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          ITEM_______ 
VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE 

REPORT FOR THE VILLAGE COUNCIL MEETING 
NOVEMBER 13, 2007 AGENDA 

 
SUBJECT:                                              TYPE:                                      SUBMITTED BY: 

Solid Waste Collection & Disposal 
Services Contract 

 
 

Resolution 
Ordinance       
Motion 
Discussion Only 

Michael Baker 
Assistant Village Manager 

 
SYNOPSIS 
A resolution has been prepared to authorize a contract with ARC Disposal and Recycling (ARC) of 
Mount Prospect, IL for solid waste collection and disposal services for three years, beginning on April 1, 
2008. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN ALIGNMENT 
The Council Adopted Strategic Plan references and supports this item directly and indirectly in the 
following manner: 
• The Village’s Strategic Plan identifies Collect and Dispose of Solid Waste as one of the primary 

businesses of the Village of Downers Grove.  
• The Mission of the Village includes providing Exceptional Municipal Services. A supporting 

objective includes Continuously Looking for Opportunities for Innovations and for Ways to 
Improve Management and Service Delivery.The Mission also includes Fiscally Responsible 
through Decisions Made with Financial Consequences in Mind. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 
The FY08 Recommended Budget includes $100,000 in the General Fund for solid waste collection and 
disposal services.  Should the recommended contract be approved, this amount could be reallocated to 
support related solid waste disposal activities such as electronics recycling, or alternatively, could be 
removed from the budget, with a corresponding reduction in the property tax levy.  The Village’s current 
contract for solid waste collection and disposal includes a $100,000 General Fund subsidy paid directly 
to the Contractor. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Approval on the November 20, 2007 active agenda. 
 
BACKGROUND 
Beginning in July 2007, Village staff conducted an extensive public process to solicit and evaluate 
proposals by qualified contractors to provide solid waste collection and disposal services beginning 
April 1, 2008.   This process included the following:   
 

• July 24, 2007 – Presentation at Village Council Workshop to outline request for proposal (RFP) 
process and identify options to explore in structuring the RFP document 

• August 9, 2007 – Meeting with the Environmental Concerns Commission to discuss various 
options for service delivery and contract modifications (minutes attached) 

• August 28, 2007 – Presentation at Village Council Workshop of draft RFP document for Village 
Council review 

• September 4, 2007 – Approval by Village Council of the RFP 
• September 28, 2007 – Deadline for submission of sealed proposals 
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In order to solicit proposals that allowed the Village to effectively evaluate options in determining the 
most effective provision of solid waste collection and disposal services, the RFP document was 
structured in the following manner:   

• Require interested vendors to submit base proposals that maintain the existing volume-based 
service model for a three-year contract term. Specifically, the RFP required vendors to indicate 
the cost requirements to perform the services stated in the RFP for the current method of service 
collection.   

• Allow for the submission of alternative proposals that offer variations in program structure and 
contract term.  While the volume-based program has been successful in the past in Downers 
Grove, there are other models available that can be included as part of a vendor’s proposal, such 
as a variable container size and rate-based program.   

• Allow proposals to indicate the additional cost required for the contract to provide a six-week 
leaf collection program in October and November with no sticker required for properly bagged 
leaves.   

• Maintain the existing practice of offering the Amnesty Day program one time per year in the fall 
as part of the base proposal requirement.   

 
As of the September 28 deadline, the Village received proposals from four qualified contractors:  

• ARC Disposal and Recycling Company, Inc. (ARC) – Submitted three pricing options as part of 
its base proposal and an alternate variable container size proposal. 

• Allied Waste Services (Allied) – Submitted a base proposal and two options for alternate 
proposals: one option allows residents to put out one standard size garbage can with no sticker 
required for a monthly charge.  The other option allows residents to put out two standard size 
garbage cans with no sticker required.   

• Veolia Enviornmental Services (Veolia- formerly Onyx) – Submitted two pricing options as part 
of its base proposal. 

• Waste Management Inc. – Submitted one pricing option as its base proposal.  
 
Copies of all of the proposals are on file in the Village Clerk’s Office.  A thorough evaluation process 
was conducted by an internal staff team consisting of representatives from the Village Manager’s Office 
and the Public Works Department.  The proposal submitted by the recommended Contractor is attached, 
as is a detailed spreadsheet that summarizes all of the service delivery options proposed in the two most 
competitive proposals.  The proposals from Veolia and Waste Management were determined to be less 
competitive because they included significantly greater Village subsidy or increase to sticker prices as 
part of their base proposals compared with those submitted by ARC and Allied.   
 
