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Introduction  

 

In January of 2010, the Planning and Utilization Committee of the Kane County Forest Preserve 

met at the Max McGraw Wildlife Foundation in East Dundee for a presentation by Plote Construction of 

how they had mined the land for gravel and subsequently converted the quarry into fishing and gaming 

areas.  Forest Preserve President Hoscheit also presented a pamphlet from Lake County’s Independence 

Grove Forest Preserve, which was developed from an old gravel quarry.  To create the lake, the quarry 

was mined of any remaining resources, with mining royalties set aside to help pay for reclaiming the site 

later for public use.  After a multi-million dollar project, the preserve now generates revenue from 

parking, swimming, dog permits, canoe rentals, fishing licenses, and café vending.  The fishery tour was 

the introduction of an idea for a possible multi-year project.   

There were concerns from the Committee members regarding the process of how and where to 

proceed with the concept of mining a preserve.  The Committee agreed that there needed to be a priority 

put on the environmental effects to the area, and that all steps were to be publicly recorded and attended.   

Reaction from the public and local environmental groups was generally surprise and outrage.  

Because construction of a new bridge and the Longmeadow Parkway was already planned to go through a 

portion of the Brunner Forest Preserve, there was speculation that a case would be made to mine for 

gravel on site to reduce construction costs and to generate revenue for future purchases and projects under 

the guise of creating fishing lakes.  Local response to the gravel mining idea centered around 

environmental concerns, restoration costs, and the precedent set by using open space purchased with tax 

dollars  for contrary purposes which would render the space unusable by the public for many years.   

 There were numerous newspaper articles and letters to the editor published.  The Daily 

Herald, in an article published on February 6, 2010, reported "The plan is just a concept right now, but it 

involves mining the gravel out of a portion of the 700-acre (Brunner) preserve in Dundee Township.  The 

District would then sell the gravel for a potential multimillion-dollar profit and use the proceeds to fund 

forest preserve improvements.  One such improvement would be filling the gravel pit with water to create 

a lake for fishing and boating activities."  Dundee Township Supervisor Sue Harney commented that any 

discussion of such a plan was worrisome because, "As far as I know, there is not a plan to develop that 

site into a recreational forest preserve.  They need to complete a plan, and that plan needs time for the 

public to look at it and comment on it."  She cautioned that no development of the site should occur 

without expert analysis of the potential environmental impact to the Fox River, which flows near the 

property, and the three major wells that supply Algonquin residents with water.   

Forest Preserve District President John Hoscheit said there should be no rush to judge the idea 

because it was only a concept that had not yet been brought to a vote, but that a gravel pit could solve a 

problem and create  an amenity that the public wants – fishing .  "We wouldn't do anything if it were 

damaging to the environment," Hoscheit said.  "We have no desire to go into the gravel business.  That's 

not our mission.  Our goal is to create fishing venues.  If in the process of doing that we can create 

revenue that we can use to improve our preserves, I think the taxpayers would be interested in that."  

Harney responded that "I find myself being skeptical about the whole idea because it seems odd to create 
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a fishing lake when you're only several hundred feet from a river.  I think what I'd ask for is that we all 

move very slow on this."  

 Allegations and rebuttals were made by local environmental leaders and by Forest Preserve 

Commissioners.  Commissioner John Fahy attacked the opponents as being against anything other than 

passive use of open space.  "We have a duty to investigate these opportunities for our constituents," 

including the "underprivileged kids on the north end of this county that don't have the opportunity to go to 

lake houses up in Wisconsin or Minnesota."  Commissioner Phil Lewis said that the idea was born out of 

the plan to build the Longmeadow Parkway through an easement that runs through the Brunner property.  

"The idea is that if there's going to be a road built, and it's going to be built on the easement through the 

Brunner property, and there's gravel on the Brunner property, then from a citizen's standpoint in Kane 

County, I'd be pretty hard-pressed to explain to my constituents why I spent several million more dollars 

hauling gravel to the site where there exists gravel, particularly when we can build such a nice 

recreational feature in the form of this lake."  But as June Keibler pointed out in a letter published in the 

Daily Herald on March 17, 2010, "The property was bought with money raised by an open space 

referendum for the recreation and enjoyment of all of the citizens of Kane County, not for the free and 

unencumbered use of the Kane County Board or the highway department.  The citizens of Kane County 

entrusted the board to not only spend our tax dollars wisely but to care for and protect our forest preserve 

lands."  The idea of gravel mining in Brunner Forest Preserve became a hot local issue.  

 In response to coverage of the controversy, the Elgin Area League of Women Voters decided in 

April of 2010 to conduct a study of the potential for gravel mining in Brunner Forest Preserve.  In the 

following months, letters were sent to Forest Preserve President John Hoscheit and to Executive Director 

Monica Meyers telling them of the formation of this study group, and asking for information to assist us 

in conducting a balanced study.  We also invited President Hoscheit to address the study group at a future 

meeting.  While we received no response at the time, Mr. Hoscheit did eventually agree to speak at a 

public meeting, which we held on March 21, 2011. 

When the Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study Group organized, we decided to look at 

the issue from three perspectives: 

 1.     What were the economic issues? 

 2.     What were the environmental issues? 

 3.     What were the social policy issues? 

Because the Forest Preserve District did not respond to requests for information, most of our information 

came from newspaper articles, on-line research, letters, and individuals.  Several FOIA requests (Freedom 

of Information) were directed to the KCFPD, with mixed results.  Their reluctance to speak to the issue, 

or even acknowledge that it was an issue, was decidedly unhelpful and made it difficult to conduct a 

balanced study. 

The potential for gravel mining in the Forest Preserves took on a new importance as an election 

issue in the fall of 2010.  A number of Kane County Board/Forest Preserve District seats were up for re-

election, and the Forest Preserve put a $30,000,000 bond referendum question on the April 5, 2011 ballot.  

Candidates for local Kane County Board seats pledged under public pressure that they would not support 

gravel mining at Brunner.  The timing was good to hold the Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining 

Study Group's large public meeting, which was advertised in the local papers, on the EALWV website, 
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and in letters to area Kane County board members.  President John Hoscheit agreed finally to speak at our 

March 21, 2011 meeting  in an attempt to defuse the public protests that could have derailed passage of 

the referendum.  But in an apparent attempt to co-opt our meeting, or reframe the context, the KCFP 

advertised our meeting as one of their local information sessions on the referendum.  We asked for but 

did not receive a correction. 

 While never admitting that gravel mining had been under serious discussion, Hoscheit agreed 

that a consensus of sorts had been reached that this was not a viable option at this time.  So at our March 

public meeting, which was attended by more than 60 people, the Brunner Study Group attempted to close 

the door on what had been a contentious issue and give the public an opportunity to ask any remaining 

questions before the election and referendum.  On our panel, we had Kane County Forest Preserve 

President John Hoscheit, Dundee Township Supervisor Sue Harney, and Brook McDonald, 

President/CEO of The Conservation Foundation.  After presentations and questions, Mr. Hoscheit was 

given the opportunity to talk about the Forest Preserve’s Open Space referendum, which then passed in 

April, 2011. 

 At the April 28, 2011 annual meeting of the EALWV, Chairman Grom reported on the progress 

of the Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study Group and noted that there was interest in expanding 

the scope of the original study based on the findings to date.  New areas for study would include possible 

changes in Illinois law to ban mining for gravel in forest preserves, the development of forest preserve 

land for uses outside of the mission statement, and the need for improvement in public records and 

transparency.  This report summarizes the work of the study group to date. 

 

 

Carol Grom, Chairman 

LWVEA Study of  Potential Gravel Mining in Brunner Forest Preserve 

Kane County Forest Preserve District 
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Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Study of Potential Gravel Mining of Kane County Forest Preserve's Brunner Property 

 

 The first meeting of the Elgin Area League of Women Voters Study of Potential Gravel Mining 

on Kane County Forest Preserve's Brunner Property was held on August 25, 2010 at Chairman Carol 

Grom's house.  The participants included Bonnie Kalaway, Theresa Peterson, Sue Harney, Kathie Tennis, 

Carol Schoengart, Darlene Bakk, and Kim Haag, from LWV Central Kane County.  (Darlene and Kim did 

not continue after the initial meeting.)  Rosalie Johnson was unable to attend that first meeting, but joined 

later.  Packets of background information with newspaper articles, Forest Preserve mission statement and 

meeting minutes, and several letters were passed out as a basis for discussion.  Chairman Grom noted that 

letters to the Forest Preserve and Chairman John Hoscheit of the KCFP requesting information had not 

been answered.  She had also addressed the August 10, 2010 meeting of the Forest Preserve Commission 

to inform them of the study and request their assistance.  There was no response from President Hoscheit 

or Executive Director Monica Meyers. 

 After some discussion, it was decided to approach the question of potential gravel mining on the 

Brunner property in three general ways: 

 1. What are the economic issues? 

 2. What are the environmental issues? 

 3. What are the social policy issues?  

Because the Forest Preserve District president and executive director were not willing to assist or provide 

any background information, the study group utilized the KCFP website, newspaper and magazine 

articles, on-line research, letters and FOIA requests, both from the study group and from other interested 

individuals.  Sue Harney, the Dundee Township Supervisor, was particularly helpful as she has extensive 

experience in open space preservation and environmental issues.  She also was able to provide contacts 

within the local environmental network to obtain information.  What follows is a summary of our 

findings. 

 

Background of the Brunner Forest Preserve Gravel Mining Controversy 

  

 The 741-acre Brunner property lies along the west bank of the Fox River in Dundee Township, 

Kane County.  Farmed for decades, it still has a mix of wetlands, fens, and woodlands.  Purchasing the 

Brunner property was a long-term goal of the Kane County Forest Preserve District, as it would protect 

the last large undeveloped stretch of the Fox River open to the district, provide a huge amount of open 

space, and also connect adjacent preserves.  The Brunner property is bordered by Buffalo Park Forest 

Preserve in Algonquin to the north, Fox River Shores Forest Preserve in Carpentersville on the south and 

east sides, and Raceway Woods Forest Preserve to the southwest.  Together, the properties make for over 

1,000 acres of contiguous open space and create a 3.5 mile stretch of waterfront. 

 The town of Carpentersville had been interested in annexing the property and encouraging 

development, citing economic benefits.  Kane County needed land for the planned Longmeadow Parkway 
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and bridge across the Fox River.  And the Forest Preserve wanted to purchase the Brunner property to 

safeguard the last large piece of river frontage and connect it to existing preserves.  There was strong 

local support for preserving the land.  As more and more farms and open land were developed, Kane 

County taxpayers voted overwhelmingly in favor of open space, passing Forest Preserve referendums in 

1999, 2005, and 2007.  There was a growing recognition of the benefits of natural lands to provide 

wildlife habitat, clean air and water, enhanced flood control, and increased property values, in addition to 

educational and recreational opportunities.  Eventually, an agreement was reached that the Forest 

Preserve District would purchase the land and sell the portion needed for the Longmeadow Parkway and 

bridge to Kane County. 

 In June of 2008, the KCFPD signed a contract to purchase the Brunner property for $40 million, 

"the most important single land purchase the district has ever made in its history," according to Drew 

Ullberg, director of natural resources.  To leverage their funds, the District obtained two grants for the 

purchase .  The Illinois Clean Energy Community Foundation Grant of $1.46 million was the largest 

award ever received by the KCFPD.  They also received $750,000 from the Open Space Lands 

Acquisition and Development Program in 2009.  According to the terms of the grants, both were applied 

to the 146 acres of the property considered the highest quality natural areas along the river and adjacent to 

a fen.   

 When the District closed on the largest property  ever acquired from a single landowner in 

October of 2008, it celebrated the kind of purchase that is almost unheard of in the urban areas of a 

growing county like Kane.  "To get 1,000-plus acres of (contiguous) preserves in an urban corridor is 

pretty unbelievable," President John Hoshceit said.  Drew Ullberg proclaimed the site a valuable one for 

restoration, given the presence of bald eagles, several endangered plant species, the mix of wetlands, fens 

and woodlands, and the rare mussels in the Fox River.  "Among the priorities for this site are bird habitats 

for the Willow Flycatcher, American Bittern, and Sedge Wren.  The District also plans brush removal to 

support habitats for Baltimore Checkerspot butterflies and other animals."  Hoscheit said plans for the 

potential Longmeadow Parkway and bridge would attempt to minimize any effect on the natural areas 

around it.  Everyone who had planned and labored so long to see the Brunner property preserved forever 

for the benefit of the environment and for public enjoyment exhaled and applauded the hard work and 

perseverance of the Forest Preserve District commission and staff.       

 On April 1, 2009, the Forest Preserve Executive Committee approved an Intergovernmental 

Agreement with Kane County for the Longmeadow Parkway.  It included a land swap for the road right 

of way, detention pond and 10-acre tract conveyed to the Dundee Park District as mitigation of property 

previously acquired by the County.  Kane County agreed to pay the Forest Preserve District $54,000 per 

acre for the 41.1 acres needed for the parkway.  The County also agreed to make improvements to the Fox 

River Trail, constructing a bridge over the river to connect the trail to the new preserve using Federal 

funding for the Longmeadow Parkway.  It was suggested that lighting on the bridge should be shielded so 

that it does not light the preserve at night.   

 The minutes of that meeting also contained a statement from President Hoscheit that "the Finance 

Committee is looking at the budget process and are looking to make sure the District is stable.  The 

Committee will be meeting in the near future to review income and expenditures.  Monies are tight, but 

the District revenues are not based on sales tax but on real estate taxes."  The economic downturn coupled 



10 
 

with the large expenditure for the Brunner property meant that the budget for future acquisitions and 

improvements was less than had been anticipated. 

 At the May 1, 2009 meeting of the Forest Preserve Executive Committee, Executive Director 

Monica Meyers presented a request from Dundee Township Park District for a license agreement on a 

portion of the Brunner Forest Preserve.  They wanted to license approximately 34 acres of property 

adjoining the 10-acre parcel they had already received.  The 34 acres included the house and buildings to 

be used for recreational programs and 26 acres for athletic fields and parking.  The Park District would 

assume responsibility for operation and maintenance of the grounds and structures.  Some commissioners 

hesitated, saying that the District had just acquired this property and still needed to develop a master plan, 

that this might be moving too quickly.  Others felt that this was a fine example of intergovernmental 

cooperation between two entities.  The agreement was signed in July, giving the DTPD exclusive right to 

use the property for 50 years for monetary consideration of $1.00.   

 At the January 10, 2010 KCFP Executive Committee meeting, President Hoscheit noted that he 

would be meeting in Springfield with Mark Miller, the Director of the Illinois Department of Natural 

Resources, to discuss fishing, recreation and wildlife.  The IDNR was interested in seeing how the 

McGraw Wildlife facility runs, since they had received a zoning change for mining on the property.  So, 

the Land Acquisition and Utilization and Planning Committee meetings scheduled for January 28 would 

be moved to the McGraw Wildlife facility to provide an opportunity to tour the gravel excavation and 

lakes being developed on the property. 

 The Director of the IDNR did not attend that meeting, and President Hoscheit later stated that it 

was because of the e-mails about gravel mining, the Brunner property, and the Longmeadow Parkway 

(Executive Committee minutes of 2-5-10). Despite the change in plans, he  presented information from 

Lake County's Independence Grove Forest Preserve, which was created from a gravel quarry and is now a 

revenue producing venue.  Admission to the preserve is free, but parking, swimming, fishing licenses, 

canoe rentals, and café vending produce income.  Concerns were raised about the process of how and 

where to proceed with the concept of mining a preserve, as well as the ecological effects to the area.  It 

was agreed that all steps in this possible multi-year project would need to be publicly recorded and 

attended.   

 Up to this point, the public was largely unaware that gravel mining was being discussed, or that 

such a thing was even legal in a forest preserve.  (Note:  The Forest Preserve Act was amended in 2008 to 

allow for the sale of gravel by Forest Preserve Districts.  Some have contended that there has been an 

industry wide effort to open state and local lands to mining and extraction.)  But now, word got out that 

gravel mining was being considered.  The reaction was widespread and overwhelmingly negative.  Many 

people who had voted for past referendums to acquire and preserve natural areas felt betrayed. 

 In response to public criticism of the discussion of gravel mining at the new Brunner Forest 

Preserve, Forest Preserve President John Hoscheit put out a "To Whom It May Concern" letter on 

February 9, 2010 in which he attempted to clear up the "misinformation" and "inaccuracies" being 

circulated.  The KCFP is "focused on improving our preserves by incorporating amenities that would 

benefit preserve users and wildlife.  One such enhancement would be the creation of lakes and fishing 

habitats.  Our focus is not on starting a gravel mining operation, but instead is to convert existing 

cornfields to lakes.  The District is investigating options to create lake and water habitats on a few of its 
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properties.  Lakes and ponds serve as recreational outlets for activities such as fishing and non-motorized 

boating which can also enhance larger facilities such as campgrounds.  Additionally, these manmade 

water resources can improve or expand animal habitat within the county for such species as waterfowl, 

fish, amphibians and mammals." 

 The letter did not mention Brunner Forest Preserve at all, although it did point out previous 

reclamations of old gravel pits at the Big Rock Forest Preserve and Grunwald Farms Forest Preserve in 

Kane County, and Independence Grove in Lake County as success stories.  As to their current intentions, 

"If we were to create such a lake, it would have to be in an area that is appropriate.  It would  not, for 

example, make sense in a heavily forested area nor in an area ecologically sensitive or pristine, whereas 

creation of a lake would dramatically, negatively impact the flora and fauna.  Again, this would involve 

the conversion of crop land."  "One significant benefit of extracting sand and gravel is that the process 

would generate millions of dollars in revenue which would be reinvested in acquiring additional land."  

"Currently, no site has been selected for such a project.  The Forest Preserve Commission is merely 

evaluating this possible opportunity for future consideration."  

 Hoscheit's attempt to make the whole Brunner/gravel mining issue go away was not successful.  

For one thing, Commissioner Phil Lewis had already been quoted in a 2-10-10 Daily Herald article as 

saying that since the Longmeadow Parkway was going to be built on an easement through the Brunner 

property anyway, and "there's gravel on the Brunner property, then from a citizens's standpoint in Kane 

County, I'd be pretty hard-pressed to explain to my constituents why I spent several million more dollars 

hauling gravel to the site where there exists gravel, particularly when we can build such a nice 

recreational feature in the form of this lake.  It's very prudent for us to investigate this.  My motives are 

clear – to improve the forest preserve and utilize the assets that we have at our control."  The public was 

not mollified, and the issue continued to be a contentious one. 

 In our research, we found that the possibility of mining for gravel on the Brunner property could 

be documented as far back as November 7, 2008 in the KCFP Executive Committee meeting minutes:  

"Executive Director Meyers commented that the committee toured the Brunner property, visiting the 

structures along with the layout of the property.  Presently Staff is working with the Transportation 

Department and the Dundee Township Park District on the land transfers.  Staff is also looking at mining 

the gravel on the property; they will present a report in the coming months."  Note that this was barely a 

month after the purchase of the property, while its supporters were still celebrating. 

 The fact that gravel mining was being discussed at roughly the same time as the purchase using 

grant money intended for preservation of ecologically valuable land raised additional questions.  Why 

was this significant "jewel" of high-quality open space even being considered for gravel mining?  Did the 

need to secure the land for the Longmeadow Parkway and bridge play a prominent role in the decision to 

spend $40 million dollars to "preserve" this property?  Was the presence of valuable gravel on site and the 

potential savings in construction costs given more weight than preservation?  Were the deliberations of 

the Forest Preserve Commission unduly influenced by their dual roles as Forest Preserve District 

Commissioners and Kane County Board members, an inherent conflict of interest in this case?  Why 

would the $1.46 million Clean Energy Community Foundation grant and the $750,000 OSLAD grant 

have been awarded if construction of a parkway and bridge and a gravel mine were under discussion?  
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Was it possible that the grant applications were misleading, or at least disingenuous, in their stated 

claims? 

