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From: april hammerand
To: 2030Plan-MB; 
Subject: public comments
Date: Friday, October 16, 2009 4:23:12 PM
Attachments: 2030 plan comments.doc 


McHenry County 2030 Plan Comments 
 
Name: April Hammerand 
Address: 4601 W. Wonder Lake Dr. Wonder Lake, IL 60097 
Email: aprilhammerand@gmail.com 
 
 
Before sharing my comments on the McHenry County Plan, I would like to 
point out that these comments originate from my perspective of the ideal 
community.  I feel that every perspective on this issue has a right to be heard 
and understood and if my thoughts seemingly contradict another’s thought I 
would hope that this would lead to discussion of the topic, rather than 
conflict.  As the plan states, one of the roles of the Regional Planning 
Commission is to “facilitate community outreach” and, as I see it, inviting 
discussion about future of our community is one important part of the 
process.
 
 
Public Comment #1
 
Land Use Policy (4) “Encourage contiguous, compact development by 
limiting premature development and limiting low-density development 
within future growth areas.”  
 
*This statement should include a clause describing in which zone area 
“contiguous, compact development” is appropriate.  I believe that high-
density development is only appropriate near walkable public transportation 
or city centers.  
 
I agree that this is addressed in:
Community Character and Housing (7) “Support higher-density, infill 
development and redevelopment, including transit-oriented development and 
traditional – neighborhood development design, around train stations and 
regional transit hubs, where appropriate” Although I do not think the 
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McHenry County 2030 Plan Comments

Name: April Hammerand
Address: 4601 W. Wonder Lake Dr. Wonder Lake, IL 60097
Email: aprilhammerand@gmail.com


Before sharing my comments on the McHenry County Plan, I would like to point out that these comments originate from my perspective of the ideal community.  I feel that every perspective on this issue has a right to be heard and understood and if my thoughts seemingly contradict another’s thought I would hope that this would lead to discussion of the topic, rather than conflict.  As the plan states, one of the roles of the Regional Planning Commission is to “facilitate community outreach” and, as I see it, inviting discussion about future of our community is one important part of the process.



Public Comment #1



Land Use Policy (4) “Encourage contiguous, compact development by limiting premature development and limiting low-density development within future growth areas.”  



*This statement should include a clause describing in which zone area “contiguous, compact development” is appropriate.  I believe that high-density development is only appropriate near walkable public transportation or city centers.  



I agree that this is addressed in:



Community Character and Housing (7) “Support higher-density, infill development and redevelopment, including transit-oriented development and traditional – neighborhood development design, around train stations and regional transit hubs, where appropriate” Although I do not think the statement is clear enough.  Land that is not close train stations and regional transit hubs should not be used for high-density development. 



The same follows for policy statements 8-13.



Public Comment #2 regarding Community Character and Housing


City centers (downtown or uptown) close to train stations or transit hubs should be mixed-use.  Historic districts, for example Crystal Lake or Woodstock, that are near to public transportation should not only offer unique shopping, dining, tourist activities, but also should provide the basic shopping needs for the community within walking distance of public transportation.  For example, the Woodstock Square could provide the community with cultural attractions, as well as grocery store/drug store, etc.


Public Comment #3 regarding Agricultural Resources


Agricultural Resources (15) Support planning initiatives that favor contiguous, clustered development in accordance with land-first principles in prime agricultural areas that are to be developed.


*The land use plan stated that the county planned for a demand for new rural housing (Community Character and Housing 26) If you are trying to save agricultural land and reduce the amount of land consumed by development, it is better not to have clustered development on re-zoned agricultural land, especially not subdivisions on the outskirts of the city.  It is better to discourage the development of large parcels of land, for example the area in the south west of the county near Marengo.  It is not sustainable to develop large areas of land that are not close to public transportation or near the city center.  This leads to increased costs for schools, police, roads, and other public services for the county citizens.  The developer and new residents should have to pay for the extra cost.   If the county states that the future development of strip malls will be discouraged, I believe the same logic follows with rural subdivisions.     