The attached spreadsheet includes a summary of the base and alternate proposals submitted by ARC and 
Allied as part of their original proposals.  Some of the base proposal options reflect lower sticker prices 
than the recommended proposal, but also include required subsidy payments on behalf of the Village in 
order to offset the lower sticker price.  The subsidy would have to be paid either via existing General 
Fund revenues, funded by a property tax increase, or paid via a separate fee included in the water bill.  
Due to the challenge of funding this direct payment, staff preferred the option from ARC which did not 
include any Village subsidy.  Although it was not submitted as part of the original proposal, staff did ask 
Allied to provide information regarding proposed sticker prices with no Village subsidy.  Allied did 
respond with the following pricing:  $2.90 effective April 1, 2008, $3,10 effective April 1, 2009, and 
$3.32 effective April 1, 2010.   
 
None of the base proposals offered leaf pick-up in October/November with no sticker required, but ARC 
did include this enhancement as an option in its alternate proposal for $90,000 per month.  Before the 
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November 13 Council Workshop, staff will confirm whether ARC will honor this leaf pick-up option as 
part of the recommended base proposal.   
 
The recommended proposal will maintain the Village’s current program with an increase in sticker price 
over the three year span of the contract.  
 

 Current April 1, 2008 April 1, 2009 April 1, 2010 
Garbage/Yard Waste Sticker Price $2.27 $2.85 $2.96 $3.08 
64-Gallon Cart (per month) $17.18 $15.15 $15.76 $16.39 
96-Gallon Cart (per month) $21.75 $19.70 $20.49 $21.31 
Village Subsidy $100,000 - - - 
 
This proposal was determined to be the most competitive that the Village received and eliminates the 
Village subsidy while allowing only modest increases in the sticker price after year one. The jump in 
sticker price from the current year is consistent with the experience of other municipalities that have 
recently solicited RFP’s for solid waste collection and disposal services. The only change between the 
Village’s current program and ARC’s proposed program is a shift from a four-day collection schedule to 
a five-day collection schedule, which will be structured to impact the fewest possible number of 
households.   
 
Staff did closely evaluate the alternate proposal submitted by ARC which would introduce a new 
program to Downers Grove. Garbage and recycling would be collected in carts, available in various 
sizes depending on individual household needs. Residents would pay for the service via a monthly bill. 
This program structure offer several service delivery enhancements, such as:   
 

• Convenience - no sticker required, containers hold larger volumes 
• No weight restrictions - currently 50 pounds per container 
• Cost control - more long-term, predictable costs (7-year term) 
• Reports from other municipalities of fewer complaints from residents 
• Residents less likely to store or hold on to refuse (construction debris) 
• Fewer worker injuries 
• Less litter on streets (from wind, wild animals) 
• Decrease in contaminated recycling  
• Reduce or eliminate undesirable behaviors from current program 
• Environmental - cleaner, more fuel efficient vehicles 
• Contractor will bill residents directly 

 
This alternative does offer several the economic and environmental benefits and there has been a shift 
toward such programs within the solid waste industry. However, the program would require a more 
substantial change from the current program and increase the overall costs for solid waste collection and 
disposal services more than would a continuation of the current program.  For these reasons, staff is 
recommending ARC’s base proposal instead. 
 
The following is an updated timeline for the approval and implementation of a new solid waste contract: 
 

• November 20, 2007 - Approval of contract by Village Council 
• Dec. 2007-March 2008 - Communication of new contract modifications to residents: change in 

sticker price and alteration of collection schedule 
• April 1, 2008 - New contract takes effect 
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The Village currently is under a one-year contract with Allied Waste Inc. for collection and disposal of 
refuse, recycling and yard waste (collectively known as solid waste). The existing contract, which is a 
one-year extension of Allied Waste’s previous contract with the Village, will expire on March 31, 2008.  
The Village’s current contract offers a volume-based program, meaning that residents pay per bag of 
refuse with stickers costing $2.27 each. The refuse program in the Village has been volume-based since 
the early 1990s and presently serves approximately 14,100 households. In addition, the contract offers 
the option of disposing of refuse in a vendor-issued 64- or 96-gallon cart for which the resident is billed 
monthly. Yard waste is collected between April and December and also requires a $2.27 sticker. 
Recycling is free of charge with costs built into the sticker charges to provide an incentive for residents 
to recycle. In addition to the revenue generated directly from sticker sales and monthly billing for cart 
users, the current contract also provides for a $100,000 payment from Village general revenue sources to 
Allied Waste Inc.   
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Summary Spreadsheet of ARC and Allied Base and Alternate Proposals 
ARC Proposal Documents  
Environmental Concerns Commission Minutes of August 9, 2007 



RESOLUTION NO.          

