AGENDA
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
April 10, 2018 - 7:30pm

CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Len Prejna

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG:

ROLL CALL: MIKE CANNON, NICK BUDMATS, LAURA MAJIKES, JOE GALLO, ROBERT BANGER,
JR., JOHN D’ASTICE, TIM VEENBAAS
MOTION TO APPROVE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES OF THE MARCH 20, 2018
COMMITTEE-OF-THE-WHOLE MEETING AND THE MARCH 27, 2018 COUNCIL
MEETING

MOTION TO DEVIATE:
NEXT ORDINANCE NO. 18-14
NEXT RESOLUTION NO. 18-R-30
MAYOR’S REPORT:

WARD REPORTS:

MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR 20 MINUTES:

PENDING:
A) Ordinance No. 18-14 - Approve Sign Variances for Billboard Sign at 3975 Algonquin Road
(2nd Reading)
B) Ordinance No. 18-15 - Approve Application for an A2 Liquor License for Rep’s Place, Sports,
Burgers & Beers, located at 3200 Kirchoff Road (2nd Reading)
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CONSENT ORDINANCES:
C) Ordinance No. 18-____ Amend Code for Video Gaming (1st Reading)
D) Ordinance No. 18-____ Amend Code for Natural Gas Tax (1st Reading)
E) Ordinance No. 18-____ Amend Zoning Code for Side Yard Setbacks (1st Reading)
F) Ordinance No. 18-____ Amend Code for Restaurant Incentive (1st Reading)

NEW BUSINESS:
G) MOTION TO APPROVE PAYMENT OF BILLS ON WARRANT 4/10/18

CONSENT RESOLUTION:
H) Resolution No. 18-R-30 – Approve Local Public Agency Agreement for Federal Participation
with Illinois Department of Transportation for Proposed Euclid
Avenue (Rohlwing Road to Salt Creek) Bikepath Project
(Construction and Construction Engineering Costs)
I) Resolution No. 18-R-31 – Award Contract for Construction Engineering Services for Euclid
Avenue Bike Path Project
J) Resolution No. 18-R-32 – Approve Change Order #1 (Consolidated and Final) for the
Construction of Squibb Avenue Extension and
Reconstruction/Widening
K) Resolution No. 18-R-33 – Approve Release of Closed Session Minutes and Tapes

OTHER BUSINESS & REPORTS:
Mayor's Appointments:
Mayor's Proclamations:
City Clerk's Report:
City Staff Reports:

1) Arbor Day – Tree City USA

1) Community Items of Interest
2) Presentation of the April 17th Committee-of-the-Whole
Agenda
3) Business & Community Showcase
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MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA:

CLOSED SESSION:
1) Union Negotiations – AFSCME – 5 ILCS 120/2 (c) (2) of the Illinois Open Meetings Act
2) Union Negotiations – LOCAL 150 – 5 ILCS 120/2 (c) (2) of the Illinois Open Meetings Act

ADJOURNMENT:
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Mayor Prejna called the meeting to order at 7:30 pm.
COUNCIL IN ATTENDANCE: Aldermen Mike Cannon, Nick Budmats, Laura Majikes, Joe
Gallo; Robert Banger, Jr., John D’Astice
COUNCIL ABSENT: Tim Veenbaas
STAFF IN ATTENDANCE: City Manager Barry Krumstok, Deputy City Clerk Ginny
Cotugno, Assistant to the City Manager Lori Ciezak, Finance Director Melissa Gallagher,
Police Chief John Nowacki, Public Works Director Fred Vogt, Assistant Public Works
Director Rob Horne, Business Advocate Martha Corner, and City Attorney Jim Macholl

1) Community Portal
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Krumstok, we’re starting out with the Community Portal.
Mr. Krumstok: Sure thing. I’m going to do a very, very brief introduction and actually Don
Wenzel and Justin if he comes out of videotaping he’s actually going to be around too, but also
Mitch from our GIS Consortium is going to go through the Community Portal and the Map Office a
little bit, but it’s been some time since you’ve actually seen this and obviously residents at home
have seen this, but staff we’ve been really using a lot more. We’ve been adding more. Obviously
Alderman D’Astice and Alderman Majikes knows that we did a very small demonstration of one of
the sites on this for vacant property or property for sale and Mitch is going to go over that too, but
keeping it very brief here’s Mitch and obviously Don and Justin is around.
Mitch Greenan: Thank you all for having me. My name is Mitch Greenan. As Barry mentioned
I’m the GIS Specialist for the City. I’m an employee of MGP. Rolling Meadows is a member of
the GIS Consortium which is made up of 34 different communities throughout this area. Tonight I
want to give a brief introduction to what GIS is, my role for the City, and then give several
demonstrations on projects I’m involved in as well as demoing the Community Portal as Barry
mentioned. Just kind of starting off overall what is GIS? GIS stands for Geographic Information
Systems so overall the City of Rolling Meadows has a lot of data so it’s essentially my job to pull it
all into one location and then visualize it to help staff make important decisions quicker. So tonight
I’d like to briefly demonstrate that like I mentioned and then also make sure that it’s communicated
to all of you. The GIS resources that are available and that you have access to as City officials, and
then also what residents have access to in order to learn more about where they live. So as I
mentioned the City has a lot of data they manage and thankfully there is one common denominator
to property in the City and that’s the address. So the first product that I’d like to demonstrate
tonight is Community Portal which is an address based public and private application that allows for
staff to visualize data quicker and then it allows residents to learn more about where they live. So
for where this is located I just want to kind of start off as if I was a resident in Rolling Meadows. If
I’m on the homepage below quick links, I can scroll down and I can see a box here that says
Community Portal. So what I can do is I can type in any address in the City, so let’s say I live at
2612 Rohlwing Road, I can enter that and hit go and as you can see information will come up here
that’s specific to that address that I typed in. So in here you have access to information that’s
coming from a lot of different sources. So the first one is PIN number. This is also attached to the
Cook County Tax Information so it’s essentially a quicker way to get all of this information. So in
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addition to that County information, there’s local information so let’s say I want to know when my
garbage comes. You can see it comes on a Wednesday. Same with recycling and there’s contact
information in case that does not come. So in addition to this information there’s tabs on the top
specific to the information that is in here. So moving through there’s information on the
Government Representatives specific to what the address is that you type in. As you can see here,
this is great timing, if you want to know where you can vote it will say what precinct you’re in and
then actually your polling location for where you vote and then kind of moving toward State and
County and National information, local officials so you can know what Ward you’re in, your
Alderman is and then get more information on how to contact people in your Ward, your Alderman,
and then moving on your County Officials, State Officials, and US Officials. So the good thing
about this is this is all a direct connection to this information so it’s not something that we have to
continually maintain and it is specific to the address that you type in. So just kind of moving
through this, let’s say you want to get more information on zoning in your area, so if you’re putting
in a fencing there’s setback information. So all this information will be in here and all this will be
specific to the zone you are in and then if you have any questions it has contact information at the
bottom for who you can contact at the City and then moving forward this is all tabular based,
however, there is a mapping component to this, so for example like I mentioned earlier let’s say you
want to know, you know when your garbage comes, but you talked to your neighbor across the
street and they said well mine comes on Monday. Well you can actually use this to see, oh, well
that’s because this side of the street your garbage does come on Monday, but on your side of the
street it comes on Wednesday. So that’s just a quick way to get that information. So in addition to
this there’s also something called the property tax breakdown so what this is, is this is connecting to
the tax roll information specific to the address you put in and it will essentially give you a snapshot
of where your tax dollars go depending on where you live. So as you can see here you can see how
this breaks down so this goes to the School District, this goes to the Township, and then this goes to
the City and then if you keep scrolling down there’s a tax bar chart that has another way to visual
this data just by how it goes through for different municipalities. So overall this is the information
specific to if you’re a resident. This is all public information, but something you have the ability to
do is if you, this is all through your credentials as City employees, so what you can do is you can hit
the login button up in the right hand corner and when you do that you will see new tabs up here and
you can see there now a fire incident, police incident, rental information, and utility billing. So
essentially what this is doing is this is tying into different systems that we have in our City. So
these fire, if you click fire incidents that will connect to our Firehouse database. Same with police
incidents, rental information, and billing information. So if you are a police officer and you’re out
patrolling you can get information specific to the address just by putting this information in and
eventually what I’ll do is we want this to be a resource for all the different departments so they have
all this data, but they can then just have all this information to either provide to the residents or to
look up information quicker. Because before Community Portal is was, there’s a lot of
communication that had to happen to get answers that this can get a lot quicker so I think that’s kind
of how where GIS is valuable. Like conceptually overall and then with this product as well. So
that’s essentially a quick overview of Community Portal, where it is, how you can access it and we
can get to questions later. I just want to give a couple other examples of other projects that I have
been working on for the City. So going back, I’ll go to the website, so on the City of Rolling
Meadows website below, or above Community Portal there is a tab called interactive maps. So
these are also maps that are available to residents and what you can do is you can click on any of
these that you’re interested in. So Barry mentioned earlier there is an available properties map that
I’ve created and this can be used to see available properties throughout the City. So you can see
there’s a map on the right and then on the left all the available properties for office, for retail, and
then for industrial and then as an example you can click on one of these, you can click on it to get
more information, you get like a brief overview of information, and then if you actually want to go
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to the pamphlet itself you can do that. So it’s just a one stop shop for getting this information a little
bit quicker vs. having to go through clicking through the website or clicking through somewhere
externally and it’s something that we’ve developed an internal process to make sure this is updated
and that its available. So in addition to this I’ve also created a Ward Boundary Map, as I
mentioned, in the Community Portal you can search your address to see who your Alderman is to
know what Ward you’re in, but this is just like a quick way to have this information or even if you
want to create your own map. You can just print this out in a pamphlet and have access to this. So
in addition to this we also have our interactive bike path map so I guess this is just an example of
how we can take all the data we have in the City and just visualize it for things that are most
important for residents in the City. I think the best part of GIS is its continually growing and that
we’re continually building for what’s most important for us, what’s most important to residents.
And the last thing that I wanted to demo was this is another public facing application that is for
residents that will be rolled out soon is our community events map, so essentially what this has is
this has all the events that are happening this year and what you can do is you can just go okay I
want to know what’s going on in May, alright, this is the City Market that’s going on and then it’s
just a brief way to get all this information and then we can tie this and we can update this to the City
Website itself and anything that we send out for residents to know what’s going on in the City. Just
a little bit easier for them to access. So that is all that I have for demonstrations. I would like to use
the rest of the time for any questions that you might have or if there’s anything that I missed, Barry
or Don, that you’d like to cover, but thank you.
Don Wenzel: I would just like to add that on a monthly basis we find this product to be the GIS, to
be something City-wide to be used by all of our employees, not just Public Works, not just
Community Development and on a monthly basis we hold a monthly GIS planning meeting in
which we have representatives from all Departments. They bring their ideas, what their needs are.
We started three years ago when MGP came on board. We put together a 5-year plan and with that
5-year plan we had a number of projects. The biggest project that we have going on right now is the
integration with the ERP and so getting all the addresses, you couldn’t even imagine how many
different databases there are in the City, but they have every database has the address and the same
format and it is a big task and Mitch has been working on that and as we move forward he’ll
continue to work on that to make sure that everything matches. We also then as we have these
projects, then we have stakeholder meetings and the stakeholders would be if it was the Police
Department project it would be Mitch and myself or Rob Horne, and then members of the Police
Department and would go through what their needs are and how we can accomplish those needs.
So with that being said, we are open to any questions and if there’s any further you would like
assistance navigating through it, we are available to be able to help you with it. We believe that this
is a great tool. It certainly has cut down on the amount of phone calls that we’ve gotten at Public
Works since we rolled it out for people calling about their garbage collection day, what Ward am I
in, etc. So I’m sure not only at Public Works, but at the front desk here, but this is a great tool for
you that if you got a call from your constituents you can either direct them to it or you can quickly
answer their questions.
Mr. Krumstok: The one other thing that I just want to stress, and this goes back into a lot of the
stuff that staff has that obviously residents can’t see at this point in time, but we’ve taken a lot of
paper, specifically if you look at our water, sewer, and a bunch of different things, it’s all accessible
now so for the last few years a lot of those watermain breaks are now part of it so now staff can
look and see where those breaks were and evaluate it. The other thing with Rob Horne in the back
room, just making sure that he’s paying attention, we actually utilize it for some of our construction
projects, but also for our Capital Improvement Program. And that’s actually something that we do a
lot of utilizing the GIS, but also graphing how we’re doing some of our projects. So a lot more
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integration continues going on with all the different pieces, but at the same point in time we
continue making more layers of information that we’re utilizing and if you ever see Public Works
with one of their computers, sometimes they’re taking some of that information, inputting it
immediately so then it populates into the information that we’re actually utilizing. And again, we do
a lot of work now with the ERP making sure that handshake is going on so that when ERP goes live
a lot of this is also tied with every other piece that we have.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. I have just a couple comments before we ask for, I just think this is really
great. I can remember being with a Citizen’s Public Works Academy and I usually try to spend a
day like in the summer with different departments when this was just really exciting to go see a
watermain and that was the only thing you saw on the computer and I remember Don saying it’s
going to get better, it’s going to get better, because I could see my house and there’s the watermain
and there’s the sewer, so kudos from where you’ve come so far so I think it’s great. Are there any
questions for clarification? Ms. Majikes.
Alderman Majikes: Thank you. I think this is wonderful besides for the current residents and the
information, but for future new residents that come in and have so many questions. Just curious, do
we track at all like how often people are looking at it. Do you have any idea of how many residents
look at it? Do we track that in anyway?
Mr. Greenan: Yeah, we can have the number. We can’t have specifically who is…..
Alderman Majikes: Yeah, but we know people are using it.
Mr. Greenan: Exactly and we have different pages like I mentioned so we can see how many pages
are getting how many hits, so we can get a good idea, because that’s the most important part, right.
We can build whatever we want but if we can’t get it out to the residents, that’s what’s most
important for the development of it.
Alderman Majikes: Wonderful, thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Any other questions for clarification? Okay, is there any discussion on this?
Mr. Wenzel: Thank you for allowing us to update you. You may see us again in a couple of months
when the Capital Projects Map, we’re working on that now, but when we get the Capital
Improvement Project Map put together and after the Capital Improvements Committee sees it, we’d
like to bring it back to you and show you how you can access data on that also, because with the
Street Program and Sidewalk Programs and Watermain Projects, and so on it would be nice to know
what’s taking place in your Ward and who it’s going to be affecting. Thank you again.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you.

2) Restaurant Incentive
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Krumstok, I guess you’re going to lead off the Restaurant Incentive?
Mr. Krumstok: I’m going to do a very brief introduction and then I’m going to, well it’s all in the
packet, if Alderman D’Astice wants to make any additional comments, but again this was bought up
by Alderman D’Astice originally to the City Council. It was given to the Economic Development
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Committee and then for five different meetings, November, December, January, February and
March we worked on this and it is a Restaurant Incentive Program for the entire City. When you
look at some of the information there’s really two parts. There’s one part that looks like the
PowerPoint. That’s the discussion about how the program works and then the last three pages are
really a signup if someone wants to participate and that’s the draft item that you see and mostly the
information that would be provided to the City is really stuff that banks are asking for and some
additional as we evaluate part of it. It’s really at this point in time before the City Council for
discussion, feedback, so if there’s any additional information that needs to be done, then we’re
asking for a straw vote if you’d like to proceed because now there would have to be some legal
wordsmithing by City Attorney Jim Macholl. And then the final part is if we are putting this into an
ordinance one thing that the Economic Development Committee really didn’t talk about and that’s
really Council direction if you want to proceed this way is a time limit. Do you want to have a time
limit? Do you not want to have a time limit? I go back into a little history with the D-Plan that we
did have a time limit and again this is just a Restaurant Incentive Program for different
opportunities. I would stress when we did talk about this at Economic Development Committee we
would budget for it because obviously a business has to be in place for a period of time so there are
parameters that we would actually have in place, so with that, that’s my very brief introduction and
then what we’re looking for, for direction tonight.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. And as you have pointed out we started this, or Mr. D’Astice started
this, 6, 7 months ago.
Alderman D’Astice: In November
Mayor Prejna: November, and it has been through Economic Development five times so if we can
come to a consensus to move forward, however, if people have questions and you want to come
back to discussion we can do that so are there any questions for clarification to start off? Mr.
D’Astice
Alderman D’Astice: Thank you. It’s been, the plan, the incentive, has grown and been fine turned
by the Economic Development Committee for quite some time. I tried to not be overbearing. I
wanted the members of that Committee to look at it and make this a worthwhile plan. It’s different
than what I first proposed, but I think overall it’s a good incentive for both people who are renting
space and for those who are purchasing space. It’s open for further discussion. We can add or
subtract anything we want to and what I would, the only thing I would move that we include on this
is that I’d like to see this be in place for a period of 5 years and I say 5 because we did have a
consultant that we used for 3 years and we didn’t really get anywhere so I think that 5 years is a
good timeframe, but I would put the caveat in there that we review this plan annually and update it
based on what staff hears, so primarily I think it would probably be Martha. She might say, hear
from restaurants saying well it would be nice if the incentive included this or it didn’t include that,
so I think at least every 12 months we should bring this up at a COW meeting and have Martha, and
I’m just using your name Martha, or whomever is getting input on this, bring that input to Council
so that we can modify and continue to improve this incentive because if you just write it once and
throw it on the shelf its going to collect moss and die. So I think we need to improve, continually
improve this. That’s all I have Mr. Mayor.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. D’Astice. Are there any questions, points of clarification for this?
Mr. Banger
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Alderman Banger: Thank you. My understanding initially before I started reading this was we kind
of wanted to target this mostly on the Kirchoff corridor to attract restaurants to there, which we’ve
been complaining there aren’t any and so I was kind of surprised when this was all City. I guess
that one of my comments, and we’ve talked about this before, I think it was Alderman Cannon who
said for a startup restaurant its cash heavy at the beginning so rebating them dough at the end of the
year, the timing is off. They need that when they start so I guess if I was thinking of how this was
going to be most helpful, I would find a way to frontload that with some claw back provision I
suppose, if they didn’t make it the year, or if they decided to pull up stakes, and then one of other
things whenever you start, I hate to say, picking winners, but whenever you start giving discounts to
people entering this the people who’ve either just entered, so this will take several months to fine
tune and roll out, and in that time let’s say you’re a new restaurant and you missed the opportunity
because you’re no longer a new restaurant, you always find this. I think Wisconsin’s finding this
out after they gave Foxconn billions of dollars. Other people are coming to the table now with their
hands out saying hey wait, that’s not fair to give this new guy money and I’m struggling or I missed
it by half a year. My question would be do we have something, do we have a script to say too bad,
so sad, or do we have something, some response to those folks who are going to feel unfairly acted
upon? And all of these questions come up before I even say I’m not a big fan of these types of
things because they do tend to pick winners, but those are the questions I immediately thought of
when I saw that this wasn’t targeted to a certain zone. The last time we had this discussion with the
D-Plan, one of my questions was what if a national chain comes and we’re giving a national chain
that has zillions of dollars in their back pocket, we’re giving them a rebate of permit fees. I have a
problem with that because they don’t need that money. We do. So, before we even do a straw poll
on this I just wanted to throw those, my reservations out there and I’m for the most part, and I think
this is consistent with my feelings the last time this came in front of us, I don’t support this type of
plan. I do appreciate us going to bat for trying to get more restaurants if that’s what people are
asking for. It’s just something I probably won’t support. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: So your one question was that I picked up is if this is something that’s retroactive, in
other words that was one of your concerns. Somebody comes in and says I started 6 months ago?
Alderman Banger: Right
Mayor Prejna: Okay
Mr. Krumstok: So if I can answer a few of those. You’re correct, it started as a Kirchoff Road
project, so the EDC very quickly decided they wanted to make it all inclusive for the entire City, not
just targeting one area because they also looked at some areas that had some vacancies and that
might be filled at that point in time, but they felt that is was more make it into an entire incentive for
the City, not just targeting Kirchoff Road so that’s why that Kirchoff Road section changed pretty
quickly in the discussion. The other part is obviously after an ordinance is actually created that
would start the clock so it would not be looking back, and again with for instance you are correct,
Jersey Mike’s is working on Algonquin Road, Golf Road area. That would not be part of this
participation, so once that is actually crafted by the City Attorney, that’s typically when the clock
starts unless the City Council actually makes that decision. So that 5-year clock that Alderman
D’Astice has started, once that ordinance would actually be for those new restaurants as they come
in to those other pieces. Another question that you had was in regards to national chains, we felt
that if more of this is towards those franchisees, I’m saying we, the Economic Development
Committee actually felt this was more towards the franchisees and again they looked at some of the
numbers when we provided them what a permit actually costs and some of the backfill because we
felt again that once that one year is in place, that’s where in Finance and Administration we could
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see what they would bring in Food & Beverage and that’s how those rebates and refunds would
actually be done, so trying to keep the City whole but also making sure that Food & Beverage Tax
increases. So I think there was…..
Alderman D’Astice: And the frontloading of cash, that would be the permit fees that are reduced by
$5,000? That takes place early in the process.
Alderman Banger: Right, at the end of the one year period. That wad of money was one of the
things I would be, I mean again if I was a fan of this I’d say take that money, frontload it, and then
have a claw back provision at the end of the year that says when you’re, if you do exit you’re going
to give that money back, but they need it then.
Mr. Krumstok: Right, and part of the idea was even when Economic Development Committee was
actually discussing this, they did talk about a few of those restaurants have come and gone. I won’t
use their name, but you remember the Italian Restaurant that was in the downtown, that was about a
year, but first thing that I know and that’s part of the City Attorney’s realm, claw backs are
sometimes very difficult if they go bankrupt and then how do you get that money back and that is
something that should be considered.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: Thank you Mr. Mayor. Just a couple questions I have. We look like we’re a
good chance that we’re going to approve Video Gaming, so would any of those establishments
qualify for this?
Mr. Krumstok: They would if it’s a sit down restaurant which is one of those things that they need.
They would actually be entitled to this Restaurant Incentive as it’s drawn up right now, but if the
Council makes a caveat or when the wordsmithing is happening, that’s your decision. That
discussion never was mentioned when we bought that to Economic Development Committee.
Alderman Cannon: Okay, well to go along with what Mr. Banger says, in general I think we’ve
come really a long way. I complement all the people who helped form this so far. I guess a couple
of points I would make to go along with what Rob said is that in my experience in business, we’re
looking for independent operators who probably have not been in the business before or maybe this
is their second location. Usually cash flow is their number one problem no matter whether it’s a
restaurant or another business so anything we could do to improve their cash flow in the beginning
is the more crucial part. If they make it a year they’re probably going to make it, so maybe I would
suggest as a possibility, maybe we would ask for a Letter of Credit to cover whatever incentive we
think we’re going to give them. So if the bank would support them with a Letter of Credit, if they
went bankrupt maybe that would be a cover for us. I don’t know if that’s legal or possible, but
maybe something we could look into because again I can’t reiterate enough, I know friends that
have had businesses and the biggest issue they have is cash flow. Even if they’re successful. It’s just
hard in the beginning to get money rolling because you’ve got money going out for equipment in
this case, the buildout of the store, advertising, staff, training, it’s just all going one way for a long
time so again I compliment everyone for what they’ve done so far. I think it’s a great start. I guess
I’d just like to have some more discussions on some of those issues, but thank you very much for
doing this.
Mr. Krumstok: I did get a shrug from the City Attorney on the Letter of Credit so I’m making an
assumption that was a yes.
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Mayor Prejna: That was a yes.
Alderman Cannon: Okay, thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Other questions? Alderman Majikes
Alderman Majikes: Just curious, I don’t remember if we discussed this in EDC, but are we aware of
any other cities or municipalities that have done any similar type of program and type of results,
response that they got or anything?
Alderman D’Astice: I’m not aware of any personally.
Alderman Majikes: Yeah, I don’t remember reading….
Mr. Krumstok: The incentives that are most utilized are façade and some of the other pieces but not
this kind of one year later we’re going to be rebating some of your money. It’s two-prong because
it’s the rebate for the permit, plus later on at the one year, two year, but not this aggressive to this
point in time.
Alderman Majikes: I was just curious. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: I guess one of the quick question, does anybody, have we run this by any actual
restaurant operator just to see if that’s exciting to them or interesting to them?
Mr. Krumstok: No
Alderman Cannon: Okay, maybe it’s something, I don’t know. I think some people have some
friends in the industry. Maybe it might be something just to ask and say would this be interesting
enough for you to consider coming to our town or another town, whatever. Just as an idea to see
how they feel about it financially. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Questions? Further discussion? Yes, Mr. Budmats
Alderman Budmats: When this was originally bought up it was for the Kirchoff Road corridor and
that was to satisfy resident demand for, perceived resident demand for that area to have a restaurant.
By extending it the whole City I don’t know that we actually accomplished that goal which was the
original purpose behind doing this, so if we can tier this so that district gets more of an incentive
than another district that’s what I would recommend that we do because that’s our goal is to bring
an incentive where we want to begin it and so I’m not against bringing new restaurants to the City.
I’d love to see new restaurants all over Rolling Meadows, but downtown is where there’s a real
perceived need by the residents where they regularly speak on this issue. So I don’t understand why
we would water that down and not provide an incentive for that area.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. Budmats. Other discussion or comments? Well several questions
have been bought forth so we have two choices. One, there seems to be several questions that need
to be answered so I guess the first straw vote is do we want, or Mr. Krumstok, do you have more
info you want to give?

