VILLAGE OF HOMER GLEN GREEN VISIONING

Section 5.3
Second Workshop Session — April 26, 2003

Stakeholders, again working at tables, reviewed the issues and draft goals from the first work-
shop. They worked with facilitators representing NIPC and The Conservation Foundation.
Each table was assigned specific goal statements to review and revise. Participants could decide
to work with the draft goals or develop entirely new ones. They also discussed whether there
were any additional goals needed within the theme areas. Facilitators monitored the table dis-
cussions and then recorded goals and the changes in goals that resulted from discussion. This
continued until consensus was reached at each table.

Participants next reviewed the draft objectives and other materials from the first workshop. Ta-
ble discussions took place with the facilitators recording the objectives, as new objectives were
added or revised based on the discussions. This process continued until ideas were complete
and there was consensus. Participants indicated the objectives that each felt should be pursued
the soonest.

Table spokespersons reported the new revised goals and the two or three most immediate ob-
jectives to all stakeholders present. Keypad voting occurred to gauge acceptance.

Dave Yocca and Charles McGhee Hassrick of Conservation Design Forum, gave a visual presen-
tation on green design opportunities. This was followed by keypad polling on conventional
versus conservation design.
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Agenda

Homer Glen Green Visioning
Workshop #2 — April 26, 2003
Homer Junior High School

8:30  ARRIVAL AND BREAKFAST

9:00 OPENING
¢ Introductions (Mayor Petrizzo, Cole Campbell)

¢ Keypad polling — who’s in the room
e Report on Workshop #1 (John Paige)
¢ Explain handouts (John Paige)
e Outline of the day (John Paige)

9:45 GOALS

e Table discussions on goals organized by six goal topic areas

e Table discussions to review and revise from the draft goal produced from the first
workshop or start from scratch to produce one goal statement

e Table reporting

¢ Room keypad polling

10:45 BREAK

11:00 OBJECTIVES
e Table discussions on objectives
e Tables review, review, add and/or subtract from the list developed from the first
workshop

LUNCH (will be served during the Objectives process, i.e., a working lunch)

¢ Dot voting on the immediacy of pursuing specific goals (five dots each)
e Table reporting on the objectives getting the top votes (top 2)

12:45 PRESENTATION ON HOMER GLEN GREEN OPPORTUNITIES
e Presentation — David Yocca, Conservation Design Forum
e Questions
e Discussion
¢ Room keypad polling

1:45 SUMMARY AND NEXT STEPS

2:00 ADJOURNMENT
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Polling Results for Session 2

The following are polling results instantaneously obtained from all session participants via
wireless computer connections. The first few question relate to demographic information of the
participants, followed by specific questions about the environment.

#2.2 What is your gender?

#2.3 What is Your Age?

Female
43.2%

Male
56.8%

60 — 69 Under 20

16.7% 2.8% 20-29

8.3%

30-39
19.4%

50-59
25.0%

27.8%

#2.5 Where do you live?

Other Northwest
Laiino Asian 10.8% Homer 0C-I‘Ien
0.0% 5.3% 29.7%
Other or Cook County
more than 5.4%
one
0.0% Other Will
Bla County
African- 8.1%
American
0,
0.0% Southeast Northeast
Homer Glen Homer Glen
16.2% 21.6%
Southwest
American Homer Glen
Indian White 81%
0.0% 94.7%
Section 5.3, Page 49

Second Workshop




#2.6 How long have you lived in or #2.7 Where do you work?
around Homer Glen?

Less than 1 Homer Glen
year Does not 28.9%
2.8% apply

2to 5 years 23.7%
19.4%
Will County
21.1%
Other
7.9%
More than
10 years 61010 West Cook
47.2% years C;o;;ty o
o .9% icago
30.6% North Cook South Cook 10.5%
County County
0.0% 0.0%

#2.8 Have you attended a Homer Glen #2.9 Did you attend the first Homer Glen

public meeting before? Green Visioning Workshop on Monday,
Feb. 247
No
13.5%
Yes
92.1% 86.5%
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#2.10 How did you learn about this
meeting?

Word of
mouth
10.8%

Other

8.1%
Newspaper
0,
Kick-off 0.0%
meeting of
1/14/03 Invitation
32.4% letter
29.7%

Community H
group omer Invitation
5.4% Glen letter
website 13.5%
0.0% 7

#2.12 What is the size of the lot you are
living on?

Farm
0.0% Multifamily
unit
2.8%

More than 5
acre
16.7%

Ya acre
22.2%

¥ ac
16.7

-5 acre
11.1%

1 acre
13.9%

2 acre
16.7%

re
Do

#2.11 How many children do you have
living in your house?

4 or more
3 0.0%
8.1%
2
29.7%
0
45.9%
16.2%
Section 5.3, Page 51

Second Workshop




#2.13

What is your primary interest here today?

Other

Environmental education

Efficient resource use

Waste reduction

Clean air

Quality water

Environmental impacts

Wildlife habitat

Parks & recreational areas

Protection and restoration of natural resources

Compatible development strategies

0.00%

What is Your Primary Interest?
Section 2 Question 13

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%
] 2.8%
] 5.6%

] 11.1%

] 19.4%

] 27.8%

] 33.3%

5.00% 10.00% 15.00% 20.00% 25.00% 30.00%

35.00%

#2.14 What is your se

condary interest here today?