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE
VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE 

AND ARC DISPOSAL AND RECYCLING, INC.

BE IT RESOLVED by the Village Council of the Village of Downers Grove, DuPage County, Illinois,

as follows:

1. That the form and substance of a certain Agreement (the “Agreement”), between the Village

of Downers Grove (the “Village”) and ARC Disposal and Recycling, Inc. ( “ARC”), for solid waste collection

and disposal services, as set forth in the form of the Agreement submitted to this meeting with the

recommendation of the Village Manager, is hereby approved.

2. That the Village Manager  and Village Clerk are hereby respectively authorized and directed

for and on behalf of the Village to execute, attest, seal and deliver the Agreement, substantially in the form

approved in the foregoing paragraph of this Resolution, together with such changes as the Manager shall

deem necessary.

3. That the proper officials, agents and employees of the Village are hereby authorized and

directed to take such further action as they may deem necessary or appropriate to perform all obligations and

commitments of the Village in accordance with the provisions of the Agreement.

4. That all resolutions or parts of resolutions in conflict with the provisions of this Resolution are

hereby repealed.

5. That this Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage as provided

by law.

                                                             
Mayor

Passed:
Attest:                                                    
                Village Clerk

1\wp8\res.07\RefuseService



Village of Downers Grove - Solid Waste Proposal Comparison

Base Proposal Comparisons
ARC

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 1 Year 2 Year 3
Refuse Sticker 2.85               2.96               3.08               2.55               2.65               2.75               2.27               2.35               2.45               2.27               2.27               2.27               
Yard Waste Sticker 2.85               2.96               3.08               2.55               2.65               2.75               2.27               2.36               2.45               2.27               2.27               2.27               
Village Subsidy -                 -                 -                 286,600         298,100         310,000         551,900         574,000         597,000         446,000         584,000         730,000         
65 Gallon Cart 15.15             15.76             16.39             15.15             15.76             16.39             15.15             15.76             16.39             17.18             17.18             17.18             
95 Gallon Cart 19.70             20.49             21.31             19.70             20.49             21.31             19.70             20.49             21.31             21.75             21.75             21.75             
Amnesty Day Included Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Oct/Nov Leaf Included No No No No No No No No No No No No
Collection Schedule < Convert to 5-day schedule > < Convert to 5-day schedule > < Convert to 5-day schedule > < Unchanged >

Alternate Proposal Comparisons

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Year 6 Year 7 Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Year 1 Year 2 Year 3
Description - Refuse
Description - Recycling
35 Gallon Cart 14.03             14.59             15.17             15.78             16.41             17.07             17.75             -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 
65 Gallon Cart 15.03             15.63             16.26             16.91             17.59             18.29             19.02             18.50             19.50             20.50             21.50             22.50             18.75             19.45             20.25             
95 Gallon Cart 16.03             16.67             17.34             18.03             18.75             19.50             20.28             21.75             22.40             23.15             24.20             25.50             22.00             22.80             23.75             
Standard Service -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 14.50             15.15             15.90             16.70             17.55             15.75             16.45             17.25             
Refuse Sticker 2.27               2.35               2.45               2.55               2.65               2.75               2.85               2.25               2.25               2.50               2.50               2.50               2.25               2.25               2.50               
Yard Waste Sticker 2.27               2.35               2.45               2.55               2.65               2.75               2.85               2.25               2.25               2.50               2.50               2.50               2.25               2.25               2.50               
Leaf Sticker -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 1.00               1.00               1.25               1.25               1.25               -                 -                 
Village Subsidy 137,975         -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 -                 
Amnesty Day Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Oct/Nov Leaf Collection < Optional @ cost > No No No No No Yes Yes Yes
Billed by (proposal) < Contractor > < Village > < Village >
Collection Schedule < Convert to 5-day schedule > < Retain current 4-day schedule > < Retain current 4-day schedule >
Proposal Notes Options of reducing cart prices for elimination of Amnesty Day, billing by Village