Public Comment #4 regarding Greenways, Open Space and Natural Resources



Greenways, Open Space, and Natural Resources (20) “Protect environmentally sensitive areas from negative impacts of adjacent land uses”



The future land use map took a landmark step in the designation of open space and environmentally sensitive area.  In order to maintain the quality of these areas, it is important to allow transition zones between any new development and these areas.   I believe the policy needs to include marked buffer zones, therefore allowing the county to make case-by-case decisions regarding if the land will be managed privately or publicly.


Public Comment #5



Agricultural Resources (pg 37) states Cooperation and Coordination with municipalities is a vital component of protecting agricultural uses throughout the county.  The county must work with local governments to protect areas.



*This is a very important piece of this document and needs more work.   How will this be achieved?  I would like to read more about what steps will be taken so that different municipalities will be held accountable for their actions and what incentives they will be given to comply with a consensus that is reached.  


Public Comment #6



I am very unhappy with the planned development around Marengo in the Southwest of the county.  The entire plan states that uncontrolled growth is detrimental to the county, but when looking at the planned growth in estates, residential, and office/research/industrial it seems that the RPC has given up a great challenge.  I believe that planning places for new jobs that lie outside of urban centers reduces the ability for citizens to use public transport, which will cost the county more money in the long term.
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Greenways, Open Space, and Natural Resources (20) “Protect 
environmentally sensitive areas from negative impacts of adjacent land uses”
 
The future land use map took a landmark step in the designation of open 
space and environmentally sensitive area.  In order to maintain the quality of 
these areas, it is important to allow transition zones between any new 
development and these areas.   I believe the policy needs to include marked 
buffer zones, therefore allowing the county to make case-by-case decisions 
regarding if the land will be managed privately or publicly.
 
Public Comment #5
 
Agricultural Resources (pg 37) states Cooperation and Coordination with 
municipalities is a vital component of protecting agricultural uses throughout 
the county.  The county must work with local governments to protect areas.
*This is a very important piece of this document and needs more work.   
How will this be achieved?  I would like to read more about what steps will 
be taken so that different municipalities will be held accountable for their 
actions and what incentives they will be given to comply with a consensus 
that is reached.  
 
Public Comment #6
 
I am very unhappy with the planned development around Marengo in the 
Southwest of the county.  The entire plan states that uncontrolled growth is 
detrimental to the county, but when looking at the planned growth in estates, 
residential, and office/research/industrial it seems that the RPC has given up 
a great challenge.  I believe that planning places for new jobs that lie outside 
of urban centers reduces the ability for citizens to use public transport, which 
will cost the county more money in the long term.
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From: Elizabeth Maxwell
To: 2030Plan-MB; 
Subject: Crystal Lake land use comments
Date: Friday, October 16, 2009 4:19:59 PM
Attachments: 2030 Plan Land Use Map comments 10-16-09.doc 


Mr. Eldredge,


Please review the attached letter.  If you have any questions or would like to 
discuss our comments, please contact me.


Thank you,


Elizabeth A. Maxwell, AICP 
  
Elizabeth A. Maxwell 
  
Planner 
City of Crystal Lake 
100 W. Woodstock Street 
ph. 815-356-3738


fax 815-479-1647 
  
  


<<2030 Plan Land Use Map comments 10-16-09.doc>> 


This electronic message and any attached files contain information 
intended for the exclusive use of the individual or entity to whom it is 
addressed and may contain information that is proprietary, confidential 
and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law, including protected 
health information (PHI). If you are not the intended recipient, you are 
hereby notified that any viewing, copying, disclosure or distribution of the 
information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction and is strictly 
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify 
the sender by return electronic message or telephone, and destroy the 
original message without making any copies. 
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October 16, 2009


Mr. Charles Eldredge, Chairman



Regional Planning Commission



McHenry Co Dept of Planning & Development



2200 N. Seminary Avenue



Woodstock, IL 60098



RE:
McHenry County 2030 Comprehensive Plan Draft Land Use Map


Dear Mr. Eldredge,



On behalf of the City of Crystal Lake, I attended the public input session held on Friday, October 9th, and would like to say thank you for all the considerable time, energy and careful thought that has been put into this draft document.  The public input session was informative and well organized.   I felt everyone at the tables had the ability to provide input.  



I would like to take this opportunity to provide these comments to you in a more formal fashion.  I have listed out the City’s comments below.