Committee-of-the-Whole Minutes
March 20, 2018
Page |9

Mr. Krumstok: No. I think even from the discussion tonight the discussion items that I mentioned
before are really still the main straw votes that need to be done. Do you want to proceed that legal
works on it and if there’s a time limit, and we only heard one time limit, but I think that’s something
that can come back and we can also, if you don’t want to move that quickly, you can bring it back to
another COW and we can talk about tier levels, but that was nothing that was really discussed at
Economic Development Committee and as I mentioned before they really wanted this uniform and
universal for the City. but again if the Council, because now it’s in your hands, wants to have more
discussion about tiers that Kirchoff and Plum Grove and have a different value or return than
Algonquin/Golf, those are all discussions that were not held, but those are things that the Council
still has direction on.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, Mr. D’Astice
Alderman D’Astice: I, again, like I said at the Economic Development I tried to let, to get ideas
from everybody and not overexert myself, my opinions, but I would agree with Nick. I think that a
lot of what we hear is that people want more restaurants on Kirchoff Road. I think a real easy way
to tier it is just leaving the plan in place and offering a higher percentage to any restaurants that go
to Kirchoff Road. Leave it at 40 and 20 in the whole City, and then increase it to those who want to
come to Kirchoff Road. I mean you could easily go from 40 and call it 50 and from 20 and call it
25 and now it’s tiered without, with minimal changes to the entire plan. I’m okay with that. That
takes care of the tier part of it. I too know some restaurateurs that I would be happy to run it by and
get some opinions on that like Mike said, but I agree with Barry. I think we should, I’d like to see
us move, it’s taken almost 6 months to get to this point. I’d like to move this forward and not
continue to drag this on. We need to have more of a sense of urgency and there’s only a few things
left, so if we can move this forward and then we could fine tune it the next time it comes to us, I
think that’s probably the best way to do it. Again, just my opinion.
Mayor Prejna: Okay. Further discussion? Well I think we’re going to do two questions. First is as
it’s presented tonight we’ll go for a straw vote of who would like to see it move as presented
tonight? So, show of hands as the plan that was presented tonight.
Alderman Cannon: Could you tell me what the second question is going to be?
Mayor Prejna: The second question is that if they don’t want to move it forward then we would
bring it back because Mr. D’Astice has made the point that we would like to move forward with this
so if everyone is happy with…..
Mr. Krumstok: I think the two questions, Mayor, would be A) Does the council want to proceed
with this?
Mayor Prejna: Yes
Mr. Krumstok: And the second part is do, the council when it comes back as an ordinance, do you
want suggestions, ideas, so it can be refined on the tiers. So I think that’s the two questions how
I’m understanding it, so if the first one doesn’t move then the second one is sort of moot.
Mayor Prejna: Yes.
Alderman Cannon: Thank you.
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Mayor Prejna: So the first question is a straw vote to move forward as presented tonight? One,
two, three, four. So it will move forward tonight as presented.
Mr. Krumstok: And the second?
Mayor Prejna: The second one, is that when it comes back to us is it a Committee-of-the-Whole or
do we want…..
Mr. Krumstok: My feeling is that when it comes back for 1st Reading we would have some ideas,
thoughts, to try to keep the process moving along.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, so the second one the question is when we bring it back, all in favor of being
able to amend it or adjust it when we bring it forward so a straw vote for that. Okay, we’re good.
Alderman Cannon: Can I ask another question Mr. Mayor?
Mayor Prejna: Yes
Alderman Cannon: So we talked about a number of things in this discussion so I’m wondering if
we can have, Barry how can we have a legal discussion maybe not in session. If we include
everyone in an email because there’s some questions we’ve asked tonight as a group that we don’t
really have a firm answer to right now. Do we have to do that in a COW?
Mr. Krumstok: No, you can actually still do it and what we hope when we write the Council Action
Summary, obviously Alderman D’Astice has mentioned that he is going to talk to a few restaurants.
That will give me the feedback so I can put that in the Council Action Summary. Obviously the
City Attorney said the Letter of Credit we can have that as part. I think again keeping the process
moving along that we can have those answers as part of the CAS and if we don’t have that then if
you need other information either a staff report or something that we can do at a later date just to
keep it moving and then if the council says no we want it back at a COW that would give us enough
time but we’re trying to keep it moving.
Alderman Cannon: Okay, thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, we move on.

3) Multi-Family Recycling
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Krumstok, the Multi-Family Recycling.
Mr. Krumstok: The next two items we will have Public Works Director Fred Vogt up to do most of
the discussions on this. Even though we have a GIS system, we still have to do paper issues too.
This is actually a discussion that we’ve had internally as staff. Obviously for the last two years with
interns, but it’s a discussion that we have to have and the Environmental Committee has been
talking about this for years too. We do thank SWANCC Executive Director coming out of few
times to actually talk to them, so with that I do turn it over to Public Works Director Fred Vogt.
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Mr. Vogt: Thank you Barry. I tried to get this map that I’m handing out tonight into the packet and
wasn’t successful late last week so I figured I’d just bring large ones and take a look at it. We have
been looking at multi-family recycling, as Barry said, for a couple of years now. The
Environmental Committee has assisted to a certain extent. We’ve had a couple of summer interns
do some research, doing some outreach to the larger multi-family complexes just to see what
interest they have. What concerns that they have. One of the things on the map that I just handed
out, if you look at it for a bit, you’ll see that there are six different haulers that provide service to the
multi-family complexes in the City and through the Environmental Committee’s efforts several
years ago that we learned generally that the complex management companies don’t talk to each
other, even if they’re right next store to each other. So, that in large part explains why they don’t
team up like maybe they could to be cost efficient to not only for refuse but if they were to recycle
we’d certainly encourage that if we were going to just look at it as a volunteer program rather than a
mandated program, but a couple of things that we realized as we were looking at educational
materials and a lot of what is in your packet are educational materials that staff has prepared over
the last year or two in terms of encouraging multi-family recycling, well even single family
recycling. The Environmental Committee distributes materials at Farmers Market events and we’ve
distributed materials at schools, Willow Bend I’ll single out for one because they’ve got a great
environmental studies program there for the kids and every year they work to clear out some of the
creek that’s nearby. They have a couple teachers there that were even in the newspaper recently
that do a lot in terms of education at Willow Bend. And maybe there’s other schools that do, but we
seem to have more in touch and contact with Willow Bend. Questions that we have and not
necessarily needing answers tonight, but staff is looking for some parameters from the council,
ultimately, with regards to do we want to simply continue with educational programs and hope that
complexes take on multi-family recycling? We’ve had several interested, but when we start to talk
to them they obviously have concerns about what it’s going to cost. There’s no longer recycling
incentives that can make it advantageous for haulers to pay them to collect recyclables. In fact it’s
not even probably a net neutral anymore. It will cost them to provide, or to obtain those services.
Locations of where they would put corrals or where they would put recycling containers on their
property, a couple of complexes didn’t want to put them outside. They wanted to see if they could
put them inside their complexes. These are areas that have inside parking. We never really go any
further with that because I think there were two different schools of thought with that complex and
they stopped talking to us about that, at least for the time being. We’ll follow up again. Comingling
of materials for those complexes that said they had tried some recycling programs in the past was a
problem and then they had to pay for the recycling to be picked up as refuse as opposed to recycling
and there was some money in the business so that kind of discouraged them in doing that. Kings
Walk and Carriageway are the two complexes that we learned are making some effort with selected
materials to do that. I know at least one of them as they recycle their own materials, they bring
them to the Public Works, Old Public Works container drop off center on Central Road, so that’s
fine. We welcome that. We certainly intend to keep that there, but we feel that they could certainly
investigate it getting collected at their site. Do we want to as a City look at mandating recycling?
Because all the multifamily, or single family homes have that opportunity once a week at curbside.
The multi-families generally don’t have that as far as the residents having the opportunity to recycle
unless they take extreme efforts to take it to the recycling center or other places. Would we want to,
if we were interested in mandating it, franchise it so that we either selected one or several vendors
in an effort to try to control the programs, control the costs, and if we wanted to do that certainly
that’s something we should probably consider looking at either with a recycling program renewal,
or a contract renewal, for our single family at some point in the future. I do point out that because
all the multi-family complexes have different contract terms some we’ve learned are on a one year
basis or a two year basis or a three year basis and others are just unlimited. They can just terminate
their service at any point in time and find somebody else to do it if they get a better price or if they
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don’t like their service. Those are the items that we bring to your attention out there in terms of
consideration for if we, as a City, want to pursue this further. As I said I don’t need direction
necessarily tonight. If there’s interest in getting more information on any of this with regards to
providing the service we can certainly do that. If there’s no interest at all in getting into the multifamily recycling then we would simply stop pursing it other than educational efforts.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Krumstok, do you have anything to add?
Mr. Krumstok: No, again, it’s just really in more for the information, but direction again you want
us to do more education? Do you want to mandate recycling and some of the others pieces? And
again this does come up every so often. I do appreciate Alderman Banger who sat through these
meetings about recycling at the Environmental Committee, but it’s to the point that we need some
direction.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Mr. Cannon?
Alderman Cannon: Fred, I was wondering if you could tell me with the two units that are doing it
right now on a small basis, have they seen a reasonable reduction in garbage. I can just tell you on
my block, I wouldn’t say I have a standard block or anything, but it just seems like our
neighborhood now recycles dramatically more product than we put in garbage. Most families have
like a half bag out on Fridays. If that was the case with these big complexes I’m guessing, you
would correct me if I’m wrong because you would know a lot more about this than I do, but I would
guess that there would be a possibility that they would be shipping less garbage away and they
might be able to get a cost reduction from their garbage guy, I’m guessing, but I don’t know that.
Mr. Vogt: Absolutely follows logic that that would be true. I did not ask them for information
about how they measure savings from their hauler, but certainly if they’re diverting from the refuse
waste strain there’s got to be a savings based on the decrease. It depends on how they negotiate their
contract.
Alderman Cannon: I know, I don’t know all these complexes, but the ones you go by they have
those huge bins out in back. Is it possible that they can make one, I mean I know down in Florida
I’ve seen a lot them where they actually have recycling bins that size for a big complex. Is that the
way the big guys do it here also?
Mr. Vogt: Not generally.
Alderman Cannon: How do they do it?
Mr. Vogt: They would put a dumpster out or some sort of container out either 2 yard, 4 yard. It
really depends on the size of the complex and what the demand is, but certainly we would expect
that they would enclose them and follow City codes with regards to securing the materials in a
containment area.
Alderman Cannon: So in light of the fact that we’re going to have some more discussion about
recycling in our next item, would someone be interested in having a contract for the whole City for
recycling, including both, are our people interested in that or is it just they’re doing it but it’s going
to cost.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Krumstok? I’m going to put it, or….
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Mr. Vogt: I was going to say if I understand the question correctly, are we interested?
Mr. Krumstok: You are correct. One hauler would love to have the City of Rolling Meadows and
you are correct that the next discussion that we had we did talk about that with Advanced where
they love having, and I can tell you that we have someone at Public Works who has to chase to see
who’s at each location. Bill’s just been fantastic, but it’s very hard because they change the
contracts. They don’t tell us, but this way we would know exactly who’s hauling in and who’s
hauling out and then when you have a concern it is, but for them if they’re already in a market, they
want to get the entire market and that was one thing that Advanced stated to us that they would
love, once their truck is in here for the week, picking up a few more loads is not a big issue for
them.
Alderman Cannon: So if we included all of these places in our recycling bin and we only had one
guy doing it, would it be reasonable to expect our costs to go down at least a small percentage as
opposed to keeping it going up?
Mr. Vogt: It’s possible. I can’t say….
Alderman Cannon: I know you can’t speak for them, but I mean if they would get the whole City
and they want the business you would expect…..
Mr. Krumstok: If they turn into the exclusive….
Alderman Cannon: Right, that’s what I mean.
Mr. Krumstok: Service, that would be a discussion we would have with them.
Mr. Vogt: I think that’s certainly something if the council is wanting to consider that to have more
discussion with the multi-family vendors, even to the point of getting information on what they’re
paying. Who their vendor is, how long they’ve been providing the service, and have some
discussions with our current provider. Maybe just a sampling. Maybe just have them look at two or
three complexes and see if what they would provide in terms of a service cost. How it compares
with what the complex management are paying at this time. Just one suggestion.
Alderman Cannon: I guess the way I’d leave it from my perspective, I’d like to see us pursue this a
little bit. I don’t like to speak for staff’s time because I know you guys have your plate full, but if
you’re willing to pursue it, see if you could get all these guys to come to a meeting, which I know it
would be really difficult, but try and get their opinion. Say listen, here’s an opportunity. We think
we can lower your garbage cost. We can’t tell you exactly how much, but it will go down
somewhat if you start a recycling program. I think most managers when you tell them there’s a
reduction in something, it usually gets their attention because they’re all trying to make a living and
make a profit. I guess my perspective I’d like to see us pursue it. I’m a big believer in recycling. I
think it’s really good for everybody so I’d like to see us pursue it but that’s just my opinion. Thanks
for listening.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Questions? Mr. Banger
Alderman Banger: Thank you. I agree with Alderman Cannon about a lot of what he said. I’m such
a big believer in recycling. I think it’s the right thing to do. I know we don’t compel residents to
recycle. We give them a sheet and I’ve got a couple folks on my block who get their recycling
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container ticketed occasionally because there’s pizza boxes and garbage sticking out of it. So and in
those cases I’m not sure any amount of education is going to work. This is one of those things that
I’m not a big fan of government reaching their hands in other people’s business, but I would
seriously consider just compelling multi-family residences to offer their residents recycling. Also to
mitigate that cost, because it is going to be cost, and if you noticed Fred mentioned we used to break
even with recycling because there’s a big after market for recycling. That doesn’t happen anymore.
It’s fairly worthless. So there’s much more of a cost than there used to be here. To mitigate that
cost I think the City would be helpful using our powers to get a single vendor to do hauling for the
apartment complexes. So my thoughts on this overall are make it happen. I mean literally make
people offer recycling to those residents, but help them as much as we can in terms of getting
aggregating contracts together. The next topic we’re going to consider is our recycling costs and I
would never say to save the City residents money I want to compel these guys to recycle so we can
drive our costs down. That would certainly not be my thinking. It’s the reverse in fact. When
we’re negotiating we can tell our recycler hey it would be nice if when you get into the City limits
there are other accounts we’d like to coordinate once we pass an ordinance that compels apartment
complexes to add recycling containers. The biggest thing for these apartment complexes, if I’m not
mistaken, is they don’t want to sacrifice parking lot spots. That’s a biggie for them. My view
driving past the ones that we’re all familiar with is the garbage dumpsters are always overflowing
and they have an occasional mattress in them. So offering and educating about recycling will
siphon off material that would go under the garbage dumpster into the recycling and hopefully it
would balance out in terms of just the unsightly factor. But like I said I would go big on this and I
would encourage us to pass an ordinance saying you have to offer this to your residents because we
offer it to all the other City residents and I think recycling is the right thing to do. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Fred do you have a follow up?
Mr. Vogt: Yes Mayor just to address one of Alderman Banger’s comments in regards to parking
concerns, we’ve already talked a little bit at the staff level about yeah, what will we need to do in
terms of apartment complexes, condo complexes that are tight on parking if we pursue this and have
to take 6 or 8 parking places away and they become non-compliant with the parking requirements.
There’s other options such as looking for places that aren’t taking parking places away if they’ve
got some open space and the like, or just if they have to take a few away and they’re agreeable to it,
we’d need to just amend their conditions to do that. So just something to consider, but something
that can be handled.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Gallo?
Alderman Gallo: Have we started any dialogue or at least reached out to our neighbors or other
folks in the nation and what they’re doing to address these problems similarly other complexes
across the country or even locally?
Mr. Vogt: I’ve only had discussions with two nearby communities that are kind of frustrated like
we are. They’ve made some efforts, I think in one case a number of years ago, and just got not a
whole lot of interest. You come to them and say hey if we all banded together they’re might be a
means to save money, but they just kind of fell on deaf ears.
Alderman Gallo: Yeah, and not even so much for financial savings at first, but just solution
exploration or talk to some national waste and recycling associations, the trade industry.
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Mr. Vogt: We certainly can. We have so far leaned and relied on Dave Van Vorren with SWANCC
as Barry mentioned earlier and they’ve got great resources and that would be the first place I’d start
if you or the council wants more information on that. We could look at that.
Alderman Gallo: Okay
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Mr. D’Astice
Alderman D’Astice: So I made a few notes here. Who, what communities around this area are
doing this? How are they doing this? I’m absolutely opposed to making somebody do this. And
then my favorite group here, we can’t get Brookwood to talk to us about fixing floods and storm
sewers and everything else. How are we ever going to get them to talk about this subject? I think
we’re trying to bite off more than we can chew. Continue educating them and let them do their own
thing, unless you’ve got some better answers. I can’t see this and I’m not going to force people to
do this. It’s a great idea, but like you said government is putting our hands in somebody else’s
pockets and forcing them to do unfunded mandates. I’m opposed to that.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. D’Astice. Questions, discussion? Mr. Budmats
Alderman Budmats: Yeah, I agree with Mr. D’Astice about forcing a mandate. However, it would
be nice to find out what the benefits would be and offer them an incentive. So I’m not about,
against offering people financial incentive. If they choose to take it that’s wonderful. If they don’t
that’s their choice, but I agree that we should not force a mandate on them and tell them what they
have to do.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Further discussion? Mr. Banger
Alderman Banger: Just to clarify, if you’re calling that forcing that upon them, then having
residents park a recycling container next to their house is a mandate, it’s just that residents don’t
have to fill it if they don’t want to. My suggestion is make the same type of setup for multi-family
housing. They have to have a container and their residents in these apartment complexes can use
them if they want to, but they have to have a container. So again, it’s not a mandate unless you’re
calling what we do for the 6500 households in the City a mandate by making them, putting a line
item on their bill to pay for recycling and have a container in their garage or next to their house.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. Banger. Further discussion? So you bought this forth for
discussion. You would like some direction, but from what I’m hearing….
Mr. Vogt: At this point if there’s interest on part of the council members to continue looking at this,
we’d be glad to look at this taking into account the comments that have been provided tonight and
do some additional investigation. Do some additional research in house. Some others have done it
successfully.
Mr. Krumstok: And I think that’s, again we’ve got enough information that we can go back to
SWANCC regarding the questions about who’s doing it. How are they doing it? If there’s any
other additional, but I think what we’re saying is if you give us enough direction about the
education we would actually come back regarding a staff report with some of these other answers.
Mayor Prejna: Ok, so a straw vote asking for more information in a staff report on how to move
forward. All in favor? That’s five – you have your mandate.
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Mr. Vogt: Thank you.

