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DATE:    April 14, 2010 

 

TO:   Steering Committee 

 

FROM:    John Wills, P.E. 

   Wills Burke Kelsey Associates 

 

SUBJECT:    Steering Committee #10 

(WBK Project 09-0039) 

 

MEETING DATE:   April 5, 2010 

 

We held the tenth meeting of the Steering Committee for the update of the DuPage County 

Countywide Stormwater and Floodplain Ordinance on April 5, 2010.   The following is a general 

summary of the major points discussed and does not constitute a verbatim transcript, nor an 

attempt to capture either the speaker or the exact wording as presented.  The following also 

represents the preparer’s understanding of the discussion.  If there are any discrepancies, 

inaccuracies, or major items missed, please notify the preparer.   

 

Agenda Item I- Approval of Meeting Minutes  

1. The meeting was called to order by Chairman Klepp at 9:30 a.m.  The following were 

present at the meeting:  

Members:  Chairman Christine Klepp, David Winklebleck, Rob Swanson, Clayton 

Heffter, Karen Laskowski and Chris Vonnahme from DuPage County; Nick Hatfield, 

Village of Lombard; Vice Chairman Mary Lou Kalsted, Village of Lisle; Roger Hopkins, 

Choose DuPage; Erskine Klyce (ex-officio); Dale Durfey.    

Members absent:  Bill Novack, City of Naperville 

Alternates:  None. 

Also Present:  John Wills and Kristine Meyer, Wills Burke Kelsey (WBK); Bob 

Murdock, Baker; Jedd Anderson and Thomas Burke, Christopher B. Burke Engineering 

(CBBEL); Michael Mulcrone, DuPage Mayors and Managers Conference (DMMC) and 

Tony Charlton of DuPage County. 

A motion was made by Kalsted and seconded by Murdock to approve the minutes of the 

Steering Committee of February 25, 2010.  By voice vote, the minutes were approved. 

 

Agenda Item III- Proposal on Detention   

2. A handout was distributed as the first attempt to create language for detention and water 

quality volume.  The handout also included some example projects and how the chart 

would work.  The goal of the chart is to simplify the technical aspects of the detention 

requirements and the review time and costs. 

 

3. WBK looked at the hydrograph of a basin currently meeting the 0.1 cfs/acre release rate.  

Based on our analysis the first 1” of runoff is captured for more than 60 hours.  Therefore, 
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as we assumed, the current 0.1 cfs/acre release rate requirement acts also as a water quality 

volume control.  It was also assumed in many categories on the chart that if a proposed 

project is controlling the 100-yr storm, the 2-yr proposed conditions would also show no 

increases for a project. 

 

4. It is the intent that the water quality volume requirements would not be in addition to the 

detention requirements; rather, the water quality volume requirements could be subtracted 

from the detention requirements.  It was asked by the steering committee that the long term 

maintenance costs be included in the total costs when looking at the water quality volume 

requirements. 

 

5. There was much discussion on the Note 4 regarding what would exempt lots/properties 

from detention and water quality volume requirements.  The County does have a recent 

database that has the impervious area coverage for all lots in the county.  It was decided 

that 500 sf – 5,000 sf of additional impervious area would trigger a BMP requirement; any 

project over 5,000 sf of additional impervious area would trigger a water quality volume 

requirement; lastly any project over 5,000 sf of additional impervious area and 25,000 sf of 

disturbance would trigger detention requirements. 

 

Agenda Item II- Discussion of Naturalization Language 

6. Revised language was sent out on March 30, 2010.  This language needs to be reviewed 

closely by the consulting team, subcommittee and steering committee before being 

finalized.  There was discussion regarding preference of the language being more black and 

white but potentially leaving less room for interpretation versus being vague with more 

room for interpretation by reviewers.   

 

Agenda Item IV- Issues from Floodplain Subcommittee 

7. Due to time this item was not discussed. 

 

Agenda Item V- BMP’s for Small Sites 

8. Baker prepared a summary of BMP requirements and Enforcements for Small Properties 

based on the National Ordinance Review.  This was e-mailed to the steering committee and 

was included in some discussion with the Agenda Item III. 

 

9. The brochure for the ordinance update was distributed to all steering committee members.  

It was asked that they bring the brochures back to their communities for distribution to 

elected officials, stormwater permit applicants, etc.  In addition, John Wills will be 

presenting at the next DMMC meeting on April 21
st
 which is geared for elected officials 

and managers/policy makers. 

 

 

The meeting ended at approximately 12:30 p.m.  The next meeting is scheduled for April 29, 2010.   
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