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AVON TOWNSHIP – REGULAR BOARD MEETING  

AGENDA 

433 E Washington Street, Round Lake Park, IL 

 Tuesday, July14th, 2026 at 6:30pm  

I. Call to Order  
II. Pledge of Allegiance 
III. Roll Call  
IV. Reports 

A. Supervisor  
B. Clerk 
C. Assessor 
D. Highway Dept 

V. Old Business 
VI. New Business  

A. Approval of June 9th, 2026, Township Board Meeting Minutes                                                          
B. Approval of Monthly Bills as Presented  

1. Prepaid Bills 
2. Outstanding Bills                                                                                                                                                   

C. Discussion and Possible Action on landscaping contract with Uriostegui Group 
Company 

D. Discussion Only on the Vacation of Property Located at the Dead End of W Lake Ave, 
Round Lake (Whitewood Subdivision) 

E. Discussion and Possible Action on Norelius Avenue drainage and roadway 
improvements  

F. Discussion and Possible Action on Hainesville Road municipal acceptance form  
G. Discussion and Possible Action on Township shed 
H. Discussion and Possible Action to Approve addendums to the parking lot contract  
I. Public Comment- Public Comment shall be limited to 3 minutes per speaker 

VII. Member’s Remarks 
VIII. Executive Session  
IX. Action Following Executive Session   
X. Adjournment  
 

Avon Township is subject to the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990. Individuals with 
disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and who require certain accommodations in order to allow them to 
observe and/or participate in this meeting, or who have questions regarding the accessibility of the meeting of 
facilities, are asked to call the Township office prior to the meeting.  



Hold page for Micheles report 



 

 

Clerk’s Report 
July 14, 2026 

 

 

 

TOI Seminar on AI  
On July 9, 2026 

A seminar on AI and what is to come down the pike in the upcoming year was held on Thursday the 9th 
from 10am to 3pm. Supervisor Bauman and Assessor Brust were kind enough to allow fellow employees 
Bianca Arroyo (Supervisors office) and Ashley Grieman (Assessors office) participate. Cross-
department team building and shared learning like this was valuable, especially with the 
township website project ahead of us. Not only did we view the training from our 
department perspective in mind, but we also additionally viewed the session on how AI will 
impact the future new website. It was a very creative group of individuals, and I look 
forward to working with them in the future.  

 

Previous Classes/Training 

In attending a Townships of Illinois seminar information was discussed about web-site 
integration with documents. Legislation has requirements set for 2027, yet information 
has come to show that some of the documents uploading processes are running in the 
upper 5-digit numbers. TOI holds the opinion that there will be alterations to the current 
laws. 

Additional legislation about AI document retention is under consideration.  

 
• Handbook Notice: 2026 Laws and Duties Handbook is available through the TOI 

Resource Center to help guide proper local governance.  
 

https://www.toi.org/News/182/Dont-forget-to-order-the-new-2026-Laws-and-Duties-Handbook/news-detail/
https://www.toi.org/News/182/Dont-forget-to-order-the-new-2026-Laws-and-Duties-Handbook/news-detail/


 

 

 

• I have been working before and after regular office hours, as well as on weekends, to 
complete the 2026 property values. 

• During normal business hours, I have been training my employees in the assessment 
process, preparing for the work needed for the General Reassessment Year. 

• My employees have been working diligently to prepare the valuation data for my review and 
completion. 

• I want to publicly thank my employees for their hard work and professionalism. Since they 
joined the Assessor's Office in March 2026, I have received numerous verbal compliments 
regarding their services, knowledge, and dedication. 

 

• I am including an email Trustee Sloan sent to all of the Board Members, Supervisor, Bob 
Kula, and myself.  Below is my response to that email. 