4) Recycling Contract Renewal
Mayor Prejna: Fred, you’re up for the next part, the recycling contract.
Mr. Vogt: Thank you Mayor. Our existing 5 ½ year contract with Advanced Disposal that we
entered into in December 2012 is scheduled to expire at the end of June of this year. Staff has had
several discussions with Advanced in the last few months in regards to their level of interest if we
were to pose of them a 1 or 2 year contract extension in part because of the pervious item that we
just discussed and we did add some of those discussions on the multi-family recycling to them.
That could be advantageous if we want to seriously pursue some of the multi-family options at
some point in the near future, say in the next year or two. The current price for single family
recycle in the final year of the contract is $3.91 per single family home, per month. Based on initial
discussions with Advanced, and again a lot of it is market driven, there will be some increase if we
have a contract extension. We don’t know what it is yet. We’ve kind of been in and around the
dollar per home, per month, but these have been just preliminary discussions. We certainly would
want to wrap this up in the next 30 to 60 days in terms of getting this completed if we are going to
do an extension before the June expiry. One thing to point out, we started it about a year and a half
ago what we call a waste swap with Advanced Disposal so that the City is allowed to tip its refuse
materials at our Berdnick Street station and in return Advanced was to divert some of its materials,
or at least an equivalent amount, to the SWANCC facility. They report to us that while they’re
happy to continue doing it, they have found that there is a cost to them to do that so our negotiations
with them certainly would continue with their proposing that. That doesn’t mean we have to
commit to that, but they’ve bought that up. They also have bought up that the rebate incentive
program they would prefer to go away, again market driven at this point. So those are the issues
that we have in talking with Advanced. I think the advantage, if we are able to successfully
negotiate a contract extension of a year or two years, is to roll into it some of the multi-family
matters which could, could get the price down in that regard, but we would want more information
from Advanced and certainly at least the direction that the council has given us tonight, we can have
more specific discussion knowing that there is at least some interest in pursuing that. The other
option is to simply move forward soon with putting bids out, advertising for that with the intent of
changing, either retaining the vendor at the bid price or considering a different vendor based on
other bids coming in. We would, if that’s the direction of the council, we would likely just use the
2012 bid proposals. Dust those off, update them, and move forward with that in the next 30 to 60
days. We have good service from our vendor. I would just point out that we’ve learned two things.
One, don’t change vendors in the winter. We did. It was difficult. Secondly, there is a value as we
found out by having a good vendor that provides reliable service and when we changed vendors in
2012 it was for the sake of saving a couple of cents. Ultimately it worked out well compared to the
previous vendor, but there were certainly a lot of growing pains when we changed vendors. That’s
all I have.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Questions for clarification? Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: So Fred, maybe you could make me understand a little bit. So what you’re
saying is our cost for recycling if we stay where we’re at is going up a dollar a house, per month.
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Mr. Vogt: We’re saying that’s the initial indication based on proposals that they’ve given us and
what they’ve come to the table with.
Alderman Cannon: In conjunction with that they want to raise the fee because of the garbage swap
thing.
Mr. Vogt: Correct
Alderman Cannon: And how much to you perceive that’s going to be on a yearly basis, per house or
a monthly basis, one or the other? I know you had some numbers in here, but I’m not sure where
you’re heading with that.
Mr. Vogt: As indicated in the report, based on the numbers that we’ve been talking, probably 30 to
50 cents per home, per month.
Alderman Cannon: Per month. Okay, so in light of the fact that we have some of the highest
garbage costs in our area, I would suggest we re-look at the way we have employees paid through
the Garbage Fund and have that refigured for actual time they spend in here. We made some
dramatic changes in the way we handle garbage in the City and to my knowledge I don’t recall
seeing anything in our budgets that show any reduction on our costs for all those good things we
accomplished last year by getting, for a year and half having Advanced take all that stuff in and I
for one will not support any increase in our garbage cost to our residents when we have the highest
garbage cost around by far. So I appreciate you handing the information to us. I think Advanced
must feel like they have us by the throat because I think that it seems like when we went with them
they weren’t that much cheaper than anybody else so maybe it’s time we take a look and see what
other people are offering and maybe I’ll have to eat my words later, but it just seems like we
weren’t that far, I mean if I remember the second person in line was only like 25 cents…..
Mr. Vogt: I believe it was even 5 or 10 cents….
Alderman Cannon: Okay, so it’s pretty close
Mr. Vogt: It was pennies I believe.
Alderman Cannon: I know the business has changed so I’m not naive to think that I know the
recycling business has gotten really tough, but I guess I’d like to see us pursue some of those ideas
before we ask the residents for any more money for garbage. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: For recycling
Alderman Cannon: And garbage
Mr. Krumstok: Because they’re all tied together.
Mayor Prejna: Right, but what we’re discussing is recycling at the moment.
Alderman Cannon: But garbage too.
Mayor Prejna: I understand. Yes, Mr. D’Astice
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Alderman D’Astice: Thank you. A dollar a month, 50 cents a month, 38% increase. I’m sorry,
take out your dust bunny and start dusting off that proposal. You need to, this is absolutely
ridiculous. You have to put this out for proposal. And I would put out the prices that we’re getting
right now, not that anybody couldn’t get those, and say we’re looking at, we want prices that are at
or below. I get bids every day from customers who say I want a price that is at or below what I’m
getting. We can ask. We may get, we may not get, but 38% no way. I would never support that.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Banger
Alderman Banger: I guess just to note while we’re reviewing numbers, Fred also made mention in
here that we’re most likely going to lose the several tens of thousands of dollars in rebates, so if
you’re adding costs, add that in too. Now I will have to say I’m sure everybody is doing that like I
said before. Recyclables are fairly worthless right now, so we’re going to be starting from a
negative standpoint from the rebates program. I’m sure they’re all like that, but I see no problem
with if it’s not going to be too much trouble with staff sending this out for bids, just so we know,
because we might be shocked that they’ve all risen. I’m not sure, but we won’t know unless we
have staff look for some new contractors. Thanks.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Yes, Fred or Mr. Krumstok because it states here that it’s what, June
30, 2018 it expires?
Mr. Krumstok: Right, and as we said in the write-up, and again it will take about 90 days, but we
already, the City Attorney Jim Macholl is going to laugh at this, but we can take it off the shelf, dust
it off, and put it back out there. So, but again it goes back into if that’s the direction that we’ll do,
but I guess that the other thing is when we put it out there we will put it in and that will be a further
discussion if the straw vote is to put this out to bid, is do you want us to look at 2, 4, or 5 years like
what we’ve done in the past just so we have some parameters when we put that out there because
the last one was obviously for 5.5 years.
Mr. Vogt: And a question that I would have too, I guess in consideration of Barry’s question with
regards to the multi-family matters is we could certainly go back to Advanced shortly and say make
us your final offer, but it needs to be net neutral or no increase because that’s the direction we got.
Take it or leave it. If council is comfortable with Advanced service at current rates, we could make
one last attempt before we go out to bid, or we can run them simultaneously. Get the bid materials
ready and continue discussion with them.
Mayor Prejna: Okay. Any further discussion? So the two questions are one, we can ask for you to
go back to Advanced and say it has to be neutral. If it’s not neutral then we want, per council’s
direction, that you’re going out to bid.
Mr. Vogt: That’s what I’m understanding.
Mayor Prejna: Those are the two questions. So, first question is if we want to go back to Advanced
and…..
Mr. Krumstok: Both at the same time.
Mayor Prejna: Yes, both at the same time. In other words…
Mr. Krumstok: Ask them and….
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Mayor Prejna: In other words we would ask them if you can’t keep like you suggested what’s your
best shot. What’s your best offer? It doesn’t come back with what council has directed at the same
time we go out to bid. So, yes Mr. D’Astice.
Alderman D’Astice: I have a question legally if we can do that.
Mr. Macholl: I don’t think there’s a problem with that. I think, as I understand the discussion, the
question is to go to Advanced and in the meantime prepare the documents necessary to get other
proposals so that if that is not successful those proposals, or requests for proposals can go out.
Mr. Vogt: Only after we complete discussions and negotiations with Advanced, correct?
Mr. Macholl: Correct
Mayor Prejna: So in other words if it takes a week to have the discussion with Advanced and at the
end of the week it doesn’t work, hello US Post Office, here’s our proposals. Mr. D’Astice
Alderman D’Astice: So, if it’s legal I’m fine with that, but I think you bring up a good point
Mayor, there needs to be a time limit put on them so they don’t drag this out for a month or two and
all of a sudden our contract is over and now they just say well you’re on a month to month and
we’re going to jack it up 50% now. I’m fine with you want to try and negotiate a deal with them
that stays net neutral on everything, or we go out to bid. I’m fine with that but you’ve got to put a
time limit on and say you’ve got a week to make a decision because we’re preparing our RFP.
Mayor Prejna: I’m not sure if it’s Barry or Fred?
Mr. Vogt: I agree
Mayor Prejna: How quickly could you get to Advanced and say get an answer from them?
Mr. Vogt: I would say with the holidays coming up, I wouldn’t want to give it more than two
weeks. I’ll try to have a discussion with them this week, next week, or the first week of April and
that still gives us time to, if we get proposal materials prepared simultaneously with that, we could
certainly have the bid documents out about mid-April.
Mayor Prejna: So two weeks from today?
Mr. Vogt: Two weeks from today.
Mayor Prejna: They have to come back, otherwise….
Mr. Krumstok: Otherwise the proposals are going out.
Mayor Prejna: Correct. So, that’s what staff has and that’s what we have proposed. Do we have a
straw vote to do exactly that? Two weeks from today its either net neutral or else we go out to bid.
All in favor? That’s unanimous.
Mr. Vogt: Thank you.
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5) Emails
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Krumstok, we now go to emails.
Mr. Krumstok: It’s going to be a tag team on this one too, but obviously from time to time we hear
from Aldermen they didn’t receive an email. I was told that I got an email and we figured it’s about
time even though we’ve discussed this with aldermen when they ask us to actually put it out there.
So the first step obviously with any email, even if it’s coming through the web, is that our email
firewall actually the application takes that email and obviously like most firewalls it has, and it’s
looking through its filter for what kind of information is actually coming in there and I can tell you
that it is a very aggressive filter, not everything gets through it, but at the same point in time that’s
why like most municipalities and government agencies, people are always trying to hack into us.
But if it makes it through, and we get regular updates from it because it’s a major company that we
use for our firewall, but the inappropriate sources are typically stopped at that point and obviously
there’s reasons why they’re stopped. Some are quarantined because it’s questionable for one thing
and sometimes it’s just non-existent at all. Sometime we do have people when they’re on the web
they might actually have, they don’t go through the full process and they hit all the way through and
don’t send it through to us at all. However, if something does get through the filter the first place
that it’s going to go to is the Deputy City Clerk, sitting on the left-hand side of the Mayor and
obviously one thing is now it has a human process that it’s actually looking at what came through
the filter and I will tell you even with the filter there is sometimes inappropriate information that is
being sent. We actually have one Ward it seems every so often we do get stuff that is completely
inappropriate. But again it’s made it through the filter. It’s uncalled for and it does not get
forwarded, but all information, all emails that are appropriate make it to the Deputy City Clerk and
get funneled to the City Council. That’s the full City Council. So when someone says hey I didn’t
receive it, it either got stopped by the filter or we never got it. Nothing ever stops at the Deputy
City Clerk. Now, when an email does come in, let’s say it’s sent late on Friday, you might not see it
until Monday or Tuesday depending on when emails are checked, but it is going through the entire
process. Why is this discussion also very important? Because obviously we’re trying to protect the
City, but we are also per Open Meetings and per Record Retention, all those emails are documents
that we need to keep and again very briefly for people at home emails are local records. We are
following the Local Records Act and there’s obviously certain things that we have to keep. Why
you have to keep it, communications, discussions, pertinent information , how its managed by the
source, or what is actually being discussed so there’s legally why we have to have it so if you’re
having a discussion that’s why we’ve said in the past, if you’re responding to something please put
the Deputy City Clerk on it so that record continues and we understand that sometimes people
might not remember to do it, but you should follow up the next day responding to that email so
those can be retained. The other thing that we want to stress, and I know when City Attorney Jim
Macholl was actually doing his basic training for elected officials, please remember that personal
emails, especially if you’re doing it during a correspondence at a business meeting like this or
anything else, are foiable and if you say oh I didn’t do it and it comes back later oh you did do it,
remember the City doesn’t have a record on it, you’re on the issue with the States Attorney and that
is a violation, so again we do remind you that private emails, and if you watch the courts for the last
few months, the last few years, doesn’t matter what level of government and private emails are
being scrutinized for open communication. And we felt that it was important to mention what goes
on here at the City of Rolling Meadows, but if you had any more discussions to understand how our
filter works, how Ginny actually forwards emails, but also we do have one human who actually
receives that and does look for what is. Doesn’t change any part of the email, doesn’t filter it, it’s
just making sure that what is sent, if it made it through the filter, is appropriate, not shocking, but

Committee-of-the-Whole Minutes
March 20, 2018
P a g e | 21
that is the really brief discussion unless Ginny wants to add more, that is my update just how emails
and proposals and the filters actually work here in the City of Rolling Meadows and then obviously
what we mentioned just the caveat and the caution about what emails are and what are business and
what could be foiable and what the courts are really looking at right now.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. Krumstok. One question you bought up, you mentioned parameters.
Who sets the parameters for the filter?
Mr. Krumstok: So typically…..
Mayor Prejna: I mean, and let me follow up a little bit, in other words if we have a business that
has a name that may not get through the filter, or a company or somebody inquiring, so…..
Mr. Krumstok: So typically a lot of those protocols are set up by the firewall companies and then
you can actually ask and obviously our IT Department can also utilize and say this email address is
correct. Anything coming from this area is a known professional email that we can take any
information, so the first idea is here’s the stringency of the firewall company and then we might
change a few of those pieces just to make it more open. And we do have that. There’s certain
things that people, the firewall does look for different addresses and it might be a known address
that has been used or hacked in the past, but maybe it has a small change in it, that small change
might be enough for us to open it back up, so when I talked about quarantined that’s sometimes
what happens with certain quarantines. Even with our filters when people try to send emails that
are extremely large our parameter is that we do not accept emails to a certain size because that has
been known to sometimes have worms or viruses or something else. So we have some rule that we
allow certain things up to a certain point. So again, you have that filter company, also known as the
email, and then we will open up when we do know an address is okay or a business.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Questions for clarification? Alderman Gallo
Alderman Gallo: I have a question about after it makes it though the firewall, then it goes to human
eyes which are not the intended recipient’s eyes for the intended recipient’s protection, I guess, for
lack of a better term. If it’s inappropriate or some other reason in content, is that true? The reason
that it goes to Ginny is to protect the aldermen, the elected officials, from seeing something that
may be inappropriate.
Mr. Krumstok: Just the source information. So let’s say the caveat that I’ve been talking about is
sometimes people send an email that says per your request and Ginny opens up the attachment and
after her eyes water and everything else, she has to close it down. So we do get every so often some
pornography that does get through the filter, but that’s it. But someone sends you an email that says
hey Alderman Gallo, blah, blah, blah, blah, that’s going right to you. So nothing is being filtered if
that’s your thing, but all that the human is looking for, Ginny, is just making sure that nothing got
past any of those other things, but nothing that someone is saying to you and nothing that someone
is alluding to, or something else, is being changed or held.
Alderman Gallo: Because, I’ve been here newly elected for less than a year now, coming up on a
year, and I can count five incidents where I’ve been told by my residents that they have sent me
emails and I haven’t received them and then I’ve had them forward to what I have is a dedicated
email address all City business so I get a direct email and that’s foiable because if anybody wanted
to FOIA a subject out of those emails they can have at it and you guys can have the account after
my four year tenure is up, however when they forward it to me, I mean I’m not a firewall filter so I
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couldn’t see what the firewall may have perceived as a threat, but nothing on there seems to be a
threat and I can understand one time or two times that a firewall has detected something and then
maybe after that it got clogged or it never made it to Ginny to then forward thereafter, but other
times I do receive emails, again the sender is guilty of sending it at maybe 3:00, 4:00 in the
afternoon on a Thursday or a Friday, and then I’ll receive it by Monday morning or Tuesday
morning and followed up by Sunday I’m already getting a phone call from a crabby resident saying
that I haven’t responded to their message and I explain to them that its intercepted before it comes
to me and should I see it, I will go ahead and respond back and then I say if you want to send it to
me immediately feel free to send it to this email address and I’ll respond appropriately, but there’s
been times when it hasn’t come through and I don’t know what the explanation is for that and I’m
not accusing you, Ginny, in any way of not forwarding them.
Ms. Cotugno: Those emails, because I’ve gotten, they’ve actually talked to me and say that they’ve
sent an email. It has never made it here. We check our filter and they can check that person’s email
address. It never made it, it didn’t even make it through our filter. It never even got here. So I
know those people that you’re talking about.
Alderman Gallo: Well just on February 22nd I received another one, which was addressed to all of
us on the Council and we all were supposed to receive it and none of us received it.
Ms. Cotugno: That one didn’t come in.
Alderman Gallo: It wasn’t forwarded to me.
Ms. Cotugno: And I asked him to send it to me personally and then I forwarded it out to you guys.
So it never even got here. It didn’t even get blocked by a filter.
Alderman Gallo: It’s difficult for me to understand that. In 1997 I would understand if people
don’t know how to email or there’s a problem with the chain, but now its difficult for me to
continue to comprehend that after so many times, so I want to know if we need to address our
firewall settings or another solution to not occupy your time with screening our emails because we
don’t get that many emails.
Ms. Cotugno: They’re also the emails that come to the wards. The emails that are addressed to
your email, your private email address, like galloj@cityrm.org, I never see those.
Alderman Gallo: Correct
Ms. Cotugno: Those go directly to you. The ones that come to the Wards have blown up people’s
emails before I was looking at them. It’s so much, you wouldn’t believe the amount of garbage that
comes in here.
Alderman Gallo: Which is no different than a typical day.
Ms. Cotugno: And that’s why we started doing that because some people’s email accounts shut
down because those were also being forwarded to your regular email address, so you had tons of
garbage in there and we don’t want that to happen. We don’t want your email account shut down
because it’s so full it won’t take anymore.
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Alderman Gallo: I think a solution for that, I mean we can worry about ourselves in that regard, but
I think a solution for that is after it makes it through the firewall, if you still want to have a physical
set of eyes screen whatever emails we received as councilmen and women, that’s fine. You can set
up an auto forward, but we should receive, if you’re going to put an address on a public page, the
City’s page, that says this is going to go to Alderman Joe Gallo of the 4th Ward, that that will go
directly to Alderman Joe Gallo of the 4th Ward regardless if it goes in tangent, simultaneously, to
Ginny, Deputy Clerk, but its misleading to the residents that think that’s it’s going to me when it
doesn’t go to me without going somewhere first and then it’s just not, I don’t think its full
transparency.
Ms. Cotugno: Well it will always go somewhere first because it will go through the filter.
Alderman Gallo: The firewall, yeah, it’s not someone. It’s a firewall.
Ms. Cotugno: And then it would come to me.
Alderman Gallo: Right, my wife’s a teacher in a school district and the District owns the email
much like the City does, but they come directly here.
Mayor Prejna: Just so we focus it on the City is, what other….
Alderman Gallo: I think the City is wasting its time reading emails. There’s better mechanisms to
not to have redundant human beings misleading the residents.
Mayor Prejna: Or having a discussion with IT about, is it IT that set up the firewall, I guess my
question is.
Alderman Gallo: They can adjust it.
Mr. Krumstok: The same thing that we feel, and again that’s why we’re having the discussion, we
feel the parameters that have been set up, they do work. We do make sure what is being, but again,
even when certain people and I know which email you’re talking about, because we’ve had that
discussion, we know….
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Gallo, let him please, go ahead.
Mr. Krumstok: But the same thing is again did it ever get to us. No, the filter is saying it never got
to us. Now I can tell you sometimes people feel that they sent it and it didn’t go and I can also tell
you that it also goes on the other side. Most recently I know the City Attorney Jim Macholl was
trying to send me an email and it took four times for him to even get it to me. So is it on his side, is
it on the provider of that email, potentially. And again cyber space is cyber space, but protecting
the City and making sure what is getting through still needs those eyes.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Further discussion? Mr. Budmats
Alderman Budmats: I’ve worked construction. I’m not really afraid of opening up the wrong email
and seeing a four letter word. It’s going to be okay for me so if more stuff comes through I’d rather
have it that way then to miss an email from a resident who really wants to get it to me.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Any other further discussion? Mr. D’Astice
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Alderman D’Astice: If I’m not mistaken there are also phone numbers so if somebody can’t send
you an email or it doesn’t get, they can always pick up a phone and just call you. That’s my
opinion.
Alderman Gallo: So sometimes a paper trail is preferable.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Gallo
Alderman Gallo: Sometimes a paper trail is preferable.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, Mr. Macholl, any comments you’d like to add to this since you’re the one who
gives the training to all of us?
Mr. Macholl: No, I would just like to say I don’t think there’s anything misleading about the way
the system currently operates. I wouldn’t classify it as misleading. Other than that I don’t have
anything to say.
Mayor Prejna: Okay. Thank you. Any further discussion?