Land Use Map


· Along the south side of Route 14, west of the intersection of Route 14 and Route 176, the City illustrated a small commercial strip of land and an area of residential land.  Due to trends in new development, the narrow strip of commercial land cannot support meaningful future commercial development.  The City will be revising our Comprehensive Plan and Northwest Sub-Area Plan to illustrate this area as mixed-use.  We believe a mixture of office, small retail and residential development will be developed along Route 14.  


· Further to the south along the north side of Route 176 the soils are hydric and not well suited for development.  This area should be illustrated as environmentally sensitive.


· Continuing along Route 14 slightly north of the ComEd lines, the land use map illustrates office zoning with a small open space area behind.  The City’s Northwest Sub-Area Plan has identified this area as a mature grove of trees.  It is the City’s intent to preserve some open space and agricultural property along Route 14 to provide view corridors and distinct separation between developments.  The City would request that the open space area be extended and or the office portion illustrated be revised to environmentally sensitive.



· The intersection of 176 and 47 is planned to be a major commercial area.  The City has maps which identify several natural features and high quality soils in the area and believe much of this property would be better suited for environmentally sensitive or agriculture.  In addition, if this area is developed as commercial it would primarily be accessed by automobile traffic.  Commercial should be planned adjacent to and incorporated around residential uses to foster compact, walkable developments.


In General


· The minimum lot size of 30,000 square feet is not conducive to any future possibilities of transit and raises the affordability question, transit and affordability both being goals of this section.  This zoning district should have a maximum lot size of 30,000 square feet.  In addition, a zoning district for cluster development should be pursued, which requires minimum open space preservation, even if an environmental trigger is not present.


Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you should have any questions about these comments, please feel free to contact me. The best of luck to you and your committee members in finalizing the adoption of the draft plan.  


Sincerely,



Elizabeth Maxwell


Elizabeth Maxwell


Planner



Planning & Economic Development Department


City of Crystal Lake










From: Nancy Jung
To: 2030Plan-MB; 
cc: Anna Miller; mmarco@aol.com; Bob X. Bless; Yvonne Barnes; Jim Heisler; 


Scott Breeden; Kenneth Koehler; Barbara Wheeler; Ed Dvorak; 
Kathleen Bergan Schmidt; Mary Donner; John Hammerand; Pete Merkel; 
Sandra Salgado; Sue Draffkorn; James Kennedy; Paula E. Yensen; Tina Hill; 
CountyBoard; Daniel Ryan; Ersel C. Schuster; Mary McCann; Randy Donley; 


Subject: 2030 Plan comments
Date: Friday, October 16, 2009 4:19:03 PM


To Members of the Regional  Plan Commission, McHenry County 
Planning and Development Committee and McHenry County Board
 
Thank you for all the time and effort you have expended on the 
2030 Plan.  I appreciate your work but I am afraid you have been 
misled.
First, I do not think we should assume that we HAVE to plan for an 
influx of 222,000 people between now and then.
  People will not descend on our county unless we provide easy 
access between here and where they work, cheap housing, and  
developer-friendly zoning. You have a Future Land Use map which 
will insure all of these.
After 33 years selling real estate in this county I can assure you this 
map is an easy invitation to intense development with no 
safeguards. The difference in today’s Land Use Map and the 
proposed one is astonishing.  Your new map has totally eliminated 
all the five acre density and left practically no agriculture zoned 
land east of the city of Woodstock, more than half of the county. It 
is being said that this is not to be feared-it is not a Zoning Map.  
No developer in his right mind will propose lots of 3-5 acres on 
land which is now Planned For 1+ acre lots.  You can be sure that 
his plat will be 1.10 acre lots-something we did away with 40 years 
ago.  And the justification for such a plat is right there in this map.  
The majority of land  lost to agriculture is designated for 
“incorporated areas”.  Why not leave it as Agriculture, let the cities 
and towns decide what is the best proposal when the time comes 
for annexation? 
The “estate” planning area between Bull Valley and Woodstock has, 
in effect, been rezoned by this 1+ acre designation on the map.  
How can you accept this in all consciousness?  If this map is to have 
planning power it will devalue the homes in the  present3-5 acre 
parcel  areas.  There will no doubt be huge controversy when those 



