extravaganza. On December 31, 2020 

Strom was acquired by Lakeshore Recycling Systems, Inc. (LRS) who acquired the terms of the 

existing River Forest contract with no changes to be implemented unless submitted to the Village for 

review and approval. To date, no changes to services have been implemented. This contract provides 

for refuse, recycling and compost/yard waste removal services for single-family residences and 

multi-family residences of 3 units or less throughout River Forest with weekly collections (yard 

waste is picked up every-other week during winter months). 

Current Status: In recent months the Village has experienced a moderate increase in calls related to 

customer service issues associated with sporadic missed collections, extended LRS call times, etc. 

These issues are typically attributed to the LRS acquisition, though that perception can often be 

difficult to verify. In an effort to address these issues and minimize their occurrences moving 

forward, Village Staff met with George Strom (who continues to be actively involved in serving the 

Village as the LRS legacy contracts representative) and LRS personnel to establish a path forward 

that will improve service for Village residents. Among the approaches discussed were the following 

items: 

1. Create a document that can be seen by both Village and the LRS/Strom Staff in real-time that

will enable Staff to track customer service issues and ensure all calls are carried through to

resolution. This will also enable Staff to determine any trends or patterns that may be

forming instead of managing calls as isolated incidents.

2. Establish a plan for increased information sharing with Village residents. This will be in the

form of a brochure that explains the LRS acquisition of Strom, services available and pricing,

and general collection processes. Village Staff would also update the Village website to

provide more detailed program information and will increase information shared through the



Village’s existing communication program. 

3. As with all waste collection contracts, the Village’s program has many nuances that can be 

confusing for new homeowners or those that may wish to change levels of service. Village 

and LRS/Strom Staffs have worked to create a “cheat sheet” to identify general program 

parameters. This will ensure that both teams are sharing the same information with customers 

at all times. We plan to continue building off of this document to further identify exactly 

where and when materials are to be placed for collection at a given property, specifically 

identify those subject to alley collection vs. curbside collection vs. back-door service, etc. 

This will help reduce confusion regarding existing service levels when addressing customer 

service issues. Village Staff has also begun discussions with the Geographic Information 

Services (GIS) consultant to determine if this would be feasible to track geographically in 

GIS.  

 

The LRS/Strom team have indicated a strong interest in continuing the existing, long-standing 

relationship with River Forest. With these measures implemented, it is Staff’s belief that the recent 

increase in customer service issues being experienced can be drastically reduced.  

 

Sustainability Commission: The Sustainability Commission discussed the Village’s waste hauling 

service over the course of several meetings this past year. George Strom and other representatives 

from LRS attended their July 13, 2021 meeting to provide an overview of services, including the 

composting program. The Commission also conducted a resident survey, detailed below. At their 

November 8, 2021 meeting, the Commission made the following recommendation to the Village 

Board of Trustees regarding the waste hauling contract: 

 

The Commission recommends that the waste contract negotiation be guided by the goals of 

reducing landfill waste, increasing composting and increasing appropriate disposal of 

specialty/electronics hazardous waste. Specifically, the Commission recommends including 

opt-out composting and a drop off or pick up program for specialty/electronic/hazardous 

waste at an affordable rate. 

 

Resident Survey Results: In October, the Sustainability Commission conducted a survey of 

residents regarding the Village’s current waste collection services. This survey was communicated in 

E-News and on the Village’s social media channels. While there was a significant amount of 

information collected as part of this survey through 27 questions and 390 participants, some of the 

more pertinent information is summarized below: 

1. More than 90% of respondents are neutral or satisfied with the quality of Garbage Collection 

service currently being provided. 

2. More than 90% of respondents are neutral or satisfied with the quality of Recycling 

Collection service currently being provided. 

3. Just under 80% of respondents are neutral or satisfied with the quality of Yard Waste 

Collection service currently being provided.  

4. Just under 85% of respondents are neutral or satisfied with the quality of Compost Collection 

service currently being provided (only applicable to 144 respondents).   

5. Of those that have had to call Strom/LRS for customer service issues, more than 85% are 

neutral or satisfied with the response, though several noted a perceived drop in service 

subsequent to the LRS acquisition of Strom.  



6. Just under 90% of respondents indicated they would be interested in a pick-up option for

specialty items for an additional fee.

7. Just under 77% of respondents are neutral or satisfied with the current cost of service.

8. Just under 88% of respondents are neutral or satisfied with the current collection program

overall.

While there is a large amount of feedback for Staff to review and utilize in an effort to improve 

Village residents’ experience, the overall feedback received regarding current services is positive in 

nature. With that said, there are certainly areas that can be improved and the feedback from this 

survey will be an invaluable tool in addressing any areas of need during negotiations with the 

selected contractor.  

Next Steps: As stated previously, the Village’s current contract with Strom/LRS expires on 
April 30, 2022. To prevent any lapse in service, the Village will need to decide how best to 
move forward. To that end, Staff has identified the following options and provided a brief 
analysis for each: 

1. Allow the current contract to expire while preparing to solicit bids from the open
market. It is not known if this approach would yield improved rates as compared to the
Village’s current contract. However, there would likely be a significant impact to
residents regarding a disruption in service during any change in vendor. Staff would
also anticipate the need to work with a consultant to help manage any change in
vendor, which would further increase Village costs. It should also be noted that the
Village of Oak Park recently bid out their waste removal contract and received only two
bids, one from their existing contractor and the other from LRS. Rates of similar and
surrounding communities are attached as an appendix. However, it should be noted
that rates are difficult to compare on a like-for-like basis due to the varying scopes and
nuanced nature of waste hauling contracts.

2. Extend the current contract through April 30, 2027. The current contract provides a
provision in which the Village can unilaterally extend the contract for another five
years. Rates are not established beyond 2022, however, so they would need to be
negotiated as part of this extension. Village Staff would anticipate competitive overall
rates while trying to further reduce the cost of composting services to residents (as
recommended by the Sustainability Commission) in an effort to increase the number of
participants. While this approach would maintain the consistency of the current level of
service, it also does not have any element built-in to hold the Strom/LRS team
accountable for addressing the recent increase in customer service calls. However, if
this option were selected, Village Staff would continue to work with the Strom/LRS
team to provide an increased level of information sharing to help minimize customer
service issues. This approach would also avoid any disruption in service associated
with a change in vendor.

3. Re-negotiate a new 5-year contract with an increased focus on customer service
and the ability for the Village to opt out after a 12-month period if designated
metrics are not met. This approach would allow the Village to re-establish
overarching goals of the program as it relates to sustainability and identify the need to
resolve the recent increase in customer service issues. It would also allow the Village to
establish more optimized rates over the next five years while allowing flexibility if
customer service goals are not met within the first year.



 

Recommendation:  Upon analyzing the available options, Staff recommends a re-negotiation of a 

new 5-year contract with a built-in opt-out after 12 months (option 3 above). This approach provides 

the Village with flexibility if the required level of service is not met while motivating the vendor to 

address Village needs based on a potential loss of four years of the contract. Staff is seeking general 

consensus from the Village Board regarding the desired approach. 

 

Attachments: Current Contract (Appendix A) 

  Sustainability Survey Results (Appendix B) 

  Rates Table (Appendix C) 

  Sample Communications Brochure (Appendix D) 



Appendix A























































Sustainability Commission Waste Collection Survey
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46.15% 180

39.23% 153

6.67% 26

5.64% 22

2.05% 8

0.26% 1

Q1 I have been satisfied with the quality of Garbage services provided by
Roy Strom Co. Refuse & Recycling.

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 390
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Results as of 10/11/21
Appendix B



Sustainability Commission Waste Collection Survey
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39.23% 153

40.00% 156

11.03% 43

6.67% 26

2.56% 10

0.51% 2

Q2 I have been satisfied with the quality of Recycling services provided by
Roy Strom Co. Refuse & Recycling.

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 390
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Results as of 10/11/21
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33.08% 129

34.10% 133

12.31% 48

4.10% 16

2.82% 11

13.59% 53

Q3 I have been satisfied with the quality of Yard Waste services provided
by Roy Strom Co. Refuse & Recycling.

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 390
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11.54% 45

13.08% 51

6.67% 26

3.85% 15

1.79% 7

63.08% 246

Q4 I have been satisfied with the quality of Composting services provided
by Roy Strom Co. Refuse & Recycling.

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 390
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25.64% 100

22.05% 86

6.15% 24

5.13% 20

4.36% 17

36.67% 143

Q5 When I have contacted Roy Strom's customer service department to
report a problem, I was satisfied with their response.

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 390

# COMMENTS DATE

1 Service has been inconsistent since Roy Strom was bought by Lakeside. I have put things out
for bulk pick up with stickers that have taken several weeks to be picked up

10/11/2021 8:20 AM

2 I had no problem in the past with Roy Strom, but since they've been bought by Lakeshore it's
terrible

10/10/2021 9:24 AM

3 Since Lakeshore acquired Strom, the customer service has been very bad. Long waits and
people not knowledgeable.

10/8/2021 11:54 AM

4 Since new company took over they have been missing pick up. Calls to them have been
answered but they revised pickups have also been missed. Unacceptable!

10/7/2021 7:10 PM

5 The only concern I have with the garbage collection has been their handling of garbage cans 10/7/2021 5:20 PM
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Neutral
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StronglyDisagre
e

Not
Applicable/H...

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

StronglyAgree

Agree

Neutral
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StronglyDisagree

Not Applicable/Have Not Contacted

Results as of 10/11/21
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and recycling bins after collection. It seems they are often carelessly tossed on the ground
and often into the bordering garden, or the tops of the bins are left off or tossed around.

6 Very responsive 10/7/2021 3:59 PM

7 Agents are helpful and cheerful but service still takes days 10/7/2021 3:46 PM

8 It is NO LONGER Roy Strom....it is Lakeshore Recycling...they are not easy to contact and
are expensive. Not sure why the village continues to hide this fact. We know it is the case first
hand based on speaking directly with the employees.