Cost of Oct/Nov Leaf Collection - $90,000

< Choice of 3 cart sizes for refuse: 35, 65 or 95-gallon >
< 65-gal recycling containers to all households >

ARC (Recommended)

< 1 can per week, no sticker required >
< 65-gal recycling containers to all residents >

< 2 cans per week, no sticker required >
< No change from current >

ALLIED
Base Proposal

ARC
Base Proposal - Option 1

Alternate Proposal - Option 2
ARC

Alternate Proposal

Base Proposal - Option 2 Base Proposal - Option 3

Alternate Proposal - Option 1
ALLIED ALLIED





























































































mbourke
Not Approved
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DOWNERS GROVE ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS COMMISSION 
August 9, 2007 

Public Works Community Room 
5101 Walnut Avenue, Downers Grove 

7:00 PM 
 

 
Chairman Sterner called the meeting to order at 7:15 p.m.  A quorum was established.   
 
I.  Roll call 
 

Present: Chairman Joseph Sterner, Members James Cavallo, William Tokash, Lois Vitt Sale 
 
Absent: Mr. Wander, Mr. Pawlak 
 
Staff: Communications Dir. Doug Kozlowski 
 
Guests: Mr. Sean P. Durkin, Village Commissioner;  Bob Herlien, Allied Waste;  
Mr. Rick Bultheis, Resident; Mr. Mike Baker, Assistant Village Manager;  
Ms. Megan Bourke, Management Analyst, Village of Downers Grove 
  
 

II. Review of June 14, 2007 Minutes 
 
III. Visitors Welcome 
 
IV.  Council Direction on Climate Protection Agreement 
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 Dir. Kozlowski read a motion received from the August 7 Village Council meeting “to refer 
the U.S. Conference of Mayors’ Climate Protection Agreement back to the Environmental Concerns 
Commission to review and recommend revisions to Section C to identify environmental conservancy 
practices the Village should employ in daily operations and strategic planning.”  From his 
understanding of the workshops that took place, Kozlowski summarized that the village council was 
interested in seeing whether the ECC could develop a Climate Protection Agreement, and/or list of 
what was currently being done environmentally by the village and to begin keeping a record of what 
was being done, also what was attainable for the village and to create a program similar in the form 
of the resolution to forwarded to them.  Per a question, Kozlowski said the agreement forwarded to 
the Village Council was taken from Internet and was unchanged.   
 
 Asked if the village changed its direction or veered from the agreement, would the village 
still qualify under the program, wherein Kozlowski did speak to representatives in Washington, DC 
who indicated that if items were deleted from the agreement then the Cool Cities award could not be 
given out.  Comments followed that the ECC should see what other villages adopted the agreement 
and to hear their input.  The Chair concurred.  Ms. Vitt Sale offered to speak to her colleague in 
Evanston, Illinois.   
 
 Discussion followed on the opportunities available to the village, such as the networking that 
could take place with other cities on board with the agreement; having the opportunity to look at 
Energy Star products and their life cycle costs; and allowing for reducing local pollutants. 
 
 Discussing Section C.7. of the Agreement, the chair suggested more clarification to the 
section.  Comments followed that the verbiage was vague and more direction was necessary which 
was also an opportunity for the ECC to write the direction the village should take.  The need for more 
public education was also emphasized.   Dialog followed that the village already complied with much 
of the agreement.  Number 4, as it relates to whether the village had target dates for alternative 
energy (such as wind power) for its residents, was a question asked by Ms. Vitt Sale.   
 
 It was noted that Section C.1. was the most difficult step because it was a data intensive 
effort and would need a consultant but was worth considering if the village wanted to move 
forwarded on the matter.  Also, comments followed that the ECC did not want to make the agreement 
cumbersome for staff to follow but at the same time more information was needed.  
 
 Members asked that staff review Paragraphs C.1 through C.11 individually, identify the 
department heads who are responsible, and identify what steps are being taken to meet compliance. 
From there, and after reviewing staff’s list, the ECC could then make its specific recommendations to 
the village council.  Additionally, staff should gather information from Evanston and from villages 
similar to the size of Downers Grove, and see how much of the agreement they modified, etc.    
Ms. Vitt Sale stated that paragraphs C.2 and C.3 would be appropriate to zoning; paragraphs C.4, 5, 6 
and 8 would be appropriate for Public Works; and C7, do not work on.  She stated Pump Efficiency 
fell under Public Works; Recycling Rate (to be determined as the ECC moves forward); and Trees 
fell under Public Works.  No formal program was determined for Education. 
 