mailto:nancy-jung@sbcglobal.net

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=2030Plan

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Ammiller

mailto:mmarco@aol.com

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Rxbless

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Ymbarnes

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Jlheisler

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Jsbreeden

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Kdkoehler

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=BMWheeler

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Ejdvorak

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Kbschmidt

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Mldonner

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Jdhammerand

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Pjmerkel

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Sfsalgado

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=SXDraffkorn

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Jpkennedy

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Peyensen

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=TRHill

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=CountyBoard

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Dpryan

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Ecschuster

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Mtmccann

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Rxdonley





residents realize what has happened to their neighborhoods.
What about the  safeguard of requiring a developer to prove that 
the aquifer the development  will draw from can sustain that 
development  without drawing down water from its neighbors. 
Development of any kind should not occur in sensitive recharge 
areas, yet this is not in the proposal.
 
 What happened to the county’s plan to purchase development 
rights? The county spends thousands of dollars to fund the 
Economic Development Corporation, why aren’t we spending tax 
dollars to sustain our most important asset- the precious farmland 
which cannot be replaced once it is stripped for a development or a 
gravel pit, or a widened road to accommodate more traffic, which 
will bring more users of tax dollars than providers of tax dollars.
  In conclusion, I think the Future Land use Map needs to be 
scrapped and redrawn, and any text which does not help this 
county sustain the atmosphere and beauty, practicality and 
uniqueness it has today.  I do not want to live in Schaumburg.
 
Thank you
 
Nancy Howard Jung
Greenwood Township
9505 Thompson Rd.
Woodstock, Illinois  60098
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 








From: Pat Kennedy
To: 2030Plan-MB; 
cc: Yvonne Barnes; Marc Munaretto; Anna May Miller; Scott Breeden; 


Jim Heisler; Ken Koehler; Ed Dvorak; Mary Donner; Kathy Bergan Schmidt; 
wheelsbackaol.com; Sue Draffkorn; John Hammerand; Pete Merkel; 
sandefayyahoo.com; Tina Hill; Paula E. Yensen; James Kennedy; 
Virginia Peschke; Randy Donely; Mary McCann; Daniel Ryan; Ersel Schuster
(OA); Bob X. Bless; 


Subject: Comments on Land Use Chapter and Map
Date: Friday, October 16, 2009 4:18:22 PM
Attachments: comments on Land Use chapter and Map 16 Oct. 2009.doc 


Cover letter on land use chapter and map 16 Oct. 2009.doc 


Members of the McHenry County Regional Planning Commission; 
 
    Thank you for this opportunity to express my thoughts and concerns as 
regards the Land Use Chapter and Map which you will find in the 
accompanying attachments. 
 
Respectfully, 
Patricia Kennedy                   
 
 
 
Sorry if you already received this.    It was bounced back to me when it 
could not be delivered to Lyn Orphal and I wanted to be sure that all of 
the rest of you received it. 
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 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1RPC DRAFT   Land Use Chapter



Page 1.



If you are to accomplish your stated goals the TODs and TNDs must be encouraged within municipalities.


As one of your stated goals is to preserve Ag lands the third bullet point should read “...discourage the development of agricultural lands.”



As there the Plan states the need for compact and contagious growth the last two bullet points also must state that these uses need to be directed to the municipalities. 



Page 2.



Again referring to the Plan’s stated desire to preserve Ag land the second bullet point should read “Protect agricultural and natural areas from fragmentation.”



Last bullet point: Once again this opens these the placement of these uses to where ever there is a road.   There really isn’t any definition as to what exactly infrastructure is.



Page 4.



The population projection is unrealistically large.  To have used a number other than that of the US Census Bureau or CMAP and one that is so much higher than theirs casts the entire premise of this Plan in a bad light.  Since this number is what the Plan is based on the much of the Plans determinations are faulity.



The paragraph that begins “Not all land uses designated on the Future Land Use Map . . .”  Is not clearly stated.    At best this is legalese and should not be part of a land use plan.   As staff has stated numerous times, a plan is, or should be, a broad brush indication of how things are planned.     This same concept continues on in the next paragraph and should be removed.



Page 5.