 On December 8, 2011, Carol Grom, chairman of the Brunner/Gravel study group, filed a Freedom 

of Information Act (FOIA) request with the KCFP for:   "1)  Any staff reports and supporting 

documentation generated between January 2007 and the present that reference gravel mining at the 

Brunner property including, but not limited to, the report mentioned in the 11-7-08 Executive Committee 

minutes (attached), and  2)  The grant applications and supporting documentation for the Clean Energy 

Grant ($1.46 million) and the OSLAD Grant ($750,000) used for acquisition of the Brunner property in 

2008." 

 The response from Robert Quinlan, KCFP Director of Finance and FOIA officer at the time, was 

less than satisfactory.  "I am sending this e-mail in response to your FOIA request, received at the District 

on 12-8-2011.  You have requested a copy of any report or supporting documents with regard to the 

comments made at the Executive Committee meeting of 11-7-2008, with regard to a report being prepared 

on mining at the Brunner FP, as indicated in those minutes.  I have addressed this report with the person 

who made those remarks, Monica Meyers, Executive Director, and she has assured me that no such report 

was ever commissioned or written.  After that meeting, President Hoscheit directed her not to start such a 

report.  Therefore, no such report was created so none can be supplied to you."  The other materials 

requested were supplied, although incomplete. 

 Not convinced that there was never any research or report produced, that President Hoscheit 

would have directed Executive Director Meyers not to start such a report after the meeting rather than 

during the meeting (which would have been in the minutes), or that the staff would have initiated 

"looking at mining the gravel on the property" without being directed to do so, Grom asked if that was his 

complete and final legal response?  Quinlan replied that it was.  In addition, he checked again with 

Director Meyers, and she responded again that the District did not commission the preparation of any 

report on mining at the Brunner FP.  And that brought to an end our attempts to obtain any information 

from the KCFP regarding possible gravel mining at Brunner Forest Preserve.  But it only increased our 

curiosity about the actions of the Forest Preserve and their apparent lack of transparency. 

  

  

Economic Issues 

  

 When the study group of potential gravel mining on the Brunner Forest Preserve first organized 

in August 2010, we came up with a number of questions that pertained to the economic issues.  If the 

Longmeadow Parkway and bridge are to be constructed through a portion of the Brunner Forest Preserve, 

does it make economic sense to use on-site gravel instead of trucking in gravel?  What are the estimated 

costs of purchasing gravel versus the cost savings of using gravel mined on site?  What portion of the 

Brunner property is being considered for gravel mining (all or only a corridor)?  How long would the 

gravel mine be in operation before being mined out, given available technology and the current market?  
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Once the gravel mining was finished, how long would it take to restore the land and make it usable for the 

public?  What are the projected costs for reclamation and restoration of a gravel pit?  Independence Grove 

in Lake County was mentioned as an example of a successful gravel mine reclamation on public land.  

What were the actual and ongoing costs to restore the land?  What additional public funds would be 

needed to restore the land in addition to the money already used to purchase the property?  The group 

brought different opinions to the table, but we attempted to address the issues with an open mind.  Not all 

of the questions were answered.  Information was limited or unavailable.  But the more we learned, the 

more we came together in our thinking. 

Construction of Longmeadow Parkway and Bridge: 

 There are existing long term plans to construct the Longmeadow bridge and parkway through a 

portion of the Brunner property.  When the Brunner property was purchased by the Kane County Forest 

Preserve District, some 41 acres were immediately re-sold to Kane County for the parkway right-of-way.  

This was easily accomplished, as the Kane County Board members also serve as the Forest Preserve 

District commissioners.   

 While that makes some things easier, in this case it posed a possible conflict of interest.  The 

Forest Preserve District's mission is to acquire, hold and maintain lands within Kane County which 

contribute to the preservation of natural and historic resources and habitats, flora and fauna; and to 

restore, restock, protect and preserve such lands for the education, recreation, and pleasure of all its 

citizens.  Their stated goal is to preserve and restore the nature of Kane County.  Allowing a portion of the 

Brunner property to be sold for a highway and bridge was less than desirable from a preservation and 

restoration point of view, but it was in line with the Kane County 2030 Plan and transportation studies.  

Once that was agreed upon, the goal should have been to limit damage to the remaining forest preserve 

property and plan for how to construct the bridge and parkway in such a way as to minimize the impact 

on natural areas, habitat, ecosystems, and public access.   Instead, there was discussion of mining the 

gravel at Brunner to reduce construction costs, generate revenue for future acquisitions, and "create lakes" 

for recreational purposes. 

Sand and Gravel Deposits: 

 The Kane County Forest Preserve District claims to have no reports or information on the 

potential for gravel mining at Brunner, so there are no figures on the  amount of gravel present, the value 

of the gravel, estimated cost savings on the roadway construction, or projected market value of the gravel 

if sold.  Nor are there any cost projections for mining the gravel, reclamation of the site after mining, or 

creating lakes.  What information we do have was obtained from other sources. 

 On January 18, 2012, Grom sent a Freedom Of Information Act Request (FOIA) to the Kane 

County Division of Transportation asking for any geological, soil boring, or other reports on the presence 

of gravel deposits on the Brunner Forest Preserve property and/or the Longmeadow Parkway corridor.  

The documents supplied included numerous soil borings from 2005 and 2010, and excerpts from a Final 

Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation of Fox River Bridge Crossings in Kane 

County dated November, 2001.  
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  According to that report, Kane County is rich in sand and gravel deposits.  It ranked as one of the 

leading producers of sand, gravel, and stone in Illinois at one time, producing some 961,000 tons in 1985.  

Records from 1997 reported 17 active sand and gravel pits in the county, three of them within the study 

area of eastern Kane County.  The quarries mentioned were Fox River Stone in South Elgin, Meyer 

Material in Algonquin, and Conco Western Stone Company in Aurora.  The Bolz Road/Longmeadow 

Parkway corridor is located in an area of coarse sand and gravel deposits which overlie moraines on either 

side of the Fox River.  Elevations range from 920 feet along the tops of the moraines to 740 feet at the 

river.  Sand and gravel deposits at Meyer Materials pits on the east side of the river have been extensively 

mined. 

 Construction of the Longmeadow Parkway and bridge will increase demand for construction 

aggregate (sand, gravel, and stone), as will general urban development facilitated by improved access 

across the Fox River.  Future development west of the river will increase demand for construction 

aggregate for use in roads, parking lots and buildings, and encourage further mining of currently 

undeveloped sand, gravel and stone resources.  So an argument could be made that there would be a 

market for the gravel located on the Brunner property, and that the land slated for the highway corridor 

will be disturbed anyway if and when funding becomes available for construction of the Longmeadow 

Parkway and bridge.  However, the footprint of a viable gravel mine would be much larger than the 41-

acre highway corridor, and would involve more extensive excavation and greater impact on groundwater 

resources. 

Groundwater Aquifers and Water Supply: 

 The sand and gravel deposits are found in conjunction with the shallow aquifers which supply 

public drinking water.  On the east side of the river, the City of Carpentersville has two public supply 

wells approximately 180 feet deep that draw from the Valparaiso Aquifer.  Algonquin also has several 

wells which draw from the same source.  Most of the private wells on both sides of the Fox River draw 

from that aquifer, with eleven wells identified within 500 feet of the roadway corridor.  Since not all wells 

are on the State's list, there may be others as well.  The shallow Kaneville aquifer, 50 to 100 feet below 

the surface, is also a sand and gravel aquifer.  A shallow bedrock aquifer of the Maquoketa group is 

accessed by wells ranging in depth from 200 to 500 feet.    

 A map of aquifer sensitivity classifications used by Kane County Director of Water Resources 

Paul Schuch at a presentation in 2011 showed the aquifers under the Brunner property as having a high to 

moderately high potential for contamination.  Groundwater aquifers are affected by the activities 

occurring on or around the recharge areas which replenish the water.    The surrounding land uses, over 

pumping, and pollution  affect the groundwater aquifers.  Gravel mining (or any development) negatively 

impacts the recharge area by removing the vegetative cover which slows the movement of precipitation 

and storm water to allow for more absorption on site  and less runoff.  The underlying soil and gravel 

layers filter out potential contaminants.  Removal of these layers changes  the contours of the land, 

increases runoff, reduces filtration, and increases the potential for contamination of the water supply. 

Safeguarding the water supply must be addressed by protection of the recharge areas and land use 

management.
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 Construction of the roadway can be expected to impact groundwater resources  through soil 

compaction, erosion, loss of  groundwater recharge area, and possible diversions or blockage of 

groundwater, according to the impact study.  While road construction would not likely penetrate either of 

the shallow aquifers which supply water wells in the vicinity, mining for gravel would involve much 

deeper excavations and a larger area.  Soil borings conducted within the roadway study area varied from 

10 feet to 70 feet in depth, with water found at less than 4 feet deep to more than 60 feet.  It is expected 

that the eleven private wells located within 500 feet of the corridor may need to be abandoned and 

relocated.  No public wells were addressed by the roadway environmental impact statement, but the 

initiation of gravel mining could have a far greater effect on groundwater supplies and quality.  With a 

larger and deeper area of disturbance, the potential for contamination of the subsoil and groundwater is 

increased.  There is no estimate of the costs to the environment or to public water supplies if such 

contamination occurred. 

 Hydrological studies conducted by the Illinois Geological Survey on behalf of Kane County have 

measured serious reductions in groundwater since the advent of development in the last 150 years.  Much 

of the decrease is due to the increase of impermeable surfaces and corresponding decrease in groundwater 

recharge areas.  Even with reductions in use and changes in the way storm water is handled, they predict 

that groundwater levels will be so reduced by 2049 that the Fox River will have 50% less water in it, and 

some creeks may dry up altogether.  Well head levels for the Algonquin and Carpentersville wells with 

recharge zones in the Brunner area have dropped some 90 feet in the last 50+ years.   Shallow wells may 

cease to function and need to be replaced.  Protection of groundwater and recharge areas is considered a 

high priority in Kane County.  Any land use which has a high risk of affecting not only the health of our 

rivers and streams, but our future water supply, must be weighed very carefully.  If, as claimed by the 

KCFP, no studies have been done on the potential for gravel mining at Brunner FP, then it would seem to 

be irresponsible to discuss potential multi-million dollar profits and future recreational benefits.   

Transportation: 

 Another economic impact of  gravel mining in the Brunner Forest Preserve would be on 

transportation.  While the Longmeadow Parkway and bridge is expected to relieve some traffic 

congestion by providing another river crossing, there has been no discussion of the effect of a gravel 

mining operation on local traffic.  It is reasonable to expect that the addition of a large fleet of slow-

moving dump trucks to carry the gravel would have a negative effect on local travel times, especially at 

rush hour.  The gravel trucks and equipment would have to access the property via Rt. 31, as that is the 

only viable road  available.  The additional road wear and repair costs caused by higher levels of use by 

very heavy vehicles could be substantial.  

Reclamation Costs: 

 There are a number of forest preserves and open space areas which have been established on 

former quarry sites.  Reclamation can be done to transform old mines to recreational uses.  But it is never 

inexpensive, and it seldom results in as high quality a natural area as that which existed before the 

initiation of mining.  Kane County Forest Preserve President Hoscheit cited the example of Independence 

Grove in Lake County as a successful gravel mine reclamation on public land.  Lake County purchased 

that property in 1978 for $4,518,009 when it was partially mined out.  They continued mining, putting 

mining royalties of $4,344,600 into a special fund to help pay for reclamation costs.  Referendums raised 
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$8.5 million, and grants supplied $1.55 million in additional funding.  Total project development costs 

were approximately $17,000,000.  The new preserve opened to the public in 2001, more than three 

decades later. 

 When reclamation began, millions of cubic yards of clean fill were brought in to create about 60 

acres of land.  The straight, steep walls of the old quarry were sculpted to create a safer shoreline for 

wildlife habitat, and to deter erosion.  Thousands of trees and shrubs were planted.  One of the biggest 

challenges was creating a habitat for fish out of a sterile lake with no vegetation.  Trees, fish cribs and 

concrete pipes were placed along the lake bottom to provide  cover.  Because the hydrology of the newly 

created lake and the nearby river are connected, there have been problems keeping the lake water at 

acceptable levels.  Lake County had to purchase and install $600,000 worth of pumps.  Within a few 

years, some of the pumps broke and required replacement.  Shoreline erosion has continued to require 

mitigation, and estimates of repair costs are in the hundreds of thousands of dollars.  In records obtained 

from the Lake County Forest Preserve District under the Freedom of Information Act  by David Poweleit 

in March of 2010, it was stated that "$100,000 had been spent on repairs to the Independence Grove 

shoreline."   While this reclaimed gravel mine is now a popular recreational destination offering a number 

of amenities, it is not a high quality natural area, and it should not be used as an example of a cost 

effective way to create a lake.  

Loss of Use: 

 And finally, how does one calculate the economic cost of loss of use?  The Brunner property was 

purchased for $40,000,000 in 2008 to preserve a large piece of Fox River frontage with high quality 

natural areas and potential for public recreation.  Increased recreational opportunities attract people for 

hiking, biking, fishing, and other activities, and those people tend to spend money at local businesses.  

More than three years later, the Brunner Forest Preserve is still not open to the public.  If the decision 

were to be made to mine for gravel, it could be decades before that property would be usable for 

recreation.  A child born now could be a grandparent before Brunner was mined, reclaimed, and open for 

recreational use.  Independence Grove in Lake County was not open for almost 25 years after its 

purchase, and that gravel mine had already been in use for many years before that.  Mining for gravel is a 

slow process, and market conditions can make it even slower.  The mining permit at McGraw in East 

Dundee was recently extended from 10 to 30 years due to the slowdown in the economy.  What rational 

entity would pay to purchase property and then agree to defer using it indefinitely?   The taxpayers who 

have supported multiple referendums to preserve the nature of Kane County deserve to enjoy the land 

purchased within their lifetimes.     

 

Environmental Issues 

  

 To evaluate the environmental issues, we began by asking a number of questions.  What effect 

would gravel mining have on existing wildlife, wetlands, fens, and woodlands?  What effect would gravel 

mining have on local water resources, including aquifer recharge areas, ground water levels in municipal 

and private wells, and possible pollution of the  Fox River and area ground water?  What would be the 

effects of noise, dust, and soil erosion? 
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 The environmental issues to be considered in any discussion of gravel mining include air quality, 

water quality and availability, and loss of habitat.  Some are so obvious as to almost need no mention. But 

environmental concerns are especially important in a forest preserve.  The Downstate Forest Preserve 

District Act gives districts "the power to acquire and hold lands containing natural forests or parts thereof, 

lands connecting such forests,  . . .or lands capable of being restored to a natural condition for the purpose 

of protecting and preserving the flora, fauna, and scenic beauties within such district, and to restore, 

restock, protect and preserve the natural forests and such lands together with their flora and fauna, as 

nearly as may be, in their natural state and condition, for the purpose of the education, pleasure, and 

recreation of the public." (70 ILCS 805/5, Chapter 96, paragraph 6308)  Nothing could be further from 

this description than buying a significant parcel and then destroying its value by stripping it of any 

semblance of nature.  Mining for gravel is about as far from preservation as it is possible to get.  

Air Quality: 

 The creation of a gravel mining operation would create air pollution.  The process releases large 

quantities of dust and particulate matter which are dispersed by the wind to the surrounding communities.  

The effects can range from nuisance deposits of dirt on cars and in homes, to dangerously  slippery 

driving conditions when the dust is washed onto roads, to an increase in asthma and other respiratory 

problems. Restoring the Brunner property into a fully functional forest preserve will improve the air 

quality.  Seven hundred acres of prairie and woodlands generates a lot of oxygen and takes a lot of carbon 

dioxide out of the atmosphere.  Extensive root systems and growing trees also keep carbon underground, 

one of the most effective ways we know to lower CO2 concentrations in the atmosphere.   

Groundwater Protection: 

 Gravel mining is harmful to water quality and availability.  As mentioned previously, gravel 

mining removes significant  acreage from the groundwater recharge area of the aquifers crucial to the 

adequate flow of local streams and the Fox River, and to the local water supply.   Removal of the 

vegetation, the soil, and the sand and gravel below disrupts the natural hydrological cycle.  Without the 

vegetation, rain water runs off instead of soaking into the ground.  The increased runoff causes erosion, 

which deposits dirt and surface contaminants into the streams and rivers.  The reduced water quality 

degrades aquatic life and habitats.  Drinking water supplies drawn from the Fox River require more 

filtration and treatment to be potable.  Removal of the soil destroys the structure and fertility of the soil 

and kills many of the microorganisms that recycle nutrients.  Even if the soil is stockpiled and replaced 

many years later, the soil will not support the same level of plant and animal life as undisturbed soil.  

Removal of the sand and gravel deposits reduces water percolation and filtration.  Mining also involves 

the use of heavy equipment, with fuel, oil, chemicals, and other pollutants that inevitably spill.  Surface 

contaminants are more likely to reach the aquifer, and therefore, the water supply and the surface waters 

fed by the aquifer. 

Habitat Destruction: 

 Mining for gravel irreparably changes and diminishes the intricate ecosystems that support plant 

and animal life.  Trees and shrubs that have grown for years are gone in an instant, along with the birds 

that nested in them, the insects that lived on and below them, and the animals that sheltered among them.  

The grasses and flowers that support native bees and insects and that protect the stream banks from 
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erosion are gone.  The contours of the land that channel water to the streams and create vernal pools and 

wetlands are changed.  Larger animals may be able to move elsewhere; smaller creatures and plants die.       

 In 30, 40, or 50 years, when the usable mineral deposits are gone, the area can be "reclaimed."  

Tons of fill can be dumped to level the gaping void.  Top soil can be spread, like frosting, on the top.  

New trees, shrubs and grasses can be planted.  The holes can be filled with water to create "lakes."  But 

functioning habitat cannot be easily replicated.  It is possible to make an old mine look better.  It is even 

possible to make it usable for recreational purposes.  But it is no more possible to recreate the intricate 

relationships that comprise a functioning ecosystem than it is to mend a shattered mirror.  If you look into 

a mirror that has been glued back together, you will see only a distorted image.  You cannot make it 

whole.  And so it is when man attempts to create nature.  It is inconceivable that an organization created 

to restore, protect, and preserve the natural areas of Kane County would entertain, even for a moment, the 

notion that mining for gravel in a forest preserve might be a good idea.  It is not. 

 

 

 

Social Policy Issues 

 

   We began by asking, what are the social policy issues involved in looking at gravel mining in a 

forest preserve?  Is public trust lost when land purchased with referendum dollars for preservation is 

instead mined for gravel to save money on a construction project?  Does the loss of public use for an 

indefinite number of years breach the public agreement created by passage of a referendum for purchase 

and preservation of land for open space?  Has there been a lack of transparency to date on what should be 

a public discussion of land use?  Is there a conflict of interest between priorities of Kane County Board 

members trying to build a bridge and highway and Kane County Forest Preserve Commission  members 

entrusted with acquiring, maintaining, and preserving natural lands for the education, recreation, and 

pleasure of its citizens?  Should the commissioners wear "two hats"?  (Note:  a search of state laws turned 

up a reference to Public Act 91-0933, which requires separate boards beginning in 2002 for counties 

having a population between 800,000 and 3,000,000.  The 2010 Census lists  the Kane County population 

as 515,269, well below the threshold required for separate boards.)  What precedent is set by selling the 

natural resources on "preserved" public land?  Would gravel mining on land purchased for preservation 

breach the terms of agreement of any grant money used for the purchase?  Would it make finding future 

grant money more difficult?  Has there been a change in the stated mission or goals of the Forest Preserve 

District?  As the study progressed, these became the more interesting questions, and the ones most likely 

to produce actionable positions. 