V. Review of Village Scavenger License (Garbage Contract) Staff Presentation  
 
 Mr. Baker explained that the Village’s Strategic Plan addresses the collection and disposal of 
solid waste.   Currently, Allied Waste provided the collection and disposal service and the village’s 
contract with Allied expired on March 30, 2008.  Staff was directed from Village Council to 
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formulate a Request for Proposal (“RFP”) for competitive bids from qualified vendors to provide 
garbage collection services.   He believed there was an opportunity for the ECC and the public to 
provide input on the service.   Mr. Baker handed out historical data on garbage collection from 1999 
to June 2007.  Details of the information followed as well as questions on how the village compared 
to other villages as to the percentage of recycling that takes place.   
 
 Turning to the RFP, Mr. Baker discussed various program structures as it relates to sticker 
prices, monthly fee prices, variable rate container sizes, and an unlimited flat rate.   The village used 
the volume-based program since it offered fairness by allowing the ability to put out as little or as 
much refuse a resident could generate.   Staff’s preference was to maintain the volume-based 
program but recognizing to look at alternatives, since the current program was being subsidized by 
$100,000 out of the General Fund.  The chair recommended having enough options in the RFP to 
break out the costs in detail and to educate the public on what it really cost for the service.   
Questions followed on whether data existed if more recycling took place in villages with higher 
sticker prices.  A discussion followed that the village will eventually be moving to the “toter” system, 
which was a convenience program and a cost incentive program.   
 
 Further discussion about Resource Management’s recycling technology also followed.   
Continuing, Mr. Baker believed the village’s RFP process would provide flexibility that allowed for 
the village to move toward an alternative structure in which the services were provided.   A 
suggestion was made to include in the RFP a provision for different sized recycling containers.   
 
 Discussing the possibility of providing some consolidated and enhanced services in the 
downtown area, Mr. Baker stated the village is looking at opportunities to work with the business 
community to construct garbage corrals to house unsightly dumpsters, through the contract, whereby 
one or fewer haulers are involved and to have consolidated pickups.  Recycling bins would also be 
included in the downtown district.   
 
 Discussing the yard waste and leaf collection process, Mr. Baker indicated that provisions 
exist that allow for a variety of different pricings.  A question was raised if private leaf contractors 
could be made available through a fee to residents, wherein Mr. Baker stated to incorporate the 
concept into the RFP would be a challenge.  The service would have to be provided by the Village.   
 
 The commission talked about the Amnesty Day Program, which was incorporated into the 
garbage sticker price.  Comments followed that another large recycling program, as recommended by 
former Commissioner Dr. Goodman, could also reduce the number of Amnesty Day recyclables that 
could be generated.  It was suggested to hold two locally sponsored recycling dates.  Someone 
suggested contacting Naperville’s Public Works Dept. on their process.  
 
 Asked if electronics or compact florescent bulbs were being considered in the provisions of 
the RFP being drafted, Mr. Baker said he could discuss those topics with the waste haulers at the 
interview process.  
 
 Mr. Baker stated the last step of the RFP will go to the village council for input and public 
comment.  Last year, the cost for the program was approximately $1.8 million to $1.9 million with 
the contribution from the general fund.  It did not include the revenue associated with the cart 
program.   
 
 Asked what the three priorities the ECC should be aware of in the contract, Mr. Rick Bolthies  
recommended that 1) the downtown business RFP be kept separate from the new RFP; 2) if the 
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village stays with the pure volume-based program, stickers will be more than $3.50 and the residents 
should be billed directly for the garbage pickup and piggyback on the water bills that are sent to the 
residents; and 3) the length of the contract should be longer, i.e., five years and accept no fuel 
surcharge.  As to discussing a rebate, Mr. Baker   explained the village was not currently receiving a 
rebate but could draft an RFP to do that.  Currently it did not make sense.  A comment was made that 
if a village conveys to a hauler that it will retain the proceeds from the sale of recyclables, it will be 
built into a village’s rate and will lower the rate.  However, it was not a loss leader.  Recycling 
currently was anywhere from $30 to $40 revenue per ton per residential.   
 