10/7/2021 3:42 PM

9 whenever new drivers are assigned, Strom forgets to tell them we have side drive to garbage
shed, so they skip us. We call, + they add a note, pick up, + all's ok until there's a new crew
on route.

10/7/2021 3:41 PM

10 Recyclables go into the same truck with the trash. I've seen it. 10/7/2021 3:37 PM

11 I have always had great experience with Roy Strom , but recently I called Roy Strom and got
LRS. They did not answer.

10/7/2021 3:25 PM

12 one great experience, one so-so experience 10/7/2021 3:16 PM

13 Trash halers throw the tops of the garbage cans anywhere and mix up with neighbors. With
work from home, I've had more than one occasion of hearing profanities from them while
collecting while I'm on work conference calls. Customer service at times is good at others they
push you to other individuals that are not as cooperative. I'm not convinced recycling is
happening when all the garbage and recycling goes into one trash bin for them to haul away?

10/7/2021 3:11 PM

14 Women who answers the phone is brusk and on the verge of downright rude and dismissive 10/7/2021 3:07 PM

15 Our address is on the ‘edge’ of 2 pickup routes and we are regularly ‘overlooked’. We either
chase the collectors to get them to return snd get out garbage or call R. Strom. Dispatcher is
always responsive and we get pickup the next day, but I wish we didn’t have to call in the first
place.

10/2/2021 9:00 PM

16 They even came back when I called... 10/1/2021 1:32 PM

17 We have requested -- through the village -- a new garbage "can" since the neighborhood
critters have chewed our up pretty badly - a month ago and Roy Strom has failed to replace it.

9/29/2021 2:17 PM

18 Old Roy Strom pre-lakeshore takeover yes. Lately completely disappointing. 9/26/2021 4:43 PM

19 Things have definitely been different since the new company took over. Not in a bad way, but
feels a bit less personal and seems like my issues got more lost in their system, but then they
worked hard to make sure I was satisfied with the results.

9/23/2021 9:11 PM

20 Never get a live person 9/23/2021 3:52 PM

Results as of 10/11/21
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2.05% 8

2.82% 11

1.54% 6

0.26% 1

0.77% 3

78.97% 308

13.59% 53

Q6 When I have dropped off electronics at eWorks Electronic Services, I
was satisfied with my experience.

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 390

# COMMENTS DATE

1 would be nice to have a closer option 10/9/2021 9:00 PM

2 Burr Ridge too far 10/8/2021 9:15 AM

3 It was a long time ago but I found it difficult to find The drop off place, and understand the
process. We take our stuff to the Chicago city drop off now, inconvenient.

10/8/2021 6:34 AM

4 I would like to know more about eworks. 10/7/2021 8:24 PM

5 I am interested in a convenient, inexpensive electronic recycling program 10/7/2021 8:16 PM

6 Need better communication on services. 10/7/2021 7:10 PM
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ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
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StronglyDisagree

I don't know about eWorks

I know about eWorks but have not used this service
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7 Strom needs to get its act together when addressing compost pickup. Finally, after several
calls over weeks, the pickup for my compost arrived today. They even took the food scraps.
What a concept!

10/7/2021 5:59 PM

8 Definitely need to know about this service 10/7/2021 4:30 PM

9 Where is eWorks located? 10/7/2021 4:02 PM

10 Can you send info to learn about this? 10/7/2021 3:59 PM

11 What? 10/7/2021 3:37 PM

12 I wish I knew about it. I have stuff to drop off that is accumulating because I can't find a
convenient drop site.

10/7/2021 3:28 PM

13 Where is that! Not well publicized! 10/7/2021 3:16 PM

14 I believe it required driving to Elk Grove Village which is both far and not at all on the way to
anything...

10/1/2021 1:32 PM

15 Eworks is really far away. It’s hard to make it out there to recycle so we just have this stuff
piling up in our garage.

9/23/2021 9:50 PM

16 Need more info 9/20/2021 3:40 PM

Results as of 10/11/21
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5.90% 23

37.95% 148

33.08% 129

16.41% 64

5.64% 22

1.03% 4

Q7 What I pay relative to services is satisfactory.
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TOTAL 390
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25.13% 98

47.44% 185

15.38% 60

9.49% 37

2.05% 8

0.51% 2

Q8 Overall I am satisfied with the Village’s current solid waste collection
program.

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 390
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37.44% 146

48.97% 191

5.13% 20

4.62% 18

1.03% 4

2.82% 11

Q9 I understand the requirements for disposing of Yard Waste (grass,
shrubbery cuttings, bundles of brush/branches, etc)

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 390
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25.90% 101

48.97% 191

6.92% 27

14.36% 56

2.31% 9

1.54% 6

Q10 I understand the requirements for disposing of Bulk Waste items
(furniture, building materials, etc.)

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 390
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11.79% 46

45.64% 178

18.46% 72

21.28% 83

2.31% 9

0.51% 2

Q11 I feel informed about all of the waste collection service options
available in the Village.

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 390
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Q12 The most important thing to me about my waste collection is... (1
being most important, 5 being least important)

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0
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10.00% 39

14.36% 56

19.49% 76

25.38% 99

23.08% 90

7.69% 30

Q13 I am interested in curbside composting but...
Answered: 390 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 390

# OTHER DATE

1 I live in a condo multiunit building and I am very interested in participating in composting but
have been told the village does not help condo buildings- which is very disappointing.

10/10/2021 9:12 PM

2 I do my own composting. 10/9/2021 5:42 AM

3 There is no program for multi unit housing and I would like to see one. 10/8/2021 9:12 AM

4 But I feel that it’s a bit too expensive. Since it offsets how much goes into the trash, I believe
there should be a reduction in waste charges.

10/7/2021 7:15 PM

5 We utilize our own composter at the back of our yard, using it to enrich our garden areas. 10/7/2021 6:34 PM

6 I compost myself and use in garden. 10/7/2021 5:20 PM

7 I have my own compost bin in my yard and compost my food scraps there. However, I do feel
like the cost of this program is too high, though. I think more people would do it if it were

10/7/2021 5:16 PM
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ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

I don't know very much about composting

I don't know enough about the program offered 

The cost to participate in curbside composting is too high

I am not interested in composting

My household already participates in curbside composting

Other

Results as of 10/11/21



Sustainability Commission Waste Collection Survey

16 / 48

cheaper.

8 I compost myself 10/7/2021 5:03 PM

9 Interested but worried about smell and mice 10/7/2021 4:29 PM

10 I signed up but never received a bin 10/7/2021 3:51 PM

11 I don’t feel like I have enough waste to warrant curbside composting 10/7/2021 3:48 PM

12 Compost on our own 10/7/2021 3:41 PM

13 I don’t have anywhere to put the compost bin to keep it out of the way of animals. 10/7/2021 3:37 PM

14 I would like more access to compost & earlier in the season as well as in the fall 10/7/2021 3:36 PM

15 I compost my own kitchen waste and don’t want to pay for year round pickup 10/7/2021 3:13 PM

16 I support composting, but not the smell. It needs to be handled appropriately - it is still waste. 10/7/2021 3:11 PM

17 We use our own compost 10/7/2021 3:08 PM

18 I compost on my own (for free!) and compost is better then what the program provides, 10/2/2021 9:00 PM

19 My own composting 10/1/2021 1:56 PM

20 I already compost in my yard 9/27/2021 5:38 AM

21 I also don’t know about the program 9/26/2021 4:43 PM

22 I don't have room in my garage for another large container. I use my neighbors compost bin
because of this.

9/23/2021 9:11 PM

23 i do my own composting 9/23/2021 8:59 PM

24 I prefer to compost my own waste. 9/23/2021 8:29 PM

25 I’m concerned about what others may compost and would want to get compost free of
contamination so I choose to just compost on my own. to

9/23/2021 5:40 PM

26 Old kitchen. No indoor space to collect 9/23/2021 4:37 PM

27 Love the program and getting compost from it this past summer! 9/23/2021 4:33 PM

28 We live in a townhouse, I don't want to have a compost container close to our house for fear of
attracting rodents.

9/23/2021 4:27 PM

29 We already participate, but may discontinue due to cost. We usually mulch our grass
clippings, so “saving” on the cost of yard waste bags is not a huge motivator.

9/23/2021 3:46 PM

30 We do not need it because we do our own composting 9/23/2021 3:30 PM

Results as of 10/11/21
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23.33% 91

49.23% 192

11.54% 45

6.92% 27

0.51% 2

8.46% 33

Q14 The current Yard Waste pick-up schedule (Tuesdays, April - early
December) meets my needs.

Answered: 390 Skipped: 0
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30.00% 117
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Q15 I would be interested in pick-up of specialty items such as hazardous
waste, electronics, light bulbs, batteries, etc. for an additional fee.
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17.44% 68

26.92% 105

30.26% 118

10.26% 40
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7.18% 28

Q16 I would be in favor of the Village moving to an all toter program for
garbage/recycling if residents could select from multiple container sizes

and potentially save money.
Answered: 390 Skipped: 0
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76.67% 299

21.54% 84

1.79% 7

Q17 How many adults (ages 18+) live in your household?
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78.46% 306

20.26% 79

1.03% 4

0.26% 1

Q18 How many young adults (ages 12-17) live in your household?
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74.10% 289

21.79% 85

4.10% 16
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Q19 How many children (ages 3-11) live in your household?
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94.62% 369

5.38% 21
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Q20 How many young children (under 2) live in your household?
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10.00% 39
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63.59% 248

Q21 During the next five years, my household will likely generate...
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28.72% 112

9.49% 37

61.79% 241

Q22 During the next five years, my household will likely generate...
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4.87% 19

6.67% 26

88.46% 345

Q23 During the next five years, my household will likely generate...
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46.41% 181

48.72% 190

4.36% 17

0.51% 2

Q24 Per week, I would estimate my yard waste disposal to be...
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TOTAL 390

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

0 bags

1-2 bags

3-4 bags

5+ bags

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

0 bags

1-2 bags

3-4 bags

5+ bags

Results as of 10/11/21



Sustainability Commission Waste Collection Survey

28 / 48

22.82% 89

34.62% 135

29.49% 115

13.08% 51

Q25 Per month, I would estimate my yard waste disposal to be...
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13.85% 54

4.62% 18

14.87% 58

66.67% 260

Q26 Per year, I would estimate my yard waste disposal to be...
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Q27 Do you have any comments you wish to share in regards to the
Village’s garbage, recycling, composting, or yard waste services?