6) Cardinal Drive Church of Christ
Mayor Prejna: Okay, Mr. Krumstok let’s move on to Cardinal Drive.
Mr. Krumstok: Sure thing. Obviously this is in for discussion before the City Council for two
things. Obviously it’s informational and it’s also to have a discussion that potentially the City
Council will allow for an ordinance to come. Obviously we had a very nice February 24th
Community Prayer Breakfast that was held at the Community Church of Rolling Meadows. Right
after the event Alderman Gallo and I were approached by Elder Wes Cunningham from Cardinal
Drive Church of Christ and after talking to him briefly I asked him to send a letter pertaining to the
issue at hand. He did do that and that’s why we have a Committee-of-the-Whole discussion in front
of you. So obviously after I received a letter I’ve driven by that location ten times and I did witness
some residents and some cars in that parking lot utilizing obviously the park. What I have before
you is actually a request for the City Council to consider waiving and we would need an ordinance
on this because obviously the rules that we have in place I can’t just do, but it’s going to waive the
permit fees, construction fees, and services for this parking lot project for the Cardinal Drive
Church of Christ. I think that if we were having a request from Community Church I would be
having a completely different discussion with you obviously waiving permits, but we utilize,
meaning the City of Rolling Meadows, utilizes the Community Church parking lot. We have
special events, we have block parties, we have other things that we are already utilizing that parking
lot. With Cardinal Drive Church of Christ I can’t find a direct correlation to help them out with
making a recommendation to the City Council to allocate some money for them to do that. In my
heart I would love to, but without a direct correlation I just cannot. But what I’m in front of you
asking is please consider the request that I have before you and then my second part is I hope that
the Council will allow for a future discussion at a Committee-of-the-Whole dealing with houses of
worship and building permits. For parking lots I really see that’s a very nominal part. If you’re
doing major construction or even minor construction at a house of worship, yes I understand that
there are more inspections and other pieces, but I think for parking lots there’s a positive that most
people see and I think that’s another one. My final comment that I say before we actually have the
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open discussion is that I did give a copy of this letter to the Park District Executive Director. I don’t
speak for the Park District. They’re a completely different taxing body. I hope that they would see
that allocating some money is in their benefit too, just like how they utilize this, but at the same
point in time I feel it’s a discussion that we should have. I haven’t run any numbers because I don’t
know if they’re doing the full parking lot or the half parking lot as they’ve mentioned, but I do
believe that this is a benefit and just like how we did with the Library and just like I would do if
someone else came up. The direct benefit is not there, but I do think that it does have a benefit to
the community and that’s why I’m coming to all of you for those two questions. Would you allow
an ordinance to come and then the second thing for future COW that we talk about houses of
worship and the permits? And with that I know that Alderman Gallo heard the same conversation
before I got the letter.
Mayor Prejna: Well, I thank you. We’ve had a conversation because Clearbrook has also come
forward on several occasions and they’ve been here for 50 years so if we’re going to go forward
with a future discussion I would like to see that we do the same thing for Clearbrook because
they’ve had several parking lot construction and when I bought it forth we had nothing as an
ordinance that we could help them at this time, so questions as we go forward? Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: Thank you Mr. Mayor. Barry could you just give me a ballpark idea of what
kind of money we’re talking about? Just a high and a low. $2,000, $10,000 is it $500?
Mr. Krumstok: I think that’s a good parameter depending on what they actually do. It could be
between the 2 and 10,000 dollars because if they do the full 100+ thousand dollar project, it’s not
really per se our permit fees. It’s going to be the construction engineer….
Alderman Cannon: I understand
Mr. Krumstok: But we would be doing that, but I think that 2 to 10 is a good number. But it goes
back into what project are they going to be doing.
Alderman Cannon: So my reaction when I read this the other day is I was kind of confused as to
why we even got this because it’s not our property for one. The Park District is a direct beneficiary
of them being able to use the parking lot to access the park and I think, correct me if I’m wrong, I
think that I read that there’s a little hunk of that park that’s actually in their parking lot.
Mr. Krumstok: In their letter from the Cardinal Drive Church of Christ, they do say 5% roughly is
in there and to answer your question, I felt there was enough of a benefit for the community to bring
this before the City Council for the permit.
Alderman Cannon: Well I guess my only personal suggestion would be we should turn this over to
the Park District and let them make the decision because it’s their property in essence. I’m not
against, trying to be mean to them, but I mean I for one don’t want to set a precedence that we’re
going to start giving everybody a free parking lot if they decide to redo it. I just don’t know if that’s
the way we want to go with non-profits because if it’s a church okay, so how about a non-profit
who’s not a church. Do we help them also? I just think you open up a Pandora’s Box. I’m not
against any church. I’m a church going person myself. I just think this is an area I don’t want to go
down. So I would not be for putting this forward. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. D’Astice
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Alderman D’Astice: I thought at one point in time we had this conversation about permits and
houses of worship and I thought we said we would waive fees that are not direct fees that we pay.
Didn’t we? If it costs the City something, then we pass that cost along. If it did not cost us then we
waived it. So, as the term was net neutral, so if it cost us 2 to 10,000, if it cost the City 5 and we
charge 10, we charge the 5 and waive the other 5. I thought we had already established that a long
time ago.
Mr. Krumstok: We had discussion about it, but it was at that point in time it was each one had to
come back. So, yes you are correct. We did have some of that discussion in the past, but each one
has to come back because the ordinance doesn’t give, it was for that specific point in time. So each
ordinance that we’ve actually done was for each item. So,
Alderman D’Astice: So, the guys in the back are shaking their heads yes to you and to me so I
don’t understand what that means.
Mayor Prejna: Bring Fred up because Fred would have experience over the years or just get your
comment. I know you’re pointing to your brain, the most powerful computer in the room right now,
yes.
Mr. Vogt: Maybe I shouldn’t draw attention to me nodding my head, but what Barry is indicating is
my recollection over the years of what the City Council did in terms of wanting to see each
requestor each time and taking action on that rather than approving something that was across the
board for each non-for-profit. That goes back at least 10 years to my recollection, so the City
Manager is correct I believe.
Alderman D’Astice: So in this case what would we be doing? Would we be, we say yes bring it to
us and then we can determine what our out of pocket is going to be and then pass an ordinance
based on that?
Mr. Krumstok: What I’m asking for is the ordinance that would waive the fees.
Alderman D’Astice: Entirely.
Mr. Krumstok: Yes
Alderman D’Astice: Okay, then I have to go say that’s establishing a precedent in my eyes and I’m
good for doing what we’ve done. I also think that Mr. Cannon brings up a point. The Park District
needs to get involved. The people who are using it with the purpose of going to the park, then I
think the Park District needs to be part, but I’m fine doing what we have always done as opposed to
setting a new precedent.
Mayor Prejna: So as a clarification, as long as the City goes forward and its net neutral for us you’re
good with that.
Alderman D’Astice: I’m fine doing what we’ve always done in the past.
Mr. Krumstok: Yeah, what Alderman D’Astice is stating, so the City amount would be, but outside
contractors would actually be passed right through.
Mr. Vogt: That’s what we’ve done in the past.
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Mayor Prejna: Further discussion? Mr. Banger
Alderman Banger: I agree with the two gentlemen that have spoken already and I wouldn’t be in
favor of establishing an ordinance that covers these going forward just because of the doctrine of
fairness would say it applies to them and then other non-profits and then I know a couple of house
churches in town too, so those are personal driveways, but they’re getting beat up so I just think, I
think as Alderman Cannon said we’d be opening up a can of worms here, so I wouldn’t agree for an
actual law on the books for this. If we want to evaluate these one by one, which I think is quire
inefficient, but if we’ve done it in the past we can continue doing it. In-house costs we could waive,
but anytime we’re writing a check to someone outside the City we should be covering those costs at
least. Thanks.
Mayor Prejna: Further discussion. So the direction we have Mr. Krumstok is we’ll ask staff that
we’re going to do this case by case from what I’ve heard tonight so tonight for this we’re bringing
this forward for this specific case for the Cardinal Drive Church of Christ, so correct?
Mr. Krumstok: Yeah, so again we’re still each one will be coming, but what I heard and I guess I
would need a straw vote because I’ve heard two, but it would just continue the past practice of City
costs waived, but outside consultant/additional would be passed straight through to the petitioner.
Mayor Prejna: So straw vote to go forward? Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: So would it be reasonable to find out what this is actually going to cost us
before we vote on it? I mean because…..
Mr. Krumstok: Without them submitting a permit, again are they doing the 54 or are they doing
110, it’s kind of hard. We can give an idea and I think we can ask…..
Mr. Vogt: We can put an estimate together within a few days or several days and report back on
what the estimate is, or at the time of the ordinance for 1st Reading.
Alderman Cannon: Would it be reasonable for us to suggest maybe we postpone this until we get an
answer back from the Park District because it’s basically their property.
Mayor Prejna: Is it a combination of….
Alderman Cannon: It’s not City property, its Park District property.
Mayor Prejna: Right
Mr. Krumstok: I guess if you’re asking me my recommendation is obviously this ordinance is not
next week on March 27th. The earliest that it would even be shown is in April, so hopefully by that
time before we put the ordinance, we would know if the Park District is going to discuss this or
they’re going to do this and again referring back to the letter, they’re looking at doing this
spring/summer so we’re still within that thing and they might actually have a permit ready, but at
least if we told them hey your overall permit fees might not be as high, I think that goes a long way
too.
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Alderman Cannon: Okay, so would we offer the same thing to a church that’s brand new in town
that wanted to build a brand new building? Would we pay for their parking lot too, or part of it?
Mr. Krumstok: I’m not paying for the parking lot.
Alderman Cannon: Or pay for the permits for the parking lot for a brand new building?
Mr. Krumstok: I’d be bringing it back, but I would not see the direct benefit for the City of Rolling
Meadows for a new thing. Like I said, if Community Church came to us and said we’re doing our
parking lot, I would have a Committee-of-the-Whole with the City Council because again we are
using their parking lot for Markets, the additional festivals…..
Alderman Cannon: That’s a different situation.
Mr. Krumstok: I’m just saying. That’s what I would be bringing back, but at this point in time
when I was approached and what I’m seeing, I do see an indirect that’s why I’m bringing back the
permit.
Alderman Cannon: So I guess the other thing I would point out again is we have people that do
wonderful things for society like Clearbrook, like Little City. We might have a non-profit hospital
come here and do a building. I’m just concerned about how far people who are doing good, how
much are we going to help out and maybe hurt ourselves a little bit financially because we still have
to do the work. So it’s just a question I bring up. It’s rhetorical, but there’s an awful lot of nonprofits out there that do a lot of nice things and I just wonder where we say okay, that’s as far as we
go.
Mr. Krumstok: And I think that you’ve known me enough times, I don’t bring everything to you.
This one I felt comfortable after talking to them and actually doing the driveby’s to bring this back
and again we don’t have an ordinance. That’s why we have to bring each one back. The comfort
level was there to actually make this request to the Council.
Alderman Cannon: Fair enough.
Mayor Prejna: Further discussion? Mr. Budmats
Alderman Budmats: Actually just a question. I’m assuming that a general contractor, a paving
contractor actually applies for this permit and that the Church is not doing this work themselves?
Mr. Krumstok: That is correct
Alderman Budmats: So how does this work? Do we rebate to that paving contractor? Do we rebate
to the Church directly? Because I’m assuming the paving contractor just marks this up being
America.
Mr. Krumstok: So what actually happens is if we pass the ordinance when that contractor would be
coming in to Community Development, when they’re filling out the permit they would see where
the reductions were so what is actually the outside consultant and which one is actually the City so
they would see the zero out and see this is per ordinance whatever and what they’re going to have to
actually pay for the pass through for the engineer. So then we can also notify at that point in time
the church to let them know so if they were receiving a quote from that contractor that said okay
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permit fee is going to be this, we can actually tell them okay the permit fee was actually that, but
it’s the contractor that actually pays for the permit.
Mr. Vogt: The not-for-profit has to be part of that permit process in those cases. Absolutely.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, further discussion? So we’re back to looking for a straw vote to move
forward. It’s going to be on a case by case so this is the case tonight.
Mr. Krumstok: This is the case.
Mayor Prejna: Tonight.
Mr. Krumstok: So going back into the comfort level is in City cost waived, outside passed through.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, can we have a straw vote in favor? One, two, I’m sorry, go ahead.
Alderman Budmats: I’m just, we’re waiving the outside fees or just the City’s fees?
Mr. Krumstok: Inside, only the City of Rolling Meadows so our inspectors, our review, but when
we send this out to another engineer to look at the drainage and how it’s actually done, that is a pass
through because that’s an outside consultant.
Alderman Budmats: But you’re staff is recommending this to us, is that correct?
Mr. Krumstok: I’m recommending this to you.
Mayor Prejna: Further discussion before we try for a straw vote again? Okay, straw vote to move
forward with Mr. Krumtok’s request? All in favor?
Mr. Krumstok: It’s the request….
Mayor Prejna: Okay, we have five for and one against.
Alderman Cannon: You never even asked for a vote, you just asked for votes for yes. You didn’t
ask for no’s.
Mayor Prejna: No’s? All against? Thank you, Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: I appreciate you counting my vote.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you.
Mr. Krumstok: And I think that we’ve heard that no one is interested in a Committee-of-the-Whole
on this. So that question is out there.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, do we have a motion to adjourn? A second? All in favor?
Meeting adjourned at 9:30pm

CITY COUNCIL MEETING
MINUTES – March 27, 2018

Mayor Prejna called the Council meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.
Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag:

ROLL CALL:
Present: Cannon, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice, Veenbaas,
Absent: Budmats
Staff Members Present: City Manager Barry Krumstok, Deputy City Clerk Ginny Cotugno, Finance
Director Melissa Gallagher, Fire Chief Terry Valentino, Police Chief John Nowacki, Public Works
Director Fred Vogt, Assistant Public Works Director Rob Horne, Business Advocate Martha Corner,
and City Attorney Jim Macholl
Mayor Prejna read the following statement:
MEMBERS OF THE AUDIENCE ARE REMINDED THAT THESE PROCEEDINGS ARE BEING
VIDEO TAPED FOR CURRENT AND FUTURE BROADCAST OVER THE CITY’S CABLE
TELEVISION CHANNEL.

MOTION TO APPROVE MINUTES:
Mayor Prejna: The first item on the agenda this evening is a motion to approve the minutes from the
March 13, 2018 Council meeting. Is there such a motion? Alderman Banger made the motion and it
was seconded by Alderman Veenbaas. Are there any additions, deletions, or corrections to the minutes?
Mr. D’Astice.
Alderman D’Astice: Thank you. Last week, or I’m sorry, at that meeting on Page 6 I had asked about if
there was discussion on our main motion to postpone and the City Attorney and I discussed that
afterwards and there is the ability to have discussion on a motion to postpone. So I just want to have
that made sure it’s into the records correctly.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Anything else? All those in favor please signify by saying aye; those
opposed? The ayes have it and the minutes are approved.

MOTION TO DEVIATE:
None

MAYOR'S REPORT:
Mayor Prejna: There are a number of things that have happened in the last week. I had another fun
filled JAWA meeting and I do have to thank Mr. Veenbaas because you were there for the 6 or 7 months
before I was there and we, the rate for this year was negotiated and it will be 1.5% for water increase.
Much better than the 25% that we were getting in previous years so just wanted to pass that on to
everyone that there is progress being made and Tim, I knew why you were so excited to get to all those
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meetings, so thank you. We also had the Cub Scouts here, Pack 65 and 138, and they were here so they
could get their council adventure badge so we will be having groups coming just about every week
because I guess that’s what’s going on for the scouts in the area. Also I’m part of the Citizens Police
Academy and I had the opportunity to go with our citizens to Elk Grove to see their facility and use their
equipment for one of our classes and Chief Nowacki, I want you to know that they took us to the spot
where Chief Nowacki parked his car. It was the highlight of the meeting, so thank you. That’s all I
have for Mayor’s Report. Any Ward reports?

WARD REPORTS: None

MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR 20 MINUTES:
Mayor Prejna: The first signatory is Jim Perry from 500 North Michigan Avenue from Lamar.
Jim Perry: Staff had mentioned that they gave all of you a copy of my PowerPoint and I just wanted to
mention Nicholas Kim, the owner, and I are here to answer any questions. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you for stepping forward. The next person on the signatory list is Patty Callahan.
Good evening and thank you for coming forward.
Patty Callahan: Good evening Mayor and Council. I just noticed on our Consent for Ordinances that
there’s an approved application for an A2 liquor license for Rep’s Place, Sports, Burgers & Beers
location at 3200. People do want to come to the downtown. Just wanted to mention that, but anyways.
I read in the Daily Herald that there was a short article about Mr. D’Astice and the Committee-of-theWhole last week that bought up a, I don’t know what you want to call it, an idea that we go ahead and as
a City start offering tax incentives to bring in restaurants into the City. My question is where was this
idea when we had a structure over at the Dominick’s building and we were trying to work with Mr. Fritz
Duda on that property there and where was this idea of having a tax incentive back then and trying to
bring things into the City as restaurants and that. When we go ahead and if Ryan Homes is accepted
we’re going to be left with two ¾ acre lots and that’s not a lot of room for tax incentives to bring
restaurants in. Thank you for your focus. I really appreciate that. And I truly believe that if we go
ahead and if we leave more space there they will come. And if we’re offering tax incentives, that’s a
great idea. It really is. But not when we’ve got 100, what is it, 12 homes on the table right now?
Maybe if we offer this and we kind of wait and see because where we’re going to have two lots out there
in the front that are ¾ of an acre first, and then there’s a pond behind there that has how much space and
then we’re going to have these homes. Retail offers us more tax incentives. It’s more than property tax
dollars and it offers a sales revenue. And it also gives people jobs. Please consider this as its still on the
back burner. I’m asking you please and I know Mr. D’Astice, who brought this up, I know that back in
the Committee-of-the-Whole back on September 19th, I know that you’ve been for it since then. You
made a comment that you had been out to the Des Plaines sight of Ryan Homes and that you had looked
at them and that you’d even live in one of the homes that they were building. But we don’t need more
homes. This is our downtown and I think, yes, a tax incentive to bring more restaurants in is a great
idea. But let’s not continue to build 62 and Golf Road. That’s not our downtown. That’s not the heart
of Rolling Meadows. Kirchoff and Meadow is. Thank you very much.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you for coming forward.
Mayor Prejna closed the floor.
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 PENDING
A) Ordinance No. 18-13 / Reserve Volume Cap (2nd Reading)
Mayor Prejna read the background on the ordinance.
Mayor Prejna: Is there a motion to adopt the ordinance? Alderman Banger made the motion and it has
been seconded. Is there any discussion? Seeing none, will the Clerk please call the roll?
AYES: Cannon, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice, Veenbaas
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: Budmats
The Ordinance was adopted.
 CONSENT ORDINANCES:
B) Approve Sign Variances for Billboard Sign at 3975 Algonquin Road (1st Reading)
C) Approve Application for an A2 Liquor License for Rep’s Place, Sports, Burgers & Beers,
located at 3200 Kirchoff Road (1st Reading)
Mayor Prejna: This bring us to the Consent Ordinances. It consists of two items, B and C. Does any
alderman wish to remove one item from the Consent Ordinances? Mr. Banger?
Alderman Banger: B
Mayor Prejna: We no longer have a Consent Agenda.
B) Approve Sign Variances for Billboard Sign at 3975 Algonquin Road (1st Reading)
Mayor Prejna read the background on the ordinance.
Mayor Prejna: Do I have a motion to move this ordinance forward for 2nd Reading?
Alderman D’Astice: So moved Mr. Mayor
Mayor Prejna: Mr. D’Astice, a second? Mr. Banger you bought it forward.
Mr. Banger: Yes, I haven’t supported this in its first or second form and I won’t tonight. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Any other comments, discussion? Will the Clerk please call the roll?
AYES: Cannon, Majikes, Gallo, D’Astice, Veenbaas
NAYS: Banger
ABSENT: Budmats
The ordinance is moved forward for 2nd Reading.
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C) Approve Application for an A2 Liquor License for Rep’s Place, Sports, Burgers & Beers,
located at 3200 Kirchoff Road (1st Reading)
Mayor Prejna read the background on the ordinance.
Mayor Prejna: Is there a motion to move this ordinance forward for 2nd Reading? Alderman Majikes
made the motion and it has been seconded. Is there any discussion? Seeing none, will the Clerk please
call the roll?
AYES: Cannon, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice, Veenbaas
NAYS:
ABSENT: Budmats
The ordinance is moved forward for 2nd Reading
 NEW BUSINESS:
D)

MOTION TO APPROVE PAYMENT OF BILLS ON WARRANT 3-27-18.

