
Bridge Protection League – 1st Meeting – Wednesday September 2nd, Buffalo Creek Brewing 

Members in Attendance— 

Angie & Aaron Underwood (Residents & LG Historical Society) 
Ryan Messner (HDLGBA) 
Jesse Visocnik (Resident & HDLGBA) 
Dell & Liana Modder (LG Community Church) 
Ben Finch (Resident) 
Jesse DeSoto (HDLGBA) 
Craig LaPlante (Resident) 
Jeff Taylor (Resident & HDLGBA) 
Mike Marr (HDLGBA) 
Absent: 
John Marshall (Resident) 
Tony West (LG Community Church) 
Holly Oberider (LG Community Church) 
Ethel Robey-Berger (Resident & Montessori School of LG) 
John Kopecky (HDLGBA) 

Purpose—To create a representative group of residents and business owners who will identify possible 
solutions to reduce the frequency and severity of bridge accidents. The group shall include individuals 
knowledgeable with previous bridge hits, bridge maintenance, and bridge historical attributes. The 
group shall include individuals directly impacted by changes to bridge function and appearance. The 
group shall include some members of the Long Grove community at-large, not directly living or having 
prior experience with the bridge. The group shall be limited to a maximum of 15 regular primary 
members, though larger stakeholder groups may be appropriate. Progress reports and possible solutions 
shall be communicated regularly with Village President Bill Jacob, and members may need to be 
available for more in-depth meetings with Village staff and board members.   

Goal—Brainstorm Solutions 

Next Meeting – Wednesday September 9th, Historical Society Farmhouse Front Lawn (please bring a 
folding chair), 5pm 

Next Meeting Goal – Prioritize/Quantify Solutions and Recommend Short Term Action Items 

Meeting Notes: 

Incidents 

There have been four known incidents of Bridge hits since the reopening in August: 

1) 8/15 - School Bus – Church Side - Driver saw signs, disregarded them and didn’t know the 
height/weight of her vehicle.  

2) 8/19 - Medical Services Truck – Downtown Side – Missed signage, didn’t use center track. 
3) 8/24 - Delivery Truck with ladders – Downtown Side – didn’t know his vehicle height. 
4) 8/31 - U-Haul – Downtown Side – Went through at speed (30mph?), presumably missing or 

disregarding all signage, including the stop sign. 



We should start tracking these to measure progress as different measures are implemented. 

Obstructions 

Height obstructions/barriers built in advance of the bridge seem to be the surest way of eliminating 
bridge hits and to keep over-height vehicles from contacting the bridge. A re-settable steel obstruction 
that was incorporated into a rehab done to a Georgia covered bridge seems to be having success: 
https://www.ajc.com/news/local/cobb-covered-bridge-the-hits-keep-
coming/ZcIWoREE68UkhIyl8Ngz7J/ 

An obstruction on the church side of the bridge would have some impact on services to the three 
residences located on Schaeffer. This might necessitate making Schaeffer a two way so garbage and 
delivery vehicles could access Schaeffer from Route 53.  

An obstruction on the downtown side is more problematic. There is less physical room and the service 
impact more severe for the businesses and residents located near the bridge. 

An alternative to the physical obstruction is a virtual one, where a laser is tripped by an over-height 
vehicle that activates various sirens and lights to alert the vehicle to stop:  
https://www.tapconet.com/product/overheight-warning-system  
 A ballpark cost for such a system is $15K per side. 

It should be noted that the same solution would not have to be used on each side. For example, a 
physical obstruction could be used on the church side, and the laser height detection could be used on 
the downtown side. 

A softer form of obstruction is another option, such as the “headache bars” deployed on the bridge 
before the cover was erected. Consensus seemed to be that these were ineffective. 

Enforcement 

There was a suggestion that we dedicate a police office to the bridge for a few days to monitor/enforce 
the speeds, stops, and truck ban. This could also gather data about driver behavior that could help us 
improve warnings and signage. 

It was suggested that we deploy a temporary “your speed is“ sign to slow traffic coming in from the 
church side. A permanent “your speed” sign might be possible if this was effective. Local residents might 
be willing to chip in and try this themselves. 

The Village needs a permanent solution for video monitoring in a way that supports police enforcement. 

Anecdotes from the recent events suggest police are reluctant to write tickets. The Village should 
communicate a zero tolerance policy to officers regarding bridge incidents.  

Signage/Warnings 

A “Video Surveillance” sign was added a few years ago to the old bridge and noticeably effected truck 
behavior. This should be added back. 

https://www.ajc.com/news/local/cobb-covered-bridge-the-hits-keep-coming/ZcIWoREE68UkhIyl8Ngz7J/
https://www.ajc.com/news/local/cobb-covered-bridge-the-hits-keep-coming/ZcIWoREE68UkhIyl8Ngz7J/
https://www.tapconet.com/product/overheight-warning-system


There are too many signs and some of the signs are poorly worded. All signage on the bridge approach 
needs to be rethought and redesigned holistically. Too much signage and too much information is as 
problematic as not enough. 

Speed bumps were discussed as an alert mechanism. Apparently the village has previously said these are 
not possible because of snow plowing. Rumble strips (grooves cut in pavement) could be an effective 
alternative. 

Lighted, flashing, temporary signs (such as are used for road construction or to warn of impending road 
closures) could be put up now as a short term solution to warn drivers on both sides who approach the 
bridge. “Low clearance bridge ahead—trucks and busses prohibited” etc… Perhaps Lake County could 
assist with this?  

A red light camera for the stop sign was discussed to raise driver awareness. 

Make Maintenance Easier 

The wooden components of the cover that are frequently impacted should be redesigned so they are 
quick and easy to replace. For example in the old bridge, finish nails were used as fasteners as it 
improved the chances that a dislodged board could be reused. 

There was some discussion about making the impact area be steel instead of wood. Either by simply 
exposing the underlying steel, or by switching out some of the wood boards for steel.  

Other 

There may be grant money available for safety, specifically the FHWA. Perhaps Dan McConchie also.  

Lake County DOT John Nelson may be of some assistance with signage. 

We could contact Landmark Illinois or other historical preservation agencies– they may be able to point 
us to resources. 

There was discussion about getting Google and Waze to remove the road from their routing, either by 
getting them to designate it closed or local traffic only. 

Local bus companies should be contacted to alert bus drivers they cannot use the bridge. We know that 
they would use the old bridge occasionally. 

We discussed if there was a benefit in making the road one-way over the bridge, though consensus 
seemed to be that the impact of that was too severe. And it would only solve the issue from one side. 

We discussed raising the cover and the impact of that was deemed financially impractical. 

We should be gathering data about the type and frequency of incidents so we can monitor progress. 
And we should have a goal – perhaps no more than 4 cosmetic damage strikes per year? 