 Mr. Bolthies with Arc Disposal recommended keeping the yard waste pure volume-based.  
He stated Amnesty Day was a very costly option.  He recommended that in the village’s RFP that the 
contractor collect one bulk item per week, at no charge to the resident, but that the village hold an 
electronics recycling fair at a centralized location or coordinate with the county’s program.   
 
 Mr. Sean Durkin envisioned the Village Council would discuss this matter at the workshop 
level.  On another matter of his, he discussed some waste haulers had a “green program” and wanted 
the opportunity to respond but were concerned if the village went out with specific points to meet, 
they could not promote their program.  Mr. Durkin noted that new technology could be missed.  He 
also stated that the village’s recycling program was not free because the costs were built into the 
sticker price.  He recommended that the village use the cart for the garbage and a cart for the 
recycling.   
 
 As a direction to the ECC, he believed the village council would be discussing this matter at 
its workshops level and would question whether the ECC would be in favor of 1) continuing the 
sticker program as it exists (with the $100,000 subsidy from the General Fund and possibly going up 
to $4.00 per sticker), 2) providing the two cart program (no stickers), or 3) offering a flat rate.   
 
 Commissioners favored the two cart program with the option of having different size 
containers.  Flexibility in volume was necessary for certain seasons, i.e., Christmas.   Another 
suggestion was to combine different size carts but use stickers for an extra container, if required.  
And, lastly, public education about recycling was important.  Mr. Cavallo recommended researching 
various recycling options for compact fluorescents and electronics.   
 
 Ms. Vitt Sale made a motion that the ECC recommend that the village consider the 
variable rate and container size program with a separate cart for recyclables as well as 
consider a special recycling component outside of this contract that addresses hazardous waste, 
such as electronics, compact fluorescents, batteries, etc., seconded by Mr. Cavallo.   Roll call: 
 
 Aye:  Mr. Sterner, Ms. Vitt Sale, Mr. Tokash, Mr. Cavallo 
 Nay:  None    
             MOTION CARRIED.  VOTE:  4-0 
  
VI. Old Business 
 
 The chairman reminded the commissioners that outstanding issues remained concerning the 
Wilmette Ordinance, the Forestry update, and the Demolition Ordinance.  Kozlowski explained there 
were some recent amendments to the Demolition Ordinance as it relates to fencing.  He would 
provide a copy to the commissioners.   However, the ordinance did not address the hazardous waste 
disposal and disposition.  He believed that under the ordinance, as written, the ECC had the purview 
to bring items up to discuss and the hazardous waste matter would have to be revisited.  Kozlowski 
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would get copies to members of the original Demolition Ordinance and then the new ordinance with 
the amendments and ask for feedback from the commissioners.   The chair mentioned the issue was a 
matter of beefing up local enforcement.   
 
 Discussion followed that at the next meeting the village’s forester will be speaking on 
reviving the tree preservation ordinance as it relates to private trees.  Kozlowski will provide a draft 
of the tree preservation for the commissioners.   
 
 Some commissioners asked about having a presentation of the Stormwater Ordinance as well 
as the Strategic Plan.  Speaking about the Stormwater Ordinance, Kozlowski stated the village 
council was preparing to release the Stormwater Ordinance.  However, he stated he advised the 
Village Council that the ECC wanted to hold a joint meeting with the Stormwater Oversight 
Committee or have someone from staff present the plan to the ECC.  He said it was in the works for 
now.  Ms. Vitt Sale hoped that the ECC could provide input before the Stormwater Ordinance was 
finalized.   
 
 Kozlowski reported the village council was beginning the Strategic Planning process on 
August 16, 2007 to take initial comments.  Mr. Tokash would try to attend that meeting.   
 
VII. New Business  
 
 The chairman suggested that it may be advantageous for some of the members to sit in a 
couple of the council meetings.   A dialog followed on attendance at the ECC meetings and next 
month’s meeting landing on Rosh Hashanah.  Kozlowski would poll the commissioners on the date 
via email.     
  
VIII. Adjournment 
 
 The meeting was adjourned at 9:15 p.m. on motion by Chairman Sterner, seconded by  
Mr. Tokash.  Motion passed unanimously by voice vote. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
(as transcribed by tape) 
 
/s/  Celeste K. Weilandt                                    
      Celeste K. Weilandt, Recording Secretary 
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