Mayor Prejna: Is there a motion to approve the March 27, 2018 Warrant as presented by the Finance
Department? Alderman Banger made the motion and it has been seconded by Alderman Majikes. Is
there any discussion? Seeing none, the Clerk will please call the roll.
AYES: Cannon, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice, Veenbaas
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: Budmats
The warrant was approved.
 CONSENT RESOLUTIONS:
E) Resolution No. 18-R-17 / Award a Contract for the Purchase of a 2018 Summa DC5
(Postponed at the March 13, 2018 Council Meeting)
F) Resolution No. 18-R-25 / Award Contract for 2018 Street Resurfacing Program
G) Resolution No. 18-R-26 / Award Contract for Construction Engineering Services for 2018
Street Resurfacing Program
H) Resolution No. 18-R-27 / Award Contract to Inspect and Repair Well #2
I) Resolution No. 18-R-28 / Award Contract for 2018 Street Crack Sealing
J) Resolution No. 18-R-29 / Authorize Order for Road Salt for 2018/2019 Winter Season
Mayor Prejna: That brings the council to the Consent Resolutions for this evening. There are six items
that could be grouped together in a Consent Agenda if the council so wishes. They are Items E through
J. Would any alderman like any of those items removed from the Consent Agenda? Mr. D’Astice
Alderman D’Astice: G & H
Mayor Prejna: That leaves us four items on the Consent Agenda, E, F, I and J. The Chair declares it in
order for one motion to consider all four resolutions in one motion and without debate. Is there such a
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Motion? Alderman Veenbaas has made the motion and it has been seconded. The question is shall all
four resolutions be adopted.
Mayor Prejna read the background on the four resolutions.
Mayor Prejna: Again, the question is shall all four resolutions be adopted. Will the Clerk please call the
roll?
AYES: Cannon, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice, Veenbaas
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: Budmats
The resolutions were adopted.

G) Resolution No. 18-R-26 / Award Contract for Construction Engineering Services for 2018
Street Resurfacing Program
Mayor Prejna read the background on the resolution.
Mayor Prejna: Is there a motion to adopt the resolution? Alderman Banger has made the motion and it
has been seconded by Alderman D’Astice. Mr. D’Astice you have first bite at the apple. You seconded
and you have the first bite of the apple.
Alderman D’Astice: Thank you. So I have a few questions on this I guess. I’m not sure. Did
Christopher Burke Engineering, was this an open bid or did we just give it to them? It’s $57,000.
Mr. Vogt: For many years it’s been part of the standard expectation and requirements of the City
Engineer to perform these services.
Alderman D’Astice: So these are no bid contracts that we give out to Burke Engineering?
Mr. Vogt: It’s a negotiated contract between the City staff and ourselves with needing to follow IDOT
regulations with regards to the prices because it’s almost always MFT work in full or in part.
Alderman D’Astice: Okay, and then the $9,000 is that part of the $100,000?
Mr. Vogt: No, we contract separately for our soil testing and that would be a separate purchase order
with the soil testing.
Alderman D’Astice: Okay, so the $100,000 is in the budget so I’d like to, I move to amend this motion
to put the $43,000, what’s ever left over from the $100,000, into the, to be used as a Road Fund.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, Mr. Vogt, go ahead Mr. Vogt.
Mr. Vogt: If I could, Mayor. What typically is done is the $100,000 that is in the budget covers both
the construction engineering for one program and then the design engineering for the next year’s
program. What we would typically expect to see come September or October once we get to a certain
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point in planning the 2019 budget is to look to have the civil engineering design and all the field
measurements, accounting and the like for next year’s potential programs part of that remaining
$43,000. That’s typically how it works so it’s already in the Road Program.
Mayor Prejna: So this is part of the budget process for….
Mr. Vogt: Its part of the typical budget process. It would need to be affirmed by the City Council next
fall when we start to plan the 2019 Street Program.
Mayor Prejna: Okay
Alderman D’Astice: There’s a motion on the table.
Alderman Veenbaas: I’ll second the motion, but I’d like to make a comment.
Mayor Prejna: Yes, Mr. Veenbaas
Alderman Veenbaas: So let me understand this. So this $43,000, right, thereabouts?
Alderman D’Astice: Yeah, thereabouts, $43,000
Alderman Veenbaas: And Mr. Vogt you’re saying that that amount of money will be leftover for next
year’s Road.
Mr. Vogt: Typically what’s done is it would be expended or committed to in 2018 at the end of the year
should the council, as we typically have done in recent years in September or no later than October,
approve a preliminary working list for the Street Program and authorize the City Engineer to start
working with Public Work’s Staff on the planning for those streets. That’s how we are able to have a
contract already in place that you just approved by doing that work in the fall rather than waiting until
the following spring of the budget year.
Alderman Veenbaas: I understand that part, but I’d like to clarify something. Mr. D’Astice, you’re
asking to earmark that money for the roads, correct? Are you saying the same thing?
Mr. Vogt: I think I’m hearing the same thing and that it’s in the Road Fund to be used for road
construction or road engineering unless I’m misunderstanding.
Alderman Veenbaas: My understanding here as I’m listening is we’d like the $43,000 earmarked for the
Road Fund for sure, however that’s done through a motion or through intention or what?
Mayor Prejna: I know we have a motion on the table.
Mr. Krumstok: Can I just ask for clarification?
Mayor Prejna: I’d like to get this cleared before we….
Alderman Veenbaas: Thank you, and that’s just my clarification. Thank you Mr. Mayor.
Mr. Krumstok: So can I just ask for clarification because now I’m a little confused. So are you trying to
say that you want an extra $43,000 to go to street repaving or building, or do you want as we’re saying
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that money is already in the Local Road Fund for engineering to be done, released if you want to
consider it, for the 2019 project, so I’m just asking for clarification? Again, are you asking for that
$43,000 to be put into additional roads?
Alderman D’Astice: Right, my motion was to take the $43,000 and put it towards additional roads
because I was not aware that we were going to use the remaining money, this $43,000 or some part of it,
for additional engineering.
Mr. Krumstok: For preparing for 2019.
Alderman D’Astice: Okay, is that in the budget like this or is it just….
Mr. Krumstok: It says $100,000 for engineering on roads.
Alderman D’Astice: Okay. I think we need to be more clear moving forward. It wasn’t in there. It just
says for roads and the resolution says we’re only going to use $57,000. It doesn’t say anything about
using the other $43,000 and if that’s what the intent is, then that should probably be in here and
communicated to us as well.
Mr. Krumstok: And we will put that in future and….
Mr. Vogt: We can do that in the resolutions. We can also what I would suggest, I’d consider doing that
in the budget just to make it more clear that its part for one fiscal year and part for the other.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Veenbaas
Alderman Veenbaas: I’m fine with that.
Alderman D’Astice: So that being the case, then I will withdraw my motion to amend if the second will
withdraw the second.
Mayor Prejna: Okay. Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: Thank you Mr. Mayor. I just wanted to go along with what we’re talking about here.
Just to remind everybody we’ve been doing this now for about 3 years where we pre-engineer for the
next set of streets. I agree that the write-up doesn’t really tell you that though, so but a question I have
about it is I was a little bit confused. Is the $9,000 for soil work for this year or is that for 2019?
Mr. Vogt: It’s for 2018.
Alderman Cannon: I thought they did that work last year for this year.
Mr. Vogt: Not once….
Alderman Cannon: They did that before.
Mr. Vogt: We do it both in advance where needed and particularly for reconstructions. We do it for
resurfacing to test the material that the contractor brings in. If we have some areas that need to excavate
or full depth patch we reserve the right to have the soil people take a look at that. They’re there in a
consultant role.
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Alderman Cannon: So that’s actual construction soil work then, not pre-work.
Mr. Vogt: The work that’s referred to in the report tonight is for work during construction. We will
have another proposal probably for several thousand dollars in the fall with the engineering services at
that time, depending on what streets we decide to work on and what the extent of soil testing needs
would be. It varies every year.
Alderman Cannon: Okay, and I guess to go along with what Mr. D’Astice said at the beginning, one of
his original thoughts, I think, I’m not speaking for him, I’m speaking for myself, but I guess in the future
I would just like to see that we would get other engineering companies to look at this process to see what
their cost structure may be. Obviously I’m fine with this right now, but I think Burke’s had this every
year and it’s really in a way a no bid contract and I would just like to see us a little competition for our
dollars because we need to get every dollar we can in the actual construction so just a thought for the
future. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: We got lost in discussion, do you have a second that you wish to….
Alderman Veenbaas: Yes, Mr. Mayor I’d like to remove my second with the stipulation that we’re
going to, in the future, line item this out as we discussed already.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, thank you. Any further discussion? Will the Clerk please call the roll?
AYES: Cannon, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice, Veenbaas
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: Budmats
The resolution was adopted.

H) Resolution No. 18-R-27 / Award Contract to Inspect and Repair Well #2
Mayor Prejna read the background on the resolution.
Mayor Prejna: Is there a motion to adopt the resolution?
Alderman D’Astice: So moved Mr. Mayor
Mayor Prejna: Thank you and it’s been seconded. Mr. D’Astice you brought it up, you’re first.
Alderman D’Astice: Thank you sir. Yeah, my question here, like the other one, is it’s a $148,000 bid
and it seems to me that it’s been a no bid contract. I understand this company has worked with us in the
past and they have a good reputation and they have good work. I understand all of that, but I don’t
understand why we do not do RFP’s. It’s been my experience that as good and as healthy and as strong
and great that these people may be, when they know there’s competition everyone sharpens their pencil
a little bit. I will not vote for this because its not been put out to bid and moving forward I’m putting
staff on notice if we’re not going to go out to bid I’m going to start voting no on all these things. We
need to go out to bid so we can get as much money, we can get the biggest bang for our buck and that’s
all there is to it.
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Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Any other discussion? Will the Clerk please call the roll?
AYES: Cannon, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, Veenbaas
NAYS: D’Astice
ABSENT: Budmats
The resolution was adopted.

OTHER BUSINESS & REPORTS:
Mayor's Appointments: None
Mayor’s Proclamations: None
City Clerk’s Report: None
City Staff Reports:
1) Community Items of Interest
1)

Thursday, March 29th from 6:00 pm to 7:30 pm at the Rolling Meadows Library there will be
a meet and greet & seed swap for all gardeners and those want to know more about
community gardens.

2)

Just a friendly reminder, yard waste collection starts on Monday, April 2nd. In addition,
please remember that this also marks the end of early refuse set out, which is allowed by
ordinance from November 1st to March 31st. Beginning Monday, April 2nd, residents should
place refuse and recyclables at the curb after 6:00 pm the night before scheduled pick-up.
For more information, please contact Public Works at 847-963-0500 or visit
www.cityrm.org/PublicWorks

3)

Earth Day activities are set for April 21st from 9:00 am to 12:00 pm. Individuals who want to
participate should meet at Old Public Works (3200 Central Road). For additional
information, please contact Public Works at 847-963-0500.

4)

Future topics at April Committee meetings:
Economic Development: due to a lack of items, and the holidays,
the April meeting has been cancelled.
Planning and Zoning Commission: (Tuesday, April 3rd at 7:30 pm
in the Council Chambers): One Public Hearing is tentatively
scheduled and it consists of: 1) Sign appeal to allow an electronic
message board and additional sign variations for Fuller’s Car Wash
at 2765 Algonquin Road, C-2 General Commercial Services
District, Karen Dodge, Quantum Signs, Petitioner.
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5)

We do want to wish everybody a Happy Easter and a good Passover for the next week or so
and then the final item I do want to remind people is that on the doors later tonight we will be
posting that Finance will be closed. This is part of the ERP transition that we’ve been talking
about in the News & Views and also putting out in the Friday Letters. So again, Community
Development will be open for those days, but we have a static financial program at that point
in time as we transition from one program to another one.

2) New Business – February 2018
Company
Name
Firedancer Coffee
Consultants
BRB Service
Partners LLC DBA
Espresso Partners
Shitcho USA DBA
Coquelicot Gallery
and Cafe

Address
5400
Newport
Drive #9
5400
Newport
Drive #9
4880 Euclid
Avenue #109

RM
or
PAL

Contact Name

Phone #

Type of Business

Home
Occupation

RM

Mike Ebert
mike@firedancercoffee.com

815-2459156

Office for Coffee
Consultations

No

RM

Randy Marran
randym@espressopartners.com

866-4325282

No

R.M.

Hisami Takahashi
Ntakaha1@neiu.edu

847-9242092

Service Commercial
Coffee & Espresso
Equipment
Art Gallery & Café

No

3) Staff Traffic Advisory Report – March 2018
Mr. Vogt: The monthly meeting of the Traffic Review Committee was held on Wednesday, March 7,
2018. Information is provided on the following discussion topics for the Mayor and City Council:
1. Brockway Street/Old Plum Grove Road crosswalk request. The requested installation appears to
not be justified, based on observations. Public Works Staff will contact the School District for
any other information and will then contact the requester.
2. Squibb/Ring/Apollo area roadways. The next traffic counts will be scheduled for collection in
May, 2018.
3. Meadowbrook Industrial Court parking problem. It was reported that some citations were issued
and the problem appears to have been remedied.
4. Kieth Court parking problem with existing prohibition and sign locations. A resident from Kieth
Court attending this Traffic Review Committee meeting and spoke to the problems experienced;
a solution was offered to basically change the parking restrictions. A resident survey will be
mailed, and if neighborhood concurrence is reached, an ordinance will be drafted for
consideration.
5. Dupont Avenue at Vermont Street. The Planning and Zoning Commission meeting, held March
6, 2018, had heard resident concerns about parked cars, speeding, and hazards associated with
the 90-degree intersection. A four-lot single family subdivision is proposed on the north side of
Dupont Avenue. Staff offered to have the Traffic Review Committee review these issues again,
upon installation of proposed public improvements by the developer.
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6. Arbor Drive curve, south of the apartment complex offices. This location has previously been
discussed by the Traffic Review Committee; a guardrail has often been requested. However,
there is not enough right-of-way available to install a guardrail. The City Engineer was asked to
evaluate an elevation change to the Arbor Drive profile, upon future street resurfacing, to
improve the situation.
The next meeting of the Traffic Review Committee is scheduled for Wednesday, April 4, 2018.

MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA:
Mayor Prejna: The one item that I have is we had the discussion with council last fall about doing a
traffic count with Kirchoff Road so, Mr. Krumstok.
Mr. Krumstok: We actually attempted to do that. Then we had the weather that was not conducive to it.
We did finish part of it and as we told the Economic Development Committee recently we are going to
do it now that Comets is also open. So we’re trying to compare our updates, but we will have those
numbers hopefully pretty soon, but we again mentioned that at the Economic Development Committee
and we want to make sure that Comets was open and flowing so hopefully our numbers will be better.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Are there any other Matters Not on the Agenda? Mr. D’Astice
Alderman D’Astice: Thank you. Yes, I would like to ask staff, and it could be Martha, I’m not sure for
the May Economic Development Committee could you possibly, or could staff possibly, provide the
Committee a list of vacancies and commercial open land throughout the City so that we can, the
Economic Development Committee, can start to brainstorm and come up with ideas on how we can
possibly market these vacancies and commercial open land. Now that we have, after so many months,
flushed out the restaurant incentive I’d like to take us on to the next project of trying to fill vacancies
and commercial open land throughout the City. Since our next meeting is not until May that will give us
enough time.
Mr. Krumstok: We’ll put that on our list.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Any other Matters Not on the Agenda? Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: Thank you Mr. Mayor. Tonight we approved crack sealing for streets and I guess I
would like to ask staff a rhetorical question at this point. Why don’t we include bike paths and I’d like
to see bike paths included soon. In our area there’s a partial bike path on Quentin where there are cracks
that are literally an inch, and inch and a half wide, that go all the way across the bike path and have
never been touched by us. So I guess I would like to see us include bike paths that we own to get that
work done also.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. You can give us a Staff Report.
Mr. Vogt: We can follow up with that.
Alderman Cannon: I don’t necessarily need a report. I would like to get it included.
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Mr. Vogt: We do inspect the bike paths every year and I’ll certainly take note of that in terms of the
condition assessment and act accordingly.
Alderman Cannon: Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Any other items?

CLOSED SESSION:
1) Review Closed Session Minutes – 5 ILCS 120/2 (c) (21) of the Illinois Open Meetings Act
Mayor Prejna: There is a request to go into Closed Session tonight that does require a motion and roll
call vote. Is there such a motion? Alderman Banger made the motion and it has been seconded by
Alderman Majikes. Is there any discussion? Seeing none the question is shall the council go into
Closed Session? The Clerk will please call the roll>
AYES: Cannon, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice, Veenbaas
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: Budmats
Mayor Prejna: With six in favor and none opposed we will now enter Closed Session. The audience
and press are advised that we do not anticipate taking any action upon returning to open session.
ENTERED CLOSED SESSION AT 8:07 pm
ENTERED OPEN SESSION AT 8:17 pm

ADJOURNMENT:
There being no further business, by unanimous consent the meeting adjourned.
City Council meeting of March 27, 2018 adjourned at 8:17 p.m.

Respectfully submitted by: Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
March 27, 2018 Council Minutes Approved by Council on April 10, 2018.
___________________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

Council Action Summary – April 10, 2018
Agenda Location: Pending (2nd Reading)
A) Approval of an Ordinance for Sign Variations for digital off-premise advertising sign at
3975 Algonquin Road, C-2 Zoning District
Attachments:
• Proposed Ordinance
• Planning and Zoning Commission Summary and Staff Packet dated February 26, 2018
• Application Packet
• Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting Minutes – UNAPPROVED – March 6, 2018
Background:
Presented for first reading is an ordinance for a sign appeal for an off-premise advertising digital
billboard at 3975 Algonquin Road.
The petitioner is an advertising company who wishes to erect a sign on this property. This
property currently is owned and operated as Luxury Auto Imports, a car dealership. The
proposed billboard sign would be located in the back (east side) of the property. Part of the
proposed billboard sign would hang over the existing building. No parking spaces would be
taken up, per the petitioner’s proposal.
The petitioner is proposing to erect an off-site digital advertising sign/billboard. Off-premises
signs are allowed within the C-2 zoning district. However, the petitioner is requesting to
construct an off-premises digital advertising sign which exceeds the existing regulations in
terms of size, height, and illumination.
The proposal is for a 76 foot high sign (60 feet above Route 53), with two digital faces of 672
square feet each. The sign is also proposed to be illuminated 24/7. Per City code, the maximum
square footage allowed for an off-premise sign is based on the frontage of the lot, but in no
case is to exceed 200 square feet. The maximum allowed height of an off-premise advertising
sign is to be no more than 20 feet above the highway it is facing. Signs are only permitted to be
illuminated from 7:00 am to 11:00 pm. As proposed, the illuminated billboard sign is to be
located 185 feet from the nearest residential units (to the southwest).
Permissible in C-2 District
20’ above Rt. 53 (36’ total)
200 sq. ft. per face
Illuminated 7:00 am-11:00 pm

Requested by Petitioner
60’ above Rt. 53 (76’ total)
672 sq. ft. per face
24/7 illumination

The subject property is not located within the City’s Route 53 Sign Overlay District, and those
regulations do not apply.
Previous Council Action:
3/27/18 – 1st Reading

Recommendation: At the regularly scheduled Planning and Zoning Commission meeting on
March 6, 2018, a public hearing was held and the Plan Commission recommended approval (5-2-2
vote) of this petition with conditions.

Ordinance No. 18-14

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING SIGN VARIANCES
(3975 Algonquin Road)
WHEREAS, Lamar Advertising, Inc. (“Petitioner”) has requested that the City grant
variances to Sections 122-192(5)b, 122-192(5)c and 122-22(i)(5) of the Comprehensive Zoning
Code to allow a free standing off premise sign on the property commonly known as 3975
Algonquin Road, Rolling Meadows, Illinois; and
WHEREAS, after publication of notice thereof, as provided by law, the Planning and
Zoning Commission has conducted a public hearing on March 6, 2018, at 7:30 p.m., at City Hall,
3600 Kirchoff Road, Rolling Meadows, Illinois, to consider said application; and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission has made its recommendation to
the City Council recommending its approval of the amendment as set forth in said
application; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the minutes and recommendations of the
Planning and Zoning Commission.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Rolling
Meadows, Illinois, as follows:
SECTION ONE: That Lamar Advertising is hereby granted variances from Section
122-192(5)b of the Comprehensive Zoning Code to allow the sign at 76 feet above grade,
Section 122-192(5)c to allow 672 square feet in gross area per sign face and Section 12222(i)(5) to allow the sign to be illuminating twenty-four hours seven days a week.

SECTION TWO:

The variances hereby granted are subject to the following

conditions:
A.