Dear Fellow Board Members,             June 26, 2026 
 
I truly am disappointed that the  COW meeting was canceled. Canceling  took away  the 
chance to talk when the effects of the June 9  meeting were still raw. The June meeting  was 
truly a debacle. Some of you may feel that it was a success because the resolution passed, but 
had we communicated ahead of time, we could have done so much better. If a resolution goes 
out as a statement of the Avon Township Board, we should all have a part in it, not just a yeah 
or nay, but a hand in crafting it through  discussion and discourse, the kinds of conversations 
that make people grow and opens their minds. I would have loved to have had the chance to 
offer my opinion and hear yours. Furthermore, I would rather have heard your sincere thoughts 
than something drafted by AI. Because of the word opposed in the very beginning of the 
resolution,  I regret not abstaining.  I also felt that  it should have included more meaningful 
and detailed examples, some points truly specific to Avon Township. But at the moment I felt 
the pressure from the people and did see their point that our constituents  will live with the 
effects of the data center. Thus I voted yes. That is on me. One troubling part about the vote is 
that when the vote was originally called,  I was called first. Do you know that since this Board 
came into office, I have never been called first?  As it turned out the roll call was done over 
because we needed to have a discussion and that time I was called second. By then I was fully 
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rattled. But again I am responsible for my vote. What some of you are responsible for is forcing 
a vote and inciting commotion and drama. The whole plan made us vulnerable and look 
reactive instead of thoughtful.  I of course understand our vote is final. My stamp of approval is 
on it just like yours. Perhaps if some other big issue comes up we can work together ahead of 
time.  

 
There was another deeply disturbing aspect of the meeting: the erroneous talk of the Near-
Map episode. Before I go further, we need to all understand that there was never an invoice or 
contract presented to the Board. We never voted to pay the 28000 dollars. On May 12, we 
voted to pay unpaid bills. At the time of the May 12 meeting, a contract had still not been 
presented to the Board. The contract was sent to Anmarie on May 13.  Therefore, how can we 
call it an unpaid bill?  So you see, the  Near-Map question was not finished.  Clarification  was 
still  needed. Right here and now I want to shout from the roof tops to say, “Wanting the 
necessary paperwork and detailed information about a product requiring a line item in the 
budget, does not constitute bullying and is not unreasonable.”   In fact it is doing our jobs! 
After reviewing our meeting video, I see that I was the one who was mistreated. Another blow 
to me  was that even after I tried to stop Travis and he then blew up at me, Tracey nor Michele 
stopped him. Tracey took on leading the public comments, which  Michele should have done, 
but then abandoned being the leader and chose not to shut Travis down. Michele could have 
jumped in but did nothing.  This is the 3rd or 4th time I have seen Travis use public comment 
or the moderator role to berate a board member. Brushing his behavior under the table is not 
productive. We must set some boundaries regarding the public’s responsibilities and our 
expectation of decorum at the meetings. We must clear up who is in charge of keeping order 
at the meetings. We also must be transparent and  truthful about the rules. We must include 
the whole Board when deciding to bring something important to the meeting and we must 
not use the meetings as an opportunity to put someone down or point out a member’s flaws. 
Finally we must not let our friendships dictate what behavior is allowed at board meetings. We 
must do better.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Patty Sloan 
 

This was my response to her email: 

Trustee Sloan, 
 
Thank you for sharing your concerns, I'd like to take a moment to address each of them thoughtfully. 
 



 

 

Regarding the resolution, I want to clarify that it was not generated by AI. I wasn't sure where that 
impression came from and I’m interested in your perspective. I want to make sure we're all working 
from accurate information. 
 
I also want to gently address the ongoing concern about the Nearmap contract. The funds for that 
contract were already included within my approved budget, no additional money was taken or 
requested for that purpose. I made an internal reallocation within my existing budget to cover the 
expense, which falls within standard administrative practice. To my knowledge, the only additional 
appropriations I have requested were for a vehicle replacement, as my previous one had become 
unsafe, and to ensure fair and competitive compensation for my staff, including those pursuing or 
holding professional credentials. I want to be transparent about this, as I believe the repeated 
characterization of this situation as something improper is a misunderstanding I'd very much like to 
resolve. 
 
Finally, I'd like to share my understanding of how our respective roles are defined. It is my 
understanding that the board's responsibility is to approve the overall budget for my office. Once that 
approval is granted, the administration of my office, including contracts entered into within the scope 
of that approved budget, falls under my authority. When funds are appropriately budgeted, I have the 
discretion to allocate them in the way that best serves the operation of my office. 
 
I hope this brings some clarity, and I remain open to any further conversation. 
 
Respectfully, 
Assessor Brust 
 
To the Supervisor, Clerk, Board of Trustees, and any Constituents: 
 
I am requesting that the ongoing discussion regarding Nearmap, my office, and my employees come 
to an end. 
 
For the past several months, my office and staff have been subjected to repeated accusations and 
personal criticism during public meetings and on social media. 
 