Erosion of Public Trust: 

 The way in which the possible gravel mining of Brunner Forest Preserve came to public attention 

was a strong indicator of which way the story would unfold.  It was not put out for public discussion as an 

economic or land use question.  It leaked out.  It came out in bits and pieces, with information and 

misinformation , accusations and denials, and above all, anger.  Like  a juicy bit of gossip, the story 
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spread through the grapevine.  The very people who had worked with the Forest Preserve District to pass 

referendums to acquire and preserve natural areas, who had volunteered for work days to restore and 

improve the preserves, and who had been its most vocal supporters, now felt angry and betrayed.  How 

could this be?  Was gravel mining in a preserve even possible? 

 As more information became available, the public outcry grew.  The KCFP commissioners 

circled the wagons and tried to wait it out.  But the story did not go away.  It became an election issue for 

those board members up for re-election.  Within the local area, it became a litmus test for candidates:  Do 

you support mining for gravel or "creating fishing lakes" in Brunner Forest Preserve?  Whatever their 

opinions had been – if they even had an opinion – it was clear that taking the pledge was the only way to 

get elected.  And every candidate in the Dundee area did so; they would not support mining in Brunner. 

 By that time, it was no doubt clear to President Hoscheit that this particular issue was dead, at 

least for the immediate future.  Support for it on the board had mostly evaporated in the harsh glare of 

publicity.  Worse still, the anger and mistrust generated by the controversy put at risk the success of the 

$30,000,000 referendum.  It was time for some fence mending.  He asked for a meeting with Dundee 

Supervisor Sue Harney, who had been one of the most outspoken critics of the idea, to discuss the 

referendum and "other issues."  A small group of people attended the meeting to hear him out and ask 

questions.  Several members of the Brunner study group were there, and  Chairman Grom took the 

opportunity to ask Hoscheit to address the public meeting of the study group in March, just before the 

April 2011 election.  Somewhat reluctantly, he agreed. 

 Invitations and press releases were sent out by the LWV Brunner/Gravel Mining study group for 

a public meeting on March 21, 2011.  The KCFP posted the meeting on their website and in their press 

releases as a referendum information meeting, with no mention of the gravel mining issue.    The study 

group protested this obvious attempt to re-frame the discussion.  But there was a good turnout, and it was 

an informative meeting.  It was a chance to put an end to what had been a hot issue, and get everyone on 

record as to their position.  Hoscheit denied that gravel mining had ever been more than a fleeting idea, 

and conceded that there was no support for continuing.  He then gave a strong presentation in favor of the 

referendum and why the timing was right in a down market to purchase additional property.  Whatever 

mistrust lingered in the public mind, they voted to pass the referendum.    

First Draft Consensus Questions: 

 After the public meeting, the Brunner/Gravel study group wrote the first draft of consensus 

questions based on our study to be presented to the Elgin Area League of Women Voters, along with our 

recommendations, shown in parentheses. 

1. Should the Kane County Forest Preserve District mine for gravel in the Brunner Forest Preserve?  

(No.) 

2. Should the Kane County Forest Preserve initiate gravel mining in any forest preserve?  (No.) 

3. Is it ever appropriate for forest preserve districts to mine for gravel?  (No, unless there are 

existing mining contracts when the land is purchased and if, upon careful consideration, the loss 

of use by the public can be limited and the costs of reclamation can be funded by contract, bond, 

or extraction fees.) 



21 
 

4. Should Illinois law be changed to restrict gravel mining in forest preserves?  70 ILCS 805/6 of 

the Downstate Forest Preserve Act currently states:  "The board of any forest preserve district is 

authorized to sell at fair market price gravel, sand, earth, and any other material obtained from the 

lands and waters owned by the district."  (Yes.  The law should be changed to preclude the 

initiation of mining on forest preserve land and to sharply restrict existing mining operations to 

the operational permit in place at the time of purchase, with no expansion allowed.  Such a 

change would not restrict the ability of forest preserves to purchase previously mined land, and 

would more closely fit the original intent of the forest preserves, which was to protect, preserve, 

and restore the natural forests, together with their flora and fauna, in their natural state and 

condition, for the purpose of education, pleasure, and recreation of the public.) 

5. Is the extraction and sale of natural resources (gravel, sand, coal, timber, natural gas, water, etc.) 

appropriate and consistent with the mission of the Kane County Forest preserve District?  ("It 

shall be the mission of the Forest Preserve of Kane County to acquire, hold and maintain lands 

within Kane County which contribute to the preservation of natural or historic resources and 

habitats, flora or fauna; to restore, restock, protect and preserve such lands for the education, 

recreation and pleasure of all its citizens.")   (No.) 

SB 2484  Proposed Amendment to Downstate Forest Preserve Act: 

 Around this time, a number of environmental groups began to discuss changes to Illinois law to 

prevent gravel mining in forest preserves.  Geoff Petzel, the Executive Director of Friends of the Fox 

River, wrote Proposed Amendment 70 ILCS 805/18. 1a to the Downstate Forest Preserve Act: 

 (a)  No land that is owned or acquired by a forest preserve district may be used for the      

 development of any new sand, gravel or other mining operation. 

 (b)  A forest preserve district may not transfer any land or interest in land acquired by the district 

 to any other entity which the district has reason to know intends to construct a new sand, gravel, 

 or other mining operation.  A forest preserve district that wishes to transfer any land or interest in 

 land owned or acquired by the district to any other entity must impose, as a condition of the 

 transfer, a covenant prohibiting the development of a new sand, gravel, or other mining operation. 

 (c)  Lands owned or acquired by a forest preserve district that were previously mined or are 

 actively being mined at the time of acquisition are exempt from this provision. 

 On May 26, 2011, State Senator Michael Noland (22
nd

 District) introduced that amendment to the 

Illinois General Assembly as SB 2484.  A town meeting hosted by Senator Noland in Dundee Township 

on October 19
th

 to discuss the proposed amendment drew a good turnout and strong support.  As reported 

by the Courier-News the next day,  many residents who attended the meeting said they felt deceived by 

the Kane County Forest Preserve Commission, whose obligation is to protect land.  "Though the idea of 

mining in Brunner has been shelved by the current commission, area residents want to make sure it and 

other forest preserve sites are safe from mining in the future.  'Unless state law is changed, this is going to 

come up again,' said Dundee Township Supervisor Sue Harney, who attended the meeting.  'In a couple of 

years there is going to be a new set of commissioners.  The legislation that has been proposed takes it off 

the table.'"  To date, SB 2484 has not yet been assigned to a committee, but its supporters are working to 

publicize and  promote its consideration.  
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 As a result of the proposed Amendment to the Downstate Forest Preserve Act, the first  draft of 

the consensus questions was revised to combine numbers 3. and 4.  The new number 3. reads: 

3.  Should Illinois law be changed to restrict gravel mining in forest preserves (SB 2484)?   (Yes) 

"Synopsis of SB 2484  70 ILCS 805/18.1a new: 

Amends the Downstate Forest Preserve Act.  Provides that no land owned or acquired by a forest 

preserve may be used for any sand, gravel, or other mining operation.  Prohibits a forest preserve 

district from transferring any land or interest in land to an entity that the district has reason to 

know intends to construct any mining operation, and provides that when transferring land to an 

entity the district must impose a covenant in the transfer that prohibits the development of any 

mining operation.  Exempts any previous or current mining operation in a district from this 

prohibition."     

Grant Funding:     

 The Illinois Clean Energy Community Foundation was established in December 1999 as an 

independent foundation with a $225 million endowment provided by Commonwealth Edison.  Its goals 

are to improve energy efficiency, advance the development of renewable energy resources, and protect 

natural areas for people in communities across Illinois.  Through it's Natural Areas Program, the 

Foundation supports nonprofit organizations and local governments in their efforts to protect and preserve 

important natural areas and wildlife habitat across Illinois.  The primary focus of this program is land 

acquisition, and it is restricted to the purchase of natural habitat as opposed to parks or other open space.  

Land acquisition priorities are to acquire land that: 

 Provides important natural habitat:  The program is focused on protecting quality natural areas 

and wildlife habitat; sites which are on the Illinois Natural Areas Inventory or otherwise protect 

valuable natural resources targeted by a conservation planning process are given higher priority 

for funding. 

 Is identified as a priority for preservation:  Sites which have been identified as a priority for 

protection by a local, regional, or statewide conservation planning process are given higher 

consideration for funding. 

 Connects to previously protected natural areas:  The Foundation prefers to fund projects which 

protect habitat that adjoins existing natural areas that are already protected, such as expanding the 

boundaries of a state park or purchasing private land adjacent to a forest preserve or dedicated 

Nature Preserve. 

 

Additional considerations of the Foundation include the size of the parcel, a plan for protecting the land in 

perpetuity, ability to steward the land, amount of local funding, and that it be open to the public. 

 In the March 2008 application for the Clean Energy Community Foundation Funding, KCFP 

Executive Director Monica Meyers asked for a 20% grant of $1,460,000 to protect the highest quality146 

acres of Fox River frontage, "the largest wetland/fen complex in Kane County, seeps, woods, and old 

field"  . . .unique for its habitat and size, as well as the high quality plant and animal life."  The balance 

was to come from the remaining 2007 referendum bond fund.  While the application addressed funding 

only for those 146 acres, it stated that preservation of the Brunner Farm was the Forest Preserve District's 

top priority, and that there was a need to act quickly to save this 700+ acre parcel from development 
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threats.  Nowhere in the entire grant proposal was it mentioned that a bridge and highway were planned to 

cut through the middle of the property.  Nor did it mention that gravel mining was being quietly discussed 

as a possible option for other portions of the Brunner property. 

 At some point, the KCFP became aware that the terms of the grant would require that subsequent 

transfers of any portion of the Project property to another entity must be subject to a permanent 

conservation easement to ensure that the property be maintained as a natural area accessible to the public.  

This no doubt complicated things, as a portion of the property was to be sold to Kane County for the 

highway corridor.  While early maps of the site development plan (OSLAD Grant map)  for the Brunner 

property acquisition show a solid block of 148.6 acres as the highest quality natural area, later maps were 

revised to show the grant boundary area as two separate riverfront parcels of 78 and 68 acres totaling 146 

acres – with a large gap in between where the Longmeadow Parkway and bridge corridor is located. 

 The $1.46 million grant was approved in November 2008.  The letter from Executive Director 

James E. Mann said that the Foundation was "particularly impressed by the District's long-term efforts to 

acquire this land and its plans to connect the high quality natural areas to those of adjacent preserves for 

management and public enjoyment."  The Illinois Clean Energy Foundation website lists project 

highlights for Natural Areas grants awarded, including project descriptions and progress made.  For the 

KCFPD Brunner property $1.46 million acquisition grant, there is only the grantee, the date, and the 

amount; no description and no progress report.  One can only imagine how the Foundation reacted to 

news accounts of the gravel mining idea and the public furor later.  But it seems a safe assumption that 

future funding requests will likely face a higher level of scrutiny. 

   The KCFP also applied for funding from the Illinois Open Space Lands Acquisition and 

Development (OSLAD) program, established in 1986 to provide assistance to local government agencies 

for acquisition and/or development of land for public parks and open space.  The OSLAD program is 

administered by the Illinois Department of Natural Resources using money earmarked from a portion of 

the State's Real Estate Transfer Tax. A companion program, the federally funded Land and Water 

Conservation Fund (LWCF) is also administered by the IDNR to assist with local outdoor recreation 

acquisition and development projects.  The Kane County Forest Preserve District applied for $750,000 in 

2008 to help fund the Brunner property purchase, the maximum allowed for land acquisition projects.  

The project description on the OSLAD/LWCF grant application stated: 

 "Acquisition of 146 acre parcel including a portion of one of the largest fen/wetland complexes in 

Kane County.  Please see attached ADID/Species information.  The Brunner Farm/Fen is the single 

largest, privately held tract of land along the Fox River.  For over 20 years the Kane Co. Land Use Plan 

and the FPD have identified it as a critical preservation priority.  The property also encompasses prairie, 

river bluffs, woods, agricultural old fields and 1+  mile of Fox River Shoreline.  It is part of an 

assemblage of open space including 3 other adjacent preserves.  FPD is now in negotiation for the entire 

700+ acre Brunner parcel valued at $40,000,000.  OSLAD assistance will insure funding." 
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 In the Results/Benefits Expected section, the application states that "Public access to the site will 

focus on resource based recreation – hiking, bird watching, biking (not off trail biking), fishing, and 

nature/outdoor education interpretation.  Public access roads, parking and structures will be 

accommodated outside the critical habitat areas. . . . The 80-acre sedge meadow fen complex, known as 

Brunner Farm Fen, runs from the Fox River Shores Forest Preserve into the acquisition site, and is known 

to be the largest in the County.  This fen extends into Mr. Brunner's property and adds significantly to the 

importance to preserve his land and enhance the protection of the Forest Preserve existing fen, as well as 

the fen on his property.  Because the ecology of the Brunner Fen is delicate, it is important to prevent 

compaction, pollutant run-off, and habitat fragmentation.  Acquisition of the 146 acres will not only 

preclude additional site pressures by residential development, but will allow a first time opportunity to 

create a public access/approach from the south.  It will be a critical buffer and augmentation to the 

existing fen.  . . Given the proximity of the acquisition subject site to existing high quality natural areas 

owned and managed by the Forest Preserve District, management of this assemblage of parcels would 

function as a unit – as does the ecosystem itself."   

 It is difficult, if not impossible, to understand the level of hypocrisy necessary to write those 

words at the same time that gravel mining was being discussed.  There is no form of development more 

harmful than mining for gravel, and compaction, pollutant run-off, and habitat fragmentation are exactly 

the kind of environmental damage that would be caused by such a decision.  

 As noted above, the 146 acre divided parcel described in the application changed from the 

original 148.6 acre parcel which abutted the proposed roadway corridor.  Under the terms of the OSLAD 

grant, all property acquired with DNR grant assistance is required to have restrictions/covenants that 

require it to be maintained for public outdoor recreation use purposes and which forbid the sale or 

exchange of the property without prior approval from the IDNR.  Additionally, the Project Agreement 

signed by KCFP President John Hoscheit on May 26, 2009, stipulates that the site shall be open to the 

public within twelve months following the completion of site acquisition, and recreational development, 

as proposed in the approved project application plans, shall commence within three years following 

completion of site acquisition.  More than three years later, the Brunner Forest Preserve is still not open to 

the public and no recreational development is underway.    

Master Plan Update: 

 In the fall of 2011, the Kane County Forest Preserve District announced a number of open house 

meetings to solicit public input on proposed improvements to the forest preserves as part of the 2012-

2017 Update of the Master Plan.  There was only one meeting in the area for the Brunner Forest Preserve.  

For those unable to attend that meeting, the proposed Master Plan maps were not available on the website.  

Upon our request, the maps were later added to the website, along with an option to comment.  

 Proposed improvements to Brunner include an entry drive, parking, shelter, restroom, and kiosk 

near Rt. 31, some fishing area amenities (unspecified), and 4.6 miles of trails connecting to the Fox River 

Bike Trail and adjacent preserves.  The proposed habitat restoration timeline is 40-50+ years in the future.  

That compares unfavorably to the 800-acre Muirhead Springs Forest Preserve in Hampshire, which 

opened  in October of 2011 after an intensive two-year renovation to restore some 600 acres to their 

native prairie state.  The Muirhead Springs Forest Preserve, similar in size and former agricultural use to 

the Brunner Forest Preserve, now has restored prairie habitat, more than four miles of limestone trail for  
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walking, biking and horseback riding, interpretive signage, a picnic shelter with electricity and grill, and a 

parking lot.  The Kane County Forest Preserve District has offered no explanation for the delay in 

opening Brunner to the public, or for the apparent low priority given to the restoration of this high priority 

acquisition. 

Transparency: 

 In 2009, Kane County area League of Women Voters participated in a joint project to assess how 

well Freedom of Information or "Sunshine" laws are being followed by local units of government.  The 

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) was intended to "enable the people to fulfill their duties of 

discussing public issues fully and freely, making informed political judgments and monitoring 

government to ensure that it is being conducted in the public interest."  (5 ILCS 140/1)  Access to public 

documents and information allows citizens to play a role in their own government.  The "Citizen Initiative 

for Transparency: Public Document Audit," conducted by LWV leagues in Batavia, the Elgin area, and 

the Geneva-St. Charles area, concentrated on local municipalities, townships, Kane County and Kane 

County Forest Preserve offices.  It entailed making a request for a public document, specifically a list of 

the names, salaries, titles, and dates of employment of all public employees and officers of public bodies.  

No advance notice was given, and auditors did not reveal that they were LWV members, or that the 

information being requested was part of a compliance survey.  Afterwards, the results were evaluated for 

response time and completeness, ease of access, accuracy, and fees assessed.  The results of the study 

were published and available to the agencies, the press, and the public. 

 Both Kane County and the Kane County Forest Preserve District received mixed reviews.  

According to the summary,  "All information requested not provided.  Missing were titles of employees 

and starting dates.  There was a question on whether information provided was correct.  No further action 

taken."  In the January 8, 2010 minutes of the KCFP Executive Committee, Finance Director Quinlan was 

appointed FOIA Officer to comply with the "new FOIA regulations." 

 By 2011, there was still no readily accessible information on the Kane County Forest Preserve 

website for FOIA requests, the contact person, or an on-line request form.   Six days after the initial 

request for a request form, a response was received from Mr. Quinlan, who apologized for the delay due 

to an employee being away on vacation.  He attached a FOIA request form to his e-mail, but it had to be 

printed out and mailed as it was not in a format that could be filled out on-line.  It was pointed out to him 

that the KCFP website did not list a FOIA link, and that a search for FOIA came up with "no results – Did 

you mean FOIE?"  (Would that be foie gras?)  A search for "Freedom of Information Act" likewise found 

no results.  That is still the case.  (The FOIA request form can now be found under "Publications and 

Bids" if you know where to look.) 

 Public access and transparency issues continue to be problematical.  Meeting notices and agendas 

are generally posted a couple of days in advance, although they do not always specify the meeting 

location, and are not always up to date.  The KCFP Committee Schedule posted is for 2011, with notice 

that dates and times are subject to change.  There is no schedule posted for 2012.  Because most 
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committees meet monthly, and minutes are not published until they are approved at the next meeting, 

there can be a delay of several months before information is available to the public.  For example, the 

most recent minutes available for the Land Acquisition/Enterprise Committee are for October 2011.  The 

names of the KCFP Commissioners and Committee members are listed, but there is no contact 

information on the website.  The only e-mail or phone number listed is for general information.  Based on 

our experience and the information available to the public on the website, one could conclude that public 

participation is not expected or welcomed. 

 

Mission "Drift": 

 On its website and in its printed materials, the Kane County Forest Preserve District states 

unambiguously: 

"Our Mission . . . 

To acquire, hold, and maintain lands within Kane County that contribute to the preservation of 

natural and historic resources, habitats, flora, and fauna; and to restore, restock, protect and 

preserve such lands for the education, recreation, and pleasure of all its citizens. 

Our Goal . . . 

To preserve and restore the nature of Kane County." 

The research done by this study group of the issue of potential gravel mining in Brunner Forest Preserve 

led to questions about mission "drift."  How else to reconcile the stated mission and goals with the 

willingness of the Commissioners to even discuss the possibility of gravel mining in a "preserved" area?  

And why did the KCFP lease 34 acres of the Brunner property to the Dundee Township Park District for 

the development of athletic fields for 50 years before any master plan had been created?  The 

development of athletic fields for soccer, baseball, and football is appropriate for a park district or a 

municipal park.  It is not appropriate or consistent  with the preservation and restoration of natural areas 

that is the mission of the Forest Preserve.  Mowed playing fields are not natural, and they do not provide 

habitat for flora or fauna.   