Answered: 166 Skipped: 224

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Because of this survey I looked up the page below - Perhaps you should print it and send it to
everyone every 18 months or so. https://www.roystrom.com/wp-
content/uploads/2017/12/Recycle-the-Right-Way_0.pdf

10/11/2021 8:50 AM

2 If we are going to have to bring our garbage to the curb, you need to provide us with toters with
wheels. Why do those with alleys have bigger garbage and recycling containers and those of
us that don’t have alleys have small ones?The garbage pick up service has been inconsistent
in terms of when it is picked up. The bulk service pick up has been nonexistent some weeks.
This seems to happen since Stron was bought by Lakeside. We already pay a lot. We
shouldn’t have to increase our work in terms of bringing garbage to the curb now and also see
the cost go up.

10/11/2021 8:20 AM

3 Please don't exclude condo/apt residents. We pay taxes too and want to be included in
composting, etc services

10/10/2021 9:12 PM

4 Ray Strom customer service was great before they were bought out. Even with Village help,
couldn’t get them to deliver a compost bin. Village finally gave me a washed out one raided
from somewhere (thank u!)

10/10/2021 6:10 PM

5 As stated before, on 3+ occasions this year since Lakeshore took over, my house has simply
been passed by, when others in my street got picked up! Each time I had to call several times
and once even tracked down a truck on a nearby street to get my garbage picked up.
Unacceptable

10/10/2021 9:24 AM

6 keep the composting option 10/9/2021 9:00 PM

7 Leaf collection should be based on the reality of when all the leaves are down, not some
arbitrary date.

10/9/2021 5:02 PM

8 The collectors for our home have been extremely very good. 10/9/2021 4:19 PM

9 The composting service has underperformed for years, especially in the winter when it moves
to every two weeks. I've been missed for compost pick up on several occasions and when I
call they send a regular truck the next day, which negates the purpose of the program (i.e.,
keeping organic waste out of landfills) and is a waste of my money. Prior to the Strom being
purchased by LSR, you could at least get a person on the phone. Today, it is nearly
impossible. The drivers hate the new company, have expressed their low moral in comments
and it is obvious in the deterioration in service.

10/9/2021 11:02 AM

10 Often see that the garbage and recycling are combined. Does this mean that separation is
happening separately?

10/9/2021 9:59 AM

11 Ray Strom customer service was great before they were bought out. Even with Village help,
couldn’t get them to deliver a compost bin. Village finally gave me a washed out one raided
from somewhere (thank u!)

10/9/2021 7:25 AM

12 I make an effort to produce very little waste and I do my own composting. I don't like paying
the same as someone who has a lot more garbage.

10/9/2021 5:42 AM

13 yard waste is taken care of by lawn service BUT leaf collection from the curb is very important 10/8/2021 9:21 PM

14 No idea an all toter program is 10/8/2021 6:54 PM

15 Yes, I am not aware of the Village notification that Roy Strom had been sold and the level of
service would suffer significantly, if this level of service continues, the cost must be reduced,
as a customer I don't feel like I am getting what I am paying for

10/8/2021 5:11 PM
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16 If going to all toter program for garbage/recycling I don't want that hugh size toter like Chicago 10/8/2021 11:56 AM

17 I like the convenience of being able to drop off batteries for recycling at Village Hall. Could
there be a collection box so Village staff don't have to handle it? I would like to see the Village
encouraging residents to keep their yard waste out of the landfills and storm sewers. Except
after heavy rains and rapid grass growth, there's no reason to bag grass clippings; they
decompose into the soil and nourish it. Similarly, in early leaf fall season, leaves can be raked
into planting beds, where they serve as free mulch that decomposes into the soil, nourishing it
and making it more friable. Later in the season, leaves can be mulch-mowed and left on the
ground to mulch the winter lawn and then decompose. Benefits: less noisy blowing of leaves
onto street to block the storm sewers, fewer carbon emissions from blowing leaves and then
hauling them away in trucks. There are lawn care providers in other towns who provide these
services -- it's not impractical or necessarily more expensive, which seems to be the excuse
of the "mow & blow" guys who work in RF about any sustainable practices.

10/8/2021 11:54 AM

18 Recycling Container should be located and picked up at the same spot as the garbage. 10/8/2021 11:46 AM

19 It is very important for the Village to continue it's program of picking up garbage at the rear of
property. I do not like the idea of garbage cans sitting in the front of a house

10/8/2021 11:42 AM

20 I think the current service is excellent! 10/8/2021 10:42 AM

21 Overall, the current services meet our needs except for toxic waste items which I think many
people either pour down their drain or put in a landfill rather than dispose of properly.

10/8/2021 9:55 AM

22 The cost of stickers is too high. Just because we live in RIver Forest does not mean you can
take advantage of us. There are many of us who are young families with mortgages and
seniors with fixed income. We pay our taxes to the village and to the county. Now you gauge
us on stickers. I would like to say that the employees who gather the garbage are very
respectful and friendly.

10/8/2021 9:15 AM

23 Expand the composting program and bring it full circle to readily available bagged compost in
the spring for those participating.

10/8/2021 9:12 AM

24 Can elementary school kids go on a field trip to see the recycling process? 10/8/2021 8:58 AM

25 I would appreciate if the garbage and recycling bins would be placed back in the same way as
they were found by the service people. Often times they leave the bins open, or put the lids
upside down, which collects rain water in the bins or the lids. Almost every time after the
garbage and recycling is collected I have to attends to the bins and arrange them properly.

10/8/2021 8:47 AM

26 Leaf collection could be a little later in December (15th?). The tree in fro of my house does not
go dormant until late.

10/8/2021 8:06 AM

27 About the only thing that annoys me is my trash bins getting left in random, unorganized
places after pick up. I feels like a small thing that I can easily fix but every week finding them
in a different spot adds up the annoyance. Also I see the collection workers walking down
driveways to grab garbage bins and very curious about that. It feels like it increases the effort
and labor costs to do that. I have an alleyway so I don’t move my bins to get them ready for
collection days. Is that a accessibility service?

10/8/2021 8:00 AM

28 I have had to repeatedly call about Roy Strom not picking up my compost. 10/8/2021 7:21 AM

29 To be clear regarding my Answers to the questions above, while Roy Storm provides good
service, we are not happy with the restrictions regarding recycling. Also , just a thought—Could
neighbors share a curbside composting? Sharing the cost might encourage participation. Our
use of our curbside composting bin Varies quite a bit depending on the season. Since we
already have a private compost bin in our own backyard, we generate very little food waste for
the curbside compost bin. In the winter, When the growing season gardening debris is taken
out of the equation , our curbside compost Bin remains nearly empty. Also— We really miss
the recycling extravaganza every spring. We Would really value an easier way to get rid of
electronics, household chemicals, etc. And, I think you need to hammer home the rationale for
and importance of recycling and composting. Educate educate educate— People just don’t
understand the reasons for doing this

10/8/2021 6:34 AM

30 It is too expensive 10/8/2021 4:51 AM

31 no 10/7/2021 10:14 PM
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32 The cost of the yard stickers is too high along with the cost of the very flimsy yard bags. I
tried calling Lakeshore Recycling (parent company of Roy Strom) twice. It took a while to get
through the hierarchy to get a answer to a quesiton. The first time I called, I was given the
wrong information. They did honor what I was informed. There should be a quicker way to
access the recycle information line.

10/7/2021 9:17 PM

33 Really wish we would consider other providers... Wish composting was ALOT cheaper. 10/7/2021 9:16 PM

34 It would be helpful if the Roy Strom guys actually put the cans and lids back rather than just
tossing them in the general direction of where they were.

10/7/2021 8:34 PM

35 I appreciate the friendly customer service! 10/7/2021 8:19 PM

36 I am tired of neighbors leaving junk at the end of their drive way like this community is a
garage sale. People should be fined for placing junk in parkways for strangers to dig through
and pick up.

10/7/2021 8:18 PM

37 Recycling of electronics and toxic waste is very difficult 10/7/2021 8:16 PM

38 I compost but only I only fill up 1/20th of the giant container. Is there a more efficient way to
compost?

10/7/2021 8:12 PM

39 The service reliability of pickup of Roy Strom has gone down since they were acquired
recently. Prior I was very satisfied. Now I am less than satisfied, they have skipped our house
multiple times recently resulting in us having to call.

10/7/2021 8:08 PM

40 I'm overall satisfied. I think the Roy Strom employees do a good job, I just wish they'd secure
the lids back on all the containers.

10/7/2021 7:43 PM

41 Compost service is very expensive, and pickup in spring is too limited. E-waste program is
weak.

10/7/2021 6:42 PM

42 Why can’t it all be picked up on same day? 10/7/2021 6:26 PM

43 Right. Composting is an issue, as regular pickup is lacking; also it is too expensive, as I am
charged for several weeks missed.

10/7/2021 5:59 PM

44 What's an all toter program for garbage/recycling 10/7/2021 5:54 PM

45 Would appreciate the lids being put back on cans and recycling bins 10/7/2021 5:44 PM

46 pickup employees are pleasant, friendly 10/7/2021 5:31 PM

47 The garbage collectors tend to toss around the tops of garbage and recycling containers and
sometimes the whole container.

10/7/2021 5:20 PM

48 I want curbside composting and toters! The white glove service is silly and wheeled cans for
garbage and recycling would be a huge help!

10/7/2021 5:19 PM

49 Services generally very good. Improvement of recycling/disposal of items like paint, weed
killer, hazardous waste would be good.

