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MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL AND HEALTH COMMISSION OF THE VILLAGE OF NORTH BARRINGTON, WHICH WAS HELD 
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 2, 2010 AT

THE NORTH BARRINGTON VILLAGE HALL

111 OLD BARRINGTON ROAD IN SAID VILLAGE

1.
Call to Order and Roll Call
At 7:30 P.M. Chairman Bruce Kramper called the meeting to order and the Deputy Village Clerk called the roll:

Present in Person:
Chairman Bruce Kramper, Jackie Andrew, Susan Allman, Barbara Cragan, Patty Kalinowski, Rob Haas

Absent: 

None

Also Present:

Nancy Schumm-Burgess, BAC Trust




Nicole Keiter, Deputy Village Clerk
2.
Approval of Past Minutes:  Environmental and Health Commission Meeting






January 5, 2010 
The Minutes of the January 5, 2010 Environmental and Health Commission Meeting were made available to the Commission. 

Motion: Barbara Cragan moved that the Minutes of the January 5, 2010 Environmental and Health Commission Meeting be approved; seconded by Jackie Andrew.
Discussion: There was some discussion.

Vote on Motion:
The voice vote was unanimous in favor.

Chairman Bruce Kramper declared the Minutes of the January 5, 2010 Environmental and Health Commission Meeting approved and put on file.

3.
ILM Water Quality Monitoring Proposal – Nancy Schumm-Burgess, BACT
Nancy Schumm-Burgess of Barrington Area Conservation Trust, BACTrust, attended the meeting to aid the Commission in understanding the proposal made by Integrated Lakes Management, ILM. Chairman Kramper requested that Ms. Schumm-Burgess walk the Commission through the different options, values of those options given, expenses, etc. Ms. Schumm-Burgess began by confirming with the Commission that they had requested a new estimate be created by ILM and the Commission confirmed. Ms. Schumm-Burgess then stated that there weren’t many companies that do good quality testing and that there aren’t standards present that are American-made. Due to this fact, there are many companies that do water quality testing without anything to compare the results to causing a lack of good information and feedback. Ms. Schumm-Burgess then stated that she requested ILM do a cursory analysis. If the Village were to do the water quality monitoring to Environmental Protection Agency, EPA, standards where it’s included in an EPA Grant, you have to file a Quality Assurance Project Plan, QAPP, which follows certain protocol that is expensive to maintain. 

The first minimal monitoring option given by ILM does not include any macroinvertebrate monitoring; macroinvertebrates are an indicator of stream quality. There is another group that currently has a grant to do macroinvertebrate testing in the Fox River Watershed, that Ms. Schumm-Burgess suggested the Village try to align with since the testing would be free of charge. This group is educational in nature and includes students. Any information gathered could be used as a match for any grant the Village may have. If it is used within the grant it has to have a QAPP; however, if it is only used as a match for the grant it doesn’t have to which makes it less complicated. Ms. Schumm-Burgess asked ILM for estimates that will tell the Village information that is needed to know if it’s a good quality stream, are there problems with Ecoli leaking from wells or septic systems, any problems that would raise a red flag. These big problems are the types of things that would show up on the minimal monitoring tests. The quote for the minimal monitoring testing given by ILM is more expensive than the water testing done previously because Ms. Schumm-Burgess suggested seven sites around the Village be used for testing. These sites lead into Honey Lake, out of Honey Lake as well as five sites throughout the Village so a good baseline could be formulated. These tests would be conducted twice yearly, once in the spring when water levels are high from snow melt, etc. and once in the summer when water levels are lower but temperatures are higher. When water temperatures are higher more “issues” can be seen through the testing. If the Village decided that more information was needed, they could increase to the moderate monitoring which would be five times a year. Ms. Schumm-Burgess explained that what the Village needed to look for was cursory data, baseline data that can be compared over the course of several years. Ms. Schumm-Burgess then asked if the Commission members had any questions. 
Ms. Andrew asked if the town of Barrington had a public water works, or any areas around Barrington. Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that the town of Barrington has a municipal well. Ms. Andrew then asked if our land, and our water, in North Barrington affected the town of Barrington’s water at all. Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated the water in North Barrington wouldn’t really affect the town of Barrington’s water for usage. She then stated that there has been water quality testing done in Lake Zurich, which flows in the direction of North Barrington, so a comparison between the two could be made. Ms. Andrew then stated that she was very interested in seeing what the differences are, if any, between the sites dealing with the golf course and the amount of phosphorus being used. Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that it would definitely be important to see those particular results because there are approximately five dams in Biltmore alone. 