 While studying this issue and monitoring the minutes of the KCFP Commission and 

subcommittees, it became apparent that there were numerous other instances of the use of Forest Preserve 

land for purposes outside of the stated mission.  Referendum money has been used to acquire an ice arena, 

a sports stadium, and golf courses.  Intergovernmental agreements and licensing agreements between the 

Kane County Forest Preserve District and other legal entities and organizations have sanctioned the use of 

"preserved" land for the construction of maintenance and storage facilities, athletic fields, Frisbee golf 

courses, a model railroad club, community gardens, and a radio-controlled airplane flying field, among 

others.          

 On May 23, 2011, the Chicago Tribune published an editorial entitled "Protect the Preserves."  

The editorial was occasioned by the request of the Blue Park Gun Club for a permit to use 4.75 acres of 

forest preserve land as a drop zone for its shooting range.  The shooting range had used the land for this 

purpose for many years before ownership was transferred from Cook County to the Cook County Forest 

Preserve.  In this case, there were obvious safety concerns.  But attempts to encroach on forest preserve 
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land occur regularly, whether for industry or recreation.  In 2009, the town of Hinsdale wanted to use part 

of a Cook County preserve for soccer fields and bike paths.  A south suburban steel mill wanted to expand 

on FP land.  But since 1914, the Forest Preserve's role has been to acquire, preserve and protect natural 

lands, not to approve use of them for other worthy causes. 

 As Laurence Msall, head of the Chicago Civic Federation, said when the steel plant tried to 

justify encroachment for the sake of job creation, "The people who sacrificed, who fought to preserve this 

forest land, knew there would be hundreds of good ideas for other uses.  But when they wrote the charter, 

they said no."  As the editorial pointed out, "We appreciate that the intense development of metro 

Chicago has made it difficult for park districts, businesses and, yes, gun clubs to find empty property.  

Too many interests increasingly see forest preserves as land banks from which they can take, or borrow, 

acres."  "Whenever one of these land grabs surfaces, we're again reminded why the 17 members of the 

County Board, whose interests include appeasing their constituents' immediate wants, shouldn't also be in 

charge of forest preserves.  The latter job is all about protecting land for many years to come."   

 In September 2011, the study group sent a FOIA request to the KCFP for all long-term leases, 

licenses, and intergovernmental agreements involving Forest Preserve land, along with the terms and 

conditions.  Finance Director and FOIA officer Robert Quinlan responded that no such list exists, and that 

he would have to manually copy the leases as most of them were not stored electronically.  The resulting  

513 pages of documents included  45 IGA's/leases/license agreements for use of Forest Preserve land 

dating back to 1996.  The copied files were incomplete, in many cases missing maps, exhibits, and 

attachments.  Some of the agreements contained only a legal description of the parcel without a map or 

specified acreage.  This may not be all of the leases, as no comprehensive list has been compiled and 

maintained by the District.  And it did not include the short-term leases of some 4,800 acres to 38 

different local farmers.  So of the 19,232 acres currently held by the Kane County Forest Preserve, it is 

not possible to say with any accuracy what percentage is being used for purposes outside of the core 

mission of preservation and restoration. 

 This committee has put together a preliminary list of the leases and license agreements from the 

documents obtained through that FOIA request.  There may be more, both before 1996 and since the date 

of the request.  A follow-up study to further investigate the matter is planned as part of an expansion of  

the original scope of this study.  For the second phase, the study group wants to look at the KCFP policies 

and practices with regard to: 

 The Downstate Forest Preserve Act (70 ILCS 805); 

 Proposed changes in the law (SB 2484);  

 The use of forest preserve land for purposes outside of their mission statement, including leases 

to other entities; 

 Transparency issues and compliance with Open Meetings Act and Freedom of Information Act 



33 
 

Summary 

 

 The Elgin Area League of Women Voters study of potential gravel mining in Kane County Forest 

Preserve District's Brunner Preserve revealed some interesting facts and figures.  Even more interesting, 

however, were the facts and figures that were not revealed, or even available.  The Forest Preserve 

Commission, charged with acquiring and protecting natural lands in Kane County, apparently indulged in 

a collective flight of fancy concerning the possible millions of dollars to be made by mining for gravel in 

a conveniently located preserve.  If you believe their claims that no studies were ever undertaken to 

determine the location and value of gravel on the property, or to weigh the environmental impact of such 

a gravel mine, then it is even more difficult to understand how an idea so contrary to the mission of the 

Forest Preserve could have been entertained even momentarily.   

 While the Kane County Forest Preserve District and Kane County are two separate and distinct 

entities supported by different taxes, there is a certain amount of overlap due to the fact that Kane County 

Board members also serve as Forest Preserve District Commissioners.  They are elected with a duty to 

represent their home districts, but also to make decisions based on the best interests of the County, or the 

KCFP.  In the case of the Brunner Forest Preserve, it appears that "wearing two hats" presented a conflict 

of interest.  The Forest Preserve wanted to preserve the last large piece of Fox River frontage to connect 

several other preserves.  Kane County needed to acquire land to build the Longmeadow Parkway and 

bridge.  Construction will be expensive, and funding is tight for the foreseeable future.  It is not 

unreasonable to assume that someone made the connection that the presence of gravel on the Brunner 

property could defray construction costs for the County and replenish the Forest Preserve's acquisition 

and development funds.  But it would be just that - an assumption – because no one has explained how 

the idea came up, and there are no records of any study or staff reports concerning gravel mining at the 

Brunner property, despite several references in the minutes and in newspaper interviews. 

 Mining for gravel on Forest Preserve land acquired for a record $40,000,000 would be a very bad 

decision on so many levels.  It does not make economic sense, given the risk posed to the groundwater 

supply, the uncertainty of the gravel market and timeline, the costs of reclamation, and the loss of public 

use for decades.  It does not make sense from an environmental perspective, given the negative impact on 

air and water quality, habitat destruction, and the difficulties of reclamation and restoration.  It has raised 

issues of public trust and transparency with far-reaching implications.   And the mere discussion of gravel 

mining has cast a shadow on future grant funding by putting the credibility of the Kane County Forest 

Preserve in doubt.  Even if the idea of gravel mining in a forest preserve has been set aside, the residents 

of Kane County deserve a better explanation of these issues than has been given to date.   
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Recommended Actions:  Consensus Questions 

 

 It is the recommendation of  this study group of  Potential Gravel Mining in Kane County Forest 

Preserve's Brunner Property that the Elgin Area League of Women Voters hold a consensus meeting to 

answer the following questions: 

1. Should the Kane County Forest Preserve District mine for gravel in the Brunner Forest Preserve? 

2. Should the Kane County Forest Preserve initiate gravel mining in any forest preserve? 

3. Should Illinois law be changed to restrict gravel mining in forest preserves?  (Support SB 2484, 

introduced on May 26, 2011 by Senator Michael Noland) 

 70 ILCS 805/18.1a new  (Synopsis) 

 Amends the Downstate Forest Preserve Act.  Provides that no land owned or acquired by a forest 

 preserve may be used for any sand, gravel, or other mining operation.  Prohibits a forest preserve 

 district from transferring any land or interest in land to an entity that the district has reason to 

 know intends to construct any mining operation, and provides that when transferring land to an 

 entity the district must impose a covenant in the transfer that prohibits the development of any 

 mining operation.  Exempts any previous or current mining operation in a district from this 

 prohibition. 

       4.   Is the extraction and sale of natural resources (gravel, coal, timber, natural gas, water, etc.) 

 appropriate and consistent with the mission of the forest preserve?  (It shall be the mission of the 

 Forest Preserve of Kane County to acquire, hold and maintain lands within Kane County which 

 contribute to the preservation of natural and historic resources and habitats, flora and fauna; and 

 to restore, restock, protect and preserve such lands for the education, recreation, and pleasure of 

 all its citizens.) 

  

 If consensus is reached, the study group recommends that this study be shared with other League 

of Women Voters chapters and with the citizens of Kane County. 

 

For the 2012-2013 program year, we wish to expand the scope of the original study to look at Kane 

County Forest Preserve policies and practices with regard to: 

1. The Downstate Forest Preserve District Act (70 ILCS 805); 

2. Proposed changes in the law to ban gravel mining (SB 2484); 

3. The use of forest preserve land for purposes outside of their mission statement, including leases to 

other entities and organizations; 

4. Transparency issues and compliance with the Open Meetings Act and the Freedom of 

Information Act 
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Kane County Forest Preserve District's  

Long Term IGA's, License Agreements or Leases For Use of Forest Preserve Land 

(Results of 9-21-11 FOIA Request) 

 

1. 11-12-96  Resolution No. FPP-R-11-96-986  IGA with City of Elgin  Until 1-1-2017 

  (Replaces earlier license dated 12-10-82 for term of 20 years) $1.00/year 

  For use consistent with open space recreation requirements; FP retains 50 ft. strip  

  along Fox River for use as a path/bike trail 

  Incomplete:  No description of property, acreage, or map 

 

2. 9-8-98  Resolution No. FP-R-08-98-1065  Right of way use and License to Lakehead  

  Pipeline Company for 50 years to place a pipeline through the Hampshire Forest  

  Preserve (For $3,495,000.00 plus conveyance of 20.37 acres) and under the Great  

  Western Trail (For $5,000.00) 

 

3. 4-1-99  IGA with Fox Valley Park District for use of Barnes Road property in the Township of  

  Sugar Grove for construction and use of maintenance facility, pasture ,fruit orchard,  

  tree nursery, and walking trail/bike path;  50 year term with 5 year renewals 

  No monetary consideration 

 

4. 8-10-99  Resolution No. FP-R-08-99-1119  License Agreement with McWhorter   

  Technologies, Inc. in Carpentersville for exclusive use (fenced and gated)of certain  

  property for 25 years for consideration of $1.00 + $1,500.00 per year in exchange for  

  use by FP of other property for 25 years for $1.00, with McWhorter to pay any losses or  

  damages (including environmental and economic) resulting from prior use of the  

  property  

 

5. 12-14-99 Resolution No. FP-R-12-99-1145  License Agreement with Fox River Trolley  

  Museum, Inc. for construction and operation of an extension of a trolley line through  

  the Blackhawk Forest Preserve in South Elgin;  Exclusive use for 50 years; 

  Monetary consideration of $1.00 

 

6. 4-1-02  License Agreement with Meyer Family Golf, Inc. for exclusive use and management of  

  Hughes Creek Golf Course, clubhouse, restaurant/bar, and concessions until 3-31-09,  

  amended to extend to 3-31-17 (FP-R-08-08-1847 and FP-R-10-11-2096);  License fees of  

  14.5% of gross revenues minus sales taxes from all operations or $190,000.00,   

  whichever is greater, plus 200 free golf passes for two for promotional purposes, plus  

  two tournaments 
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7. 4-1-02  License Agreement with Golf Visions Management, Inc. for operation of Settler's Hill  

  Golf Course in Batavia and Deer Valley Golf Course in Big Rock along with clubhouse and 

  concessions for 10 year term with 5 year renewal, amended to 3-31-17 in FP-R-10-11- 

  2095; License fees of 14.5% of gross revenues minus sales taxes or $190,000.00,  

  whichever is greater, plus 200 free golf passes for two for promotional purposes, plus  

  two tournaments 

 

8. 9-23-02  IGA with City of St. Charles granting a right of way corridor  through the Red Gate Forest  

  Preserve for construction of a highway from Rt. 31 to Rt. 25 (Red Gate Rd. Extended); 

  Property deeded to FP with easements;    No monetary consideration 

 

9. 11-1-02  Resolution FP-R.10-02-1397 License agreement  with Avalanche Enterprises for  

  operation of Raging Buffalo Ski/Snowboard Park in Algonquin,  with clubhouse,   

  miniature golf facility, and concessions for 10 year term with 5 year renewal option;    

  License fees of 10% of gross revenues minus sales tax, or $4,000.00, whichever is  

  greater 

 

10.  11-12-02 IGA with St. Charles Park District for construction and use of East Side Sports Complex  

  (athletic fields, picnic grove, bike trail, restroom facilities, and parking lot) for 50- year  

  term, with 5 year renewals; No monetary consideration 

 

11. 9-9-03  Resolution No. FP-R-09-03-1472  License with City of Elgin for permanent  

  nonexclusive easement to create a public pedestrian/bike path as part of Festival Park  

  improvements;    No  term specified; No monetary consideration 

 

12. 9-21-04  License agreement with Striker's Fox Valley Soccer Club, a not-for-profit corporation, for 

  use of Kane County Events Center between September 15 and April 15 of each year for a 

  5 year term, extended through 2014; License fees of $50,000.00/year for first three  

  years, $55,000.00/year for 2008 and 2009, $60,000.00/year for 2010 and 2011,   

  $65,000.00/year for 2012 and 2013, and $70,000.00/year for 2014 

 

13.  6-14-05 IGA with Fox Valley Park District that amends prior 4-1-99 IGA for use of Barnes property 

   to include restoration and construction of a crushed limestone trail system 

  Incomplete:  Exhibit C terms of Amended License Agreement  omitted 

 

14. 6-14-05  License agreement with Fox Valley Park District that amends prior April 1999 agreement 

  to require removal or relocation of existing nursery stock within the term of the original  

  agreement, and to restore the nursery area to a smoothly graded and seeded condition  

  within one year;  Licensee also to construct a crushed limestone trail; premises to be  

  kept open to the public, except for maintenance facility;     No monetary consideration 
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15. 6-13-06  License agreement with Village of South Elgin to use an area within the Jon Duerr Forest  

  Preserve for construction and maintenance of athletic fields, a Frisbee golf course, and  

  related uses for a 5-year term with 5-year renewal;  premises open to public except for  

  limited exclusive use;      No monetary consideration 

 

16. 8-8-06  License agreement with Fox Valley Wildlife Center, a not-for-profit corporation, to  

  use and maintain a 1-acre parcel with a house, three-car garage, and small animal cages  

  within the Elburn Forest Preserve for the purpose of rehabilitation of injured and  

  orphaned wildlife and related purposes for a term of 5 years;  Monetary consideration  

  of $1.00 

 

17. 9-15-06  IGA with Village of Carpentersville for renovation and maintenance of Raceway Woods  

  Silo in the Raceway Woods Forest Preserve by Carpentersville  for a 20-year term with  

  automatic renewal;  No monetary consideration 

 

18. 10-1-06  License agreement with Cougar Baseball Partnership and American Sports Enterprises,  

  Inc. that amends 10-1-99 agreement (and subsequent Amendments 1 in 2001,   

  Amendment II in 2004, and Amendment III in 2004) for the exclusive use during the  

  season of Elfstrom Stadium, and construction of certain improvements, renovations,  

  and enhancements  for a term of 20 years (ending 9-30-26);   Annual fees to be   

  $900,000 through 2011, $950,000 from 2012 through 2016, $1,000,000 for 2017  

  through 2021, and $1,050,000 for 2022 through 2026  

 

19. 11-15-06 License agreement with T-Mobile Central, LLC for non-exclusive use of existing road in  

  Buffalo Park Forest Preserve to access, operate, and maintain the cellular tower located  

  on the Village of Algonquin Water Treatment Facility property adjoining the Preserve for 

   a term of 5 years, ending 11-13-11; License fee of $3,000.00 annually 

 

20. 3-13-07  License agreement with the City of Elgin for the exclusive use of the 56 acres known as  

  the Burnidge Property and the Eagles Club Property for public park purposes for a term  

  of 30 years;  improvements to include trails, picnic shelter/pavilion, athletic fields and  

  natural areas;  No monetary consideration 

 

21. 3-13-07  License agreement  (and IGA) with the City of Elgin for the exclusive and irrevocable  

  right to use approximately 93.39 acres on the north side of Plank Road for a public park  

  as part of a regional park facility for a term of 99 years; agreement includes installation  

  of appropriate seed mixes and prescribed burning in certain areas;  No monetary  

  consideration 

 

22. 5-20-07  License agreement with Dundee Township for a 15-year lease of the Schweitzer Barn  

  located within the Schweitzer Forest Preserve, including exclusive use of the second  

  story for storage of equipment and operation of a maintenance shop and office;                
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  Dundee Township to pay $1.00 and costs of initial improvements and repairs 

 

23. 1-8-08  IGA with Fox Valley Park District where Forest Preserve District agrees to purchase 5.079 

  acres of a total 17.215 acre purchase by the FVPD  on the north side of New Haven St. in 

  Aurora for $500,000, and then license the FVPD to use the parcel for the purpose of  

  recreational  development and programming as  part of a regional park system for a  

  term of 99 years;  FVPD to pay for development and maintenance of the New Haven  

  Park;  No monetary consideration for the license agreement  

 

24. 1-8-08  License agreement with the Valley Model Railroaders, a not-for-profit corporation in  

  South Elgin, for the non-exclusive use of approximately .86 acres of land encompassing a 

  building, open space and a parking area on Kenyon Rd., and exclusive use of the main  

  building, for the purpose of model railroading and related activities for a 5 year term;   

  the VMR Club agrees to reimburse the KCFP for the 2005 roof repair in the amount of  

  $5,300 with an annual payment of $1,060 beginning 1-1-07 and ending  1-1-11 

 

25. 7-8-08  Resolution No. FP-R-07-08-1842   An IGA with the St. Charles Park District for use of the  

  property known as the former Illinois Youth Home for a term of 50 years, with 5-year  

  renewal  periods, to be redeveloped as the River Bend Community Park and kept open  

  for public use; the PD to construct and maintain athletic fields, a treed picnic grove,  

  trails, a fishing pond pier in the existing pond, two parking lots, a shelter, washrooms, a  

  skate park, basketball courts, a dog park, and a maintenance facility at their own cost;   

  No monetary consideration 

 

26. 10-1-08  License agreement between the Fox Valley Ice Arena, LLC  (owner)and Centrum East- 

  West Arenas Venture, LLC  to improve, renovate and operate the Fox Valley Ice Arena  

  for a term of 20 years with an option to extend; Requires a $750,000 security deposit for 

  the annual fee, which begins at $298,700 in year 4 and increases every year to $479,326 

  in year 20;  the Forest Preserve District of Kane County purchases the FV Ice Arena from  

  FV Ice Arena, LLC on the same day (10-1-08) and assumes the license agreement with  

  Centrum East-West Arenas Venture, LLC with an amendment to the license agreement  

  to occupy  1600 square feet of space on the first floor in addition to the third floor for  

  offices and headquarters of the Forest Preserve and its police department; all other  

  terms remain the same 

 

27. 7-20-09  License agreement with Dundee Township Park District for the exclusive right to use,  

  operate and maintain the buildings located on the Brunner Forest Preserve along with  

  the portion of the property identified as the "Additional Park District Licensee Area"  

  (acreage unspecified) for the purposes of public park programs and uses, DTPD office  

  space, educational programs, public meetings and storage of supplies and equipment   

  for a term of 50 years for a monetary consideration of $1.00;  DTPD agrees to keep the  

  name the Brunner Family Forest Preserve, to keep the premises open to the public  



39 
 

  except for exclusive temporary use, and to set any fees for Kane County residents at the  

  same level as DTPD residents for use of facilities, amenities or attractions 

 

28. 3-10-09  IGA with Batavia Park District for use of 14.1 acres of land located adjacent to the  

  existing BPD West Main Community Park in the Dick Young Forest Preserve for an  

  addition to the park to be called the West Main Community Park Expansion Project,  

  which includes construction, maintenance, and operation of a public park, trail system,  

  and other amenities for recreational activities  for a term of 50 years with an option to  

  extend for periods of 5 years;  No monetary consideration 

 