10/7/2021 5:16 PM

50 I think that curbside leaf collection ends too soon. There have been numerous years where
there are still a substantial number of leaves that have come down after the pick up ends so
we have to bag them.

10/7/2021 5:16 PM

51 I would like to know more about composting 10/7/2021 5:10 PM

52 I would like clarification about plastics recycling and which “numbers” are recyclable and which
should be thrown in the trash. It is not clear how many stickers are needed for large/bulk items
sometimes. Please clarify what an “all toter” program means.

10/7/2021 5:01 PM

53 My garbage was never picked up the week of 10/6 10/7/2021 4:58 PM

54 I would like to know about the recycling program in detail. What does Roy Strom do with the
commingled recycling? I know that many neighbors put lots of items in the recycling bins that
are contrary to the Strom list. This includes things like pizza boxes, plastic films, building junk,
etc. If all of that is commingled with my recyclables then it makes the whole load unusable
junk. I called the Roy Strom office and couldn’t get an answer to this question. My name is
Paula Record, 708-771-6926. Thank you

10/7/2021 4:56 PM

55 Electronics Recycling? 10/7/2021 4:48 PM
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56 I don't understand why more residents don't participate in the composting program - it is
fantastic, and even if you don't want to do the food compost (which we do - it's so easy and
great), using the large rolling bin for yard waste is so much easier than having to buy the tags
for the paper bags. I think that residents just don't know enough about the Composting program
- and maybe the village could better promote it as a Yard Waste & Food Compost program and
call out the specific advantages - ie, you don't have to go buy yard waste tags at a different
location; you can simply roll out the refuse bin to the curb instead of lugging the heavy yard
waste paper bags; and help do the math for residents by calculating out how many yard bag
tags per month would equal the composting program fee, plus not having to buy yard bags. I
think composting is more convenient, better for sustainability, and ultimately the same cost or
cheaper than buying your own waste bags & tags. But needs to be promoted better. Thanks,
we feel lucky to have the compost program available to us!

10/7/2021 4:36 PM

57 I love the leaf collection service. 10/7/2021 4:33 PM

58 Not real happy with the switch to Lake Shore. Recently put empty paint cans in garbage can
and weren't taken. When I called Lake Shore to find out why, I had to leave a voice message
that hasn't been returned. They, apparently, are not real responsive.

10/7/2021 4:22 PM

59 Are our recyclables really being recycled? -More clarity on this would be appreciated. I go
through much effort to ensure my recyclables are sorted and despotied correctly however I
have heard that these are all ending up in the landfill. What does "all toter" indicate in question
16?

10/7/2021 4:19 PM

60 I live near Hawthorne and Keystone. There is a village waste container on the north side of
Hawthorne near the Metra underpass that is lately routinely overflowing. This is unsightly and
smells horrible. This needs attention!

10/7/2021 4:18 PM

61 I live in a multi unit building and we are not offered recycling. I do not know why this is. 10/7/2021 4:13 PM

62 Roy Strom does an excellent job. 10/7/2021 4:05 PM

63 Why are you taking a survey about residents’ satisfaction of Roy Storm? Roy Storm was
bought out by LRS. Shouldn’t we be discussing LRS? What difference does it make what we
think about Roy Storm’s services? Seems weird that we would be getting a survey about Roy
Storm.

10/7/2021 4:04 PM

64 I am tired of picking up trash and plastic pet crap bags RIGHT NEXT TO RECENTLY emptied
cans along Hawthorne/tracks. Many times kids aren’t even set back properly after being
emptied. The process needs better TLC and removal of blinders to what is best.

10/7/2021 4:03 PM

65 If it saves money, I would be interested in all waste pick up at the front of the house. 10/7/2021 4:03 PM

66 My understanding is that Roy Strom is not actually recycling the recycling. Heard from multiple
sources. If so, why are we paying for it?

10/7/2021 4:01 PM

67 How is Roy recycling if they combine all garbage in one cart? When Picking up 10/7/2021 3:59 PM

68 I think it is a great program, easy to understand and very user friendly. My only comment is
being on Harlem, sometimes the yard waste around me is not picked up for a few weeks.

10/7/2021 3:58 PM

69 I use the recycling bins regularly. One week, however, it appeared to me that the Strom
workers were dumping the "wet" garbage in the same section of the truck as the recycling
garbage. It led me to question whether they're really recycling. I'd like the village to investigate
that--and to report back to the village how the recycling process actually works (so that others
might not come away with the same observation as I did, if I am incorrect in my thinking).

10/7/2021 3:57 PM

70 I like that Roy Strom recycles !!! 10/7/2021 3:51 PM

71 Keep the back door pick up, I DO NOT want to haul containers to the curb on trash day. 10/7/2021 3:49 PM

72 The cans are very small - there are six people in this house, and though we try to be
conscious of waste - that's a lot of people to clean up after.

10/7/2021 3:46 PM

73 The yard waste collection practices are inconsistent. At times they will refuse to accept items
and list reasons such as weight when that is not a determining factor in any of the written
instructions I have seen.

10/7/2021 3:46 PM

74 Having the recycling bin on wheels would be helpful 10/7/2021 3:46 PM
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75 Recycling is limited and e-waste collection is difficult. I would like to see better bins that are
creature proof provided.

10/7/2021 3:45 PM

76 As a senior trying to bring the recycler to the front has been a problem. I put a plant dolly on
my can and duct taped it so I didn't have to carry it out front. Why didn't the recycler can have
wheels???

10/7/2021 3:44 PM

77 I think the Village is in denial that Strom exists and Lakeshore replaced them. Lakeshore is a
big company and is not as easy to deal with as Strom was.

10/7/2021 3:42 PM

78 My landscaper takes my yard waste. 10/7/2021 3:41 PM

79 I would like better recycling containers. I do not like to drag the bins. Something rolling 10/7/2021 3:38 PM

80 Quite happy with Strom 10/7/2021 3:37 PM

81 The compost is a good idea but my particular house does not have a safe place to store the
container to keep out of the way of the forest animals. I do wish we could participate. I am
very interested in the electronics and batteries recycling program! Lastly, the gentlemen that
pick up our trash each week are very kind and hardworking. I appreciate all that they do.

10/7/2021 3:37 PM

82 We need clear posters about what can be recycled & clear pictures and steps so children can
participate. I would like to get compost earlier is spring as well as in autumn

10/7/2021 3:36 PM

83 My only complaint would be quality overall when picking up my garbage and recycling.
Sometimes they will drop items and not pick them up or leave stuff in the cans/bins.

10/7/2021 3:34 PM

84 They continuously throw the garbage cans on the ground, spill garbage and do not put the lids
back on the cans - even when it's raining.

10/7/2021 3:33 PM

85 Information on the total services provided. 10/7/2021 3:33 PM

86 no 10/7/2021 3:33 PM

87 We have 3:1 more recycling than waste. The waste management workers are rude. I feel like
Strom does not recycle. It all goes into one collection! No separation. Where do they recycle?

10/7/2021 3:32 PM

88 I would like to see better electronics recycling options for River Forest. This is an increasing
problem. Would like yard waste collection extended for storms or times when leaves fall late.

10/7/2021 3:31 PM

89 I wish there was a way to dispose of paint conveniently. The same with oil and other similar
material. Perhaps the village could contract with a local gas station to drop off oil. And maybe
a local paint store for paint. We collect old batteries and then take them to the battery store on
North Ave. in addition to the village. I like the fact the village has a drop off for prescript meds.

10/7/2021 3:28 PM

90 I don't love the way our recyclables are all dumped together. It makes me very skeptical that
recycling of materials is actually occurring.

10/7/2021 3:28 PM

91 You asked a question about an all toter program - what does that mean? A definition would
have been helpful.

10/7/2021 3:26 PM

92 It would be nice if the guys could put the cans back they belong 10/7/2021 3:24 PM

93 What does 'All tower's mean? 10/7/2021 3:24 PM

94 I would love to see the annual Junk-Away be reinstated, even if for an additional fee. 10/7/2021 3:23 PM

95 When they remove garbage, they leave the lid of the large bin open. They should close it as
they found it.

10/7/2021 3:23 PM

96 The garbage men do not place the lids back on the containers. So if it rains or snows before I
get to it, my containers need emptying.

10/7/2021 3:19 PM

97 I was surprised at the cost of composting - decided against it. Would love to be able to recycle
styrofoam (#6) again. I don't really understand all of Strom's definitions about what packages
are recyclable. almost wish for a list of what isn't and assume everything else is.

10/7/2021 3:16 PM

98 we should be more proactive with composting. 10/7/2021 3:15 PM

99 Q16 does not explain what an all toter program is and does not give an option not to reply or to
say you don't know. Not valid.

10/7/2021 3:14 PM
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100 On several occasions I have watched the workers dump both garbage and recycling into the
same cart. I am careful not to contaminate my recycling, so that is not the issue.

10/7/2021 3:13 PM

101 Don’t turn us into Oak Park, please! 10/7/2021 3:12 PM

102 See comments above. 10/7/2021 3:11 PM

103 Over the last several months, my street has been consistently missed on yard waste days.
We are on River Oaks Drive and it feels as if the entire block - sometimes including Edgewood
- is simply skipped. This happened this week (week of 10/4). The few times I have tried to call
the service to come make another run, there has been no response and no pick up. (Note: this
was not a case of us not putting it out in time. It was out before light and the entire block was
skipped.)

10/7/2021 3:09 PM

104 Little toters, wish we had bins like Chicago and Oak Park. Expensive services. More
transparency about recycling (is it actually recycled type questions?).

10/7/2021 3:09 PM

105 They need to turn the cans upside down to thoroughly empty the containers. 10/7/2021 3:07 PM

106 I would love to see electronics and hazardous waste recycling available for pick-up on a
regular basis, though it doesn't need to be weekly

10/7/2021 3:07 PM

107 should an electronic disposal such as old appliances ( eg microwave , printer etc 10/7/2021 12:09 PM

108 I feel that it is unnecessary not to bring the garbage containers out to the curb. It would be a
lot easier for the people performing these services. It is also very difficult, especially because
of the pandemic, to cut all our boxes and fit those boxes and our recycling into a container. It
is also difficult for an older couple to cut up boxes.