It is inappropriate to single out my employees or make unsupported allegations about them. They are 
dedicated public servants who deserve to perform their duties without being subjected to 
harassment, personal attacks, or unfounded accusations. 



 

 

 
I welcome constructive questions and discussions about the operations of the Assessor's Office. 
However, I ask that concerns be raised respectfully and be based on accurate information. 
 
If any more false statements and personal attacks continue, I will be forced to consult with legal 
counsel to determine what options may be available to protect both myself, my employees and the 
integrity of my office. 











Reports 
Trustee Henning 7/14/26 
 
 
The Board was notified by the bookkeeper to look closely at the 
legal fees. Yes, we had some unexpected expenses, in the 
Assessor’s Office due to personal issues. But even taking those 
monies out of the equation, 52% of the yearly legal line-item budget 
has been spent on attorney fees. 
Looking ahead and looking at past spending expenditures, the 
board will most likely be asked to transfer $10,000.00. 
 
This is what is understood so far about spending after reviewing 
legal fees for the last 17 months; PTAB or Property Assessment 
Appeal Process, indicates that Supervisor Bauman spent $3,941.25 
on attorney fees! 
It is Important to note that PTAB does not fall under the job 
description of a Supervisor! 
 
I will be sharing information received from the assessor. (see next 
page). 
 
As explained by the Assessor, this expense $3,941.25 to the 
township was uncalled!  
This is one contributing reason why the attorney fees are at 52% 
spent . 
 
Respectively submitted, 
Lizbeth Henning  
 



Assessor’s Role and Purpose of Testimony During the Appeal Process 
 

Understanding Your Blue Assessment Notice 
Your Blue Assessment Notice shows your property's new assessed value. This value is used to calculate 
your property taxes for the following tax year. 
 
If you believe your assessment is incorrect, you have the right to file an appeal your assessment. NOT YOUR 
TAXES!! 
 
Before filing a formal appeal, property owners are encouraged to contact their local Township Assessor’s 
Office. Many questions or possible errors can be explained or corrected without going through the appeal 
process. 
The two most common types of appeals are: 

• Factual Error – The property record contains incorrect information, such as the square footage, lot 
size, number of bathrooms, or improvements made to the property. 

• Vacancy – Applies to certain qualifying income-producing commercial properties. 
 
Common Reasons Property Owners Appeal 
A property owner may appeal an assessment if they believe: 

• The property is overassessed. The assessed value is higher than the property's fair market value. 
• The assessment is unequal. Similar properties in the same area are assessed at lower values without 

a valid reason. 
• The property information is incorrect. The assessment contains inaccurate details about the property. 
• An exemption was denied or applied incorrectly. 
• They disagree with a Board of Review decision. If a property owner is not satisfied with the Board of 

Review’s decision, they may have the right to appeal to the Illinois Property Tax Appeal Board (PTAB). 
 
The Assessor’s Role During an Appeal 
As Township Assessor, my role is to present evidence supporting the current assessment and explain how 
the assessed value was determined. 
My testimony will focus on: 

• The basis for the assessment – Explaining the information and methods used to determine the 
property's value. 

• The valuation process – Showing that the assessment was completed using accepted appraisal and 
assessment practices. 

• The property’s characteristics and market information – Explaining how the property’s features and 
available market data support the assessed value. 



The purpose of my testimony is to demonstrate that the assessment is based on reliable information, 
recognized valuation methods, and applicable assessment standards. 
 
Who Represents the Assessment? NOT the Township Supervisor 
The Township Supervisor does not participate in the property assessment appeal process. 
Although the Township is a taxing body, the Township Supervisor does not: 

• determine property assessments, 
• represent the assessment before the Board of Review, or 
• represent the assessment before the Illinois Property Tax Appeal Board (PTAB). 

The Township Assessor’s Office is responsibility for defending an assessment.  The Assessor presents 
evidence, 
explaining the valuation methods used and provides testimony supporting the assessment. 
 
How the Property Value Was Determined 
The assessment is based on accepted valuation methods. Depending on the type of property and available 
information, one or more of the following approaches may be used: 

• Sales Comparison Approach 
This approach compares the property to similar properties that have recently sold. 
Adjustments may be made for differences such as size, condition, location, features, and improvements. 

• Cost Approach 
This approach estimates the value of the land plus the cost to replace improvements, adjusted for 
depreciation when applicable. 