29. 10-13-09 Permit and license agreement with Citizens Advocate Team, a Dundee, Illinois not-for- 

  profit organization, Friends of the Fox River, a Carpentersville, Illinois not-for-profit  

  organization, and Community Unit School District 300, of Carpentersville, Illinois, for the  

  non-exclusive permission to use, operate, and maintain the house on the Schweitzer  

  Woods Forest Preserve for purposes of office space, educational programs, public  

  meetings, and storage of supplies and equipment  for a term of 5 years;  Monetary  

  consideration of $1.00  

 

30. 2-23-10  IGA with the St. Charles Park District to provide police protection by the KCFPD for  

  property licensed to the SCPD  (currently the River Bend Park, the East Side Sports  

  Complex, and Primrose Farm) indefinitely, until such time as either party desires to  

  terminate the agreement;  No monetary consideration 

 

31. 5-11-10  License agreement with Robert Oury to permit certain farming activities on the Nyman  

  property previously purchased by the KCFPD and leased to Oury under two agreements,  

  one for a term through 9-1-08 and the other for a term through 12-31-09 and hereby  

  extended through 12-31-14 with certain modifications; agreement to allow planting and 

  harvesting of hay and use of specific buildings on 150 acres of the southern parcel and  

  100 acres of the northern parcel, with the exclusion of the parcel lying southwest of the  

  railroad track;  Monetary consideration of $5,100 for 2009 and $8,670 for 2010 at $85  

  per acre for a total of 60 acres in 2009 and 102 acres in 2010 – 2-14; license fee to use  

  two buildings is $500 per month per structure; option to renew for one additional 5- 

  year term 

 

32. 5-11-10  Use permit and license agreement with the Fox Valley Park District of Aurora for the  

  non-exclusive right to use, develop, operate, and maintain a community garden at the  

  Oakhurst Forest Preserve for a term of 5 years;  Monetary consideration of $1.00 

 

33. 6-21-10  Resolution No. FP-R-04-10-1991  IGA with the Geneva Park District for permission to  

  use, operate, and maintain the easterly soccer fields located at the Fabyan Forest  

  Preserve, with exclusive use of the fields for the GPD soccer leagues during their  

  scheduled activities, for a term of 5 years;  GPD agrees to share equally with KCFPD  the  
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  cost for repair and maintenance of the parking lot and entry drive;   Monetary   

  consideration of $1.00  

 

34.  7-13-10  Historic Structures Operating and Caretaking Agreement with Preservation Partners, a  

   not-for-profit corporation, for exclusive management  of the Fabyan Villa at the Fabyan  

   Forest Preserve and the Durant-Peterson House at LeRoy Oakes Forest Preserve,  

   including staffing, exhibits, tours and programs related to the venues, and advice as to  

   maintenance needs through June of 2012, with an option to renew for one additional 2- 

   year term;  Preservation Partners is permitted to charge reasonable fees and to conduct  

   fundraising efforts, while still allowing use by the general public;  KCFPD pays   

   Preservation Partners $74,000 per year ($55,000 for the Fabyan Villa and $19,000 for  

   the Durant-Peterson House) 

 

35.  2-8-11  Resolution No. FP-R-02-11-2046   License agreement with the Dundee Township Park  

   District granting exclusive continuing  use of the Lincoln Wood Park located within the  

   Fox River Shores Forest Preserve as a neighborhood park for a term of 20 years with  

   renewal option of up to two additional 20-year terms;  Monetary consideration of $1.00  

 

36.  3-8-11  Use permit and license agreement with the Village of South Elgin for non-exclusive use  

   of rooms on a prearranged schedule within the Brewster Creek Lodge located in the  

   Brewster Creek Forest Preserve for a term expiring  1-31-13; agreement includes fee  

   schedule for four rooms available for rent and $100 cancellation fee for less than two  

   weeks notice;  the Village and KCFPD  agree to share storage space and the costs of  

   maintenance and repairs of the structure and surrounding grounds, including   

   housekeeping, snow removal, and parking lots;  The Village paid $3,000.00 in 2010 to  

   cover maintenance through 1-31-12, with additional payments to be based on actual  

   costs and percentage of use compared to total rental use 

 

37.  4-12-11  Resolution No. FP-R-04-11-2064  License agreement with the Wasco American Legion  

   Baseball League, a not-for-profit organization, for the exclusive right to use and   

   maintain the 8.5 acre Wasco Baseball Fields, located within the Campton Forest   

   Preserve for a term of 20 years, renewable for up to two additional 20-year terms;   

   WALBL will pay for maintenance and repairs of any improvements, including walkways,  

   landscaping, and the proposed water well, parking lot expansion, and entry gate;   

   Monetary consideration of $1.00 

 

38.  5-10-11  Use permit and license agreement with the St. Charles Park District for the non-exclusive  

   right to use and maintain the 8.7 acre soccer fields located at the southeast corner of  
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   Peck Rd. and Dean St. within the LeRoy Oakes Forest Preserve, with exclusive use of the  

   fields during scheduled SCPD soccer leagues, for a term of 5 years;   Monetary   

   consideration of $1.00 

 

39.  8-9-11  Resolution No. FP-R-08-11-2085  License agreement with the City of Geneva and the  

   Geneva Park District for the non-exclusive right to use, develop, operate and maintain a  

   community garden at the Geneva Prairie Green Forest Preserve, with exclusive use   

   during scheduled activities,  for a term of 5 years plus an automatic renewal of 12  

   months;  the GPD, KCFPD, and the City  agree to be jointly responsible for the   

   development, maintenance, operations and repairs until the City conveys fee title to  

   KCFPD of the property immediately south and adjoining the premises; thereafter the  

   GPD and KCFPD shall be jointly responsible for the development, maintenance, and  

   operation of the premises, including payment for water used at the premises and  

   maintenance of water service lines;  the City agrees to pay up to $25,000 for installation  

   and maintenance of potable water services until the transfer of the City-owned real  

   estate to the KCFPD under a separate IGA (not included); acreage unspecified;     

   Monetary consideration of $1.00 

 

40.  9-13-11  Resolution No. FP-R-09-11-2089   License agreement with the Aurora Barnstormers RC  

   Club of Elburn authorizing non-exclusive right to use, operate, and maintain a 4-acre  

   mowed field and 700' gravel drive within the Aurora West Forest Preserve for use as a  

   radio-controlled airplane flying field for a term of 5 years, renewable for five additional  

   years;  while open to the public, the Barnstormers own and maintain a fence and entry  

   gate with sign stating the priority use of the field for remote control model plane flying,  

   and may have exclusive use of the field for special events;   No monetary consideration  

 

41.  10-11-11 Resolution No. FP-R-10-11-2101  Renews 2006 access license agreement with T-Mobile  

   Central through Buffalo Park Forest Preserve to their cell tower, located on the City of  

   Algonquin property north of the preserve, for a term of 5 years with option to renew for 

   two additional 5-year terms;  Annual fee of $3,000  

 

42.  10-11-11 Resolution No. FP-R-10-11-2095   Amendment to the 4-1-02 license agreement with  

   Golfvisions Manangement, Inc. for the operation of Settlers Hill and Deer Valley Golf  

   Courses to extend the term through March 31, 2017;  license fees remain the same    

 

43.  10-11-11 Resolution No. FP-R-10-11-2096   Amendment to the 4-1-02 license agreement with  

   Meyer Family Golf, Inc. for the operation of the Hughes Creek Golf Course through  
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   March 31, 2017; license fees remain the same 

 

44.  10-11-11 Resolution No. FP-R-10-11-2097   Approving the sale of an unimproved  ½ -acre parcel of 

   land (Number 09-10-156-009) along the Fox River in St. Charles Township for   

   $20,000.00;  the original purchase agreement allowed for the sale of this parcel to the  

   adjoining land owner should the District not use this property for a trail along the river 

 

45.  10-11-11 Resolution No. FP-R-10-11-2099   Authorizes IGA with Elgin Township for an easement  

   agreement to rebuild Hopps Road near Otter Creek Forest Preserve and widen the  

   bridge and culvert replacement; allows construction of a temporary compensatory  

   storage area and a permanent right-of-way- easement to maintain the area;   No  

   monetary consideration 

 

Pending:  Renewal of 2006 lease with Sauber Family to operate a 5-acre hog farm at the Virgil Forest 

Preserve negotiated as part of original purchase agreement; the term of the original lease was for 5 years, 

expiring in August of 2011, with 4-year renewal term option; Lease fee is $1,750/month ($21,000.000/year) 

with 5% annual fee escalator  
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Brunner/Gravel Mining Study Group Meeting Minutes 

 

 

August 2010 – February 2012 

 

 

 

Carol  Grom, Chairman 

Susan Harney 

Bonnie Kalaway 

Rosalie Johnson 

Theresa Peterson 

Carol Schoengart 

Kathie Tennis
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Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Study of Potential Gravel Mining on Kane County Forest Preserve’s Brunner Property 

Minutes of August 25, 2010 Meeting 

 

The meeting was held at 7:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom’s house, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  In attendance 

were Carol Grom, Bonnie Kalaway, Theresa Peterson, Sue Harney, Carol Schoengart, Kathie Tennis, Darlene Bakk, and 

Kim Haag, from LWV Central Kane County.  Rosalie Johnson was unable to attend.  Packets of background 

information, including newspaper articles, Forest Preserve mission statement and meeting minutes, and several letters, 

were passed out and discussed.  Chairman Grom noted that letters to the Forest Preserve and Chairman John Hoscheit of 

the KCFP requesting information have not been answered. 

Areas of inquiry were grouped under three categories: 

1. What are the economic issues? 

If the Longmeadow parkway and bridge are to be constructed through a portion of the Brunner Forest Preserve, 

does it make economic sense to use on-site gravel instead of trucking in gravel?  What are the estimated costs of 

purchasing gravel versus the cost savings of using gravel mined on site?  What portion of the Brunner property 

is being considered for gravel mining (all or only a corridor)?  How long would the gravel mine be in operation 

before being mined out, given available technology and the current market?  Once the gravel mining was 

finished, how long would it take to restore the land and make it usable for the public?  What are the projected 

costs for reclamation and restoration of a gravel pit?  Independence Grove in Lake County was mentioned as an 

example of a successful gravel reclamation on public land.  What were the actual and ongoing costs to restore 

that land?  What additional public funds would be needed to restore the land  in addition to the money already 

used to purchase the property? 

2. What are the environmental issues? 

What effect would gravel mining have on existing wildlife, wetlands, fens, and woodlands?  What effect would 

gravel mining have on local water resources, including aquifer recharge areas, ground water levels in municipal 

and private wells, and possible pollution of the Fox River and  area ground water?  What would be the effects of 

noise, dust, and soil erosion? 

3. What are the social policy issues? 

Is public trust lost when land purchased with open space referendum dollars for preservation is instead mined 

for gravel to save money on a construction project?  Does the loss of public use for an indefinite number of 

years breach the public agreement created by passage of a referendum for purchase and preservation of land for 

open space?  Has there been a lack of transparency to date on what should be a public discussion of land use?  Is 

there a conflict of interest between priorities of Kane County board members trying to build a bridge and 

highway and Kane County Forest Preserve board members entrusted with acquiring, maintaining, and 

preserving natural lands for the education, recreation, and pleasure of its citizens?  Should the commissioners 

wear “two hats”?  What precedent is set by selling the natural resources on “preserved” public land?  Would 
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gravel mining on land purchased for preservation breach the terms of agreement of any grant money used for the 

purchase?  Would it make finding future grant money more difficult? 

 

Action Items:  

 Committee members will seek additional information from their district board members and any other 

contacts they may have.  Candidate forums would also be an appropriate venue for questions.   

 Carol Grom will contact Mo Ormiston at LWVIL to see if the Study Through Action guide is available on 

line, rather than printing hard copies.   

 We will need a large meeting room for a public meeting to which speakers will be invited, possibly in early 

November after the election.  Both the Dundee Library and the Gail Borden Library charge for use of their 

facilities.  Other suggestions were the Dundee Senior Center, Randall Oaks, and the Schweitzer House 

(KCFP).  Committee members will investigate possible venues.  Carol Grom will talk to Janet Poyner and 

Sigi Psimenos. 

 Sue Harney will obtain copies of restoration costs for Independence Grove provided by Lake County Forest 

Preserve, and find the amendment to the Forest Preserve Act that allows gravel mining on forest preserve 

land. 

 Kim Haag will share information with the LWV Central Kane County. 

 The next meeting of the Brunner Forest Preserve Gravel Mining study group will be  

Monday, October 4
th

, at 1:00 p.m. at Carol Grom’s house.  

 

Carol Grom 
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Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Study of Potential Gravel Mining on Kane County Forest Preserve’s Brunner Property 

Minutes of October 4, 2010 Meeting 

 

The meeting was held at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom’s house, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  In attendance 

were Carol Grom, Bonnie Kalaway, Carol Schoengart, Kathie Tennis, Darlene Bakk, and Rosalie Johnson.  Sue Harney 

arrived late, at 3:00 p.m.  The information sent by Sue Harney after the last meeting, including the FOIA information 

obtained by Dave Powleit and a letter from John Hoscheit, were discussed.  Chairman Grom noted that letters to the 

Forest Preserve and Chairman John Hoscheit of the KCFP requesting information have still not been answered. 

Darlene reported that she had talked to a County Board member (un-named), who said that the idea of gravel mining is 

on hold, not even under discussion at this time.  Kim Haag had sent a report that Forest Preserve staffers she had talked 

to did not know anything about the matter.  There was a discussion of the possible impact of Fahy dropping out of the 

County Board race, and being replaced by Tim Haley.  The candidate forum may be a chance to learn more about this 

issue and the thoughts of the prospective board members. 

Carol Grom reported that the committee might be able to use the training room at the West Dundee Carrington Drive 

Fire Station for a public meeting.  There is no charge, but applications must be approved by the Fire Chief.  Bonnie said 

that she knows Frank Buhrman and could put in a good word for us. 

Based on the information obtained so far, it was the consensus of the committee that we are not ready to proceed to a 

public meeting.  We will continue to attend meetings of the Forest Preserve and other groups if possible, and watch for 

further action on the part of the KCFP.  The next meeting of the study group will be in November, after the election.  

Sue Harney passed on information about a meeting on the Brunner/gravel mining issue at Pat Tauchert’s house in 

Hickory Hollow on Sunday, October 10
th

.  Several current candidates, including Cathy Hurlbut, Jim Shales, and Jennifer 

Barconi are expected. 

Action Items:  

 Committee members will seek additional information from their district board members and any other 

contacts they may have.  Candidate forums would also be an appropriate venue for questions.   

 The next meeting of the Brunner Forest Preserve Gravel Mining study group will be  

Monday, November 15
th

, at 1:00 p.m. at Carol Grom’s house.  

 

Carol Grom 
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Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Study of Potential Gravel Mining on Kane County Forest Preserve’s Brunner Property 

Minutes of November 15, 2010 Meeting 

 

 

The meeting was held at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom’s house, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  In attendance 

were Carol Grom, Rosalie Johnson, and Kathie Tennis.  Minutes of the October 4, 2010 meeting were reviewed and 

approved.  

Rosalie and Carol reported on the October 10 meeting at Pat Tauchert’s house with local candidates to discuss possible 

mining on Forest Preserve property.  Sue Harney introduced the issue and spoke against any mining at Brunner or other 

Forest Preserves.  Local candidates attending included  Cathy Hurlbut, Jim Shales, Joe Haiman, and Jennifer Barconi.  

Instead of having an open debate, candidates went to separate rooms and people had to choose who they wanted to talk 

to.  Both Rosalie and Carol went with Cathy Hurlbut, who seemed surprised by the number of people with strong 

feelings about a “non-issue.”  She did not take a firm stand at that meeting against gravel mining or “creating lakes,” but 

did at the Forest Preserve meeting on October 12
th  

(attended by Carol), after comments by President John Hosheit.  He 

repeated earlier remarks that there was a lot of misinformation being spread by Dundee Township Supervisor Sue 

Harney and others, and that no decision would be made without lengthy public input. 

At the Dundee area Candidate Forum on October 14
th
, all local candidates for the Kane County Board stated that they 

were not in favor of gravel mining at the Brunner Forest Preserve.  The question having been raised and positions stated, 

the study group decided to carefully monitor any ongoing discussions of possible gravel mining at the Kane County 

Board and the Planning and Utilization Committee.  Carol will request to be on the notification list for meeting times 

and dates, and will pass on the information to committee members.  Meeting dates for the year are on the KCFP website 

but are subject to change.  Agendas are not generally posted well in advance, if at all.  This is something that should be 

requested. 

One area of concern is the lack of any published timetable for public input on the master plan for the Brunner property.   

In his pre-election letter to the public of October 7, 2010, John Hoscheit stated that plans have not been finalized for the 

Brunner Family Forest Preserve.  “Any modification or improvements to the property will be discussed and approved 

through the District’s open meeting process which will include the opportunity for public input.”  Master planning “will 

be discussed in 2011 to accommodate such amenities as natural resource and wildlife habitat creation, trails, a shelter, 

restrooms, parking and any additional use by the park district.  The public will be provided notice of these public 

meetings through the District’s Web Site and public notice section of the newspaper.  Additionally, press releases are 

distributed to the newspapers for the coordination of an article to assist in promoting meetings.”  Carol noted that 

“natural resource and wildlife habitat creation” could refer to gravel mining to “create lakes.”  The Kane County Forest 

Preserve 2010-2011 Annual Budget listed under Administration 2010/11 Goals “Complete public input portion of the 

Master Plan revision.  So it is critical that this committee be alert to any meeting notices that may or may not be well 

publicized. 
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The Brunner Gravel Mining Study Group will take no action to set up a public meeting until next year.  Committee 

members are asked to attend KCFP meetings, if possible, and pass on any information on public meetings concerning 

the Brunner property or master plan revisions.  Carol will send a letter to the KCFP requesting an update on the master 

planning process and the schedule for any public meetings. 

The next meeting of the Study Group will be on January 17, 2011 at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom’s house.  

 

Carol Grom 
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Elgin Area League of Women 

Study of Potential Gravel Mining on Brunner Forest Preserve 

Minutes of January 17, 2011 Meeting 

 

The meeting was held at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom’s house, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  In attendance 

were Carol Grom, Sue Harney, Rosalie Johnson, and Kathie Tennis.  Minutes of the November 15, 2010 meeting were 

reviewed and approved. 

Since our last meeting, The Kane County Forest Preserve Board approved placing a $30 million tax referendum on the 

April ballot to purchase land to preserve open space.  The Forest Preserve District is looking to capitalize on relatively 

cheap land prices and the current availability of property that had been purchased by developers, but is now come back 

on the market because of the economic slow-down.  District President Hoscheit said that the cost to the “average” 

homeowner would be about $1 more per month in property taxes.  Kane County residents approved previous Forest 

Preserve referendums in 1999, 2005, and 2007, but the current state of the economy makes the fate of this referendum 

less certain. 

Dundee Township Supervisor Sue Harney has asked to meet with KCFP President Hoscheit to discuss questions about 

the referendum.  The dates under discussion are January 24, 25, or 26 at 5:00 p.m. at the Township office.  This will be a 

small group meeting to facilitate discussion of the issues.  Given the unwillingness to date of Mr. Hoscheit and the 

Forest Preserve Board to answer questions about possible gravel mining at the Brunner Forest Preserve, the referendum 

presents an opportunity to gain access and answers while they need public support.  It will be important to keep the 

discussion small, friendly, and informal to encourage cooperation and a frank exchange of ideas.   