10/7/2021 11:49 AM

109 Recycling is not enforced adequately. The village should inform all its residents what can be
recycled - looking at my neighbors, they don't care much about separating recyclable goods
from items going landfill. A simple fridge-sticking chart explains what goes where would be
useful refer to City of Cambridge, Massachusetts.

10/7/2021 10:49 AM

110 Would like to see easier electronics and other non standard goods recycling - curbside if
possible.

10/7/2021 10:47 AM

111 I think it is first rate. Yes, look always to tweak but do not take away from the first rate service
that has been offered by Roy Storm over the years. The Village should demand that as clearly
Storm has benefited from the relationship up to and including the sale of the company recently.

10/6/2021 6:57 PM

112 what is the differnce between the program we currently have and the all toter program
referenced above?

10/4/2021 7:59 PM

113 If you have more yard waste than fits in the compost bin you should be able to put it in bags
without a sticker attached.

10/4/2021 2:16 PM

114 Love the composting program but it is costly. 10/4/2021 1:38 PM

115 I have seen Roy Strom put recyling in the same truck receptacle as garbage. Is recycling real?
Is composting? I love my sanitation workers. Not their fault. Can't trust Roy Strom.

10/4/2021 1:27 PM

116 I don’t know what an all toter program is so couldn’t answer that question. Would love for
composting to be as easy as recycle pick up (perhaps it is and I’m not aware)

10/3/2021 8:57 AM

117 I appreciate the variety of items the Village collects for recycling- even if I have to take it to
village hall. I think more access to recycling and composting at parks would be beneficial.

10/2/2021 11:07 PM

118 Two households just south of me NEVER attach stickers to yardwaste bags and the collectors
take it anyway. Very unfair. If the sticker system can’t be enforced, or residents can
circumvent by bribing collectors, then the cost of yardwaste pickup should be bundled into our
bills.

10/2/2021 9:00 PM

119 Great service, dedicated staff, very efficient 10/1/2021 5:47 PM

120 If you moved our trash can pick up to the street the deer would have a field day. Don’t do it. 10/1/2021 4:15 PM

121 I would love for composting to be included in the waste services fee. I currently compost - it’s
incredibly easy and it saves landfill space! I flagged my yard waste as zero because I use my
compost for all of that, so it’s already covered.

10/1/2021 2:39 PM
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122 I can live with the small garbage cans, but really could use bigger or differently sized recycling
containers. Our household does garbage, recycling and composting and by far have the most
recycling. The current round bins are too small and hard to get flat boxes into. If they are
outside they easily get messy with wind and absurd amounts of animals (even empty flat
boxes). The old container, which I also use is rectangular but still very small. I sometimes
have a full garbage can but always have lots of recycling and would love for it to be more
orderly AND easier for the Roy Strom agents to gather. I truly do not want garbage containers
sitting at the curb all day long creating more driving hazards for kids on bikes and adults
rushing/running stop signs...

10/1/2021 1:32 PM

123 Roy Strom provides excellent service and support to the community, with personal attention
from George Strom over the years and a focus on sustainability, including incredible dedication
to supporting the Recycling Extravaganza over the years

9/29/2021 11:12 PM

124 The village should discontinue back door pickup. It is time consuming and therefore
expensive. There's nothing wrong with folks placing there garbage, recycling, etc waste cans
on their parkway once a week -- it does not diminish the village. We can stop being snobs
about this. At a minimum, those insisting on back door pickup should have to pay an extra fee.

9/29/2021 2:17 PM

125 Only that i would hope Strom contracts with a recycling company that makes every effort to
recycle!

9/28/2021 1:54 PM

126 Customer service was not responsive. Despite repeated requests, collectors refuse to put the
lids back on the cans and recycling containers resulting in repeated collection of water in
containers.

9/26/2021 4:23 PM

127 1st off quit calling it Roy Strom,, it is Lakeside. New company purchased. Service is different.
What I do not like is the hours workers are made to work individually, Has been late into the
day to many times. They are not slaves company attitude towards works is unacceptable for
future contracts negotiations. The village has to stronly investigate tots to curb on garbage day
this going in back yards is to concearge service. can bring to curb or to front of house.,The
special requirements that some residents require of the garbage company are unkind to the
guys. Household generate refuse and that is what is being picked up. not gift wrapped or bend
to my wishes on the customer end. That is to costly of service required of all of us. I live on
and alley and mine should cost a whole lot less than the long driveway housholds. More to be
said and would be great if village can get residents to modify there behavior so we all save
money.

9/25/2021 9:36 PM

128 Lately my house has been skipped 3 times for pickup. I’ve had to run after the truck to remind
them.

9/25/2021 5:19 PM

129 It’s getting too expensive. Stickers and service. Would rather drag my garbage to curb and
save money. Lakeshore bought Strom and I don’t anticipate this being a “good” development.

9/24/2021 4:29 PM

130 I would like to see a program where people pay based on the quantity of refuse they produce
and rewards people for recycling and composting. This might entail different prices for different
size bins as well as opt out composting.

9/24/2021 11:13 AM

131 I compost all my yard waste. The curbside composting and recycling programs have allowed
my household of 3 to reduce our landfill waste to less than 10lbs per week.

9/24/2021 10:33 AM

132 ��I have 1bag of garbage /week, no yard waste - yet i pay the same as those w/many bags of
both.

9/24/2021 8:54 AM

133 Please explain what an "all toter program for garage/recycling" is. 9/24/2021 7:16 AM

134 More than once I have witnessed the collector putting recyclables in same container as
garbage. I am careful about what I put in recycle bin so that is not the reason for putting both
in same container.

9/23/2021 10:38 PM

135 I really don’t need someone to pick up electronics but it would be great if we could at least
bring them somewhere closer than burr ridge.

9/23/2021 9:50 PM

136 Lately my house has been skipped 3 times for pickup. I’ve had to run after the truck to remind
them.

9/23/2021 9:32 PM

137 Yes. I am super concerned that none of my recycling or compost are actually being recycled or
composted. How can we ensure that these are being disposed of properly?

9/23/2021 9:11 PM
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138 My daughter and family live in Oak Park and, their cost for composting service is much
cheaper. Their electronic recycling is convenient and free. I paid $75 to have 2 TVs hauled
away.

9/23/2021 8:48 PM

139 I wonder if the recycling is actually getting recycled. Seems to go in the same truck. I do really
appreciate the reliability of the current garbage and recycling services.

9/23/2021 5:40 PM

140 Thank you for having a composting service! 9/23/2021 4:33 PM

141 I am concerned about whether the items I put out to be recycled are actually being recylced. I
am careful to put out only clean items that fall within the guidelines, but I notice that many
people put out dirty items or items that cannot be recycled, since it is costly to sort recycling, I
worry that all of our items may end up as garbage rather than recycling. I would like to have a
location where I could drop off metal, plastic and glass separately and have some certainty
that it was actually being recylced. I would be concerned about letting people customize the
size of their waste containers to save money since it would lead to using other people's trash
containers.

9/23/2021 4:27 PM

142 Roy Strom's team is reliable, professional and conscientious. Thank you! More sustainable
options, including expanded recycling and more accessible composting would be
enthusiastically welcomed. What can we do to make RF zero waste? How can we make
recycling + compost virtually foolproof? And how can residents learn more, regularly, about
ongoing sustainability efforts? Appreciate the rain gardens and bike lanes, though it could be
great to offer greater visibility (even a dashboard?) and transparency around how all various
efforts are working together to make positive impact. Thanks!

9/23/2021 4:21 PM

143 I do NOT want to have to haul my garbage to the street. I’m a senior and that is much too
difficult.

9/23/2021 3:58 PM

144 It is unfair that a 2 flat has to pay additional for garbage when there can be less people living in
a 2 flat than a single family home. Cost should be based on the amount of garage or recycling.
Not the style of housing.

9/23/2021 3:57 PM

145 The survey is worded misleadingly because the toter program would require giving up backyard
pickup so it should ask if you’d be willing to give up one for the other. Also when did yard
waste pickup change to just Tuesday’s? There is a difference in service from Roy Strom to the
new company. It seems less reliable. We are not in favor of taking away back door pick up it
would change something that is traditional in River forest and placing garbage on the front
driveways would take away from our nice looking neighborhoods .

9/23/2021 3:52 PM

146 I wish composting was every week in the winter months too. 9/23/2021 3:46 PM

147 Composting cost is a deterrent to participation and we are considering dropping the service to
save money. Those that compost should be rewarded not punished with extra fees.

9/23/2021 3:45 PM

148 I wish the cost of composting could be reduced to encourage more participation. Would love to
see any programs which encourage less waste.

9/23/2021 3:42 PM

149 Not sure what an “ all toter program “ is. Would like a village paper shredding day. Would like a
drop off day fit old paint, oil etc.

9/23/2021 3:41 PM

150 pickup seems expensive but don't know? concerned recycling is actually being recycled?
composting too expensive and no room for another can.

9/23/2021 3:36 PM

151 Curbside Composting is too expensive especially during the winter months when hardly any is
generated. Electronic, battery, etc. recycling should be offered within the village even if not
curbside.

9/23/2021 3:26 PM

152 This company has been reliable to me and I have had 0 problems or complaints 9/23/2021 3:16 PM

153 I appreciate the tough job the garbage haulers do! 9/23/2021 3:11 PM

154 Composting getting picked up where garbage is, not curb 9/23/2021 1:46 PM

155 I feel that I would be nice to know where to dispose of items that can't be thrown in the
garbage. Similiar to Oak Park have a place for e-waste and chemicals

9/23/2021 1:09 PM

156 We typically have 3 bags of garbage and 2-3 bags of recycling and sometimes boxes. We
usually fill one garbage can and the recycling bins due to their smaller volume. I feel that the
proportion of what we spend to the amount of garbage and recycling is high. We also don't

9/23/2021 6:53 AM
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believe that Roy Storm does recycling. If there was more education about recycling, many
things go in recycling bins that don't belong and cannot be recycled. Additional if we knew what
happened to our garbage and recycling that might help to see the value in the services. I
frankly don't believe recycling happens and it creates expense wastes because it's not done
properly. China no longer takes recycled waste from the US and the US is not prepared to sort
through recycling the way China did and much of our recycling ends up in landfill. So I am
concerned that we pay for recycling service but in the end it's just garbage. In that case allow
residents to opt out of recycling to reduce costs.