The petitioner shall provide a photometric survey to the City completed and dated

after March 6, 2018.
SECTION THREE: The City Council has determined that special circumstances exist,
in this instance, based upon the location of the property, the commercial zoning of the property
adjacent to this property, that the sign will not cause any adverse effect on the neighboring multifamily property, that the light from the sign will not adversely affect any adjacent properties and
the sign will not cause any injury to the value of other property in the vicinity, nor will the
variance be detrimental to the public safety or welfare in the neighborhood.
SECTION FOUR: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its date
of passage and approval as required by law.
SECTION FIVE: This Ordinance shall be printed and published in pamphlet form by
order of the City Council of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and Approved this 10th day of April 2018
________________________________________________________

Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:

Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
Published this 11th day of April 2018

Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

2. Sign Appeal to allow a digital off-premise sign at property located at 3975 Algonquin Road,
Jim Perry, Lamar Advertising, Petitioner
Chairman Bisesi asked if the file was in order.
Mr. Vogt stated that the file was in order and was made part of the record.
Jim Perry, Lamar Advertising, 500 N. Michigan Ave., Chicago, IL was sworn in by Chairman Bisesi.
Mr. Perry stated that they were requesting an off-premise advertising sign at 3975 Algonquin Road.
The sign as proposed would have two digital faces at 14 feet by 48 feet each, and be 76 feet above
grade, or 60 feet above Route 53. He noted that each sign face would have six changes. No scrolling
or flashing was proposed. It was essentially the same as the sign existing on Winnetka Avenue.
Mr. Perry stated that they were requesting a variance for the height of the sign and the hours of
operation of the sign.
Mr. Perry stated that property was zoned C-2, and adjacent to R-3 property, the Preserves at
Woodfield were 185 feet to the south of the proposed sign. To the north is T-1 district, and to the
north is primarily right-of-way. He stated that the sign would be located in a landscaping island, so no
parking spots were being eliminated, and no traffic modifications were being proposed. He noted
that the height variance was being requested was due to sight impediments caused by the trees,
highway signs, and utility poles.
Mr. Perry noted that lighting should not impact the neighboring apartment complex. He indicated
where the signs would be facing, and where the light from the sign would shine.
Mr. Perry stated that the subject property had previously been vacant for a long time. The current
owners had spent a good amount of money to update the property, and allowing the sign would
allow them to offset some of that cost.
Mr. Perry referred again to the photometrics. Between the lights from the freeway and the lights
from the apartment complex, the light from the signs should not impact the area a great deal. They
did have measures to reduce light spillage, including the requested height, and the placement of the
signs to face the highway, rather than the residences. Light spillage at the property line from the sign
was expected to be minimal.
Mr. Perry stated that there were monitoring protocols in place to ensure continued compliance with
the code requirements.
Mr. Perry stated that there would be benefits to the City from this sign. These would include the
placement of public safety alerts, and free advertising for City events. The City would also receive
annual inspection fees of approximately $2,500.00 per year.
QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD:

Minutes of the Planning and Zoning Commission
March 6, 2018

Chairman Bisesi opened the meeting to commissioners’ questions and comments.
Mr. Rybarczyk asked what the conditions were for prior approval by the Plan Commission in 2013.
Staff indicated they did not recall what the conditions were, but could locate them if necessary.
Chairman Bisesi stated that prior discussion had revolved around height, light spillage, and the park
that had been proposed at that time.
Mr. Rataiczyk asked about the requested variances. Mr. Perry noted that it was two variances. Mr.
Rataiczyk noted that he believed it was three. Staff commented that it was three – for the height of
the sign, the size of each of the sign faces, and the 24-hour illumination. Mr. Rataiczyk asked if the
proximity to the apartment complex was also a variance. Staff noted that it was something to take
into consideration, but was not a requested variance from the code. The information regarding the
overlay district had been provided as background information, since the district had come up at the
Committee of the Whole meeting the petitioner had appeared at in January, and to correct a
previous staff report that had indicated this property was located in the overlay district.
Mr. Rataiczyk asked what the petitioner meant by the statement that the sign was a permitted use in
the district. Mr. Perry noted that these types of signs were permitted in the district, just not in the
requested size. He viewed the size as a developmental issue, rather than a use issue.
Mr. Rataiczyk noted the requested variance was quite large. He noted the variance seemed to be too
large for comfort. He asked if there were any extenuating circumstances outside of what had been
stated already. Mr. Perry noted that visibility was the most important piece of the sign, and
obstructions in the area required the variances. Mr. Rataiczyk asked if a smaller size would work on
the requested height. Mr. Perry indicated that the requested sign was a standard unit. Smaller units
would create visibility among all the traffic.
Chris Lupo, 500 N. Michigan Ave., Chicago, IL was sworn in by Chairman Bisesi.
Mr. Lupo noted that there were two standard sizes of signs for this type of highway: 20 feet by 60
feet, and the requested 14 feet by 48 feet. Mr. Rataiczyk asked if the petitioner worked from code
requirements, or from visibility. Mr. Perry stated they worked from visibility. The requested sign was
fairly small for the location, but they had felt the larger sign was inappropriate for the location.
Mr. Patterson asked about a utility line that would restrict the foundation. Mr. Vogt replied that Mr.
Patterson was likely referring to the MWRD intercepting sewer, situated nearly due north-south
under the existing building. Previously, MWRD had provided a letter indicating the construction
would not be a problem to this line. Staff would request a renewal of that letter if the project were to
move forward to ensure MWRD would sign off.
Mr. Patterson asked if there were any sensor indicating proximity of traffic. Mr. Perry indicated there
was not.
Mr. Whitney noted that he had no issue with the requested height. He asked if there would be any
lively transitions between advertisements. Mr. Perry stated there would not – it would be
instantaneous transition, much like a slide show.
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Mr. Lynch asked what an overlay district was. Staff replied that an overlay district is a section has the
ability to exceed the code within certain parameters. It was similar to a different code section that
applies only that area.
Mr. Fink asked how many advertisements there would be on the sign. Mr. Perry replied that it would
be six per face. Mr. Fink asked how often they changed. Mr. Perry replied it was every ten seconds.
Mr. Fink asked how much of the sign fell over the building, and what safety measures were in place
for the building. Mr. Perry replied the encroachment was 20 feet, and had been done to face
illumination away from the apartments. They could potentially place a shroud and check engineering,
but other signs of similar design had generated no complaints. In addition, inspectors would look at
the sign monthly.
Mr. Krumstok added that the sign contractor would have liability to the building. Mr. Perry stated
that damage that occurred to the building as a result of the sign would be paid for by the petitioner.
Mr. Vogt stated that the conditions requested by Mr. Rybarczyk had been located. As of March 25,
2014, the conditions had included the sign would not exceed 60 feet in height above Route 53, that
the gross area of each sign face would not exceed 672 square feet, a fence should be placed around
the sign, the sign would not advertise any sexually oriented business, and that the petitioner would
demolish the existing building and develop the site in conformance with a submitted site plan.
Mr. Rataiczyk asked why the petitioner had not moved forward in 2014. Mr. Perry indicated the
project had not had support from the Council at the time, likely due to the park to be dedicated to
the City. Mr. Rataiczyk asked if a fence would be part of this plan. Mr. Patterson stated that the fence
had been required due to the inclusion of the park.
Mr. Vogt added that the original ordinance had included language about not damaging neighboring
properties, or the general public welfare.
QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE:
Chairman Bisesi opened the meeting for comments from the public. With there being no public
comment, the public hearing was closed.
ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD:
Chairman Bisesi opened the meeting to additional questions and comments from the commissioners.
Mr. Rybarczyk asked if notifications had been performed again. Mr. Perry stated they had. Mr.
Rybarczyk asked if individual occupants of the apartments had been notified, or just the owner. Staff
stated that the City requirements only required the owner or management company are notified. The
management would then be required to notify their residents. In addition, the City Council had
recently passed an ordinance requiring placement of signs for all requested public hearings, which
had been required in this case. Public notice requirement had been met. Mr. Krumstok added that
the signs did generate inquiries.
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Mr. Lynch moved to approve a Sign Appeal for an illuminated billboard property located at 3975
Algonquin Road, C-2 Commercial District, Jim Perry, Lamar Advertising Co., Petitioner
With the following condition:
1. A photometric study will be provided to City Staff for review.
Mr. Whitney seconded.
Roll call:
Mr. Rataiczyk: Yes – A great deal of effort had been put into the project, despite the size of
the variance.
Mr. Patterson: Yes – The additional height should not be detrimental, and visibility required
the size.
Mr. Whitney: Yes – It will not harm adjacent properties and the variances are warranted.
Mr. Lynch: Yes – The state might use the properties to the north to sponsor signs, and he
would rather see the sign in Rolling Meadows.
Mr. Fink: No – Has been against signs at interchanges due to vehicular safety – this is just a
distraction.
Mr. Rybarczyk: No – This is too much distraction for drivers, and a detriment to public safety.
Chairman Bisesi: Yes – The petitioner has presented a project that will not adversely affect
the area, and it will not be as much of a distraction as feared.
Yeas – (5) – Bisesi, Lynch, Rataiczyk, Patterson, Whitney
Nays – (2) – Fink, Rybarczyk
Absent – (2) – O’Brien, Stefaniuk
Abstain – (0) – NONE
MOTION APPROVED
Mr. Rataiczyk noted that the placement of the signs had not generated any public pushback.
Chairman Bisesi stated that, with the vote 5-2-2, the item would go before the City Council with a
positive recommendation from the Planning and Zoning Commission, tentatively March 27, 2018 for
first reading of the ordinance.
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Council Action Summary – April 10, 2018
Agenda Location: Pending (2nd Reading)
B) Ordinance – Approve Liquor License Application for a Class A2 Liquor License for New
Business located at 3200 Kirchoff Road – Rep’s Place, Sports, Burgers & Beers
Attachments:


Proposed ordinance

Background: Council is being asked to approve an Ordinance, which if passed, would approve an
application for a Class A2 liquor license. This liquor license application is being requested by the
owner of Rep’s Place, Sports, Burgers & Beers located at 3200 Kirchoff Road.

Definition of a Class “A2” Liquor License:
Class A2 licenses shall authorize the retail sale on premises of alcoholic liquors for consumption on
premises, but no such license shall be issued to any person, firm, corporation, or partnership unless
a restaurant is operating on the same premises, place or location for which the said alcoholic liquor
license is applied. No alcoholic liquor shall be sold by any class A2 license holder for consumption
off the premises. There shall be no dancing on the premises of any class A2 license holder, unless
said premises are rented for a specific day by the holder of a class C license, as defined in this
chapter.

Previous Council Action:
3/27/18 – 1st Reading

Recommendation:
Approve Ordinance as presented.

Ordinance No. 18-15

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR CODE

Whereas, the City Code of Ordinances currently provides for a Classification of A2; and
Whereas, the City Council has determined that it is necessary to establish the number of Class
A2 Liquor Licenses at eleven (11)
Now Therefore, Be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois, as
follows:
Section One: Subparagraph (a) of Sec. 6-37, Restriction on Number and Classification of
Licenses, of Chapter 6, “Alcoholic Beverages,” is amended in part to read as follows:
(2) Eleven Class A2 Licenses
Section Two: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage and
approval as provided by law.
Section Three: This Ordinance shall be printed and published in pamphlet form by order of the
City Council of the City of Rolling Meadows.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 10th day of April 2018

____________________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:
______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
Published in pamphlet form this 11th day of April 2018

______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

Council Action Summary – April 10, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Ordinances

C) Ordinance – Amending Chapter 22 (“Business”) and Appendix B of the Code of
Ordinances

Attachment:
-

City Ordinance to Allow Video Gaming Machines in the City of Rolling Meadows –
following Illinois State Statute 230 ILCS 40.

Background:
The attached ordinance will amend Chapter 22 (“Businesses”) in the City Code to allow
for video gaming machines in the City of Rolling Meadows. The ordinance also amends
appendix B of the City Code of Ordinances. This ordinance complies with Illinois State Statute
230 ILCS 40.

Previous Council Action:
Most recently at the February 20, 2018 Committee-of-the-Whole meeting.

Recommendation:
Approve on first reading and send to second reading for approval on April 24th.

ORDINANCE NO. 18-____
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 22 (“BUSINESSES”)
AND APPENDIX B OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined it is in the best interest of the City to allow
video gaming machines;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the City Council of the City of Rolling
Meadows, as follows:
SECTION ONE:

Chapter 22, “Businesses”, is hereby amended by adding thereto,

the following:
Division 32. Video Gaming.
Sec. 32.1 – Video gaming terminal.
A. Definition. As defined in 230 ILCS 40/5, “any electronic video game
machine that, upon insertion of cash, is available to play or simulate
the play of a video game, including but not limited to video poker, line
up, and blackjack, as authorized by the Board utilizing a video display
and microprocessors in which the player may receive free games or
credits that can be redeemed for cash. The term does not include a
machine that directly dispenses coins, cash, or tokens or is for
amusement purposes only.”
B. License Required. No person, firm or corporation shall offer for play
any Video Gaming Termination in the City without having first
obtained from the City the proper license for each Video Gaming
Terminal. Applications for such Video Gaming terminal licenses shall
be made in writing to the City Clerk and shall state thereon the
location of the place of business and the total number of Video
Gaming Terminals intended to be used, and further provide a copy of
any current license or licenses issued to Application by the State of
Illinois under the Video Gaming Act, 230 ILCS 40.
C. Revocation. Any Video Gaming Terminal License may be revoked by
the City Manager at any time for any violation of any of the provisions
of the Code of Ordinances or any applicable laws, rules or regulations

746664.1

of the State of Illinois relating to the Video Gaming Act, 230 ILCS 40
and such revocation may be in addition to any fine imposed.
Sec. 32-2 – Terminal Operator.
A. Definition. As defined in 230 ILCS 40/5, “an individual,
partnership, corporation, or limited liability company that is
licensed under this Act and that owns, services and maintains
video gaming terminals for placement in licensed establishments,
licensed truck stop establishments, licensed fraternal
establishments, or licensed veterans establishments.”
B. License Required. No person, firm or corporation shall own,
service and/or maintain any Video Gaming Terminal in the City
without having first obtained from the City the proper license for
each Terminal Operator. Applications for such Terminal Operator
licenses shall be made in writing to the City Clerk and Applicant
shall further provide a copy of any current license or licenses
issued to Application by the State of Illinois under the Video
Gaming Act, 230 ILCS 40.
C. Revocation. Any Terminal Operator’s license may be revoked by
the City Manager at any time for any violation of any of the
provisions of the Code of Ordinances or any applicable laws, rules
or regulations of the State of Illinois relating to the Video Gaming
Act, 230 ILCS 40, and such revocation may be in addition to any
fine imposed.
SECTION TWO:

Appendix B, “Schedule of Rates, Fees, Fines and Penalties” is

hereby amended by adding thereto, the following:
XXVI – Video Gaming.
The annual fee for Video Gaming Terminals and Terminal Operators
shall be as follows:
Video Gaming Terminal (per terminal)……$1,000.00
Terminal Operator……$1,000.00.
The license fees shall be paid for each calendar year. For any license
issued during the year, the license fee shall be prorated from the date
of issuance to December 31st of that year.
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SECTION THREE:

This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its

date of passage and approval as required by law.
SECTION THREE:

This Ordinance shall be printed and published in pamphlet form by

order of the City Council of Rolling Meadows, Illinois.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed this 24th day of April, 2018.
Approved this 24th day of April, 2018.

__________________________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor

ATTEST:

_____________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

Published this 25th day of April, 2018.

_____________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
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Council Action Summary – April 10, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Ordinances
D) Municipal Gas Use Tax
Background: As discussed during the January 16th and the February 20th Committee-of-theWhole Meetings, the City is reviewing revenues options and ensuring there are funds for road
improvements.
Revenue Background:
•

•

•
•

Since FY 2009, the City implemented an Electric Utility Tax generating approximately
$1.3 million to the General Fund annually. This revenue source is an efficient tax
whereby the tax is collected by ComEd and remitted electronically each month to the
City. The collection of this revenue is a straightforward as part of the Finance
Department’s monthly reconciliation process.
Comparatively, Vehicle Stickers generate $500,000 for roads (however $400,000 or less
for roads when you net out expenses such as administration, inquiries, printing,
processing, postage and many other items). The month of June is the busiest but Vehicle
Stickers are processed throughout the entire year. [As mentioned in previous City
Council reports, many municipalities have eliminated Vehicle Stickers by adding a new
revenue source.]
Ensuring dollars are secured for road improvements and maximizing personnel resources
effectively are essential goals for the City.
Vehicle Stickers are a time-consuming and inefficient way to collect revenue. Preparing
the annual data file for the vehicle sticker mailing, reviewing and ordering forms,
fulfilling vehicle sticker forms, entering data, answering questions/calls, working on
collections, responding to emails, attending adjudication hearings, issuing Police tickets
and other enforcement activities detract from the essential duties of Finance, Police and
Administration. Many key responsibilities such as audit preparations, capital forecasting
and budget planning become backlogged due to vehicle sticker processing. [It also
makes many residents and customers very upset and angry at Staff.]

Municipalities & Natural Gas Tax (Lots of Capital and Road Improvements:
•
•

•

Staff reviewed a Utility Tax survey from the Northwest Municipal Conference.
To name a few municipalities who have implemented a Natural Gas Tax these include:
Arlington Heights, Aurora, Barrington, Carpentersville, Deer Park, Des Plaines,
Evanston, Hanover Park, Hoffman Estates, Lake Forest, Morton Grove, Niles,
Northbrook, Northfield, Palatine, Park Ridge, Skokie, Streamwood, Wheaton, Wheeling
and Wilmette.
Most charge $0.05 per therm and almost all have both an Electric Utility Tax and Natural
Gas Tax.

•
•

By establishing a natural gas tax, the tax would be dedicated for roads and would
generate more than vehicle stickers.
The majority of municipalities use this revenue source for capital projects and road
improvement projects. Hoffman Estates for example dedicated this revenue for roads.

Average for Vehicle Stickers:
•
•

•

•

•

For Vehicle Stickers, each year, the cost to residents is on average $90 for vehicle
stickers which is typically three vehicles per home.
The vendor who maintains the database provided some information about vehicle
stickers. The database is limited in terms of what types of reports can be generated. The
database shows that more than 60% of homes have at three vehicles.
There are many homes that have multiple types of stickers such as two senior stickers
(which is $40 or $20 each) with two regular passenger stickers (which is $60 or $30 each)
for a total cost of $100. It really varies greatly on the makeup of each home.
There are more than 18,000 vehicle stickers purchased annually. Of that total, there are
approximately 8% (or approximately 1,400) purchased by senior citizens. The majority
of those purchases show two stickers or $40 to one residence.
For some businesses with trucks it can vary greatly from one ($68) to as many as ten
($680) for trucks.

Nicor Gas Information:
•

•
•

•

For the Natural Gas Tax, Staff conducted additional research on typical residential homes
and commercial/industrial properties. Nicor Gas indicates that the majority of this tax is
paid for by businesses. For a 7,000 square foot business with two furnaces the tax would
approximately be $140 per year. For a 1,300 square foot home with one furnace the tax
would approximately be $38 per year. For a larger home of approximately 2,500 square
feet the tax would be estimated at $70.
Typically, it may take between four and six months for Nicor Gas to initiate a natural gas
tax.
Nicor Gas indicates that therm use will vary home-to-home based on energy efficiencies,
number of furnaces, different types of gas uses, home-heating preferences, different types
of thermostats/functions, square footage of homes/businesses and many other variables.
One home as compared to another may not be meaningful.
Nicor Gas provided the number of therms used by the City of Rolling Meadows detailed
by Commercial, Industrial and Residential Users.

Commercial
Industrial
Residential

2016 Therms
4,035,643.88
951,915.94
5,479,637.12
10,467,196.94

2017 Therms
5,210,471.62
883,467.51
4,075,440.92
10,169,380.05

Staff recommends implementing the Municipal Gas Tax for the funds to be used for road
improvements in the Local Road Fund (#61). At some point, as part of the FY 2019 Budget
process, Staff will bring to the City Council a request to repeal vehicle stickers.
Previous Council Action:
•
•

January 16, 2018 – Committee-of-the-Whole Meeting – City Council Discussion.
February 20, 2018 – Committee-of-the-Whole Meeting – City Council
Discussion.

Recommendation:
•

Staff requests 1st reading of this ordinance to move this on to 2nd reading which is
scheduled for the April 24, 2018 City Council Meeting.

ORDINANCE NO. 18-____
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE CITY OF ROLLING MEADOWS CODE OF
ORDINANCES CHAPTER 102 “TAXATION” TO INCLUDE ARTICLE XI.
MUNICIPAL NATURAL GAS USE TAX
BE IT ORDAINED, BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROLLING
MEADOWS, ILLINOIS, AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION ONE: Chapter 102 “Taxation” of the Code of Ordinances is hereby amended
by adding thereto the following:
ARTICLE XI. - MUNICIPAL NATURAL GAS USE TAX
Sec. 102-500. – Short Title.
The tax imposed by this Article shall be known as the “Municipal Natural Gas Use Tax” also
known as a use tax on natural gas.
Sec. 102-501. - Definitions.
For the purposes of this Article, the following definitions shall apply:
Person: Any individual, firm, trust, estate, partnership, association, joint stock company, joint
venture, corporation, limited liability company, municipal corporation, or any political
subdivisions of this state or a receiver, trustee, conservator or other representative appointed by
order of any court.
Public Utility shall have the meaning ascribed to it in Section 3-105 of the Public Utilities
Act.
Purchaser: Any person who uses or consumes, within the corporate limits of the city, natural
gas acquired in a purchase at retail.
Purchase at retail: Any acquisition of natural gas by a purchaser for purposes of use or
consumption, and not for resale, but shall not include the use of natural gas by a Public Utility
directly in the generation, production, transmission, delivery or sale of natural gas.
Tax collector: The person delivering natural gas to the purchaser.
Sec. 102-502. – Municipal gas use tax imposed; amount.
(a) Pursuant to section 65 ILCS 5/8-11-2, the city's home rule authority, and any and all other
applicable authority, a tax is imposed upon the privilege of using or consuming natural gas
acquired in a purchase at retail and used or consumed within the corporate limits of the city
that is purchased at retail at a rate of five cents ($0.05) per therm.
(b) Said tax is in addition to all taxes, fees and other revenue measure imposed by the city, the
state, or any other political subdivision of the state.
(c) The ultimate incidence of and liability for payment of the tax is on the Purchaser, and
nothing in this Article shall be construed to impose a tax on the occupation of distributing,
supplying, furnishing, selling or transporting natural gas.