Population Forecast:



The segment of time used for the growth rate is one of the highest in the County’s history.   To project this as the continued growth rate, especially considering the current economic situation and the forecast for the next 10 to 20 years, is highly flawed thinking.   Once again, the Census Bureau’s or CMAPs numbers were disregarded.



Page 12.



Future Land Use Districts:



The location of existing aggregate extration sites should actually be shown.  Show how big they are and where they actually are located.



Under the bullet point - Agriculture:



Remove the sentence “These areas are not needed to accommodate development based on projected population growth.”    This sentence is a continuation of the stated opinion of several members of the RPC that ag use is OK until the land is needed for something else.    Agriculture land is an imperative need for all of us and for those that come after us.   



Page 14.



Earth Extraction Overlay:



The fallacy of returning a mined out gravel pit to agricultural use continues to be perpetuated.   It is a fallacy in nearly all cases, certainly in this region. The land around the pit MAY be returned to agricultural use, though many times this is not possible because of the compaction and soil disruption, but not the mined area.



Residential Development Capacity:



Again, the population projection is unmeritedly high.



Page 19.



Paragraph beginning “Consistency between. . .”    Legalese and inappropriate for use in a Land Use Plan.



Land Use:



No. 3 Very good statement



Page 20.



No. 13.  Unclear



No. 14.  Remove the word premature.    Are we going to protect our agricultural areas or not?



No. 15.  Remove the entire statement.    Again, are we going to protect our agricultural areas or not?



Page 22



No. 28.  This should be directed to within the municipalities.





1To members of the McHenry County Regional Planning Commission:



I appreciate the many hours that you have invested in this product and it is my hope that you and the members of the County Board will listen to the vast majority of the people as we once again voice our concerns and desires for the future of this County; desires that we wish to see expressed and endorsed in this document.



In surveys done from 1999 through 2001,  in the Imagine McHenry County Survey,  the work shop for Imagine McHenry County and in the comments that were expressed to you at the public comments meetings for the draft of the text of the 2030 Plan;   the people have continued unwaveringly to tell their County government, and you, that they are concerned about the traffic congestion, quality of the schools for their children, a desire to protect their drinking water and groundwater recharge areas that maintain it; to protect and preserve the open spaces and the agricultural lands that are such a rich resource for this County.   These often strongly stated concerns and desires have not changed.    



In the early stages of your work on the 2030 Plan you each received a letter from the McHenry County Council of Governments Mayor’s Caucus.   That letter strongly urged you to direct all growth to the existing municipalities.   The reasons stated for this request are the same as those stated in your Goals.    Therefore it is deeply disappointing to see that there is a lack of support in this document for this very rational and commonsense direction.   I would add that partnering with the municipalities in their request would also have supported what the majority of the citizens have been requesting these goals from the beginning.



I have placed comments on the text of the Land Use Chapter in the accompanying attachment



The Land Use Plan Map shows vast areas designated for Estate and Office/Research/Industrial.  Especially in the largest area of unincorporated McHenry County these are not in keeping with the stated goals of this Plan or of the County Board in their Strategic Plan.  We again see in visual format some of the effects of a population projection that is completely out of line with commonsense.



Thank you very much for this opportunity to convey my concerns and observations to you on this chapter and map.



Respectfully,



Patricia Kennedy



20712 Streit Road



Harvard, IL 60033








From: Dennis Sandquist
To: 2030Plan-MB; 
Subject: FW: 2030 Plan - Land Use Chapter
Date: Friday, October 16, 2009 4:16:23 PM
Attachments: image003.png 
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From: Elizabeth Kessler [mailto:EKessler@mccdistrict.org]  
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2009 4:15 PM 
To: Elizabeth Kessler; Dennis Sandquist 
Subject: RE: 2030 Plan - Land Use Chapter
 
Here is a pdf version.  Please call with any questions.  Thanks.
 
Elizabeth S. Kessler, MBA, CPRP
Executive Director
McHenry County Conservation District
18410 US Highway 14
Woodstock, IL 60098
Phone: 815.338.6223, ext. 233
Fax: 815.334.2875
EKessler@MCCDistrict.org
MCCDistrict.org
 


                        BE GREEN Please don't print this e-mail unless necessary!