157 one time I saw the recycling and the trash thrown in the same rolling container by the
trashperson. This was unfortunate. I think there should be better communication about
recyclables....how very important it is, what can be recycled and how it should be cleaned.

9/22/2021 9:57 AM

158 Our garbage collection crew does a fantastic job. We appreciate their taking all our garbage,
which some weeks is a lot!

9/21/2021 12:30 PM

159 I would really love to have garbage collection costs be volume related somehow. I'm a big
recycler and composter and, therefore, put out very little garbage (usually one small bag every
2 weeks). Yet I'm paying the same as people who put out two full garbage cans per week. I'd
also love to have an easy program for recycling things that don't go in the curbside collection
bin 3. Because I'm really into recycling and composting, I'd love to attend a class or get
information that would be "Recycling 102" - that would educate us on what we can do to make
sure we increase the likelihood that what we put in our bins can actually be recycled. This
might be "too much" for a casual recycler, but maybe people like me would like to take the
next step.

9/20/2021 11:51 PM

160 Reduced cost if garbage less than 1 can per week. More detailed info on what is recyclable
and what is compostable on website. Also more details on number of tags for bulk items.
/earlier yard waste based on weather.

9/20/2021 10:59 PM

161 Love the curbside composting. I don’t like the fall leaf schedule. My street is picked up on
Friday, which is hard when the weekend is when I have time to take.

9/20/2021 7:16 PM

162 Love curbside composting. How confident is the village that Roy Strom actually recycles the
things that are "recycled"?

9/20/2021 5:58 PM

163 Srom provided good service at a reasonable price, the sale of this business should not affect
the garbage service in River Forest!!

9/20/2021 5:31 PM

164 I'd like to see the yard waste program and composting program become better integrated. Does
yard waste get composted? Do leaves raked to the street get composted?

9/20/2021 4:06 PM

165 The collectors need to replace the lids in the closed position, most especially on rain or snow
days. Imperative.

9/20/2021 3:40 PM

166 I find the composting service to be very helpful. Between composting and recycling we have
reduced our "regular" garbage amount by a great deal. We rarely have to use our garbage
disposal which we are very happy about.

9/20/2021 3:09 PM
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Q28 Are there other refuse related services you think the Village should
provide?

Answered: 97 Skipped: 293

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Larger items for pickup 10/11/2021 9:31 AM

2 Large 10/11/2021 9:30 AM

3 Drop-off's, Maybe monthly, for paint, electronics and metal. At the very least make it known;
where, how and when. - (I was going to northbrook (where some family members live) for these
services.....

10/11/2021 8:50 AM

4 community composting where residents could contribute compostable waste 10/10/2021 9:12 PM

5 I think food composting is really important 10/10/2021 6:10 PM

6 closer electronic recycling 10/9/2021 9:00 PM

7 Maybe you already have sent a notice, I would like cost comparing other local suburbs so we
can see if we are paying a fair cost service which I haven't seen it yet.

10/9/2021 4:19 PM

8 I think the composting is a great program, but poorly executed. We fill a bin with organic waste
every week, even in the winter. We get two newspapers delivered every day and the paper
goes in the organic waste. I don't put the newspaper with the recycling because I realize that
throwing paper in the back of the recycling portion of the truck is a futile exercise, as it is
probably soaked in milk, water, juice, etc. by the end of the truck run and not recyclable. I
used to take the paper to an Abiti box at OPRF, but those have been removed. If the Abiti
program, or something similar, is still a viable program it would be nice for the village to have a
dumpster to collect newspaper near the village hall. I know that in the industry which I am
employed there is a need for clean post-consumer newspaper and good quality paper is
expensive.

10/9/2021 11:02 AM

9 I think food composting is really important 10/9/2021 7:25 AM

10 It would be nice to get a senior discount. I general have half of can of waste and 1 recycle bin.
My friend in Franklin Park no charge for waste 65 and older.

10/8/2021 11:56 AM

11 -I think that folks would welcome more guidance on what to put into the recycling bin and what
must be put in the trash, especially with plastic. There are numerous recycling grades of
plastic , and I don't know what Strom can or cannot recycle. -It would be good if curbside
composting could be less expensive, such as by spreading some of the cost (a few dollars a
month) across all waste collection customers. ***Finally--thank you for conducting this survey.

10/8/2021 11:54 AM

12 Toxic waste (oil, fertilizer, oil based paints) would be helpful. Currently, I drive to Naperville to
drop off.

10/8/2021 9:55 AM

13 It would be great if the services included electronics and light bulb pickup, especially
fluorescent bulbs.

10/8/2021 9:23 AM

14 Better publicity for recycling options. Annual reports on percent of recycling actually attained
by Storm. We contribute recycling but never hear how successful it is. This along with a
directory of options could be another section on the village website.

10/8/2021 9:12 AM

15 To be honest it’s great here. The consistency is fantastic. The timeliness is great. The
information feels concise and clear. Also sending a survey out asking what I think is gravy.
Y’all are doing great and I very much appreciate it.

10/8/2021 8:00 AM

16 As much recycling as possible—More drop off options, expanded categories for pick up. More
centralized Drop off locations would be nice— it’s confusing to keep track of all the different
drop off places for different items

10/8/2021 6:34 AM

17 no 10/7/2021 10:14 PM
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18 once a year free electronics collection/recycling event 10/7/2021 9:16 PM

19 Yard waste pick up should be included. The yellow tag system is inconvenient and overpriced. 10/7/2021 9:06 PM

20 The village used to have one day or week a year where they would take furniture and other
items that we would place in front of the residence. People often came and took things that
they wanted which was a great form of upcycling.

10/7/2021 8:24 PM

21 Battery and electronics recycling 10/7/2021 8:16 PM

22 Electronics recycling and disposal 10/7/2021 8:12 PM

23 No 10/7/2021 7:43 PM

24 I think offering an electronic disposal, or better advertising of the afore mentioned, would be a
wonderful addition to the services we receive.

10/7/2021 7:15 PM

25 Hazardous chemicals. Would be glad to pay a per-use fee. 10/7/2021 6:42 PM

26 Electronics, batteries, etc. 10/7/2021 5:59 PM

27 Have people without alleys bring their garbage and recycling to the curb and save time and
money.

10/7/2021 5:54 PM

28 No 10/7/2021 5:44 PM

29 no 10/7/2021 5:31 PM

30 Having a day for getting rid of hazardous waste products would be helpful. I believe before
Covid there was a day that year, but I don’t believe there has been one recently. Also, I am not
familiar with the “toter” program referenced above. I would be in favor of a program that allows
one to pay less for having less waste removed.

10/7/2021 5:20 PM

31 I would love to see collection of hazardous wastes. 10/7/2021 5:20 PM

32 Household Hazardous Waste!!! 10/7/2021 5:19 PM

33 No 10/7/2021 5:16 PM

34 as mentioned, electronics, light bulbs and other e-waste would be great. 10/7/2021 5:16 PM

35 Electronics recycling 10/7/2021 4:22 PM

36 Yes, old paint disposal would be nice. We all move into these old houses and there is 20+
paint buckets from the previous 6 owners. Where to dispose? No one at the village can help or
at Roy Strom

10/7/2021 4:19 PM

37 One or two days per year for "junk removal." Elmhurst does this and people can place on the
curb anything they want to get rid of for free. Matresses, furntiure, ANYTHING. Many people
from outside the drive around the night before these days and retrieve items.

10/7/2021 4:13 PM

38 Twice yearly events for e-recycling, textile recycling, hazardous waste etc 10/7/2021 4:03 PM

39 I very much support the move to single/all toter where recycling separation is done on the
backend.

10/7/2021 4:01 PM

40 This fully meets my needs. If I have electronics or batteries I search of a safe
recycling/dumping event to dispose of them at.

10/7/2021 3:58 PM

41 It would be helpful if there were a way to get rid of old tires 10/7/2021 3:53 PM

42 Electronics 10/7/2021 3:53 PM

43 can't think of any. 10/7/2021 3:51 PM

44 Electronic recycling... should be offer more often and better inform residents so the opportunity
is not missed.

10/7/2021 3:49 PM

45 better yard waste - maybe we just don't know how it works yet, but we have a bunch of yard
waste sitting in our yard because we can put it out for pickup.

10/7/2021 3:46 PM

46 Cost free or most cost efficient composting to all residents. Why isn’t this a practice
encouraged and subsidized by the city?

10/7/2021 3:46 PM

Results as of 10/11/21



Sustainability Commission Waste Collection Survey

41 / 48

47 Bags tags required per item are crew by crew / day by day - we need a standard option 10/7/2021 3:45 PM

48 Would love to have an easier to use electronic recycling service. Would have no problem
paying for whatever we need to recycle.

10/7/2021 3:37 PM

49 I think you should charge money for garbage and compost & recycling should be free 10/7/2021 3:36 PM

50 shredding documents 10/7/2021 3:33 PM

51 A centralized place to dispose of electronics, hazardous materials. 10/7/2021 3:32 PM

52 I would like to see better electronics recycling options for River Forest. This is an increasing
problem. Also better overall information about what can be recycled in normal bins, and how
(wash, don't wash, remove caps, remove paper from cans....)

10/7/2021 3:31 PM

53 How do we handle bulk plastic items like children playground equipment? These should be
recycled too but there is little guidance.