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of this Article, the tax shall not be imposed if and to
the extent that imposition or collection of the tax would violate the Constitution of the
United States, the Illinois Statutes, or the Constitution of the State of Illinois.
(e) The tax shall be imposed with respect to the use or consumption of natural gas by
residential, commercial and industrial customers beginning with the first bill issued on or
after September 1, 2018; and with respect to the use or consumption of natural gas by
nonresidential customers beginning with the first bill issued to such customers for delivery
services or the first bill issued to such customers on or after September 1, 2018, whichever
issuance occurs sooner.
Sec. 102-503. - Collection of tax.
(a) The city is authorized to enter into a contract for collection of the tax imposed by this
Article with any Public Utility providing natural gas service in the City of Rolling
Meadows.
(b) The Public Utility will remit the collected taxes to the director of finance no more often
than once each month.
(c) Any tax required to be collected by this Article, and any tax in fact collected, shall
constitute a debt owed to the city by the person delivering the natural gas, provided, that
the person delivering natural gas shall be allowed credit for such tax related to deliveries
of natural gas, the charges for which are written off as uncollectible, and provided further,
that if such charges are thereafter collected, the delivering supplier shall be obligated to
remit such tax.
Sec. 102-504. - Tax remittance and return.
(a) Every tax collector shall on a monthly basis file a return in a form prescribed by the director
of finance. The return and accompanying remittance shall be due on or before the last day
of the month following the month during which the tax is collected or is required to be
collected under section 102-503 of this Article.
(b) If the Public Utility fails to collect the tax from the purchaser or is excused from collecting
the tax then the purchaser shall file a return in a form prescribed by the director of finance
and pay the tax directly to the director of finance on or before the last day of the month
following the month during which the natural gas is used or consumed.
Sec. 102-505. - Books and records.
Every tax collector, and every taxpayer required to pay the tax imposed by this Article, shall
keep accurate books and records of its business or activity, including contemporaneous books and
records denoting the transactions that gave rise, or may have given rise, to any tax liability under
this Article. The books and records shall be subject to and available for inspection at all times
during business hours of the day.
Sec. 102-506. - Credits and refunds.
Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Article, in order to permit sound fiscal planning
and budgeting by the city, no person shall be entitled to a refund of, or credit for, a tax imposed

under this Article unless the person files a claim for refund or credit within one year after the date
on which the tax was paid or remitted with the director of finance.
SECTION TWO: This Ordinance shall be printed and published in pamphlet form by
order of the City Council of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois.
SECTION THREE: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its
passage and approval and publication as provided by law.
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and Approved this 24th day of April 2018

_________________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:
______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

Published this 25th day of April 2018.

______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – April 10, 2018
Consent Agenda: Ordinance (First Reading)
E) An Ordinance to Approve a Text Amendment to Modify Requirements for a Side
Yard Setback for a Corner Lot
Attachments:
• Proposed Ordinance
• Planning and Zoning Commission Summary and Staff Packet dated February 23,
2017
• Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting Minutes –March 6, 2018 –
UNAPPROVED – Relating to this item
Background: Staff has received requests from residents to place fences in the side yard
facing the street. Per current codes, nothing can be placed in said side yard closer than 30
feet to the property line, which is the same setback as the front yard.
Staff believes that modifying the setback requirements for the corner side yard from 30
feet to 20 feet will make the definition and use of side yards clearer. The setback will
allow structures including fences, sheds, decks, and others. The 20 foot setback will
allow residents use of more of their lots while preserving visibility and line of sight for
drivers turning corners.
At the March 6, 2018 Planning and Zoning Commission meeting (public hearing), a
unanimous 7-0-2 vote was provided in support of this proposed Zoning Code text
amendment.
Previous Council Action:
• Nothing on this matter
Recommendation: To give 1st Reading to the proposed Ordinance and to forward it to
the City Council meeting on April 24, 2018 for 2nd Reading consideration.

Ordinance No. 18-____

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING CODE
TO MODIFY SETBACK REQUIREMENTS FOR CORNER SIDE YARDS
WHEREAS, on March 6, 2018, the Planning and Zoning Commission conducted
a public hearing for the purpose of considering an amendment to the Comprehensive
Zoning Code to modify the setback requirements for corner side yards; and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission conducted a public hearing
on the proposed text amendment after notice of public hearing as required by law; and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission has submitted its report to the
Mayor and City Council of the City of Rolling Meadows, which report has been
considered by the Mayor and City Council; and
WHEREAS, the City Council having received the minutes, recommendation and
findings of fact of the Planning and Zoning Commission; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of
Rolling Meadows, Illinois:
SECTION ONE: Chapter 122, “Zoning” Section 122-122(d) is hereby amended to
the following:
“(d) Setback.
(1) The minimum setback for buildings along arterial primary, major
and secondary streets shown on the official plan of the city shall be in
accordance with section 122-20, and the requirements along minor
streets shall be as follows: the minimum setback shall be not less than
30 feet, except where all of the improved lots in any one block are
developed with buildings which establish a setback greater or less than
30 feet, and the improved lots comprise 25 percent or more of the
frontage in the block; such greater or lesser setback shall become the
minimum setback in such block. No building erected, converted,
enlarged, reconstructed or structurally altered shall project beyond the

setback so established in the block; provided, however, that this shall
not be interpreted to require a setback of more than 60 feet.
(2) For a corner lot, the side yard setback abutting the roadway shall be
not less than twenty (20) feet.”
SECTION TWO: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its
date of passage and approval as required by law.
SECTION THREE: This Ordinance shall be printed and published in pamphlet form
by order of the City Council of Rolling Meadows, Illinois.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and Approved this 24th day of April 2018.
___________________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:

__________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
Published this 25th day of April 2018.
__________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

3. Text Amendment to modify the requirements for the side yard on a corner lot, City of
Rolling Meadows, Petitioner
Chairman Bisesi asked if the file was in order.
Mr. Vogt stated that the file was in order and was made part of the record.
Mr. Vogt brought the Commission’s attention to a sample plat of survey provided to the Commission
in their packets. Current code regarding corner lots required a side yard setback equal to that of the
front yard, which was 30 feet, as indicated on the sample. Staff proposed to modify the side yard
setback on a corner lot to 20 feet, following a resident’s inquiry about a permit.
QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD:
Chairman Bisesi opened the meeting to commissioners’ questions and comments.
Mr. Whitney noted that there was no problem, and most of the cases that appeared before the
Zoning Board of Appeals were for such variances, which were generally granted.
Mr. Lynch asked how many petitions were brought forward on this issue. Mr. Whitney replied that it
had waned over the years, but 15 to 20 years prior, there had been a great many. Mr. Lynch asked if
there had been opposition to these petitions. Mr. Whitney noted there had not. He also noted most
petitions had been for houses on busier roads.
Mr. Rataiczyk asked what a side yard was. Mr. Vogt replied that the front yard was typically where
the lot was addressed, and the side yard faced the street on which it was not addressed. It was not
transferable between frontages. Staff stated that the intent of the text amendment was to allow
homeowners on these types of lots to use more of their yards. When a home is built, the yards are
established at that time, and cannot be changed from there. The front yard setback would not change
due to this text amendment.
Mr. Lynch asked if the lines in the provided sample were the setbacks per the existing codes. Mr.
Vogt replied that would be the case. He stated that the setback on the side would move 10 feet
closer to the street. The front yard setback would not change. Mr. Lynch asked if a fence could run
across the front of the house to the covered porch. Mr. Rataiczyk stated existing code had provisions
for prohibiting structures in front of the house. Staff stated that the provided sample showed current
setback allowances, and homeowners typically do not bring fences into front yards to the porch.
QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE:
Chairman Bisesi opened the meeting for comments from the public. With there being no public
comment, the public hearing was closed.
ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD:
Chairman Bisesi opened the meeting to additional questions and comments from the commissioners.

Minutes of the Planning and Zoning Commission
March 6, 2018

Mr. Patterson moved to approve a Text Amendment to modify City of Rolling Meadows Zoning
Code Section 122-122(d)(2) to read:
(2) For a corner lot, the side yard setback abutting the roadway shall be not less than twenty (20) feet.

Mr. Whitney seconded.
Roll call:
Mr. Rybarczyk: Yes
Mr. Rataiczyk: Yes
Mr. Patterson: Yes
Mr. Whitney: Yes
Mr. Lynch: Yes
Mr. Fink: Yes
Chairman Bisesi: Yes.
Yeas – (7) – Bisesi, Fink, Lynch, Rataiczyk, Rybarczyk, Patterson, Whitney
Nays – (0) – NONE
Absent – (2) – O’Brien, Stefaniuk
Abstain – (0) – NONE
MOTION APPROVED
Chairman Bisesi stated that, with the vote 6-0-3, the item would go before the City Council with a
positive recommendation from the Planning and Zoning Commission, tentatively March 27, 2018 for
first reading of the ordinance.
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Minutes of the Planning and Zoning Commission
March 6, 2018

Miscellaneous Business: NONE
Matters Not on the Agenda:
Mr. Vogt stated that staff has additional text amendments to bring forward, as agendas allow in the
future.
Reports:
Mr. Vogt noted that the next meeting was scheduled for April 3, 2018. Fuller’s Car Wash was applying
for a sign appeal for an electronic message board. The agenda for May 1, 2018 may include final
approval petition for the subdivision and PUD for Ryan Homes.
Mr. Vogt encouraged the Commission to consider election of officers in April.
Mr. Lynch asked why the City was bringing forward text amendments in light of the upcoming update
of the Comprehensive Plan. Staff stated that the Comprehensive Plan addressed the City’s vision for
the guidance of land use for the next 10+ years. Staff was bringing forward the amendments to clean
up the existing zoning code and make it easier to use. The Comprehensive Plan update would not
include an update to the zoning code, but could include a recommendation to update the zoning
code. That update would be a separate project at another time. These text amendments would be
items that staff had heard about most frequently in an effort to make the zoning code easier to use
and help residents get better use from their properties.
Mr. Rataiczyk asked if any petitions to allow chickens had been brought forward. Mr. Krumstok
replied that the Council had held those discussions in the past, and an alderman was interested in
pursuing those discussions again at a future Committee of the Whole.
Mr. Krumstok reported that the Mug on Golf Road had closed, and was in process of becoming a
Jersey Mike’s. School Health had demolished the old building at 5600 Apollo Drive. The old sign had a
temporary banner posted over it to lease portion of their new building that they would not use
initially, and they were hoping to grow into in the future. Squibb Drive was done, except for the
lights, which would hopefully be done in the near future. He added that the Jewel shopping center
may be gaining a new restaurant in the near future. They were in the design phase, and still needed
to go for permits. If everything goes well, the owner plans to open Memorial Day weekend. He stated
that Comet’s on Kirchoff Road was planning to reopen for the season on March 20, 2018. He added
that the recently approved Dunkin Donuts has a construction fence in place, but needs MWRD
approval before the project can move forward. He concluded that Northwest Community Hospital
was working on moving into Arlington Office Park. The demolition was completed, but the general
contractor had changed and they cannot move forward until that paperwork was completed.
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Minutes of the Planning and Zoning Commission
March 6, 2018

Adjournment
A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Whitney and seconded by Mr. Rybarczyk. Motion carried by
unanimous voice vote. The regular meeting of the March 6, 2018 Planning and Zoning Commission
was adjourned at 9:52 pm.
Respectfully Submitted,
Elizabeth Payne
Secretary
Community Development Division
Distribution:
Mayor
City Manager
Planning and Zoning Commissioners
Community Development Department
Clerk’s Office
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Council Action Summary – April 10, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Ordinances

F) Ordinance – Approving a Restaurant Incentive

Attachment:
-

City Ordinance to Approve a Restaurant Incentive.

Background:
In late 2017, this item was introduced to the City Council & the Economic Development
Committee. The Economic Development Committee has discussed this at their November,
December, January, February and March meetings.
Basic Guidelines:
The Purchase Incentive:
•
•
•
•

•

•

•

Any individual, group or small business that purchases land and/or building will qualify.
The individual, group or small business must purchase the space and open a new
restaurant.
The restaurant must open for business within 12 months of purchasing the property.
Cost of permit fees reduced – maximum reduction to be $5,000. This would be for
normal inspections and permit costs (typical fees). Costs associated with outside
contractors and consultants would still be assessed.
A Food & Beverage tax sharing agreement where the City will rebate to the restaurant
40% of the collected taxes after the first year and 20% of the collected taxes after the
second year. The restaurant must be in good standing with the City (no outstanding fees,
fines, bills, etc.). [For a restaurant on the designated Kirchoff Road area, the rebate will
be 60% after the first year and 40% for the second year].
All incentives, except permit fee reductions, would be given after the restaurant is open
and operational for one year from the receipt of a certificate of completion or certificate
of occupancy. (If the business closes during the second year, no additional tax sharing
would be distributed).
City must receive a business and marketing plan from those businesses who seek the
incentive plan.

The Rental Incentive:
•

Any individual, group or small business that rents/leases existing space will qualify.

•
•
•

•

•

•

The individual, group or small business must lease the space and open a new restaurant.
The restaurant must open for business within 12 months of leasing the space.
Cost of permit fees reduced – maximum reduction to be $5,000 or equal to three month’s
rent (whichever is lower). This would be for normal inspections and permit costs (typical
fees). Costs associated with outside contractors and consultants would still be assessed.
A Food & Beverage tax sharing agreement where the City will rebate to the restaurant
40% of the collected taxes after the first year and 20% of the collected taxes after the
second year. The restaurant must be in good standing with the City (no outstanding fees,
fines, bills, etc.). [For a restaurant on the designated Kirchoff Road area, the rebate will
be 60% after the first year and 40% for the second year].
All incentives, except permit fee reductions, would be given after the restaurant is open
and operational for one year from the receipt of a certificate of completion or certificate
of occupancy. (If the business closes during the second year, no additional tax sharing
would be distributed).
City must receive a business and marketing plan from those businesses who seek the
incentive plan.

Previous Council Action:
Most recently at the March 20, 2018 Committee-of-the-Whole meeting.

Recommendation:
Approve on first reading and send to second reading for approval on April 24th.

ORDINANCE NO. 18-____
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 102 “TAXATION”
OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined it is in the best interests of the City to
provide an incentive for additional restaurants to do business in the City; and
WHEREAS, the City Council desires to provide a reduction in certain permit fees and a
period of time for reduction in the City’s food and beverage tax.
NOW THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Rolling Meadows,
Illinois, as follows:
SECTION ONE:

Chapter 102, “Taxation”, Article IV, is hereby amended by

addition thereto, the following:
Section 102-147 – Restaurant Tax Incentives.
A. Purchase Incentives.
1. Any person, partnership, corporation or limited liability
company which purchases or leases property within the
City, provides the City with a business and marketing
plan and opens a restaurant on the purchased or leased
property within 12 months of the closing of the
purchase or lease of the property shall qualify for the
incentives provide for herein. Upon the City issuing a
Certificate of Occupancy for the restaurant, the City
will refund to the restaurant owner the fees paid to the
City (exclusive of costs incurred by the City for fees
paid to outside contractors of the City for permit
reviews) up to a maximum of $5,000.00.
For the purposes of the section a “restaurant” shall be
defined as an establishment with a wide selection of food

746821.1

and beverages in which customers can be served meals at
their table and pay at the end of their meal.
2. After the first anniversary of the restaurant opening,
and provided the restaurant is open through its first
anniversary, the City will refund the restaurant owner
an amount equal to 40% of the food and beverage tax
paid to the City. After the second anniversary of the
restaurant opening and provided the restaurant is open
through its second anniversary, the City will rebate to
the restaurant owner an amount equal to 20% of the
food and beverage tax paid to the City. The food and
beverage tax refunds provided for herein shall only be
rebated if the restaurant owner is not delinquent in
paying the City any taxes, fees or penalties.
3. A restaurant which meets the above requirements and is
located along Kirchoff Road between Rohlwing Road
and Wilke Road shall receive a food and beverage
rebate of 60% and 40% after the first and second years
in lieu of the 40% and 20% set forth in paragraph 2,
above.
SECTION THREE:

This Ordinance shall be printed and published in pamphlet form by

order of the City Council of Rolling Meadows, Illinois.
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SECTION FOUR: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its
passage and approval and publication as provided by law.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed this 24th day of April, 2018.
Approved this 24th day of April, 2018.

__________________________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:

_____________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
Published this 25th day of April, 2018.

_____________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
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Warrant Approval Summary Sheet
4/10/2018
March 24 to April 5, 2018 (for April 10, 2018 City Council Meeting)
Manual Disbursements:
None

Description
$
Manual Check Subtotal: $

Warrant Disbursements:
Warrant Register - Refunds
$
Warrant Register - FY 2018 City Expenses
$
Warrant Register Accounts Payable Subtotal: $
Note: the Warrant Register Reports (that follow this Summary Sheet) are now generated by the
Tyler ERP. The Format is subject to change as Tyler (the vendor) works with Finance
over the next month.
Payroll and Taxes:
Bi-Weekly P/R - 3/30/2018

$
Payroll and Taxes Subtotal: $

Wire Transfers/ACH Payments:
JAWA (Wire Transfer)
Debt Service (Wire Transfer)
ICMA (PEHP) (ACH Debit)
IPBC (health insurance)(ACH Debit)
ACH Payments/Wires-Palatine Oil Co., credit purchases, fees, postage, etc.
Wire Transfers/ACH Payments Subtotal:
TOTAL AMOUNT FOR APPROVAL

Mayor

(Date)

Deputy City Clerk

(Date)

Finance Director

ATTEST:

267.22
216,134.17
216,401.39

652,971.02
652,971.02

$
$
$
$
$
$

322,106.00
254,912.15
4,479.12
581,497.27

$

1,450,869.68

The preceding list of bills was reviewed and recommended for payment.
Submitted by Finance Department

(Date)

-

“A Great Place to Call Home”

Note: The ERP has generated new reports (which
follow this sheet) for the Warrant Approval. The
report is subject to change as Tyler (the vendor)
works with Finance over the next month.

ACCOUNT NUMBER DETAIL
FUND LISTING
01

General Fund
10 - General Government
20 - Finance
25 - IT
30 - Police
40 - Fire
70 - Public Works (Community Development is a Division of Public Works)
80 - Health, Welfare, Safety
90 - Administrative Overhead

03
04
14
16
20
23
25
33
37
38
45
47
61
83

Motor Fuel Tax
911 Emergency Telephone Fund
Municipal Garage Fund
Refuse Fund
Utilities Fund
Liability Insurance Fund
Vehicle & Equipment Replacement Fund
Buildings & Land Fund
TIF #2 Kirchoff/Owl Fund
TIF #4 Golf Road Fund
Health Insurance Fund
Debt Service Fund
Local Road Fund
Fire Stations Fund

ACCOUNT NUMBER BREAKDOWN
First 2 digits in the account number = FUND
Next 2 digits in the account number = DEPARTMENT
Next 4 digits in the account number = ACTIVITY/SUB-DEPARTMENT
Next 5 digits in the account number = OBJECT (WHAT EXPENSE IS)
Example: 01 -70 - 7020 - 54640

01

70

7020

54640

General
Fund

Public
Works

Streets &
Forestry

Contractual
Services

Thus, an account number in any fund with a "70" after the fund
number is Public Works related.