 
 
 


From: Elizabeth Kessler  
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2009 4:07 PM 
To: 'Dennis Sandquist' 
Subject: 2030 Plan - Land Use Chapter
 
Dennis,
Attached please find the District’s comments.
 
Thank you for the opportunity.  



mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DASANDQUIST

mailto:/O=MCGC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=2030Plan
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October 16, 2009 
 
2030 Regional Planning Commission 
c/o   Mr. Dennis Sandquist 
McHenry County Administrative Center 
667 Ware Road 
Woodstock, IL 60098 
 
Mr. Sandquist: 
 
The McHenry County Conservation District would once again like to thank the Regional 
Planning Commission for providing us the opportunity to attend the Open House on the Draft 
Plan: Section 8 Land Use on Friday, October 9, 2009.  We appreciate your taking the time to 
seriously consider our comments.  It is my understanding from speaking with you at the Open 
House that many of our suggestions submitted in writing on July 10, 2009 will be incorporated 
into the revised plan which is to be presented to the County Board for adoption later this 
year.   
 
SECTION8:  LAND USE



 
   



• Future Land Use – Chart: Breakdown of Land Uses.  The chart projects minimal to no 
growth for open space per se, while the narrative on Page 12 states that “most new 
public open space will be established within environmentally sensitive, agricultural or 
within one of the other land-use districts.”  The District envisions acquiring 
additional acreage of open space to preserve environmentally sensitive areas 
throughout the County as well as establishing adequate buffers to existing 
conservation areas. The District’s future land acquisition goals reflect the habitat 
requirements of native wildlife populations, endangered and threatened species or 
native ecosystems to maintain their long-term ecological viability in a developing 
landscape.   This is critical given the forecasted population growth of 540,000 persons 
by 2030.  Therefore, it should not be assumed that the necessary land preservation 
goals required to sustain the County’s ecological viability and biodiversity has been 
obtained.   
 



• Environmentally Sensitive Areas.  The environmentally sensitive areas should include 
all



 
 



 of the MCNAI Sites unless they have already been developed and lost to 
development.  In addition, hydric soils, sensitive aquifer recharge areas and oak 
woodlands should be included in the environmentally sensitive areas.  Making wise 
land use decisions which steers future development away from recharge areas and  











 
 



other environmentally sensitive areas are essential to ensuring the natural assets of 
the County are protected for current and future generations.  



 
Thank you again for your continued outreach and interest in preserving the natural and 
cultural landscape of McHenry County.  If we can provide any additional information, please 
do not hesitate to contact me by phone or email at 815.338.6223, ext. 233 or 
EKessler@MCCDistrict.org.   The McHenry County Conservation District Board of Trustees and 
staff recognizes the importance of this planning tool to the region and is committed to 
working cooperatively with the County of McHenry as the plan moves forward.   
 
Sincerely, 



 
Elizabeth S. Kessler, MBA, CPRP 
Executive Director 



cc: Board of Trustees 
Pete Merkel, County Board Liaison 
Chairman Ken Koehler, McHenry County Board 
Peter Austin, County Administrator 
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Elizabeth S. Kessler, MBA, CPRP
Executive Director
McHenry County Conservation District
18410 US Highway 14
Woodstock, IL 60098
Phone: 815.338.6223, ext. 233
Fax: 815.334.2875
EKessler@MCCDistrict.org
MCCDistrict.org
 


                        BE GREEN Please don't print this e-mail unless necessary!
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From: Dennis Sandquist
To: 2030Plan-MB; 
Subject: FW: 2030 Plan - Land Use Chapter
Date: Friday, October 16, 2009 4:14:57 PM
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From: Elizabeth Kessler [mailto:EKessler@mccdistrict.org]  
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2009 4:07 PM 
To: Dennis Sandquist 
Subject: 2030 Plan - Land Use Chapter
 
Dennis,
Attached please find the District’s comments.
 
Thank you for the opportunity.  
 
Elizabeth S. Kessler, MBA, CPRP
Executive Director
McHenry County Conservation District
18410 US Highway 14
Woodstock, IL 60098
Phone: 815.338.6223, ext. 233
Fax: 815.334.2875
EKessler@MCCDistrict.org
MCCDistrict.org
 


                        BE GREEN Please don't print this e-mail unless necessary!


 
 
 