• Income Approach (Commercial) 
This approach is generally used for income-producing properties and considers the property's ability to 
generate income. 
 
The assessment is based on documented information and recognized valuation practices—not speculation or 
unsupported assumptions. 
 
Evidence Used to Support an Assessment 
The Assessor may provide evidence including: 
Property Information 

• Property size 
• Improvements 
• Condition 
• Other relevant characteristics 

Assessment Records and Valuation Documents 
• Calculations used to determine the assessment 



• Adjustments made during the valuation process 
Market Data and Comparable Properties 

• Sales information 
• Comparable properties 
• Market trends and other supporting information 

Valuation Standards 
• Evidence that accepted assessment and appraisal practices were followed 

 
Intervenor Participation 
An intervenor may participate when a property owner requests a reduction of $100,000 or more in assessed 
value. An intervenor may provide legal arguments regarding procedures or the burden of proof, additional 
valuation information, and expert analysis or supplemental market data. 
 
Conclusion of Testimony 
Based on the evidence presented and the valuation methods used, my testimony will support that the 
assessed value is reasonable and supported by evidence, the valuation methods were properly applied, and 
there is not sufficient evidence to justify reducing, overturning, or significantly changing the assessment. 
 



AVON TOWNSHIP 
Regular Board Meeting — Minutes 

433 E Washington Street, Round Lake Park, IL 
Tuesday, June 9, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
Supervisor Michelle Bauman called the Regular Meeting of the Avon Township Board to order at 6:30 p.m. 

II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Trustee Henning led those present in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

III. ROLL CALL 
Clerk Repa called the roll: 

● Supervisor Michelle Bauman — Present 
● Trustee Arroyo — Present 
● Trustee Henning — Present 
● Trustee Nieder — Present 
● Trustee Sloan — Present 

A quorum was established. All members of the Board were in attendance. 

Also present: Assessor Brust, Clerk Repa, and Township Attorney Mark Walker with Ancel Glink.  

IV. PUBLIC COMMENT 
Supervisor Bauman opened the floor to public comment, reminding speakers that comments are limited to three 
minutes per person and that the Board would listen but not respond directly during the comment period. A large 
number of residents addressed the Board, primarily regarding two matters: the Township's Nearmap aerial-imagery 
contract with the Assessor's office, and the proposed T5 data center development in the Village of Grayslake. 
Speakers, in order, were: 

• Travis Haley — Trustee of the Round Lake Area Library, where he reviews agenda items fully 
before voting; he criticized members of the board for having voted to approve the Nearmap 
contract earlier in the year without having all their concerns addressed. Nearmap’s repeated 
return to the agenda was unwarranted. He directed personal criticism at Trustee Sloan and 
Supervisor Bauman, characterizing their questioning of the Assessor as bullying. He also thanked 
Trustees Henning and Nieder and the Clerk Repa for addressing an inverted pride flag that had 
reportedly been displayed incorrectly for several days. 

• Patti Pascale — Raised concerns about the proposed data center's noise, light pollution, water consumption, 
 and electricity costs and requested that the project be paused for review. 

• Myrna Roldan, Chief Deputy Assessor — Nearmap improves accuracy, strengthens taxpayer equity,  reduce 
unnecessary field visits, and provides clear visual records and support transparency during appeals. It is a 
tool that protects taxpayers and helps us fulfill our statutory duties. Her concern about T5 is not about 
opposing technology. It's about addressing legitimate questions that residents have raised about 
environmental impact, water and energy demand, and whether the approval process fully informed the 
public. 



● Paul Cochran — Grayslake resident; spoke in opposition to the data center and encouraged residents to 
seek legal counsel to challenge the project. 

● Gabby Johnson — Grayslake resident; thanked the Township for its responsiveness and spoke in 
opposition to the T5 data center, requesting that Avon Township use its regional relationships to urge a 
moratorium. 

● Doug Kearney — Clarified prior public comment regarding the dollar amount discussed in connection with 
the Nearmap contract, raised questions about Board oversight of the contract process, described how the 
Nearmap service functions, and noted that Avon Township has no regulatory authority over the Village of 
Grayslake. 

● Jackie Mutter — Law student and Grayslake native; spoke regarding environmental and legal concerns 
associated with the proposed data center. 