10/7/2021 3:28 PM

54 an electronics & fluorescent tube recycling drop off location 10/7/2021 3:25 PM

55 I think pick up for specialty items would be terrific. 10/7/2021 3:23 PM

56 A shredding day. I have flourescent tube lights that need to be recycled - can't find a place for
them. Learned about the battery drop off at village hall - great. learned about drug drop off at
village hall - great. The goal should be to reduce as much as possible all waster that cannot be
recycled and everything else should easily be recycled. I would have no objection to wheeled
totes being on the curb or wherever rather than the guys having to walk up my driveway for
garbage.

10/7/2021 3:16 PM

57 I am concerned by the amount of residents that leave their garbage overflowing which attracts
animals. Now, it's only possums, skunks...I'm concerned about rats which is a problem in Oak
Park. Could the village at least inform residents of the need to close the lids on garbage bins

10/7/2021 3:16 PM

58 light bulb disposing 10/7/2021 3:15 PM

59 I think the drop off days are good. Helpful when Village promotes these events when
sponsored by MWRD and other entities in the area.

10/7/2021 3:14 PM

60 I am very interested with the option of refuse services for electronics, batteries,bulbs, etc. 10/7/2021 3:11 PM

61 Electronics 10/7/2021 10:49 AM

62 See above, electronics/non standard recycling. I like the white glove service and not having
everyone's garbage on the street where everyone can see.

10/7/2021 10:47 AM

63 No 10/6/2021 6:57 PM

64 We need to keep white glove service. Pick up at the door. 10/4/2021 9:16 PM

65 An easier place or method to dispose of electronics 10/4/2021 2:16 PM

66 Bring back the recycling extravaganza - make it 2-4 times a year. PAINT and CHEMICALS. I'd
like to get rid of old PAINT and chemicals safely and responsibly!

10/4/2021 1:27 PM

67 I think there should be more incentives for people to produce less garbage. 10/2/2021 11:07 PM

68 Would love more recycling options 10/2/2021 9:00 PM

69 More recycling options, like linens 10/1/2021 8:28 PM

70 Paint recycling / disposal 10/1/2021 5:47 PM

71 There was no space above to designate but I feel like there needs to be an option between
compost bags and bundled twigs. Sometimes after a storm there is so much debris and very
large pieces that don't fit the 4 inch diameter requirement for village pick up but is difficult for
homeowners to dispose of or break down into containers, receptacles. I already pay for three
types of collection-- once my compost is full to ask me to go to a store to buy bags and try to
wrangle tree limbs into them is frustrating. It also leads to some people following rules and
others refusing to clear their curbs until someone else does it--which is unfair.

10/1/2021 1:32 PM

72 Opt-out composting. Hazardous waste, electronics and other specialty item disposal should
ideally be included in the cost of regular waste pickup. However, the village can and should

9/29/2021 11:12 PM
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work on creative arrangements to give residents an easy, affordable way to periodically
dispose of hazardous and specialty items.

73 If River Forest were really serious about sustainability, it would provide for the pick up of
hazardous waste like electronics at no extra charge.

9/29/2021 2:17 PM

74 I'd like to continue to see a 1-2x/year electronic recycling event that's free; and i'd love to see
a "free stuff garage sale" weekend where ppl could put things on their curb for anyone to take
avoiding it going into landfill!

9/28/2021 1:54 PM

75 Opt out composting, hazardous waste pick-up (maybe quarterly?), electronic pick up. 9/24/2021 11:13 AM

76 No 9/24/2021 10:33 AM

77 Paint pick up, once or twice a year, battery, electronic cords etc. Paper shredding event 9/24/2021 7:59 AM

78 Definitely should have plastic bag pick up and maybe even plastic caps, and I'd love the
battery pick up. But, mostly I would love plastic bag pick up. And I definitely want to make
sure our efforts are not in vain.

9/23/2021 9:11 PM

79 Battery disposal 9/23/2021 6:36 PM

80 Yes, recycling of hazardous materials: batteries, light bulbs & paint cans 9/23/2021 5:40 PM

81 Electronic collection or partner with scouts to host twice yearly. 9/23/2021 4:37 PM

82 Food waste/donations to Beyond Hunger, if not already in place? Carbon offsets? Free trees to
plant? Expanded recycling? Eliminate virtually all landfill use?

9/23/2021 4:21 PM

83 Recycling of electronics Once a season unlimited throw away days like Elmwood Park and
Glen Ellyn do.

9/23/2021 3:52 PM

84 I wish there were curbside pick up electronic recycling options. Oak Park has this and they do
not charge extra for it.

9/23/2021 3:46 PM

85 Would like a paper shredding day and a hazardous material drop off day ( old paint, varnish, oil
).

9/23/2021 3:41 PM

86 would like to have drop off close by for hazardous and electronic items 9/23/2021 3:36 PM

87 Some type of consistent hazardous waste and material program needs to be developed
Anytime I have to get rid of something hazardous I need to search for a program or a place to
take it I don’t necessarily need pick up service

9/23/2021 3:16 PM

88 I think there should be a place to drop off e-waste, batteries, etc... 9/23/2021 1:09 PM

89 Standard garbage bins like Oak Park would be nice. Cost us and Roy Strom less. 9/23/2021 1:03 PM

90 I think there needs to be a new program to collect, clean, distribute (reuse) take out food
containers. Our family eats out 3-5 times a week. I have collected so many food containers
but don't have any use for them. They will just end up in recycling. Restaurants need these
containers. There's a huge waste.

9/23/2021 6:53 AM

91 Weekly hazardous waste collection without the need to call for a special pickup. In reality a lot
of people are putting these materials in the regular garbage because it's easier

9/22/2021 11:44 AM

92 Too much litter around the village. Perhaps there should be a campaign to prevent litter, pick
up litter and beautify the village.

9/22/2021 9:57 AM

93 I'd love to be able to set out electronics for recycling on garbage day. 9/21/2021 12:30 PM

94 More frequent hazardous waste/electronics/etc collection. Like the "recycling extravaganza",
but regular options without having to drive a distance.

9/20/2021 11:51 PM

95 Metals. Hazardous waste. Perhaps monthly or even quarterly. 9/20/2021 10:59 PM

96 I would love pickup order branches or other larger yard items without having to put them in a
bag.

9/20/2021 8:51 PM

97 Small electronics light bulbs batteries collected quarterly. 9/20/2021 3:40 PM
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Q29 What is your address?
Answered: 186 Skipped: 204

# RESPONSES DATE

1 1531 Ashland 10/11/2021 9:31 AM

2 1531 10/11/2021 9:30 AM

3 1000 block of keystone 10/11/2021 8:50 AM

4 840 Monroe Ave 10/11/2021 8:20 AM

5 415 Franklin Ave Unit 4C 10/10/2021 9:12 PM

6 214 Gale 10/10/2021 7:15 PM

7 30 Ashland Ave 10/10/2021 6:10 PM

8 7628 Washington Blvd 10/10/2021 12:44 PM

9 558 Clinton Place, River Forest 10/10/2021 9:24 AM

10 819 Clinton Place, River Forest, IL, United States 10/10/2021 8:04 AM

11 7315 Greenfield street 10/9/2021 9:00 PM

12 7301 Greenfield St. 10/9/2021 6:26 PM

13 1000 Franklin Ave 10/9/2021 5:02 PM

14 823 Jackson Avenue 10/9/2021 4:19 PM

15 753 Jackson 10/9/2021 11:02 AM

16 706 Park 10/9/2021 10:19 AM

17 30 Ashland Ave 10/9/2021 7:25 AM

18 727 Park Ave. 10/9/2021 5:42 AM

19 302 Ashland 10/8/2021 6:54 PM

20 613 North Franklin 10/8/2021 5:11 PM

21 7919 w North Ave 10/8/2021 3:25 PM

22 1503 Keystone 10/8/2021 11:56 AM

23 750 Lathrop Avenue 10/8/2021 11:46 AM

24 1114 Park Ave 10/8/2021 11:42 AM

25 1335 William St 10/8/2021 10:16 AM

26 1344 Lathrop Ave 10/8/2021 9:55 AM

27 623 Monroe 10/8/2021 9:23 AM

28 100 block Gale 10/8/2021 9:15 AM

29 407-411 Ashland Ave. 10/8/2021 9:12 AM

30 1221 William St 10/8/2021 8:51 AM

31 1031 Bonnie Brae Pl 10/8/2021 8:47 AM

32 942 Jackson 10/8/2021 8:06 AM

33 500 block of William St 10/8/2021 8:00 AM
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34 43 Gale Ave 10/8/2021 7:21 AM

35 34 Keystone 10/8/2021 4:51 AM

36 947 thatcher 10/8/2021 12:03 AM

37 7628 Washington 10/7/2021 11:11 PM

38 626 Monroe Av. River Forest, IL 60305 10/7/2021 10:30 PM

39 411 Park Ave 10/7/2021 10:14 PM

40 1215 Ashland 10/7/2021 9:27 PM

41 7615 Washington Blvd 10/7/2021 9:06 PM

42 534 William Street 10/7/2021 9:04 PM

43 339 Gale Ave 10/7/2021 8:24 PM

44 7614 Washington Blvd 10/7/2021 8:19 PM

45 1428 Franklin Ave 10/7/2021 8:16 PM

46 831 Jackson Ave. 10/7/2021 8:12 PM

47 8201 Lake Street 10/7/2021 7:33 PM

48 1127 KEYSTONE AVE 10/7/2021 7:22 PM

49 608 Ashland. 10/7/2021 7:15 PM

50 7952 - 7956 Madison 10/7/2021 7:13 PM

51 1009 Jackson 10/7/2021 7:01 PM

52 554 Lathrop 10/7/2021 6:53 PM

53 1407 Franklin 10/7/2021 6:42 PM

54 1240 Monroe 10/7/2021 6:34 PM

55 339 Ashland Ave 10/7/2021 6:31 PM

56 32 Lathrop Avenue 10/7/2021 5:59 PM

57 106 Gale Avenue 10/7/2021 5:56 PM

58 527 Jackson Ave 10/7/2021 5:44 PM

59 1102 Jackson Avenue 10/7/2021 5:31 PM

60 918 Clinton Place, River Forest. 10/7/2021 5:20 PM

61 900 block of Bonnie Brae 10/7/2021 5:19 PM

62 604 Bonnie Brae Pl 10/7/2021 5:16 PM

63 130 Forest Ave. 10/7/2021 5:16 PM

64 719 Bonnie Brae 10/7/2021 5:11 PM

65 414 clinton pl 10/7/2021 5:10 PM

66 211 Park 10/7/2021 5:01 PM

67 942 Forest 10/7/2021 5:01 PM

68 538 Lathrop 10/7/2021 4:59 PM

69 1308 Lathrop Ave. 10/7/2021 4:56 PM

70 36 Forest Avenue 10/7/2021 4:54 PM

71 946 Park Ave 10/7/2021 4:46 PM
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72 601 bonnie brae place 10/7/2021 4:44 PM