Some of the issues that we would like to raise are: 

1. What plans have been made or are under discussion for the Brunner Forest Preserve?  Is gravel mining a 

possibility?  Are they willing to state on the record that gravel mining is off the table?  What agreement was 

reached with the Dundee Park District to develop athletic fields on the Brunner Preserve?  When will the public 

meetings on the Brunner plan and Master Plan revisions be scheduled?  (The KCFP Administration Goals for 

2010/11 included completing the public input portion of the Master Plan revision.  There is no plan of any kind 

listed for the Brunner FP.)  The recently released 2010 Progress Report on the 2007 Referendum described the 

Brunner FP as a “jewel” that has some of the “highest quality unprotected habitat in Kane County.”  Why are 

gravel mining and athletic fields for the Park District being discussed instead of preservation and restoration?  

What effect would gravel mining have on water quality and availability? 

2. Has there been a change in the mission statement or goals of the Forest Preserve District?  The stated 

mission is: “To acquire, hold and maintain lands within Kane County that contribute to the preservation of 

natural and historic resources, habitats, flora and fauna; and to restore, restock, protect and preserve such 

lands for the education, recreation, and pleasure of all its citizens.”  Their goal:  “To preserve and restore the 

nature of Kane County.”  Neither gravel mining or ceding control of FP land to the Park District for the 

construction of athletic fields are in line with the mission statement.  Use of referendum money intended for 

preservation of natural areas for the purchase of ice arenas, construction of athletic fields, or other non-mission 

activities begs an explanation for the taxpayers who supported the last three referendums.  (Note:  70 ILCS 

805/6 of the Downstate Forest Preserve Act states:  The board of any forest preserve district is authorized to sell 
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at fair market price, gravel, sand, earth and any other material obtained from the lands and waters owned by the 

district.”)   

3. Is there a conflict of interest between the Kane County Board and the Kane County Forest Preserve?  

Having the same elected officials serve on both boards presents a potential conflict in the decision on how to 

proceed with the Brunner property.  The Forest Preserve is – or should be – charged with preservation and 

restoration of high quality open space.  The Kane County Board, by contrast, is looking at how best to fund the 

Longmeadow Parkway and bridge which will cross the site.  How else to explain the interest in gravel mining on 

the site to reduce construction costs?  Rosalie said that she thought there was a population threshold where the 

two boards were required by law to be separate.  (Note:  a search of state laws turned up a reference to Public 

Act 91-0933, which requires separate boards beginning in 2002 for counties having a population between 

800,000 and 3,000,000.  The 2010 census figures have not yet been released, but the 2009 population estimate 

for Kane County was 511,892.) 

4. Will the referendum specify that the money is to be used for the purchase of land for preservation (nature 

preserve) as opposed to open space land for unspecified purposes, such as recreational development or 

special use facilities?  (Forest Preserve Comprehensive Mater Plan, pp. 16-19, Forest Preserve Classification) 

5. Will you commit to attend the Elgin Area LWV public meeting on the Potential for Gravel Mining on the 

Brunner Forest Preserve, to be scheduled in March (before the referendum), and participate in a 

discussion and question and answer period on the issues? 

 

During the discussion, it was suggested by Carol that after the completion of the Brunner/Gravel Study, it might be 

interesting to set up a further study of Kane County Government with regard to function, transparency, citizen input, and 

compliance with Open Meetings Act and Freedom of Information Act.  This could be a follow-up to the June 2009 Kane 

County Area LWV study, “Citizen Initiative for Transparency: Public Document Audit.”  

The next meeting of the study group is set tentatively for Monday, February 21 at 1:00 p.m.  Please advise as to 

availability. 

 

Carol Grom 
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Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study 

Minutes of February 21, 2011 Meeting 

 

The meeting was held at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom’s house, 146 Hillltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  In attendance 

were Carol Grom, Sue Harney, Kathie Tennis, Rosalie Johnson, Carol Schoengart, and Theresa Peterson.  Minutes of 

the January 17, 2011 meeting were reviewed and approved. 

After the last meeting, several study group members attended a meeting on 1-24-11 at the Dundee Township office with 

Superintendant Sue Harney and KCFP President John Hoscheit to discuss questions about the referendum.  Many of the 

questions from the audience were in regard to potential gravel mining at Brunner.  While he stated that there are no 

formal plans for proceeding with gravel mining at Brunner Forest Preserve, he would not go so far as to say it was off 

the table, as he could not speak for the entire board.  But he did say, based on the stated opposition of the (new) Forest 

Preserve Commissioners from that area,  that he would probably not support gravel mining at Brunner.  The Forest 

Preserve may be interested in purchasing properties that are currently being mined, and continuing to mine them for 

some time.  There was a distinction made in the discussion between mining a current gravel mine site and opening a 

mine on land already purchased for preservation.  The discussion also touched on whether resource extraction was 

appropriate on land purchased for preservation.  Carol Grom asked Hoscheit if he would be willing to attend a meeting 

hosted by the LWV Brunner Study Group in March.  He agreed, and the meeting has since been set up for 7:00 p.m. on 

March 21, 2011 at the Carrington Fire Station in West Dundee. 

The agenda for this meeting was primarily concerned with the March 21 public meeting with Hoshceit: 

     1. Whether we should proceed, in light of a letter he sent to Sue Harney after the 1-24-11 meeting stating that he 

would not support gravel mining at Brunner;  

     2. What is the purpose of the meeting?  and  

     3. How should the meeting be structured? 

The Study Group unanimously decided that we should proceed with the meeting to educate the community on the issue, 

to foster community input to the KCFP Commissioners to guide planning for Brunner and other Forest Preserves, and to 

provide a forum for public discussion of gravel mining specifically, and development policies in general for preserved 

land.  President Hoscheit can speak about the April Forest Preserve referendum, address any lingering obstacles to 

public support from the gravel mining issue, and make his case for voting in favor of the referendum.   

The room set-up for the Fire Station is 3 tables of 3 at the front, and 56 chairs for the audience.  The decision was made 

to have Forest Preserve Commissioners at one table, LWV members as hosts and moderator in the middle, and 

knowledgeable community members at the third.  While we would like to invite the local KCFP Commissioners 

(Hurlbut, Auger, Lindgren, and Haley) as well as Hoscheit and perhaps Drew Frasz, Mr. Hoscheit cautioned that only a 

couple of Commissioners could be present to prevent running afoul of the Open Meetings Act.  Chairman Grom will 

contact Hoscheit as to how many would constitute a majority of a quorum (of the Full Commission or a smaller 

committee?), and his suggestion as to who would best be prepared to speak to the issues.  Sue Harney will talk to 

community members and local environmentalists to come up with possible representatives.  She has not decided whether 

she should speak.  Other suggestions included using Chairman Carol Grom as moderator, asking Sigi Psimenos and 
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Bonnie Kalaway to sit at the front table, and preparing a short history of the Brunner/gravel issue as an introduction to 

the meeting. 

Because the March 21 meeting is only a month away, the Study Group will meet again at 1:00 p.m. on Monday, 

February 28
th
 to finalize the speaker invitation list.  Publicity for the meeting should go to LWVEA, newsletter editor 

(Wendy Covich), and local newspapers. 

Carol Grom 
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Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study 

Minute of February 28, 2011 Meeting 

 

The meeting was held at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom’s houe, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  In attendance 

were Carol Grom, Bonnie Kalaway, and Carol Schoengart.  Kathie Tennis joined us after the meeting.  Sigi Psimenos 

called in sick, although she will attend the March 21 public meeting. 

There was no new information on the makeup of the panel for the March 21 meeting.  Sue Harney left messages for 

Drew Frasz and Brook McDonald but has not heard back.  She will sit on the panel.  Carol Grom sent an email to John 

Hoscheit regarding how many KCFP Commissioners could attend without running afoul of the Open Meetings Act 

(Majority of a quorum of the Full Commission or the smaller committees?), and who he would recommend if we are 

limited to only a couple of people.  He has not replied to date. 

Notice of the meeting has been sent to Wendy Covich for the Voter newsletter, and to Janet Poyner for her member 

bulletins.  Carol Grom will send a press release to the local newspapers, and everyone can pass on the meeting 

information to their contact lists, as well.   

 

Carol Grom 
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LWVEA Study Group of Potential Mining in Brunner Forest Preserve 

 

 The Brunner/Gravel Mining Study Group, which organized in response to local coverage of the controversy 

surrounding the idea of mining gravel from Brunner Forest Preserve, held a public meeting on March 21
st
 at the West 

Dundee Public Safety Center #2.  More than 60 people heard presentations by Kane County Forest Preserve President 

John Hoscheit, Dundee Township Supervisor Sue Harney, and Brook McDonald, President of The Conservation 

Foundation.  A question and answer period followed the panel discussion of  the current status of the issue, development 

policy, and the Open Space referendum on the April 5
th

 ballot.  More information on the referendum can be found at 

www.kaneforest.com 
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 LWVEA Study Group of Potential Gravel Mining in Brunner Forest Preserve 

March 21, 2011 Public Meeting 

 

 Welcome to the Elgin Area League of Women Voters meeting of the Potential for Gravel Mining in Brunner 

Forest Preserve Study Group.  My name is Carol Grom and I am the chairman of the study group.  With me are Sigi 

Psimenos, President of the Elgin Area League of Women Voters, and Bonnie Kalaway, an Elgin League board member.  

Our speakers tonight will be Kane County Forest Preserve President John Hoscheit, Dundee Township Supervisor Sue 

Harney, and Brook McDonald, President and CEO of The Conservation Foundation.    

Before we begin with tonight’s presentation, I would like to give you a little background on why the LWV 

became involved in this issue. 

 On January 28, 2010, the Forest Preserve Planning and Utilization Committee met at the Max McGraw Wildlife 

Foundation in East Dundee.  A tour of their fishing facilities had been planned, to be followed by a presentation by Plote 

Construction of what they had done and the conceptual plan for the future.  Max McGraw utilized the services of Plote 

Construction to mine the land and then convert it into a fishery and gaming area used for both sport and wildlife 

research.  Kane County Forest Preserve President Hocheit also presented a pamphlet from Lake County’s Independence 

Grove Forest Preserve, which was developed from an old gravel quarry.  To create the lake, the quarry was mined of any 

remaining resources.  Mining royalties were put into a special fund to help pay for reclaiming the site for public use.  

Later, millions of cubic yards of clean fill were brought in to create about 60 acres of land.  The shoreline was sculpted 

to create a better wildlife habitat and to deter erosion.  Thousands of trees and shrubs were planted.  And the preserve is 

now a revenue producing venue.  Admission to the preserve is free, but parking, swimming, dog permits, canoe rentals, 

fishing licenses, and café vending are some of the revenue generators for Lake County Forest Preserve.   

There were concerns from the Planning and Utilization Committee members regarding the process of how and 

where to proceed with the concept of mining a preserve.  The Committee agreed that there needed to be a priority put on 

the ecological and geological effects to the area.  All steps were to be publicly recorded and attended.  The fishery tour 

was just the introduction of the idea in a possible multi-year project. 

  

The meeting summary I have just read is taken from the minutes of that January 28, 2010 meeting of the 

Planning and Utilization Committee.  Reaction from the public and local environmental groups was generally surprise 

and outrage.  Because construction of a new bridge and the Longmeadow Parkway was already planned to go through a 

portion of the Brunner Forest Preserve, there was speculation that a case would be made to mine for gravel on site to 

reduce construction costs and to generate revenue for future purchases and projects under the guise of creating fishing 

lakes.  Local response to the gravel mining idea centered around environmental concerns, restoration costs, and the 

precedent set by using open space purchased with tax dollars  for contrary purposes which would render the space 

unusable by the public for many years.  There were numerous newspaper articles and letters to the editor published.  

Accusations and rebuttals were made.  The idea of potential gravel mining in Brunner Forest Preserve became a hot 

local issue.  

In the February 5, 2010 meeting of the Forest Preserve Executive Committee, President Hoscheit stated that 

nothing was going on behind closed doors, and that the District was only investigating the possibility of mining to create 
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lakes and ponds for fishing.  Despite the local controversy, it was the consensus of the committee to continue to 

investigate this process, including the cost and the location of the gravel.   

 In response to coverage of the controversy, the Elgin Area League of Women Voters decided in April of 2010 to 

conduct a local issues study of the potential for gravel mining in Brunner Forest Preserve.  Over the summer, letters 

were sent to Forest Preserve President John Hoscheit and to Executive Director Monica Meyers telling them of the 

formation of this study group, and asking for information to assist us in conducting a balanced study.  We also invited 

President Hoscheit to address the study group at a future meeting after initial information gathering was completed.  

While we received no response at the time, Mr. Hoscheit did agree in January to address this meeting, which we very 

much appreciated. 

When the Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study Group organized, we decided to look at the issue from 

three perspectives: 

 1.     What were the economic issues? 

 2.     What were the environmental issues? 

 3.     What were the social policy issues? 

We studied the available information and worked hard to put it all in perspective.  Tonight’s meeting is the next step in 

the study process before we try to reach and report our consensus to the Elgin Area League of Women Voters. 

 Since we first started this study, much has changed.  More information has been collected.  There has been an 

on-going discussion of what has been said, what – if anything – has been done, and what significance the entire issue 

has.  The potential for gravel mining in the Forest Preserves took on a new importance as an election issue last fall.  

Candidates for local Kane County Board seats pledged that they would not support gravel mining at Brunner.  And a 

consensus of sorts has been reached that this is no longer a viable option.  So tonight the Brunner Study Group would 

like to close the door on what has been a contentious issue and give the public an opportunity to ask any remaining 

questions.  And, moving forward, we welcome the opportunity to hear more about the Forest Preserve’s Open Space 

referendum, which is on the April 5
th

 ballot.  Questions will be taken from the floor after the presentation. 

 

 On our panel tonight, we have Kane County Forest Preserve President John Hoscheit, Dundee Township 

Supervisor Sue Harney, and Brook McDonald, President/CEO of The Conservation Foundation.  Sue Harney is going to 

talk about the importance of Brunner Forest Preserve as a water, recreation, and community resource.  John Hoscheit 

will tell you about how the gravel mining idea came up and why it has been dropped.  And then he is going to talk about 

the Forest Preserve’s Open Space referendum and why this is a good time to purchase more land for preservation.  And 

finally, you will hear from Brook McDonald, President of The Conservation Foundation.  The Conservation Foundation 

is a not-for-profit land and watershed protection organization with more than 5,000 members in DuPage, Kane, Kendall, 

and Will Counties.  Through its Neighbors for Open Space campaign, The Conservation Foundation has helped to 

organize and promote passage of local forest preserve referenda to acquire public open space.         

Let’s begin with Dundee Township Supervisor Sue Harney . . . 

Thank you, Ms. Harney.  And now, Forest Preserve President John Hoscheit will tell you about how the gravel mining 

idea came up and why it has been dropped.  And then he will tell us about the Open Space referendum and why this is a 

good time to purchase more land for preservation. 
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Thank you, Mr. Hoscheit.  And finally, we will hear from Brook McDonald, President of the Conservation Foundation. . 

. 

 I would like to thank our panel members for agreeing to be here tonight.  Public policy and the conduct of the 

public’s business always benefit from transparency and open discussion of the issues.  And education on the issues 

allows the voters to make informed choices.  At this time, we will open the floor to questions.         

 

Carol Grom 
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PRESENTATION BY DUNDEE TOWNSHIP SUPERVISOR SUE HARNEY 

SUMMARY OF LWV BRUNNER GRAVEL MINING STUDY GROUP 

MARCH 21, 2011 

 

The Brunner Farm purchase by the Kane County Forest Preserve protected an enormously valuable resource for both 

Dundee Township and Kane County residents.  Kudos to the FP for taking such a large portion of money from the 

previous referendum, $43M, and investing it in Dundee Township.  The property provides significant economic, 

community and environmental benefits.  The League Study of Gravel Mining at Brunner Forest Preserve centered 

around these three areas of concern for our residents.   

1. Community/Social Policy Impacts 

The FP mission statement is – To acquire, hold and maintain lands within Kane County that contribute 

to the preservation of natural and historic resources, habitats, flora, and fauna and to restore, restock, protect 

and preserve such lands for education, recreation and pleasure of all its citizens.   The Goal is to Preserve and 

Restore the Nature of Kane County.  

 

We look forward to working with the FP to plan for the public use of this property in the next year.  We 

don’t want to lose any more time waiting to access this tremendous area with its river front recreation 

opportunities.   

We believe that is important to honor the intent expressed in the mission statement and in the 

promotional literature touting the passage of the referendums.  We want our tax dollars to support preservation 

of our natural resources. 

2. Economic Impacts 

a. Traffic – any intensive development on the Brunner property would increase the quantity of traffic on 

this highly congested road.  Traffic during rush hour is already heavy.  Use of Brunner by recreational 

would add fewer cars at high volume times as their trips are usually more discretionary.   

b. Road damage – Rt. 31 is not built to handle gravel trucks and already has repair and stability issues 

immediately south of Algonquin.  Repairs and upgrades paid for by taxpayers.  Truck fees & taxes, 

although substantial, wouldn’t cover these costs. 

c. Township residents expressed strong interest and support for increased walking and hiking 

opportunities in a community survey conducted by Dundee Township Park District.  Increased 

recreational opportunities will attract people to the Township for biking, fishing, and hiking 

experiences ….and to spend money at our local businesses.  Trails and fishing places offer our 

residents low cost recreation in these very hard times.  They provide healthy recreational opportunities 

to combat the obesity epidemic engulfing our communities.          

d. Kane County Groundwater Study indicates decreased water supplies in coming years – 50% decrease 

in flow of Fox River by 2049.  The Brunner FP is a recharge area for wells serving Algonquin and 

Carpentersville as well as numerous residents in the area surrounding Brunner. It is also a major 

groundwater source for the Fox River.  The gravel deposits underlying the Brunner area filter and 

store water for 3 municipal wells in Carpentersville and Algonquin as well as the residents who live 

nearby.  Replacing those filtration/storage services would require enormous investment of tax dollars.    
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e. Reduced water table/supplies high cost - The Kane County Ground Water Study indicates that both 

ground water and surface water resources will be significantly more scarce by 2049 unless we take 

steps now to reduce our withdrawal rates and to increase groundwater infiltration.  Restoring prairies 

and woodlands on the Brunner Farm will greatly improve infiltration and water storage near the river. 

We must start to treat our rain fall as a valuable resource instead of a storm water problem.  Reduced 

water supplies mean higher costs more competition in the market place, means higher water rates, 

deeper wells, higher treatment costs.  Well head elevations in the Brunner Recharge area have already 

dropped by 90 Ft or more since settlement times.   A number of private wells are impacted by high 

methane levels in their water now.    

  

3. Environmental Impacts  

a. Air quality –Restoring Brunner into a fully function FP with recreational features will improve our air 

quality.  Seven hundred acres of prairie and woodlands generates a lot of oxygen and takes a lot of 

Carbon dioxide out of the atmosphere.  Extensive root systems and growing trees also keep carbon 

underground, one of the most efficient ways we know to lower C02 concentrations in the atmosphere.   

b. Water quality – pure water, enough water,  

  

Our community has strongly supported the FP during past referendums and we have greatly benefited from these 

referendums.  This past partnership has laid the ground work for close cooperation with residents and the FP to create a 

wonderful FP at the Brunner Farm. 
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Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study 

Minutes of April 18, 2011 Meeting 

 

The meeting was held at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom’s house, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  In attendance 

were Carol Grom, Bonnie Kalaway, Kathie Tennis, and Rosalie Johnson.   

The public meeting held March 21 was reviewed and discussed.  The panel included Kane County Forest Preserve 

President John Hoscheit, Brook McDonald of the Conservation Foundation, and Dundee Township Supervisor Sue 

Harney.  Approximately 65 people attended.  Carol Grom introduced the panel, gave background information on the 

issue, and served as moderator.  After presentations by the panel, written questions were taken from the audience.  After 

the meeting, several people said that they appreciated the LWV hosting this forum so that they could finally get answers 

to their questions and concerns.  In addition to the gravel mining issue, John Hoscheit and Brook McDonald provided 

information about the April 5 Forest Preserve referendum and why now was a good time to purchase more land. 