● Hal Sloan — Noted that jurisdiction over the proposed data center rests with the Village of Grayslake and 
Fremont Township rather than Avon Township, discussed potential revenue benefits to Grayslake schools, 
and asked that public comment remain professional and courteous. 

● Maria Ruby — Spoke to the educational, economic, and inequity considerations raised by the proposed 
data center and its potential community-wide impacts. 

● Amy Frick — Grayslake resident and local beekeeper; thanked board for allowing time on the agenda for 
public comment. I'm a beekeeper in Lake County and as beekeepers we're a little concerned. The earth has 
four years if bees die, so we have four years. These data centers have an insane impact on water and the 
humming that these centers put out, and bees don't like the sound. It disrupts them, and that’s a big concern. 
The potential environmental impacts of the data center on bee populations is serious. 

● Floyde Rodgers — Asked a clarifying question regarding the type of data the proposed facility would store. 
● Paul Cochran — Spoke a second time regarding the broader impact of AI and data center development on 

employment and property taxes. 
● Doug Kearney --- Asked whether the Board could take a symbolic public stance opposing the data center 

given the Township's lack of jurisdiction; it was noted that residents may pursue relief through applicable 
ordinances at the entities with jurisdiction. 

V. REPORTS 
Motion: Trustee Henning moved to open the Reports; seconded by Trustee Arroyo. 

A. Supervisor 
Supervisor Bauman did not give a report. 

B. Clerk 
The Clerk's report was submitted in writing as part of the Board packet in advance of the meeting. 

C. Assessor 
The Assessor's report was submitted in writing as part of the Board packet in advance of the meeting. 

D. Highway Dept. 
The Highway Department's report was submitted in writing as part of the Board packet in advance of the meeting. 

Trustee Henning offered a report: while reviewing bills in the Board packet, she identified charges related to a fire 
inspection of the Township building. The inspection identified several violations, including blocked hallways/exits, 
combustible items stored up to the ceiling in storage areas, and a water heater temperature reading of 132 degrees 
(below the required 120-degree standard). Trustee Henning requested that the Board receive a copy of the final 
report once the Fire Marshal completes a follow-up inspection and clears the building. Supervisor Bauman 
confirmed that the final inspection is still pending and that a report would be shared with the Board once received. 
Trustee Henning’s report has been added to the Regular Board meeting packet. 



Roll Call Vote: Trustee Arroyo – Aye; Trustee Henning – Aye; Trustee Nieder – Aye; Trustee Sloan – Aye; 
Supervisor Bauman – Aye. Motion carried, 5–0. The Reports were accepted as presented. 

VI. OLD BUSINESS 
None. 

VII. NEW BUSINESS 
A. Approval of the May 12, 2026 Regular Township Board Meeting Minutes 
Motion: Moved by Trustee Arroyo; seconded by Trustee Nieder. 

Roll Call Vote: Trustee Nieder – Aye; Trustee Henning – Aye; Trustee Sloan – Aye; Trustee Arroyo – Aye; 
Supervisor Bauman – Aye. Motion carried, 5–0. The May 12, 2026, minutes were approved as presented. 

B. Approval of Monthly Bills as Presented (Prepaid Bills and Outstanding Bills) 
Motion: Moved by Trustee Sloan; seconded by Trustee Arroyo. 

Roll Call Vote: Trustee Sloan – Aye; Trustee Arroyo – Aye; Trustee Henning – Aye; Trustee Nieder – Aye; 
Supervisor Bauman – Aye. Motion carried, 5–0. The prepaid and outstanding bills were approved as 
presented. 

C. Discussion and Possible Action Regarding the Nearmap Contract 
Motion: Moved by Trustee Nieder moved to open discussion; seconded by Trustee Arroyo. 

Supervisor Bauman read a statement into the record regarding the history of the Nearmap contract. She stated that 
when the Assessor originally entered into the contract, it was for a four-year term, and that the Board had not, at that 
time, seen a copy of the contract or approved a multi-year commitment of that amount. She stated that at last 
month's meeting the Board had been told a copy of the contract was provided to the Finance Director, but that in 
subsequent conversation with the Finance Director she learned the contract had not, been provided as reported, and 
that follow-up questions had gone unanswered. Supervisor Bauman stated that, going forward, any contract or 
service commitment exceeding a previously appropriated amount must be approved by the Board before 
execution, or the Township may have no legal obligation to fulfill it. She stated that no Board action was necessary 
on this item and that the purpose of raising it was informational, so that all Board members had the same 
information. 