Ms. Cragan asked if the price given for the minimal monitoring option was for all seven sites. There was some discussion from the Commission and it was stated that the price given for that particular monitoring option was only for five sites. There are two sites that are listed as only being tested as “episodic events.” Mr. Haas asked how many “events,” or what was the frequency of testing, that is included when ILM states “episodic events.” Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that she wasn’t exactly sure and would have to follow up with ILM regarding that question.

Ms. Kalinowski asked for clarification regarding one of the testing sites. It was decided that another company was already doing some macroinvertebrate studies just upstream of that location and Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that that would be a good place to partner with the other organization in the testing. She stated that they were indicators, but couldn’t tell you about specific compounds within the water. Ms. Cragan added that it was just one indicator, and couldn’t be used to base a determination of progress upon. Ms. Kalinowski suggested that throughout the testing all of the parameters be kept the same for each test and each location, as already set up by the other company, so that the data collected could be correctly compared and analyzed correlatively. Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that perhaps ILM could move that particular testing site to where the location of the site already being tested to make things easier. 

Ms. Cragan then asked if there were any testing sites given by ILM that would be on private property. Chairman Kramper stated that there were a couple that were on private property; however, the rest looked to be close enough to the street to be considered in the right of way. Chairman Kramper stated that all testing should be done in conjunction with Biltmore Country Club. Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that she spoke with Brian Thomson at Biltmore Country Club and he was very helpful. She also stated that she will keep those lines of communication open and active as well as coordinating with Patsy Mortimer on locations and times. 
Chairman Kramper then asked about the couple tests that are not included in the minimal monitoring option which included a T. Kjeldahl Nitrogen test, macroinvertebrate monitoring, and heavy metals. He acknowledged that Ms. Schumm-Burgess already discussed the macroinvertebrate aspect but was wondering what the other tests not included would tell about the Village’s water quality. Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that the phosphorus would provide the most beneficial data for the Village. Ms. Kalinowski stated that fertilizers and possibly leaking septic tanks would show a nitrogen component in testing. Chairman Kramper asked the Commission if those results would be something that they would be interested in knowing. Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that those test could always be added in, bringing it to the same testing as the moderate monitoring option, and only do them two times a year as opposed to the five times a year originally stated in the moderate monitoring proposal. Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that she would speak to ILM and make those changes with them and come back with a different quote. The Commission agreed that they would like all the testing offered, with the exception of macroinvertebrate monitoring, at two times a year. The Commission also agreed that it would be beneficial to “lock in” a price for a long term contract to assure consistent results year to year for good comparison. 

Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that in the beginning it would be beneficial to include all of the testing sites ILM had created. There was some discussion from the Commission. If problems are found with the water quality through testing, education and awareness will be top priority. The Commission decided that all sites should be included. Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that it would be beneficial for the Village to be ready with a plan of action by spring so things can move ahead. Ms. Kalinowski added that any contract from ILM should give the Village adequate flexibility with testing sites, tests conducted, length of contract, etc. The Commission agreed with unanimous consent.
4.
Eton Park Clearing 
Ms. Schumm-Burgess also gave her input on the clearing project at Eton Park. ILM is handling the clearing and overall opinions are positive of the work. The Commission was able to view reports and pictures sent by ILM of the day-by-day work. Some Commission members had a few questions.