73 234 Gale Avenue 10/7/2021 4:43 PM

74 1530 Franklin Avenue 10/7/2021 4:36 PM

75 106 ASHLAND AVE 10/7/2021 4:32 PM

76 751 William St. River Forest 10/7/2021 4:22 PM

77 600 Block of Keystone 10/7/2021 4:19 PM

78 349 Gale Avenue 10/7/2021 4:18 PM

79 8139 Lake Street 10/7/2021 4:14 PM

80 1447 Bonnie Brae Pl 10/7/2021 4:13 PM

81 615 monroe 10/7/2021 4:05 PM

82 1023 Park 10/7/2021 4:04 PM

83 334 Franklin Ave 10/7/2021 4:03 PM

84 750 Lathrop Avenue 10/7/2021 4:03 PM

85 925 William St 10/7/2021 4:01 PM

86 7920 lake 10/7/2021 3:59 PM

87 1414 N. Harlem Ave. Unit D. 10/7/2021 3:58 PM

88 600 block of Thatcher 10/7/2021 3:57 PM

89 703 Forest 10/7/2021 3:57 PM

90 558 Forest 10/7/2021 3:55 PM

91 926 Park 10/7/2021 3:53 PM

92 806 Keystone Ave 10/7/2021 3:52 PM

93 122 Forest Ave 10/7/2021 3:52 PM

94 1424 N. Harlem ave #B 10/7/2021 3:51 PM

95 1228 Franklin 10/7/2021 3:49 PM

96 303 Park Avenue 10/7/2021 3:49 PM

97 1446 Monroe 10/7/2021 3:48 PM

98 220 Franklin Avenue 10/7/2021 3:46 PM

99 559 William St. 10/7/2021 3:46 PM

100 7611 Washington Blvd 10/7/2021 3:46 PM

101 27 Park 10/7/2021 3:45 PM

102 814 Jackson Avenue 10/7/2021 3:44 PM

103 1318 Franklin Ave. 10/7/2021 3:41 PM

104 328 Ashland 10/7/2021 3:41 PM

105 1035 thatcher 10/7/2021 3:38 PM

106 130 Forest 10/7/2021 3:37 PM

107 934 Keystone Ave 10/7/2021 3:37 PM

108 1025 Jackson 10/7/2021 3:36 PM

109 915 Clinton Place 10/7/2021 3:36 PM
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110 1001 franklin 10/7/2021 3:33 PM

111 841 Clinton 10/7/2021 3:32 PM

112 750 Bonnie Brae 10/7/2021 3:32 PM

113 535 Thatcher 10/7/2021 3:31 PM

114 705 Keystone Ave. 10/7/2021 3:31 PM

115 614 Forest 10/7/2021 3:28 PM

116 910 Forest Ave. 10/7/2021 3:28 PM

117 531 Monroe Avenue 10/7/2021 3:25 PM

118 745 Jackson 10/7/2021 3:24 PM

119 604 franklin ave 10/7/2021 3:24 PM

120 River Forest 10/7/2021 3:23 PM

121 747 Ashland 10/7/2021 3:22 PM

122 42 Gale ave 10/7/2021 3:22 PM

123 628 Bonnie Brae 10/7/2021 3:21 PM

124 1137 Franklin Ave 10/7/2021 3:19 PM

125 506 Ashland 10/7/2021 3:16 PM

126 7817 Greenfield Street 10/7/2021 3:15 PM

127 910 N Harlem Ave 10/7/2021 3:14 PM

128 26 Forest 10/7/2021 3:13 PM

129 627 monroe 10/7/2021 3:11 PM

130 605 William 10/7/2021 3:11 PM

131 7722 Lake Street 10/7/2021 3:11 PM

132 520 River Oaks Drive 10/7/2021 3:09 PM

133 500 block of thatcher 10/7/2021 3:09 PM

134 838 William 10/7/2021 3:07 PM

135 35 Thatcher Ave 10/7/2021 3:06 PM

136 1240 William St 10/7/2021 12:09 PM

137 538 Bonnie Brae 10/7/2021 11:49 AM

138 Forest avenue River Forest. 10/7/2021 10:49 AM

139 843 Keystone 10/7/2021 10:47 AM

140 1439 Park Ave 10/6/2021 6:57 PM

141 838 N Harlem Ave 10/2/2021 11:07 PM

142 300 Park 10/2/2021 9:00 PM

143 714 Park Ave 10/1/2021 5:47 PM

144 1431 Ashland Ave 10/1/2021 4:04 PM

145 562 Forest 10/1/2021 2:39 PM

146 606 KEYSTONE AVE 10/1/2021 1:32 PM

147 You've got to be kidding -- there goes any anonymity if a respondent provides her address. 9/29/2021 2:17 PM
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148 718 clinton place 9/28/2021 1:54 PM

149 321 Franklin 9/25/2021 9:36 PM

150 1010 Monroe Ave 9/24/2021 4:29 PM

151 31 Park 9/24/2021 11:24 AM

152 first block of Keystone Ave 9/24/2021 11:13 AM

153 1234 Monroe Ave 9/24/2021 10:33 AM

154 906 n. harlem 9/24/2021 8:54 AM

155 714 Park 9/24/2021 5:48 AM

156 303 park 9/24/2021 12:48 AM

157 26 Forest 9/23/2021 10:38 PM

158 742 William 9/23/2021 9:50 PM

159 700 block Bonnie Brae, River Forest 9/23/2021 9:11 PM

160 224 ASHLAND AVENUE 9/23/2021 8:59 PM

161 7339 Holly Court 9/23/2021 8:48 PM

162 906 Monroe 9/23/2021 7:04 PM

163 7335 Holly Ct. 9/23/2021 6:36 PM

164 620 Lathrop Ave. 9/23/2021 5:40 PM

165 550 William St 9/23/2021 4:33 PM

166 1122 N Harlem Avenue, Unit B 9/23/2021 4:27 PM

167 801 Jackson Ave. 9/23/2021 4:21 PM

168 8205 Lake St. 9/23/2021 3:58 PM

169 1523 Ashland Ave 9/23/2021 3:46 PM

170 815 Forest Ave 9/23/2021 3:45 PM

171 7624 Washington 9/23/2021 3:42 PM

172 500 block of Ashland. Why is this a question? What relevance? 9/23/2021 3:41 PM

173 1501 bonnie brae 9/23/2021 3:36 PM

174 31 Park Avenue 9/23/2021 3:16 PM

175 317 Franklin Ave 9/23/2021 1:09 PM

176 William St. 9/23/2021 6:53 AM

177 847 Forest Ave 9/22/2021 9:57 AM

178 934 Park 9/21/2021 12:30 PM

179 734 Franklin 9/20/2021 11:51 PM

180 542 jackson 9/20/2021 10:59 PM

181 234 Park ave 9/20/2021 5:58 PM

182 7628 Washington 9/20/2021 5:31 PM

183 515 Auvergne 9/20/2021 4:52 PM

184 107 Ashland 9/20/2021 4:06 PM

185 526 Forest 9/20/2021 3:40 PM
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186 1439 Clinton Pl. 9/20/2021 3:09 PM

Results as of 10/11/21



Please note that rates are difficult to compare on a like-for-like basis due to the 
varying scopes and nuanced nature of waste hauling contracts. For example, in some 
municipalities the contractor services multi-family and commercial properties in 
addition to single-family residences, which may contribute to lower overall monthly 
rates. Some contracts also include a rate structure based on container size. The 
municipalities listed below that offer composting services include it as part of the 
yard waste program (as opposed to a standalone program). Only the lowest 
cost/most basic service is represented in the table below.  

Municipality 
and Population 

Provider Monthly Base 
Service Fee 

Monthly Composting 
Fee  

Burr Ridge 
Pop: 10,763 

Groot Curbside: $18.59 
Backdoor: $35.40 

N/A 

Darien 
Pop: 21,884 

LRS (starting 
April 1, 2022) 

$20.95 $3.00 (seasonal) 

Elmwood Park 
Pop: 24,468 

LRS Curbside: $21.00 N/A 

Forest Park 
Pop: 13,927 

Republic 
Services 

Alley: $15.43 N/A 

Glencoe 

Pop: 8,888 

LRS Curbside: $24.86 

Backdoor: $35.58 

$10.86 (seasonal) 

Hinsdale 
Pop: 17,710 

Republic 
Services 

Curbside: $21.75 
Backdoor: $34.20 

$12.67 (seasonal) 

La Grange 
Pop: 15,545 

Flood 
Brothers 

Curbside: $14.72 
Backdoor: $23.97 

$12.69 (seasonal) 

Oak Park 
Pop: 52,233 

LRS Curbside: $15.60 
Backdoor: $30.60 

$15.00 (annual) 

Riverside 
Pop: 8,759 

Flood 
Brothers 

Curbside: $21.55 
Backdoor:  $31.77 

$5.10 (included as 
total  collection fees, 
seasonal) 

Western Springs 
Pop: 13,272 

LRS Curbside: $15.06 
Backdoor: $25.41 

N/A 

River Forest 
Pop: 11,717 

LRS (Strom) Backdoor: $30.29 $20.87 
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