
9/6/12 Neighborhood Meeting – Valley View Pond

Questions raised during the meeting and Responses by Village Staff provided below

● Can the pond be filled in and replaced with turf-grass while leaving a channel to the north

to convey stormwater through the area?

○ In order to have a properly draining turf-bottom area, adequate slope would need

to be created to drain runoff across the turf area back into the channel.  This

would require either significant filling of the floodplain, or lowering the pond outlet

several feet.  Based on the existing elevations, and regulations against placing fill

within the floodplain, staff has determined that this option is not feasible.

● The condition of the pond was more than adequate this year, without Village staff having

performed any chemical treatment or sediment removal.  Can the Village hold the money

currently allocated for the proposed improvement and continually add to it until a project

is needed in the future?

○ After evaluating this option, Village staff has concerns about deferring the project

and escrowing the funds until such time as they are needed.  Doing so will likely

result in increased construction costs, greater uncertainty regarding the

permitting required to complete the project, and wasted resources if the Village

has to perform immediate maintenance work in response to poor conditions and

then resumes the planning and construction of the deferred project.  For these

reasons, staff has determined that this is option is not the most desirable.

● Please verify that there are sediment baskets present in the inlets throughout the Valley

View Estates Reconstruction Project.

○ Village staff has verified that inlet filters have been installed in appropriate area

inlets and that they are cleaned out as necessary to allow stormwater to readily

enter the inlets and prevent them from becoming clogged.  Any remaining

sediment will ultimately be removed when the inlet filter is permanently removed

from the inlet upon completion of construction.

● Has there been any chemical treatment performed on Robey Pond this year?

○ No chemical treatment has been performed on Robey Pond this year.

● There seems to be more water in the inlet pool this year – has anything been modified at

the inlet or outlet that would have increased water levels?

○ No modifications of the inlet or outlet pipes have taken place - including sediment

removal.

● Please verify that there are no other Village-owned wet-bottom ponds.

○ Village Staff has verified that there are no other Village-owned wet-bottom ponds.



● What guidelines and/or maintenance regimen (if any) is the Village responsible for under

both the existing and proposed conditions?

○ Currently the Village removes algae through chemical and mechanical means on

an as-needed basis, periodically removes litter, and operates and maintains

aerators. Under the proposed conditions, the contractor will be responsible for

maintaining and monitoring the vegetation for 3 years after planting.  This period is

a common duration used in similar applications and ensures that the native plant

community will be established properly.  At the completion of the 3-year

maintenance and monitoring program, ongoing maintenance will be performed by

Village Staff and/or a qualified consultant, and will generally consist of spot

herbiciding, annual high-mowing, inspection/cleaning of inlets, catch basins and

sediment traps, and potentially controlled burning.

● Can the Village research state law regarding noxious weeds and [the Village’s] obligation

to remove them under both the existing and proposed conditions?

○ A link to the Illinois State Noxious Weed Law is provided below:

http://www.agr.state.il.us/Laws/Regs/8iac220.pdf

● The Village has stated that lowering the normal water level of the pond will have minimal

impacts on the foundations of surrounding homes – what evidence does Village staff

have to support this statement?

○ The lowering of the normal water level by up to 1 foot will not significantly impact

the surrounding foundations.  It may tend to lower the groundwater table in the

general vicinity of the homes, during times of minimal rainfall.  No study or report

has been prepared on this subject to stand as evidence, however.

● Coyotes have previously been seen in the area - will the staff-recommended plan attract

additional coyotes to the area?

○ There is no evidence to suggest that coyotes would be more attracted to the

naturalization option  The majority of a coyote’s food source consists of small

rodents.  Since naturalizing the pond will not attract any additional rodents to the

area (see next question) there is no reason to believe that this area will become

more attractive to coyotes.  Additional information can be found in the Cook

County study at the following link:

http://ohioline.osu.edu/b929/pdf/b929.pdf

● Has the Village explored grant funding opportunities related to the project or pond

improvements in general?

○ As the scope of the project has not yet been determined, no grant applications

have been submitted.  However, Village Staff is aware of previously utilized grant

opportunities that may be available once a more defined scope of work is

established.



● Is there any evidence to suggest that rats will or will not be attracted to the area if it were

to become naturalized?

○ There is no evidence to suggest that rats will be attracted to the pond if it were to

be naturalized.  According to the EPA’s website, “natural vegetation does not

provide the sort of food in quantities required to sustain a population of vermin”.

● If the pond is to become naturalized, how much open water will remain as open water

upon completion of the project?

○ As the naturalization option is still in a conceptual stage, it is difficult to provide an

exact amount of open water that would remain upon completion of the project.

The original plan that was presented to Village Council shows approximately

15-20% open water as compared to the existing conditions.