Ms. Andrew asked if everything that was being cut was also being sprayed. If that was the case, Ms. Andrew also wanted to know if that was beneficial seeing as everything is dormant this time of year. Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that Ms. Andrew’s statement was true, and that if you herbicide them in the dormant season they are sucking everything in, which is more beneficial for the poison. She also stated that by doing the work in the dormant season there is no risk of compacting the ground and soil where plants that would still grow would be ruined. 
Ms. Schumm-Burgess then stated that she had walked the first two sites with Tallgrass earlier in the day and that they did not have a maintenance contract. She stated that it would be a good idea to get some competitive bids on a maintenance contract for the future. Tallgrass stated that they would still like to be considered; however, Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that we should get a bid from a handful of companies. Ms. Schumm-Burgess added that she also followed up on some of the work Tallgrass had stated as completed, such as burning and log jams. While she didn’t have a chance to visit all of the sites yet, she did visit a few and it looked as if the work had been done. Some things were difficult to see with the weather conditions and snowfall. 

Ms. Schumm-Burgess stated that Eton Park had been cleared and a lot of deadfall had been cleared. 
The overall feel from the Commission, and Ms. Schumm-Burgess, was positive. Ms. Allman, Village 

Forester, also stated that she was happy with the work being done and how everything had been 
handled. Ms. Kalinowski asked what the overall impression was of the difference in demonstration 

sites from the first site to Eton Park. Ms. Allman and Ms. Schumm-Burgess agreed that they were 

definitely different approaches.

5.
Septic Maintenance Ordinance
Chairman Kramper stated that he spoke with Village President Bruce Sauer regarding a timeline on the septic maintenance ordinance. Chairman Kramper stated the President Sauer informed him that the ordinance was being sent to legal for review and then the Board would discuss it in greater detail. Chairman Kramper also relayed the information, from President Sauer, that the enforcement of the ordinance would most likely be a slow incorporation into the Village, perhaps in a three to five year time span, at which time residents would be asked for the information. After the initial time span, it would officially become an ordinance. Chairman Kramper also stated that there probably wouldn’t be any fees of any sort associated with the program, especially in the first years of introduction. The Commission stated that they were just happy to have a foot in the door. 

6.
Old/New Business

Ms. Andrew updated the Commission on the subject of coyotes and the information given at the Barrington Area Library through their coyote presentation. She also stated that she would like to see the information regarding coyotes in the Spring Newsletter sent out by the Village. 

Ms. Allman explained a letter that was given to the Commission regarding a tree removal application and permit. The letter was submitted by the Wynstone Property Owners Association, requesting that the Village waive an $800.00 tree bond. Ms. Allman also gave the Commission some background on the situation stating that Wynstone would be digging a new well and that this tree bond is not only to replace the tree but also to maintain the new tree. She also stated that this was the minimal tree bond amount for a tree replacement. Ms. Cragan asked how the dollar amount was determined and Ms. Allman stated that in the ordinance is a specific replacement value based on size. Ms. Allman also stated that Wynstone’s other option was to not remove the tree. Ms. Kalinowski asked if other trees would be affected in the well-digging process and Ms. Allman stated that the other trees were much further away and most likely would not be affected. Chairman Kramper also stated that any other property owner, in this situation, would have to pay the tree bond. 
Motion: Patty Kalinowski moved that the Village uphold the Ordinance regarding tree bonds and deny Wynstone Home Owners Association’s request; seconded by Jackie Andrew.

Discussion: There was no discussion.

Vote on Motion: The voice vote was unanimous. 
 Chairman Kramper declared the motion approved.

7.
 Adjournment

Motion: Jackie Andrew moved the Meeting be adjourned; seconded by Susan Allman.
Discussion: There was no discussion.

Vote on Motion:
The voice vote was unanimous in favor.

At 8:25 p.m. Chairman Bruce Kramper declared the meeting adjourned. 

These Minutes were approved at the Environmental and Health Commission Meeting held March 2, 2010.
ATTEST:

___________________, Nicole Keiter, Deputy Village Clerk
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