The next step for our study group is to decide how much further we want to go on the gravel mining issue; whether to 

wrap it up and move toward consensus, or consider the larger issue of whether gravel mining is ever an appropriate 

activity for a forest preserve as allowed by Illinois law.  According to “Dimensions of a Local League Study,” the study 

committee researches the issues, develops consensus questions, conducts public meetings, keeps the League membership 

informed on their progress, provides background information to the membership, drafts a position statement for Board 

discussion, and prepares a final written report. The study committee evaluates whether agreement has been reached and 

drafts a position statement that articulates the broad areas of agreement, including what the group supports and opposes; 

it does not contain minority views or areas where agreement has not been reached.  The Board judges whether there is 

substantial agreement among the membership as a whole and, if the answer is yes, adopts the position.  The Board then 

announces the new position to their membership and to the public.  The study committee may then evolve into an action 

committee to develop strategies to implement the position.  If we include a position that involves the State of Illinois 

rather than just the local Kane County, the EALWV might pass on the adopted position to the Illinois LWV.  

As a beginning discussion, draft consensus questions might be: 

“Should the Kane County Forest Preserve mine for gravel in the Brunner Forest Preserve?” 

“Should the KCFP initiate gravel mining in any forest preserve?” 

“Is it ever appropriate for forest preserve districts to mine for gravel?” 

 If there are existing contracts when purchased? 

 For a finite time span to complete operations? 

“Should Illinois law be changed to not allow gravel mining in forest preserves?”  (70 ILCS 805/6 of the Downstate 

Forest Preserve District Act states:  “The board of any forest preserve district is authorized to sell at fair market price, 

gravel, sand, earth and any other material obtained from the lands and waters owned by the district.”) 

“Is the extraction and sale of natural resources ( gravel, coal, timber, natural gas, water, etc.) appropriate and consistent 

with the mission of the forest preserve?”  (“It shall be the mission of the Forest Preserve of Kane County to acquire, hold 

and maintain lands within Kane County which contribute to the preservation of natural or historic resources and habitats, 

flora or fauna; to restore, restock, protect and preserve such lands for the education, recreation and pleasure of all its 

citizens.”  This is based on the similar 70 ILCS 805/5 description the purpose of forest preserve districts.) 
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The study committee is asked to consider these draft questions as a starting point for discussion, and to contribute 

additional questions and/or suggested changes for the next meeting.  The Chairman will give a brief summary of the 

progress of this study group to the Elgin Area LWV at the annual meeting on April 28
th

. 

The next meeting of the Brunner/Gravel Study Group will be Monday, May 23, 2011 at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman 

Carol Grom’s house.  Please mark it on your calendar and respond as to your availability as soon as possible. 
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LWVEA Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study Group 

April 28, 2011 Annual Meeting Committee Report 

 

In January of 2010, the Planning and Utilization Committee of the Kane County Forest Preserve met at the Max 

McGraw Wildlife Foundation in East Dundee for a presentation by Plote Construction of how they had mined the land 

for gravel and subsequently converted the quarry into fishing and gaming areas.  Forest Preserve President Hocheit also 

presented a pamphlet from Lake County’s Independence Grove Forest Preserve, which was developed from an old 

gravel quarry.  To create the lake, the quarry was mined of any remaining resources, with mining royalties set aside to 

help pay for reclaiming the site later for public use.  After a multi-million dollar project, the preserve now generates 

revenue from parking, swimming, dog permits, canoe rentals, fishing licenses, and café vending.  The fishery tour was 

the introduction of an idea for a possible multi-year project.   

There were concerns from the Committee members regarding the process of how and where to proceed with the 

concept of mining a preserve.  The Committee agreed that there needed to be a priority put on the environmental effects 

to the area, and that all steps were to be publicly recorded and attended.   

Reaction from the public and local environmental groups was generally surprise and outrage.  Because 

construction of a new bridge and the Longmeadow Parkway was already planned to go through a portion of the Brunner 

Forest Preserve, there was speculation that a case would be made to mine for gravel on site to reduce construction costs 

and to generate revenue for future purchases and projects under the guise of creating fishing lakes.  Local response to the 

gravel mining idea centered around environmental concerns, restoration costs, and the precedent set by using open space 

purchased with tax dollars  for contrary purposes which would render the space unusable by the public for many years.  

There were numerous newspaper articles and letters to the editor published.  Accusations and rebuttals were made.  The 

idea of potential gravel mining in Brunner Forest Preserve became a hot local issue.  

 In response to coverage of the controversy, the Elgin Area League of Women Voters decided in April of last 

year to conduct a study of the potential for gravel mining in Brunner Forest Preserve.  Over the summer, letters were 

sent to Forest Preserve President John Hoscheit and to Executive Director Monica Meyers telling them of the formation 

of this study group, and asking for information to assist us in conducting a balanced study.  We also invited President 

Hoscheit to address the study group at a future meeting.  While we received no response at the time, Mr. Hoscheit did 

agree in January to speak at a public meeting, which we held on March 21
st
. 

When the Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study Group organized, we decided to look at the issue from 

three perspectives: 

 1.     What were the economic issues? 

 2.     What were the environmental issues? 

 3.     What were the social policy issues? 

The potential for gravel mining in the Forest Preserves took on a new importance as an election issue last fall.  

Candidates for local Kane County Board seats pledged that they would not support gravel mining at Brunner.  And a 

consensus of sorts has been reached that this is not a viable option at this time.  So at our March public meeting, which 

was attended by more than 60 people, the Brunner Study Group attempted to close the door on what had been a 

contentious issue and give the public an opportunity to ask any remaining questions.  On our panel, we had Kane County 

Forest Preserve President John Hoscheit, Dundee Township Supervisor Sue Harney, and Brook McDonald, 

President/CEO of The Conservation Foundation.  After presentations and questions, we welcomed the opportunity to 

hear more about the Forest Preserve’s Open Space referendum, which passed in April. 
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 The study group is now weighing whether to wrap it up and make our recommendations to the board, or 

consider the larger issue of whether gravel mining is ever an appropriate activity for a forest preserve, as allowed by 

current Illinois law.  Our next meeting is scheduled for May 23
rd

.   

Carol Grom, Chairman  
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Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study Group 

Minutes of June 8, 2011 Meeting 

 

The meeting was held at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom’s house, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  It was 

originally scheduled for May 23
rd

, but was rescheduled based on availability of members.  In attendance were Carol 

Grom, Bonnie Kalaway, Sue Harney, Theresa Peterson, Rosalie Johnson, and Kathie Tennis. 

Minutes of the April 18, 2011 meeting were discussed and approved.  Chairman Grom had made a progress report of the 

Brunner/Gravel Study Group to the April 28 Annual Meeting of the EALWV, outlining the next step, which was to 

make a decision on whether to wrap it up and proceed to consensus or expand the scope of the original study to include 

the larger issue of whether gravel mining is ever an appropriate activity for a forest preserve as allowed by Illinois law.  

After some discussion, it was decided by the Board that the Brunner/Gravel Study Group should proceed to complete the 

study as defined at last year’s annual meeting, and make a recommendation to the Board to expand the study for later 

approval.  According to “The Dimensions of a Local League Study,” the Study Committee summarizes their results and 

drafts a position statement for the Board.  The Local Board then reviews the results, fine-tunes and approves the position 

statement, and recommends to the membership adoption of the position at the next annual meeting or a special 

membership meeting. 

After discussion of the draft consensus questions posed at the last meeting, agreement was reached on the following 

issues: 

1. Should the Kane County Forest Preserve mine for gravel in the Brunner Forest Preserve?  No. 

2. Should the Kane County Forest Preserve initiate gravel mining in any forest preserve?  No. 

3. Is it ever appropriate for forest preserve districts to mine for gravel?  No, unless there are existing mining 

contracts when the land is purchased and if, upon careful consideration, the loss of use by the public can be 

limited and the costs of reclamation can be funded by contract, bond, or extraction fees. 

4. Should Illinois law be changed to restrict gravel mining in forest preserves?  (70 ILCS 805/6 of the Downstate 

Forest Preserve District Act states:  “The board of any forest preserve district is authorized to sell at fair 

market price, gravel, sand, earth and any other material obtained from the lands and waters owned by the 

district.”)  Yes.  The law should be changed to preclude the initiation of mining on forest preserve land and to 

sharply restrict existing mining operations to the operational permit in place at the time of purchase, with no 

expansion allowed.  Such a change would not restrict the ability of forest preserves to purchase previously 

mined land, and would more closely fit the purpose of the forest preserves as defined in 70 ILCS 805/5 (from 

Chapter 96, par. 6308):  “Any forest preserve district  . . . shall have the power to create forest preserves, and 

for that purpose shall have the power to acquire . . . and hold lands containing one or more natural forests . . .or  

lands connecting such forests . . ., or lands capable of being forested, or capable of being restored to a natural 

condition, for the purpose of  protecting and preserving the flora, fauna, and scenic beauties within such 

district, and to restore, restock, protect and preserve the natural forests and such lands together with their flora 

and fauna, as nearly as may be, in their natural state and condition, for the purpose of the education, pleasure, 

and recreation of the public.” 

5. Is the extraction and sale of natural resources (gravel, coal, timber, natural gas, water, etc.) appropriate and 

consistent with the mission of the forest preserve? (“It shall be the mission of the Forest Preserve of Kane 
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County to acquire, hold and maintain lands within Kane County which contribute to the preservation of natural 

or historic resources and habitats, flora or fauna; to restore restock, protect and preserve such lands for the 

education, recreation and pleasure of all its citizens.”)  No. 

On May 24
th

, the Chicago Tribune editorial on “Protect the Preserves” raised the issue of the use of forest preserves by 

other organizations for purposes contrary to the narrowly defined mission to protect and to preserve natural lands.  In the 

editorial, it was a gun club, but as the head of the Chicago Civic Federation, Laurence Msall, said, “The people who 

sacrificed, who fought to preserve this forest land, knew there would be hundreds of good ideas for other uses, but when 

they wrote the charter, they said no.”  The editorial pointedly stated, “We appreciate that the intense development of 

metro Chicago has made it difficult for park districts, businesses and yes, gun clubs to find empty property.  Too many 

interests increasingly see forest preserves as land banks from which they can take, or borrow acres.”   

Chairman Grom brought up the use of intergovernmental agreements and licensing agreements between the Kane 

County Forest Preserve District and other organizations to turn over forest preserve land for development as recreational 

fields and other uses contrary to the core mission to preserve and protect natural lands.  At the April 12 Forest Preserve 

Commission meeting, a resolution authorizing the execution of an IGA with the Wasco American Legion Baseball 

League was approved to allow use, operation, and maintenance of the baseball fields at Campton Forest Preserve.  The 

agenda for the May 27 Utilization Committee contained a License Agreement with the Village of South Elgin for the use 

of property at the Jon Duerr Forest Preserve for a Frisbee golf course and concession stand.  While these are perfectly 

reasonable activities, the agreements constitute a taking of forest preserve land for uses not consistent with preservation.  

The creation and maintenance of recreational playing fields is appropriate for park districts and municipal parks, not for 

the Forest Preserve.  A vote to turn over forest preserve land to another organization for development for any use, even 

recreational fields, is a step in the wrong direction, away from the core mission.  

 In the future, the study group may want to investigate the number and extent of IGA’s and leases of forest preserve land 

to other organizations, and to what extent they deviate from the stated mission.  Based on the known examples, the 

committee would add another suggested consensus question: 

6. Should the Kane County Forest Preserve District enter into intergovernmental agreements or long term leases 

with other organizations for activities outside the defined mission of preservation and protection of natural 

lands?  No. 

 

Chairman Grom will work on a draft presentation of the study, public meeting, and consensus questions to be presented 

to the Board in the fall, possible October or November.  If we are unable to present more than the first question, then we 

will recommend that the Board vote to continue the study in the direction outlined.   

The next meeting of the Brunner/Gravel study group will be on Sept. 14, 2011 at 1:00.   
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Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study Group 

Minutes of September 14, 2011 Meeting 

The meeting was held at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom’s house, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  In attendance 

were Carol Grom, Bonnie Kalaway, Theresa Peterson, Kathie Tennis, and Sue Harney.  Minutes of the June 8, 2011 

meeting were approved. 

The Forest Preserve has scheduled several public information meetings for input on revisions to the District’s Master 

Plan.  The first one was September 13 at Randall Oaks.  Sue attended and reported on the proposed plans: 

“There is a proposal on Raceway Woods to allow a trail riding group to build a mountain bike course in the NE corner.  

The FP will entertain the proposal and is looking for comments.  The area isn’t described as a mountain bike trail on the 

map.  Look for a black dotted line inside the red trail system in the NE corner of the site.  The Brunner plans were basic.  

The Park District portion is around the entrance on Rt. 31 and is listed as a maintained area.  There will be a mowed trail 

running east/west leading from the entrance to the river.  It is designated as a fishing area.  There is a north/South trail 

running through the middle of the property.  The rest of the property is in wetland, prairie and wooded area.  The north 

area has high value plants and trees.  I liked the plan as it will make a very nice passive recreational area.  I wanted a 

bike/pedestrian trail along Rt. 31 and some canoe/kayak opportunities along the river.  Places to fish along the river 

would be nice too.” 

The next public meeting is September 15 at the Centre of Elgin from 5:00 to 7:30 p.m.  There is also a Master Plan 

survey on the Forest Preserve website. 

Sue also reported that “Senator Noland will host a public meeting about gravel mining on Oct. 19 at the Senior Center in 

E. Dundee from 7 to 9 p.m.  He introduced a bill which would prohibit mining on Forest Preserve sites unless a mining 

permit had been issued prior to the purchase of the land.  Gravel mining lobbyists will attend the meeting and make their 

case against the bill and for mining on public lands.  Senator Noland is looking for public support for his bill and is 

listening to the concerns of the gravel people.   It is absolutely vital that we get all of our supporters out for this.  We 

have made progress!!”  Carol noted that this conflicts with one of the Education study meetings in Batavia.  But since 

this is our committee, she will attend Senator Noland’s meeting.  We need people to be there to support this bill.  Sue 

will get more information to us when she can. 

The Wild Ones of Northern Kane County will sponsor a presentation by Doug Tallamy, the author of “Bringing Nature 

Home,” on October 21
st
 at the Elgin Academy’s new Harold D. Rider Family building at 7:00 p.m. with a reception to 

follow.  For reservations go online to Eventbrite and search for Dough Tallamy in Elgin. 

Carol reported that the Forest Preserve approved another long term license agreement  with the Aurora Barnstormers at 

Aurora West Forest Preserve.  The Aurora Barnstormers R.C. Club has used this area for many years as a radio 

controlled airplane flying field.  The license area contains a mowed flying field approximately 4 acres in size with a 700’ 

gravel drive leading from the parking lot to the field.  The area is fenced and gated, although still “open for public use” 

as long as it is compatible with the Barnstormers use.  This is another example of taking publicly owned land that was 

intended for preservation and leasing it to private organizations for special use.  This should be looked into.  As an aside, 

there is no FOIA reference on the District’s website and no contact person listed.  A search for “FOIA” brought no 

result, so more information will have to wait until a request can be filed. 

The next meeting will be November 3, 2011 at 1:00 at Chairman Carol Grom’s house. 
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     Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study Group 

Minutes of November 3, 2011 Meeting 

 

The meeting was held at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom's house, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  In attendance 

were Carol Grom, Bonnie Kalaway, Theresa Peterson, Sue Harney, Kathie Tennis, and Rosalie Johnson.  Minutes of the 

September 14, 2011 were approved. 

A summary of Senator Michael Noland's public meeting about SB 2484 to prohibit mining on Forest Preserve property 

was given by those who attended, with copies of the proposed Senate Bill 2484 and newspaper articles from the Daily 

Herald and the Courier-News brought by Rosalie.  Senator Noland invited  Geoff Petzel  (Director of Friends of the Fox 

River and author of the proposed bill), Dundee Township Supervisor Sue Harney, and Dave Zumbrunn, project engineer 

for Beverly Materials, to speak on the bill before taking questions and comments from the audience of more than 50 

people.    

Many of the people who commented said that they wanted to make sure that forest preserve land was safe from mining, 

and that only a change in state law would suffice.  Several people said that they felt deceived by the Kane County Forest 

Preserve Commission after they used preservation funds from the last referendum and grants to purchase the Brunner 

property, only to turn around and entertain the notion of mining it for gravel.  While the issue was dropped after strong 

local opposition, only a change in state law could prevent a reoccurrence here or at another preserve.  SB 2484 has not 

yet been assigned to a committee, and no action is expected until after the fall veto session. 

The Forest Preserve Commission held several public information meetings for input on revisions to the District's Master 

Plan.  While there was no information on the website, the map on display at the meeting showed minimal improvements 

to Brunner, with an entrance area with parking, a shelter, and restrooms,  several trails around the preserve, and a fishing 

area on the Fox River.  Carol pointed out that the proposed habitat restoration timeline shown was 40 – 50 years in the 

future.  There was discussion of why Brunner appeared to be a low priority for restoration, including the future 

Longmeadow Parkway/bridge, still hoping to mine for gravel, or payback for local opposition.  It was noted that 600 

acres of the 800 acre Muirhead Springs Forest Preserve in Hampshire was restored to native prairie in a two-year 

renovation that included 4 miles of trails with interpretive signage, a picnic shelter, and a parking lot.  The Brunner 

Forest Preserve was purchased more than three years ago and is still not open to the public.  More information and 

follow-up is needed. 

Carol reported on the results of her FOIA request to the Forest Preserve asking for a list of all long-term leases, licenses, 

and intergovernmental agreements involving Forest Preserve land along with terms and conditions.  At the time, the FP 

website did not have any information or links for FOIA requests, and did not respond to a search for FOIA.  After some 

delay, the request for a FOIA request form went to Robert Quinlan, the Director of Finance.  He replied that no such list 

exists, and that he would have to copy the leases as most of them were not stored electronically.  The resulting 

documents totaled 513 pages of long-term agreements.  This did not include the short-term leases of some 4,800 acres to 

38 different local farmers.  Carol is going through the documents provided to list and sort the leases.  The leases and 

IGA's are with municipalities, townships, park districts, corporations, and non-profit organizations.  Questions raised 

include the extent (total acreage) of leased land, development of preserved land for athletic fields or other use, and 

whether public land should be leased for private use. 
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The committee would like to update the Elgin Area LWV Board on our work to date at the January 18, 2012 Board 

meeting.  The report should include the status of the gravel mining issue, SB 2484, transparency and land use issues, and 

a request to broaden the scope of the current study for next year. 

The next meeting of the Brunner/Gravel committee will be Wednesday, January 11, 2012 at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman 

Grom's house. 
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Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study Group 

Minutes of January 11, 2012 Meeting 

 

The meeting was held at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom's house, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  In attendance 

were Carol Grom, Bonnie Kalaway, Sue Harney, Rosalie Johnson, and Kathie Tennis.  Minutes of the November 3, 

2011 meeting were approved. 

There was a short discussion of the 1-5-12 Forest Preserve public meeting on the proposal by CAMBR to construct and 

maintain a mountain bike trail in Raceway Woods.  This an organized and well financed group that wants to create more 

exciting bike trails than the existing multi-use trails, and would supposedly keep renegade bikers from creating their own 

(additional) trails through the preserve.  Despite being billed as a public input meeting, the Forest Preserve speaker 

sounded like it was almost a done deal.  There were points made by those for and against the proposal.  Nancy 

Williamson, with the DNR, pointed out that the proposal might be in violation of the terms of the grants used to fund 

and restore Raceway Woods.  Carol spoke to the precedent set for alteration of forest preserves by special interest 

groups: bikers in this instance, but maybe ATV, snowmobile, or paintball groups next.  This was especially disturbing in 

light of the research on Forest Preserve leases. 