Trustee Henning stated that the Assessor's office had been open and cooperative with the Board regarding Nearmap, 
and commended Trustee Sloan for personally reviewing the program. She stated that, in her view, bringing the 
Nearmap contract back to the agenda for a third time was unnecessary given the prior discussion and could be 
perceived as targeting the Assessor's office. 

Supervisor Bauman responded that all Township meetings are recorded on video for transparency and encouraged 
residents to review the recordings and reiterated that her concern was that the Board had voted to approve the 
contract before ever having reviewed the written contract itself. 

No motion for action was made. Per Supervisor Bauman's statement, no Board action was required on this item. 

D. Discussion Only on the Vacation of Property Located at the Dead End of W Lake Ave, Round Lake 
(Whitewood Subdivision) (Vacant land, not Vacation property). 
This item was tabled, as Highway Commissioner Bob Kula was not in attendance. Trustees Henning and Sloan 
sought clarification on the agenda language, questioning whether the item involved a formal vacation property; 
Supervisor Bauman clarified that the property is vacant land. No discussion or action was taken. 

E. Discussion and Possible Action to Approve Costs for a Plat of Survey for the Avon Township Center 
Supervisor Bauman reported that the Township is in the process of obtaining a plat of survey in connection with a 
proposed shed project, as the most recent survey on file dates to 2002. She stated that she is coordinating with the 
Round Lake Park building inspector, who has approved the shed in concept but requires additional paperwork before 



the project can proceed. One estimate for the survey has been received, in the amount of $5,500; the Township is 
seeking additional estimates before proceeding. This item was carried over to next month's meeting pending receipt 
of additional cost estimates. No motion or vote was taken. 

F. Discussion and Possible Action to Approve Landscaping Contract with Uriostegui Group Co. 
Trustee Sloan reported that she had met with Joel Uriostegui of Uriostegui Group Co. to walk the grounds around 
the Township building and discuss areas of interest, including new plantings near the flagpole; Joel provided an AI-
generated rendering of the proposed flagpole landscaping for the Board's reference. Uriostegui Group Co. proposed 
a three-phase scope of work — cleanup, mulching, and ongoing basic landscaping maintenance — for a total cost of 
$2,660. Trustee Sloan noted that, due to expected rain and the time-sensitive nature of the cleanup and mulch work, 
the contractor was authorized to begin that portion of the work the same day after she confirmed informally with 
each Board member; further details of the maintenance scope will be discussed at a future Committee of the Whole 
("COW") meeting. Trustee Henning complimented the flowers already planted at the front of the building. 

Motion: Trustee Sloan moved to approve all three phases of the landscaping contract in the amount of $2,660; 
seconded by Trustee Nieder. 

Roll Call Vote: Trustee Arroyo – Aye; Trustee Henning – Aye; Trustee Nieder – Aye; Trustee Sloan – Aye; 
Supervisor Bauman – Aye. Motion carried, 5–0. 

G. Discussion and Possible Action to Approve Resolution RS 2026-0609-001 Expressing Opposition to the 
Proposed T5 Data Center Development in the Village of Grayslake 
Motion: Trustee Henning moved to open discussion; seconded by Trustee Arroyo. 

Trustee Henning and Trustee Neider read Resolution RS 2026-0609-001 into the record in its entirety. The 
resolution states that Avon Township is committed to protecting the health, safety, welfare, and environmental 
resources of its residents; that the proposed T5 data center represents a large-scale industrial development with the 
potential to significantly affect neighboring communities, including Avon Township, through increased demand on 
electrical and water infrastructure, increased traffic and construction impacts, and noise from mechanical equipment 
and backup generators; and that regional development of this scale should account for its cumulative impact on 
neighboring jurisdictions. The resolution formally expresses the Township's opposition to the proposed 
development; urges the Village of Grayslake, the Lake County Board, and other applicable regulatory and reviewing 
authorities to fully evaluate the project's impacts on energy, water, traffic, noise, environmental quality, public 
infrastructure, and community character; requests a comprehensive environmental, traffic, utility, and economic 
impact analysis with meaningful opportunities for public participation; and directs the Township Supervisor to 
transmit copies of the resolution to the Grayslake Village Board, the Lake County Board Chairman and members, 
the Lake County Planning, Building and Development Department, state legislators representing the area, and other 
involved governmental agencies. The resolution is effective immediately upon passage. 