Other

Waste reduction

Quality water

Clean air

Efficient resource use

Environmental education

What is Your Secondary Interest?
Session 2 Question 14

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

Wildiife habitat | ] 2.8%
] 2.8%
— ] 8.3%

Environmental impacts

] 11.1%

Protection and restoration of natural resources

] 19.4%

Parks & recreational areas

] 19.4%

Compatible development strategies

] 36.1%

0.00%

5.00% 10.00%  15.00%  20.00%  25.00%  30.00%  35.00%

40.00%
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#2.15 This “community image and char-
acter” goal represents the right direction
for Homer Glen.

#2.16 This “open space” goal represents
the right direction for Homer Glen

Not Sure Dlg%%;)ee
5.3%
Agree
39.5% Strongly
agree
55.2%

#2.17 This “parks and recreation” goal
represents the right direction for Homer

Disagree
Not Sure 0.0%
8.1% Strongly
disagree
0.0%

Agree

37.8% Strongly
agree
54.1%

#2.18 This “water resources” goal repre-
sents the right direction for Homer Glen

Glen
Disagree
Disagree 0.0%
0.0%
Strongly Not Sure Strongly
disagree 7.7% ;
250 disagree
0.0%
Not Sure
5.0%
Agree
33.3%
Strongly
agree
Strongly 59.0%
Agree agree
30.0% 62.5%
Section 5.3, Page 53

Second Workshop




#2.19 This “habitat and wildlife”
goal represents the right direction for

#2.20 This “transportation” goal repre-
sents the right direction for Homer Glen

Homer Glen
Disagree
Disagree Not Sure 2.6%
Not Sure 0.0% 7.7% Strongly
2.7% Strongly disagree
disagree 0.0%
0.0%
Agree
24.3%
Strongly
agree
73.0% Strongly
Agree agree
28.2% 61.5%

#2.22 My reaction to the estate develop-
ment design is...

#2.23 My reaction to the low density resi-
dential development design is...

Favor
conventional
Strongly Design
favor 12.9%
conventional
design
0.0% No
preference
3.2%
Strongly

favor
Favor

conservation

. conservation
design design
0,
67.8% 16.1%

Favor
Strongly A
conventional
favor .
conventional design
. 3.0%
design
9.1%
No
preference
3.0%
Strongly
favor
conservation favor
design conservation
63.7% design
21.2%
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#2.24 My reaction to the moderate density #2.25 My reaction to the commercial de-

residential development design is...

velopment design is...

Strongly
Favor Favor favor
S;g/r(l)?ly conventional conventional conventional
" design desi design
conventional es1gn
_ 0.0% 0.0% 3.0%
design ' No
3.1% No preference
0,
preference 0.0%
9.4%
favor
Strongly Strongly conservation
favor favor destan
conservation favor conservation 18.2%
design conservation design
71.9% design 78.8%
15.6%
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Homer Glen Green Design Opportunities Presentation

The following is a 60 slide presentation given by members of Conservation Design Forum Com-

pany, which gives an overview of Conservation Design alternatives.

Homer Glen Green Design
O pportunities
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J. DESIGN DRAFT

FOMSERVATION PLANS

« Frame in Existing
Conditions

= 1D Plznned Open Space

+ Bufior and Protect Koy
Hatural Feabures
{100 Foot Buffery

= Draw In Habural Area
Connections

+ Remaining Arcas Become
Conseration Vilages
..

1. EXISTING TRANSPORTATION ANALYSIS

TTYPICAL IDOT HIGHWAY CROSE SECTION

JEANSEORTATION FLANNING

1. ANALYZE EXISTING TRANFORTATION 8YSTEMS

2 DEBIGH ALTERMATIVE TRANSPORTATION
SCENARIOE TO SERVE THE CONSERVATION-
VILLAGE LAND LSE PLAN

3 ANALYZIE AND TEST ALTERNATIVE TRAMNS-
PORTATION SCEMARIOS

L DESIGHN TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES

ol
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2. DESIGN TRANSPORTATION ALTERMNATIVES
INTERSECTION COMPARIEON

BLACKEBERRY CREEK
WATERSHED ALTERMATIVE
FUTURES ANALYSIS

COMPARING CONVENTICNAL DESIGN
WITH COMESERVATION DESIGN

Conventional Consersation
levw density e dereity
residantial... residential...
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PEDESTRAAN CROSEMG OPTION
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Comventional

Cormervalion
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Cofles Creek — naturalized detention -
18

Cofas Creak — leval sprassar -
e 1h

Fesdenbal — stormwaltar bmg's !1':
T

Resdantial — naturalized landscaping Eﬂ
o
u
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Fesidertial — rain barrelaioshams

Resdantial — rain gardens
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Residential — inhitration gardens

— 'rli-

Fesdantal — gresn roafs -
—

Before

Melgharhoad Squane Revitalizaton

"

Nea-Tradtional Houzing Redavalapmant
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REAL WORLD PROJECTS
AND
BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES
(BMPs)

~ Commercial/Retail/Mixed Use ~

CommearciallOfice — catam

-
F
i
-~

T R = F ] G
— L

Carmmercial — shoppng center redesign
. Commercial - underpass enhancement M
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= Befars

Afer

Letmn Lhrnay

Commercial — main street redeveloprment

..

REAL WORLD PROJECTS
AND
BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES
(BMPs)

~ Industrial/institutional
Applications ~

Tellabs Inc.: consarsation aite design !
1
1]

Villa Park Police Station — "green” site design !ﬂ
o
|

Section 5.3, Page 64
Second Workshop

Mattesan Village Hall: sustainable site design !;1
¥
H




Indusirizlinstiutional: naturalized detentian ! Frairie Stane. naturalized detention -
e 5

— 'rlip-

Tuthill Corparation and Tellabs Inc.:
M. raturalized landscaping ”
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