There has been no action on Senator Michael Noland's SB 2484 to prohibit gravel mining on Forest Preserve property.  

Senator Noland is seeking additional support.  It has not yet been assigned to a committee. 

Carol completed the summary of Long Term Forest Preserve IGA's/Leases/License agreements from the September 

FOIA.  There were 45 agreements for use of Forest Preserve land dating back to 1996.  This may not be a complete list, 

as the KCFP stated that they did not have such a list.  They sent 513 pages of copied files that were in many cases 

missing maps, exhibits, and attachments.  Some of the agreements contained only a legal description of the parcel 

without a map or specified acreage.  Of the 45 agreements, some contained revisions or renewals of earlier agreements.  

The summary includes dates, purpose, term of agreement, acreage (if specified), and any monetary consideration. 

The leases fall into several general categories.  There are inter-governmental agreements (IGA's) with municipalities 

(Elgin, South Elgin, St. Charles, and Carpentersville), with Dundee Township, and with Park Districts (Fox Valley PD, 

St. Charles PD, Dundee Township PD, Batavia PD, and Geneva PD).  There are leases with corporations for easements 

and for management of FP facilities, such as golf courses, the stadium, the ice rink, the snowboard facility, etc.  There 

are leases with not-for-profit organizations such as the Fox Valley Wildlife Center, the Trolley Museum, the Valley 

Model Railroaders, Strikers Soccer Club, and Preservation Partners.  Two were not specified as not-for-profit 

organizations: the Wasco American Legion Baseball League and the Aurora Barnstormers R.C. Club.  Two agricultural 

leases with the Oury and Sauber Families were included.  Most of the agricultural leases are year to year, and therefore 

not included in this list.  Robert Quinlan, the recently retired Finance Officer at the KCFP, said that there are some 4,800 

acres under farm licenses using 38 different farmers.  The FP plans to retire those leases as restoration funds become 

available. 

As of November 2, 2011, the Forest Preserve District of Kane County owns a total of 19,488 acres.  While it was not 

possible to determine the exact amount, a significant portion of that land is under agreement for use outside of the stated 

mission "To acquire, hold and maintain lands within Kane County that contribute to the preservation of natural and 

historic resources, habitats, flora, and fauna; and to restore, restock, protect and preserve such lands for the education, 
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recreation, and pleasure of all its citizens."  The intent of the Downstate Forest Preserve District Act (70 ILCS 805/5) 

was clear; to acquire and hold "natural forests or lands capable of being restored to a natural condition, for the purpose 

of           protecting and preserving the flora, fauna, and scenic beauties within such district, and to restore, restock, 

protect and preserve the natural forests and such lands together with their flora and fauna, as nearly as may be, in their 

natural state and condition, for the purpose of the education, pleasure, and recreation of the public."   While the KCFP 

contains many significant natural areas, it is stretching the mission to see golf courses, soccer fields, and baseball fields 

as natural land preserving the flora and fauna in their natural state. 

Continuing the investigation into the origins of the gravel mining idea at the Brunner Family Forest Preserve, Carol 

found a reference in the 11-7-08 minutes of the KCFP Executive Committee.  "Executive Director Meyers commented 

that the committee toured the Brunner property, visiting the structures along with the layout of the property.  Presently 

Staff is working with the Transportation Department and the Dundee Township Park District on the land transfers.  Staff 

is also looking at mining the gravel on the property, they will present a report in the coming months."  So, in December 

2011, Carol sent a second FOIA request to the KCFP for :  1) Any staff reports and supporting documentation generated 

between January 2007 and the present that reference gravel mining at the Brunner property including, but not limited to, 

the report mentioned in the 11-7-08 Executive Committee minutes; and 2) The grant applications and supporting 

documentation for the Clean Energy Grant ($1.46 million) and the OSLAD Grant ($750,000) used for the acquisition of 

the Brunner property in 2008. 

Director of Finance Robert Quinlan replied, "I have addressed this report with the person who made those remarks, 

Monica Meyers, Executive Director, and she has assured me that no such report was ever commissioned or written.  

After that meeting, President Hoscheit directed her not to start such a report.  Therefore, no such report was created so 

none can be supplied to you."  With regard to the request for the grant applications and supporting documentation, he 

sent 355 pages of miscellaneous paperwork related to the grants and to the real estate closing on the property, including 

requirements for the appraiser, utility bills, and title documents.  There were not detailed development plans for the 

property to be acquired, or even the complete applications with required supporting documentation.    

One interesting fact emerged, however.  There were restrictions on transferring ownership of land purchased using the 

grants.  Since there were already plans to transfer ownership of that portion of the land needed for the Bolz Rd. bridge 

and Longmeadow Parkway to Kane County,  the original grant request for 148.6 acres along the Fox River had to be 

changed to two separate parcels totaling 146 acres along the river, separated by an open corridor.  The bulk of the 741.26 

acre purchase, therefore, was not subject to the restrictions and covenants required by the grants.    

Sue Harney suggested that we might send a FOIA request to KDOT for any preliminary soil borings or reports bearing 

on the presence of gravel on the Brunner property.  They may have information on the possibility of gravel mining.  

Carol will look into that. 

After some discussion, the committee decided to delay reporting to the Board on their findings until February.  At that 

time, we will request that we be allowed to enlarge and expand on the original scope of the study to include how FP land 

is being used and the proposed prohibition of gravel mining by state law. 

The next meeting of the study group will be on Wednesday, February 8
th

, at 1:00 p.m. at Carol's house.  
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Elgin Area League of Women Voters 

Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study Group 

Minutes of February 8, 2012 Meeting 

 

 The meeting was held at 1:00 p.m. at Chairman Carol Grom's house, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  In 

attendance were Carol Grom, Bonnie Kalaway, Theresa Peterson, Sue Harney, and Kathie Tennis.  Minutes of the 

January 11, 2012 meeting were approved as written. 

 Carol  met with Myra Becker and the LWV Program Planning Committee last week to put together the 

suggested study list for 2012/2013 for approval at the annual meeting on April 30th.  After some discussion, it was 

decided that the Brunner/Gravel original study should be presented  for  consensus  at the regular March 21 board 

meeting, with the general membership invited to attend and participate.  The study and consensus questions should go 

out approximately a month earlier to give everyone a chance to read and prepare.  Carol is still putting our final study 

report together, but should be able to finish it in time.  A draft of what she has so far was sent via e-mail to the 

committee for comment.  Suggestions included numbering the pages, including the consensus questions, newspaper 

articles, pertinent letters, the text of SB 2484 (proposed bill to ban gravel mining in forest preserves), and graphics that 

Sue had sent last year on aquifer sensitivity, if she can get them in a usable format.  Additional comments, corrections, 

or suggestions should be sent as soon as possible.   The consensus questions (with our committee consensus  in 

parentheses) are: 

1. Should the Kane County Forest Preserve District mine for gravel in the Brunner Forest Preserve?   (No)  

2. Should the Kane County Forest Preserve initiate gravel mining in any forest preserve?    (No)  

3. Should Illinois law be changed to restrict gravel mining in forest preserves?     (Support SB 2484, introduced 5-

26-11 by Senator Michael Noland, still not assigned to committee)  (Yes) 

70 ILCS 805/18.1a new  (Synopsis) 

Amends the Downstate Forest Preserve Act.  Provides that no land owned or acquired by a forest preserve may 

be used for any sand, gravel, or other mining operation.  Prohibits a forest preserve district from transferring any 

land or interest in land to an entity that the district has reason to know intends to construct any mining operation, 

and provides that when transferring land to an entity the district must impose a covenant in the transfer that 

prohibits the development of any mining operation.  Exempts any previous or current mining operation in a 

district from this prohibition.     

4. Is the extraction and sale of natural resources (gravel, coal, timber, natural gas, water, etc.) appropriate and 

consistent with the mission of the forest preserve?  (It shall be the mission of the Forest Preserve of Kane 

County to acquire, hold and maintain lands within Kane County which contribute to the preservation of natural 

or historic resources and habitats, flora or fauna; to restore, restock, protect and preserve such lands for the 

education, recreation and pleasure of all its citizens.”)    (No) 

 At the April 30
th

 annual meeting and potluck dinner, the second phase of the Brunner/Gravel study,  with the 

expanded scope, will be on the list of 2012 – 2013 local programs for approval by the membership.  Fran Cella  wrote up 

the notes from the Program Planning meeting and described our study: 
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 As a follow up to the findings from the LWV-Elgin Area study of potential gravel 

  mining on the Brunner property, Kane County Forest Preserve (KCFP), the local 

  league will look at KCFP policies and practices with regard to: 

 The Downstate Forest Preserve District Act (70 ILCS 805); 

 Proposed changes to the law (SB 2484); 

 The use of forest preserve land for purposes outside of their mission statement, including leases to other entities; 

 Transparency issues, including compliance with open Meetings Act and Freedom of Information Act 

  

     In preparation for the March 21 presentation of our study and consensus meeting, we will plan to meet next on March 

7
th
 at 1:00 p.m. at Carol Grom's house. 
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Letters 

 

 

 

 

 June 21, 2010 e-mail letter to forestpreserve@kaneforest.com 

From:  Carol Grom 

Subject:  Elgin Area League of Women Voters study 

 

 

 

The Elgin Area League of Women Voters has voted to include the proposal for gravel mining at the Brunner Family 

Forest Preserve site in its local issues studies for this year.  I have been unable to find much background information on 

the KCFP website.  Can you assist me in locating information on this issue?  Also, who would be the best person to 

answer questions that may arise?  Thank you for any assistance you can provide. 

  

Carol Grom 

146 Hilltop Lane 

Sleepy Hollow, IL 60118 

  

(847) 428-4064 

ehgrom@comcast.net 
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July 11, 2010 email  

 

 

 

Dear Mr. Hoscheit, 

  

The Elgin Area League of Women Voters has voted to include the proposal for gravel mining at the Brunner Forest 

Preserve site in its local issues studies for this year.  I have been unable to find much background information on the 

KCFP website as to the plan for the Brunner property or anything relevant to the prospect of gravel mining.  Can you 

assist me in locating information on this issue?  I sent an inquiry to the Forest Preserve site in June but have received no 

reply to date.  Also, would you be willing to speak to our study group at a future date, or answer questions that may 

arise?  Thank you for any assistance you can provide. 

  

Carol Grom 

146 Hilltop Lane 

Sleepy Hollow, IL 60118 

  

(847) 428-4064 
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July 11, 2010 email to forestpreserve@kanefores.com 

 

 

 

To Monica Myers, Executive Director 

  

Dear Ms. Myers, 

  

The Elgin Area League of Women Voters has voted to include the proposal for gravel mining at the Brunner Forest 

Preserve site in its local issues studies for this year.  I have been unable to find much background information on the 

KCFP website as to the plan for the Brunner property or anything relevant to the prospect of gravel mining.  Can you 

assist me in locating information on this issue?  I sent an earlier inquiry to this site on June 21, but have received no 

reply to date.  Also, would you be willing to address our study group at a future date, or answer questions that may 

arise?  Thank you for any assistance you can provide. 

  

Carol Grom 

146 Hilltop Lane 

Sleepy Hollow, IL 60118 

(847) 428-4064 
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Carol Grom 

146 Hilltop Lane 

Sleepy Hollow, IL 60118 

August 9, 2010 

John J. Hoscheit, President 

Forest Preserve District of Kane County 

1996 South Kirk Rd., Suite 320 

Geneva, IL 60134 

Dear Mr. Hoscheit, 

The Elgin Area League of Women Voters has voted to include the potential for gravel mining at the Brunner Forest 

Preserve in its local issues studies for this year.  In order to conduct a balanced study, we will collect and analyze 

available data to understand the possible benefits and drawbacks of such an action.  There is very little information on 

your website about this issue or about long-term plans for the Brunner property.  Any assistance you can provide me in 

locating relevant background information for our study would be appreciated.  Previous e-mail inquiries sent in June and 

July to the addresses listed for you and Executive Director Monica Meyers have not been answered.  

After the initial information gathering is completed, speakers for and against gravel mining in the Forest Preserves will 

be invited to address the study group.  We would be honored to hear you, or whoever you might suggest, speak to the 

issue.  As chairman of the study group, I can assure you that the League of Women Voters takes very seriously its 

mission: 

 To establish positions on public policy through member participation and agreement; 

 To take concerted actions that secure policies consistent with League positions; 

 To enhance citizen participation in federal, state, and local government decisions; 

 To increase citizen participation in the election process. 

Thank you for any help you can offer and for the courtesy of a reply. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Carol Grom, Chairman 

Brunner Forest Preserve/Gravel Mining Study 

Elgin Area League of Women Voters 
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Notice of organizational meeting posted August 9, 2010 

 

 

Study of Potential Gravel Mining on Kane County Forest Preserve’s Brunner Property 

 

 On February 10, 2010, The Daily Herald reported on the controversy surrounding the idea of mining gravel 

from a portion of the 700-acre Brunner Forest Preserve in Dundee Township.  President Hoscheit suggested that the 

gravel could be sold for a potential multimillion-dollar profit, with the proceeds used to fund future improvements, such 

as a lake for fishing and boating.  Gravel will be needed to build the Longmeadow parkway and bridge, which will go 

through part of the Brunner property.  Hoscheit’s remarks were made at the January 28, 2010 meeting of the Forest 

Preserve Planning and Utilization Committee that included a tour of the Max McGraw Wildlife Foundations Fisheries 

facilities, which has utilized the services of Plote Construction to mine the land and convert it into a fishery and gaming 

area. 

 Local response to the gravel mining idea has centered around environmental concerns, restoration costs, and the 

precedent set by using open space purchased with tax dollars for contrary purposes which render the space unusable by 

the public for many years.  Commissioners promised a thorough public review of the idea before locking any plans into 

place, but nothing has been posted to date.  At the April27, 2010 annual meeting, the Elgin Area LWV voted to conduct 

a study of the potential gravel mining on the Brunner Forest Preserve.  An organizational meeting for the study will be 

held at 7:00 p.m. on August 25
th
 at Chair Carol Grom’s home, 146 Hilltop Lane, Sleepy Hollow.  Anyone interested in 

participating may call her at 847-428-4064 or e-mail ehgrom@comcast. 
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         March 11, 2011 

 

Dear Mr. Hoscheit,  

To follow up on our plans for the March 21 meeting to be hosted by the LWVEA Brunner/Gravel Mining Study Group at 

7:00 p.m. at the West Dundee Public Safety Center #2, 100 Carrington Dr. (intersection of Rt. 72 and Carrington Dr.), I 

wanted to let you know that the panel will consist of you, Dundee Township Supervisor Sue Harney, and Brook 

McDonald of the Conservation Foundation.  As moderator, I will introduce the topic and how the League of Women 

Voters came to form a study group.  Sue Harney will give background information on the local perspective and why the 

possibility of gravel mining in Brunner Forest Preserve was cause for concern.  You can address the current status of 

the issue, including your stated position (February 10 letter to Sue Harney), the official Forest Preserve position (if 

any), and plans for the public meetings to create a Master Plan for Brunner Forest Preserve.  Brook McDonald may 

choose to speak or answer questions from the audience.  I am hopeful that this meeting will clarify what has been a 

contentious issue before the referendum vote.   

There will be an opportunity for you to talk about the Open Space referendum that is on the April 5 ballot.  Please feel 

free to bring any maps, easels, information, or materials for the Brunner discussion or the referendum.  I have sent 

notice about the meeting to the Daily Herald and the Courier, and to the local Kane County board representatives: 

Maggie Auger, Tim Haley, Catherine Hurlbut, Hollie Lindgren, and Deborah Allan.   The press release sent out by the 

Forest Preserve listing our meeting as a Forest Preserve information meeting has caused some confusion.  I have 

spoken to Monica Meyers, and she has promised to send out a correction clearly indicating that the March 21 meeting 

is being hosted by the LWVEA Brunner Study Group.   Because the League of Women Voters has not taken a position 

on the referendum, we can not endorse or lobby for its passage.  But we can encourage voters to be informed on the 

issues, and to that end, we are happy to provide a forum for you to discuss the referendum.  

We look forward to seeing you on March 21st.  Please let me know if you have any questions, or if I can provide any 

assistance to you.  

Thank you,  

Evelyn Carol Grom, Chairman 

LWVEA Brunner/Gravel Mining Study Group  
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10/21/11 
 
Senator Michael Noland 
100 E. Chicago St., Ste. 302 
Elgin, IL  60120 
 
Dear Senator Noland, 
 
Thank you again for holding/moderating the meeting Wednesday evening on the gravel mining issue. I hope you came 
away with the confirmation you needed to continue pushing your important legislation forward on behalf of not only 
voters, but the life our forest preserves sustain that doesn’t have a voice. 
 
It’s rare that we are presented with an issue that is so logical and, frankly, black and white. We have many laws on the 
books that fail to take into account the exception or something that someone perhaps neglected to consider. The 
prospect of mining in forest preserves should not be open to debate or what-ifs. There is no good reason mine these 
properties. The fact that the allowance currently exists is ridiculous and must be changed. Period. 
 
As a follow-up to the meeting, I wanted to summarize some of the points for you in case you are faced with the 
inevitable naysayers, those unwilling to take a stance, and of course mining and union interests. 
 
•             These days, Forest or Conservation District purchases are not taken lightly or accomplished with ease. 
Financing such purchases often involves referendums and exhaustive campaigning by citizens. To leave a loophole that 
would allow a current or future board to turn around and sell off mining rights or other natural resources from a piece 
of land that was funded by taxpayers who were led to believe they were saving a parcel for an entirely different vision 
(preservation) is a gross breach of the public trust. 
•             We are talking about ¼ of 1% of the land in Illinois. This is not a huge restriction on the gravel industry, 
regardless of how much they claim otherwise. 
•             Many of these parcels are critical aquifer recharge zones. We are in a water crisis already. We cannot afford 
the greed-induced short sightedness of “progress” at any cost any longer. 
•             If the property is so valuable for gravel, then why didn’t they buy it themselves in the first place? 
•             When land is protected in a forest preserve, that property is not earning tax dollars. So they are in effect doing 
this on the backs of taxpayers who already paid for this property. 
•             Beverly Materials’ Zumbrunn said that evening, “Much of the land area in the state is being used by roads and 
buildings. There are cities and areas that are surrounded by people that you just can’t get in there and do anything 
with. A lot of forest preserve district land is some of the last tracts of land ...” I hope you are a fan of irony. Seems to 
me that’s EXACTLY why the property was preserved in the first place! 
•             We currently rank 49th out of 50 states for land preservation. There is no more room for compromise. We’ve 
compromised away over 99% of our natural areas already. It has to stop! 
•             Reclamation of gravel mines is not the same as land in its natural state. And that reclamation is not without 
costs and unforeseen problems as man tries to “put back” what he destroyed. (See prior point r.e. recharge zones.) 
•             This amendment to current law belongs at the state level. Why should taxpayers be forced into an expensive 
referendum situation when the question was already asked and answered? Did voters want the land protected? Yes.  
•             If we allow mining in conservation areas, what’s next? Should we harvest the trees for lumber? Strip the 
topsoil and auction it off? Rip out the native vegetation and hold a plant sale? Where does it end? This is a dangerous 
precedent that becomes more dangerous for the very reason that Zumbrunn stated – Forest Preserves hold our last 
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remnants of unspoiled land and natural resources. Does that mean we should sell off bits of them to the highest 
bidder?  
  
Thank you for your time and attention to this issue, for your willingness to listen to your constituents, and for your 
accessibility. It has not gone unnoticed. 
 
Best Wishes, 
 
  
  
  
Paula Lauer 
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Newspaper Articles 
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Bill SB2484 – Proposed Ban on Gravel Mining in Forest Preserves 
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Maps 
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