Prior to the vote, Supervisor Bauman read an extended statement into the record. She thanked residents for 
participating and stated that their concerns had been heard. She clarified that the proposed T5 project is located 
within the Village of Grayslake and Fremont Township — not Avon Township — and that Avon Township has no 
zoning, permitting, or regulatory authority over the project and cannot approve or deny it. She stated for the record 
that she first learned of the proposed resolution on the afternoon of June 6, 2026, via email, and was not consulted or 
given an opportunity to provide input before it was placed on the agenda. She noted that, because Township agendas 
must be posted at least 48 hours in advance of a meeting, she did not have sufficient time after June 6 to prepare and 
formally submit an alternative resolution for this meeting's agenda. She stated that she had nonetheless drafted an 
alternative resolution — focused on transparency, accurate public information, and continued community 
engagement, rather than a stated position of opposition — and clarified that her alternative resolution was not before 
the Board for action. With the Board's and Attorney Walker's confirmation that reading it into the record would not 
constitute Board action, Supervisor Bauman read her alternative resolution aloud in full and made copies available 
to those present. Her draft acknowledged residents' concerns as legitimate, stated that Avon Township does not have 
permitting or zoning authority over the project, and called for continued public release of objective information from 
involved government agencies and utility providers regarding infrastructure, water usage, energy demand, 
environmental monitoring, traffic, noise mitigation, and emergency preparedness, along with ongoing opportunities 
for public engagement; it specified that it was not intended to expand the Township's regulatory authority nor to be 
read as either an endorsement or opposition to the project itself. 

















































ESTIMATE
URIOSTEGUI GROUP COMPANY
39250 Castleford Ln
Beach Park, IL 60083

uriosteguijoel@yahoo.com
+1 (214) 991-4729

Bill to

Avon Township
433 E Washington Street
Round Lake Park, Illinois
60073

Ship to

Avon Township
433 E Washington Street
Round Lake Park, Illinois
60073

Estimate details

Estimate no.: 1018
Estimate date: 06/19/2026
Expiration date: 06/18/2027

# Date Product or service Description Qty Rate Amount

1. Sales Project 1: Installation of flowers
Location: Front of property, flagpole
area
UGC will remove sod and create a 5-
foot diameter around the flagpole.
UGC will provide and install
appropriate soil amendments to
prepare the landscape bed for new
plantings.
UGC will provide and install Premium
Mulch 3" thick in landscape bed.
UGC will provide and install 16-1 gal.
Walker's Low, 12-1 gal. white
coneflowers, and 12-1 gal. red
coneflowers around the flagpole.

$2,500.00

2. Sales Project 2: Installation of hostas
Location: Front of building
UGC will remove existing plant material.
UGC will provide and install
appropriate soil amendments to
prepare the landscape bed for new
plantings.
UGC will provide and install 50-1 gal.
Hostas (mix of 'Guacamole' Hosta,
'Patriot' Hosta, 'Halycyon' Hosta,
'Frances Williams' Hosta, and 'June'
Hosta).

$2,900.00

3. Sales Project: Fertilizer Application
Location: All landscape beds around
the building
UGC will provide and apply granular

$400.00

mailto:uriosteguijoel@yahoo.com
tel:2149914729


fertilizer to all shrubs and flowering
plants to supply essential nutrients and
promote growth.

Note to customer
Please note: All renderings are conceptual illustrations intended to
show the landscape at maturity. Plant material installed will not be
fully mature and may differ in size, shape, and appearance from
what is depicted in the rendering.

Client is responsible for watering newly installed plant material to
ensure proper root establishment and growth.

Total $5,800.00

Expiry
date

06/18/2027

Accepted date Accepted by
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Note: Item was dropped from agenda due to Bob Kula not being available for the meeting. To be 
included in next meeting agenda.  

 

AVON TOWNSHIP HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT AGENDA ITEMS 
FOR THE JUNE 9, 2026, BOARD MEETING 

DUE:   
6/3/2026 

 

1. VACATING PROPERTY AT THE DEAD END OF W LAKE AVE, ROUND LAKE, IN 
WHITEWOOD SUBDIVISION (DISCUSSION ONLY) 
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Hold page for F 

Discussion and Possible Action on Hainesville Road municipal acceptance form  
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