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - REFUNDS

04/04/2018 15:05
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL

|P
1
|apcshdsb

10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
54000 04/10/2018 PRTD
583 BRADLEY SMOCK
661230011/12
04/04/2018
040918
23.51
23.51 20
26020
DPST PYBLE - WATER METERS
CHECK
54001 04/10/2018 PRTD

584 CHARLES MCCARTHY
9.53 20

440130507/08
26020

04/04/2018
040918
DPST PYBLE - WATER METERS
CHECK

54002 04/10/2018 PRTD

554 GREG BUBANM
67.51 20

996647005
26020

579 KATERYNA MINASYAN
21.55 20

882650304/05
26020

581 KURT TURNER
16.53 20

881330406/07
26020

557 MAKOTO IWABUCHI
22.53 20

996592004/05
26020

582 MARA
16.53 20

772840103/04
26020

580 MATTHEW SIMALE
28.53 20

881660506/07
26020

577 MICHAEL KULISCH
16.53 20

994335001/02
26020

54006 TOTAL:

04/04/2018
040918
DPST PYBLE - WATER METERS
CHECK

54008 04/10/2018 PRTD

54005 TOTAL:

04/04/2018
040918
DPST PYBLE - WATER METERS
CHECK

54007 04/10/2018 PRTD

54004 TOTAL:

04/04/2018
040918
DPST PYBLE - WATER METERS
CHECK

54006 04/10/2018 PRTD

54003 TOTAL:

04/04/2018
040918
DPST PYBLE - WATER METERS
CHECK

54005 04/10/2018 PRTD

54002 TOTAL:

04/04/2018
040918
DPST PYBLE - WATER METERS
CHECK

54004 04/10/2018 PRTD

54001 TOTAL:

04/04/2018
040918
DPST PYBLE - WATER METERS
CHECK

54003 04/10/2018 PRTD

54000 TOTAL:

54007 TOTAL:

04/04/2018
040918
DPST PYBLE - WATER METERS

23.51
9.53
9.53
67.51
67.51
21.55
21.55
16.53
16.53
22.53
22.53
16.53
16.53
28.53
28.53
16.53

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - REFUNDS

04/04/2018 15:05
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL

|P
2
|apcshdsb

10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
CHECK
54008 TOTAL:
16.53
54009 04/10/2018 PRTD

578 WILLIAM & JULIANA LYLES
44.47 20

883240305/06
26020

04/04/2018
040918
DPST PYBLE - WATER METERS
CHECK

NUMBER OF CHECKS

10

TOTAL PRINTED CHECKS

44.47

54009 TOTAL:

44.47

*** CASH ACCOUNT TOTAL ***

267.22

COUNT
AMOUNT
______ _________________
10
267.22

*** GRAND TOTAL ***

267.22

04/04/2018 15:05

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
JOURNAL ENTRIES TO BE CREATED

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - REFUNDS

|P
5
|apcshdsb

FUND
DUE TO
DUE FROM
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
20
UTILITIES FUND
267.22
99
TREASURY FUND
267.22
_________________ _________________
TOTAL
267.22
267.22
** END OF REPORT

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL

|P
1
|apcshdsb

10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
54010 04/10/2018 PRTD
565 ADAM TAYLOR
SPRING_2018
03/21/2018 20180086 041018
1,107.00
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
1,107.00 01404010 53110
CHECK
54011 04/10/2018 PRTD

10 ADVANCED CLEANING SYSTEMS
11980
4,852.80 33705050 54920

04/01/2018 20180119 041018
CLEANING SERVICES
CHECK

54012 04/10/2018 PRTD

54011 TOTAL:

1,107.00
4,852.80
4,852.80

13 AEREX PEST CONTROL SERVICES
1071534
54.00 33705050 54610

03/22/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

54.00

AEREX PEST CONTROL SERVICES
1071057
45.00 33705050 54610

03/22/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

45.00

AEREX PEST CONTROL SERVICES
1071695
54.00 33705050 54610

03/22/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

54.00

AEREX PEST CONTROL SERVICES
1071535
65.00 33705050 54610

03/22/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

65.00

CHECK
54013 04/10/2018 PRTD

54010 TOTAL:

54012 TOTAL:

218.00

14 AETNA TRUCK PARTS INC
623603
208.02 14705015 57280

03/28/2018 20180065 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

208.02

AETNA TRUCK PARTS INC
623604
243.05 14705015 57280

03/28/2018 20180065 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

243.05

AETNA TRUCK PARTS INC

622978
50.22 14705015 57280

03/14/2018 20180065 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

50.22

AETNA TRUCK PARTS INC
622976
240.98 14705015 57280

03/14/2018 20180065 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

240.98

AETNA TRUCK PARTS INC

623277
13.35 14705015 57280

03/21/2018 20180065 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

13.35

AETNA TRUCK PARTS INC
622977
216.66 14705015 57280

03/14/2018 20180065 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

216.66

AETNA TRUCK PARTS INC
622975
223.00 14705015 57280

03/14/2018 20180065 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

223.00

AETNA TRUCK PARTS INC
623276
228.17 14705015 57280

03/21/2018 20180065 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

228.17

02/28/2018 20180027 041018

82.50

AETNA TRUCK PARTS INC

622388

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

|P
2
|apcshdsb
INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
82.50 14705015 57280
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES
CHECK
54014 04/10/2018 PRTD

18 AIR ONE EQUIPMENT INC
130909
652.00 01404010 54640

03/12/2018
041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE
CHECK

54015 04/10/2018 PRTD

47 ARLINGTON POWER EQUIPMENT
760567
128.45 01707020 56230

560 ARTHUR CLESEN INC

331013
355.00 61705010 56220

62 BUILDING & CODE CONSULTANT INC
RM2018-003
4,485.00 01707010 54610

652.00
652.00
128.45
128.45
355.00
355.00
4,485.00
4,485.00

03/23/2018
041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

139.64

CHICAGO COMMUNICATIONS LLC
300116
203.00 01303000 54640

03/23/2018
041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

203.00

94 CHICAGO METROPOLITAN FIRE PREVENT IN00180050
828.00 33705050 60010

97 CHICAGO PARTS & SOUND
30IC064028.00
344.18 14705015 57280

54018 TOTAL:

02/28/2018
BUILDING IMPROVEMENTS
CHECK

54020 04/10/2018 PRTD

54017 TOTAL:

1,505.95

96 CHICAGO COMMUNICATIONS LLC
30017
139.64 01303010 54640

CHECK
54019 04/10/2018 PRTD

54016 TOTAL:

03/16/2018 20180092 041018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CHECK

54018 04/10/2018 PRTD

54015 TOTAL:

03/26/2018 20180038 041018
OPERATING SUPPLIES
CHECK

54017 04/10/2018 PRTD

54014 TOTAL:

03/26/2018 20180037 041018
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT
CHECK

54016 04/10/2018 PRTD

54013 TOTAL:

041018

828.00

54019 TOTAL:

828.00

03/16/2018 20180005 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES
CHECK

342.64

54020 TOTAL:

344.18
344.18

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL

|P
3
|apcshdsb

10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
54021 04/10/2018 PRTD

82 CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142125
825.00 01707010 54610

03/09/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

825.00

CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142127
627.00 01707010 54610

03/07/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

627.00

CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142129
90.00 01707010 54610

03/07/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

90.00

CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142130
90.00 01707010 54610

03/07/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

90.00

CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142131
90.00 01707010 54610

03/07/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

90.00

CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142132
90.00 01707010 54610

03/07/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

90.00

CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142123
2,200.00 01909000 54610

03/09/2018 20180089 041018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

2,200.00

CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142124
4,500.00 01707010 54610

03/09/2018 20180088 041018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

4,500.00

CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142126
1,110.75 01707010 54610

03/09/2018 20180091 041018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

1,110.75

CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142128
8,206.25 01707010 54610

03/09/2018 20180090 041018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

8,206.25

CHECK
54022 04/10/2018 PRTD

101 CITY OF ROLLING MEADOWS
MAR 2018
1,542.68 01707000 54290
97.53 01808000 54290

04/01/2018
UTILITIES
UTILITIES
CHECK

54023 04/10/2018 PRTD

103 CLARK DIETZ INC

422824
3,780.00 33705050 54610

107 COMCAST

COMCAST

0001400/APRIL 2018 03/25/2018
8.42 01707000 54290
UTILITIES
8.42 01707000 54290
UTILITIES
PHONE

03/22/2018

17,829.00

041018

1,640.21

54022 TOTAL:

1,640.21

03/05/2018 20180116 041018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CHECK

54024 04/10/2018 PRTD

54021 TOTAL:

54023 TOTAL:

3,780.00
3,780.00

041018

16.84

041018

75.90

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

|P
4
|apcshdsb
INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
75.90 04005005 54300
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COMCAST

8771 031818-041718 03/11/2018
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
149.85 04005005 54300
CHECK

54025 04/10/2018 PRTD

111 CONRAD POLYGRAPH INC

2885
160.00 01808020 54610

160.00

54025 TOTAL:

160.00

CONVERGIENT TECHNOLOGIES LLC
W560795
256.23 33705050 54640

03/20/2018 20180063 041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

256.23

115 CORPORATE IDENTITY

926900
303.21 01303000 56220

116 CREEKSIDE PRINTING

03301801
155.61 16202000 54610
551.69 20202000 54610

522 DAILY HERALD

54026 TOTAL:

525.73

041018

303.21

54027 TOTAL:

303.21

03/22/2018
OPERATING SUPPLIES

03/30/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

707.30

54028 TOTAL:

707.30

469065 032318-05171804/04/2018
110.60 01303000 54630
DUES AND SUBSCRIPTIONS
CHECK

54030 04/10/2018 PRTD

041018

269.50

CHECK
54029 04/10/2018 PRTD

242.59

03/20/2018 20180064 041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

CHECK
54028 04/10/2018 PRTD

54024 TOTAL:

112 CONVERGIENT TECHNOLOGIES LLC
W560797
269.50 33705050 54640

CHECK
54027 04/10/2018 PRTD

149.85

04/02/2018
PROFESSIONAL SVCS
CHECK

54026 04/10/2018 PRTD

041018

041018

110.60

54029 TOTAL:

110.60

131 DELL MARKETING LP

10233123397
2,002.03 20705035 60020

03/29/2018
041018
IMPROVEMENTS NOT TO BUILDINGS

2,002.03

DELL MARKETING LP

10233683590
1,555.80 01252500 56215

04/02/2018 20180120 041018
COMPUTER SUPPLIES

1,555.80

CHECK

54030 TOTAL:

3,557.83

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

|P
5
|apcshdsb
INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
54031 04/10/2018 PRTD

555 EJ EQUIPMENT INC

P10746
129.28 14705015 57280

03/01/2018 20180007 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

129.28

EJ EQUIPMENT INC

P11082
159.96 14705015 57280

03/21/2018 20180007 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

159.96

CHECK
54032 04/10/2018 PRTD

155 FEDERAL EXPRESS CORP

6-132-91870
98.70 01101020 54310
85.98 16202000 54310
304.82 20202000 54310

54032 TOTAL:

489.50

03/07/2018 20180036 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

306.20

FLEET SAFETY SUPPLY

69867
620.21 14705015 57280

03/07/2018 20180036 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

620.21

54033 TOTAL:

926.41

183 GRAINGER

9744304438
147.77 20705030 56220
108.58 20705030 56230

03/30/2018 20180039 041018
OPERATING SUPPLIES
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT

256.35

GRAINGER

9733104971
26.78 33705050 57280

03/20/2018 20180062 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

26.78

GRAINGER

9736084147
141.90 20705030 57280

03/22/2018 20180035 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

141.90

185 GRIVAS KRAUSE ASSOCIATES LTD
1921ALGO2
715.00 01707010 54610

54034 TOTAL:

02/28/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CHECK

54036 04/10/2018 PRTD

489.50

69866
306.20 14705015 57280

CHECK
54035 04/10/2018 PRTD

041018

163 FLEET SAFETY SUPPLY

CHECK
54034 04/10/2018 PRTD

289.24

03/28/2018
POSTAGE
POSTAGE
POSTAGE
CHECK

54033 04/10/2018 PRTD

54031 TOTAL:

425.03

041018

715.00

54035 TOTAL:

715.00

420 HANSON HARDWARE INC

71190
19.18 01404010 54640

03/22/2018
041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

19.18

HANSON HARDWARE INC

71235
12.58 01404010 54640

03/26/2018
041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

12.58

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

|P
6
|apcshdsb
INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
CHECK
54036 TOTAL:
31.76
54037 04/10/2018 PRTD

190 HBK WATER METER SERVICE INC
180184
3,850.12 20705030 54640

03/20/2018 20180112 041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

3,850.12

HBK WATER METER SERVICE INC
180205
250.00 20705030 54640

03/23/2018 20180112 041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

250.00

CHECK
54038 04/10/2018 PRTD

195 HELLER LUMBER COMPANY
110778
259.41 01404010 54640

02/02/2018
041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE
CHECK

54039 04/10/2018 PRTD

259.41
259.41

0000405850
31.80 33705050 57280

03/19/2018 20180061 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

31.80

HENNING BROTHERS INC

0000405929
124.60 33705050 57280

03/27/2018 20180059 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

124.60

54039 TOTAL:

156.40

201 HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
1011726
17.86 33705050 57280

03/28/2018 20180058 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

17.86

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
2200258
92.63 33705050 57280

03/27/2018 20180058 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

92.63

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
3011537
23.38 33705050 57280

03/26/2018 20180058 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

23.38

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
7593674
284.83 33705050 57280

03/22/2018 20180058 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

284.83

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
6092733
57.72 33705050 57280

03/23/2018 20180058 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

57.72

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
2200254
36.84 33705050 56230

03/27/2018 20180058 041018
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT

36.84

CHECK
54041 04/10/2018 PRTD

54038 TOTAL:

4,100.12

197 HENNING BROTHERS INC

CHECK
54040 04/10/2018 PRTD

54037 TOTAL:

206 ILLINOIS FIRE CHIEFS ASSOCIATION 18-1945
450.00 01404000 54630

54040 TOTAL:

03/15/2018
DUES AND SUBSCRIPTIONS

041018

513.26
450.00

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

|P
7
|apcshdsb
INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
CHECK
54041 TOTAL:
450.00
54042 04/10/2018 PRTD

04/04/2018
041018
218 ILLINOIS JUVENILE OFFICERS ASSOCI IJOA CONFERENCE
175.00 01303000 53110
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
150.00 01303010 53110
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
CHECK

54043 04/10/2018 PRTD

242 INTERGOVERNMENTAL RISK MANAGEMENT SALES0016709
8,124.57 23002040 54140

02/28/2018
LIABILITY INSURANCE
CHECK

54044 04/10/2018 PRTD

523 INTERNATIONAL CODE COUNCIL
1000882169
109.90 01707010 56240

246 J C LICHT LLC

64029754
44.01 20705030 56220

54046 04/10/2018 PRTD

54043 TOTAL:

8,124.57

041018

109.90

54044 TOTAL:

109.90
44.01

54045 TOTAL:

44.01

248 J G UNIFORMS INC

34115
59.95 01303010 56100

09/20/2017
UNIFORMS & CLOTHING

041018

59.95

J G UNIFORMS INC

34174
354.00 01303000 56100

03/21/2018
UNIFORMS & CLOTHING

041018

354.00

J G UNIFORMS INC

34110
65.00 01303000 56100

03/21/2018
UNIFORMS & CLOTHING

041018

65.00

J G UNIFORMS INC

33893
275.00 01303000 56230

03/12/2018
041018
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT

275.00

J G UNIFORMS INC

33644
49.20 01303000 56100

03/06/2018
UNIFORMS & CLOTHING
CHECK

54047 04/10/2018 PRTD

8,124.57

04/02/2018 20180040 041018
OPERATING SUPPLIES
CHECK

325.00

041018

03/20/2018
BOOKS AND PUBLICATIONS
CHECK

54045 04/10/2018 PRTD

54042 TOTAL:

325.00

265 KIESLER POLICE SUPPLY INC
0856633
1,764.32 01303000 56220
KIESLER POLICE SUPPLY INC
0857671
819.60 01303000 56220

041018
54046 TOTAL:

03/12/2018 20180111 041018
OPERATING SUPPLIES
03/21/2018
OPERATING SUPPLIES

041018

49.20
803.15
1,764.32
819.60

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

|P
8
|apcshdsb
INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
CHECK
54047 TOTAL:
2,583.92
54048 04/10/2018 PRTD

524 KONICA MINOLTA BUSINESS
31658531
107.78 25255025 60006

03/25/2018
EQUIPMENT - IT
CHECK

54049 04/10/2018 PRTD

27,211.00

LANDMARK FORD

161595
31,041.00 25705020 60038

03/13/2018 20180114 041018
VEHICLES - GARAGE

31,041.00

269 LAYNE CHRISTENSEN COMPANY
92085232
33,573.00 20705030 60020

54050 TOTAL:

58,252.00
33,573.00
33,573.00

314 M P C COMMUNICATIONS & LIGHTING I 18-1077
200.00 01303010 54640

03/16/2018
041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

200.00

M P C COMMUNICATIONS & LIGHTING I 18-1076
200.00 01303000 54640

03/16/2018
041018
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

200.00

322 MABAS DIVISION 1

18-009
5,000.00 01404020 54630

576 MARCIN MAGNUSZEWSKI

569 MAXWELL TAYLOR

54051 TOTAL:

03/01/2018 20180084 041018
DUES AND SUBSCRIPTIONS
54052 TOTAL:

MAGZ TRNG 03/2018
04/04/2018
041018
241.58 01303020 53110
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
CHECK

54054 04/10/2018 PRTD

54049 TOTAL:

01/24/2018 20180118 041018
IMPROVEMENTS NOT TO BUILDINGS

CHECK
54053 04/10/2018 PRTD

107.78

03/13/2018 20180115 041018
VEHICLES - GARAGE

CHECK
54052 04/10/2018 PRTD

54048 TOTAL:

161591
27,211.00 25705020 60038

CHECK
54051 04/10/2018 PRTD

107.78

567 LANDMARK FORD

CHECK
54050 04/10/2018 PRTD

041018

TAYLOR 032118
150.00 01303010 56230

54053 TOTAL:

03/21/2018
041018
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT
CHECK

54054 TOTAL:

400.00
5,000.00
5,000.00
241.58
241.58
150.00
150.00

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

|P
9
|apcshdsb
INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
54055 04/10/2018 PRTD

297 MENARDS

74081
13.80 33705050 57280

03/28/2018 20180025 041018
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

13.80

MENARDS

74082
9.99 33705050 56230

03/28/2018 20180025 041018
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT

9.99

CHECK
54056 04/10/2018 PRTD

568 MICHAEL FIOR

TUIT SPRING 02/12/1803/30/2018
041018
627.00 01303000 53110
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
CHECK

54057 04/10/2018 PRTD

573 MIKE COURTNEY

REIMBURSEMENT
69.37 01303000 56230

309 MINUTEMAN PRESS

38991
68.00 01303000 54270

319 MUNICIPAL GIS PARTNERS INC
4060
9,463.85 20705030 54610

570 NICK DEAU

DEAU TRNG 03/30/18 03/30/2018
75.21 01303000 54250
TRAVEL AND LODGING
CHECK

54061 04/10/2018 PRTD

54058 TOTAL:

03/31/2018 20180117 041018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CHECK

54060 04/10/2018 PRTD

54057 TOTAL:

03/12/2018
041018
PRINTING AND DUPLICATING
CHECK

54059 04/10/2018 PRTD

54056 TOTAL:

03/19/2018
041018
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT
CHECK

54058 04/10/2018 PRTD

54055 TOTAL:

54059 TOTAL:

23.79
627.00
627.00
69.37
69.37
68.00
68.00
9,463.85
9,463.85

041018

75.21

54060 TOTAL:

75.21

335 NORTH EAST MULTI-REGIONAL
233804
4,750.00 01303010 53110

03/26/2018 20180109 041018
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

4,750.00

NORTH EAST MULTI-REGIONAL
234119
165.00 01303000 53110

03/28/2018
041018
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

165.00

NORTH EAST MULTI-REGIONAL
233937
650.00 01303000 53110

03/27/2018
041018
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

650.00

NORTH EAST MULTI-REGIONAL
232103
400.00 01303010 53110

02/27/2018
041018
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

400.00

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
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|P
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INV DATE
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WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
NORTH EAST MULTI-REGIONAL
232998
03/13/2018
041018
800.00
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
800.00 01303010 53110
NORTH EAST MULTI-REGIONAL
233252
100.00 01303010 53110

04/04/2018
041018
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
CHECK

54062 04/10/2018 PRTD

05/15/2017
041018
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

825.00

NORTHEASTERN ILLINOIS PUBLIC SAFE 17358
450.00 01404010 53110

12/15/2017
041018
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

450.00

NORTHEASTERN ILLINOIS PUBLIC SAFE 17293
450.00 01404010 53110

11/29/2017
041018
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

450.00

NORTHEASTERN ILLINOIS PUBLIC SAFE 17566
900.00 01404010 53110

02/26/2018 20180083 041018
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

900.00

333 NORTHWEST COMMUNITY HOSPITAL
11701
3,673.00 01404010 53090

520 PADDOCK PUBLICATIONS
PADDOCK PUBLICATIONS

296 PHYSIO-CONTROL INC

3,673.00
3,673.00

04/03/2018
ADVERTISING

041018

158.70

T4493747-116
297.30 01808060 54260

02/19/2018
ADVERTISING

041018

297.30

54064 TOTAL:

456.00

418049029
208.92 01404010 54610

03/14/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CHECK

54066 04/10/2018 PRTD

54063 TOTAL:

2,625.00

T4495076-96
158.70 01707000 54260

CHECK
54065 04/10/2018 PRTD

54062 TOTAL:

03/05/2018 20180085 041018
PHYSICAL EXAMS
CHECK

54064 04/10/2018 PRTD

6,865.00

338 NORTHEASTERN ILLINOIS PUBLIC SAFE 16778
825.00 01404020 53110

CHECK
54063 04/10/2018 PRTD

54061 TOTAL:

100.00

380 POSEY LAW GROUP LLC
RM-318
1,500.00 01101060 54610

041018

208.92

54065 TOTAL:

208.92

04/02/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CHECK

041018

1,500.00

54066 TOTAL:

1,500.00

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

|P
11
|apcshdsb
INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
54067 04/10/2018 PRTD

526 PRESIDIO NETWORKED SOLUTIONS GROU 6013418004985
6,572.50 01252500 54610

03/16/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CHECK

54068 04/10/2018 PRTD

387 R & M COMMUNICATIONS
440
2,680.00 01101040 54610

2,680.00

54068 TOTAL:

2,680.00

041018

1,689.46

SHI

B07995141
1,648.86 01252500 56215

03/29/2018
COMPUTER SUPPLIES

041018

1,648.86

54069 TOTAL:

3,338.32

572 STEVE CHRACA

CHRACA TRNG 03/18
04/04/2018
041018
118.68 01303010 53110
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

442 SUBURBAN ACCENTS INC

25885
703.50 01707010 54270

461 THOMAS A THOMPSON

346
35.00 01707010 54611

54070 TOTAL:

01/02/2018 20180087 041018
PRINTING AND DUPLICATING
54071 TOTAL:

03/08/2018
OTHER SERVICES
CHECK

54073 04/10/2018 PRTD

041018

03/27/2018
EQUIPMENT - IT

CHECK
54072 04/10/2018 PRTD

6,572.50

B07979962
1,689.46 25255025 60006

CHECK
54071 04/10/2018 PRTD

54067 TOTAL:

421 SHI

CHECK
54070 04/10/2018 PRTD

6,572.50

03/29/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CHECK

54069 04/10/2018 PRTD

041018

118.68
118.68
703.50
703.50

041018

35.00

54072 TOTAL:

35.00

460 THOMPSON ELEVATOR INSPECTION SERV 18-0823
300.00 01707010 54610

03/22/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

300.00

THOMPSON ELEVATOR INSPECTION SERV 18-0811
129.00 01707010 54610

03/20/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

129.00

THOMPSON ELEVATOR INSPECTION SERV 18-0478
200.00 01707010 54610

02/20/2018
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

041018

200.00

54073 TOTAL:

629.00

CHECK

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

|P
12
|apcshdsb
INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
54074 04/10/2018 PRTD

463 TODAY'S UNIFORMS

155229
93.90 01404010 53100

03/26/2018
UNIFORMS & CLOTHING
CHECK

54075 04/10/2018 PRTD

566 TOWN SQUARE PUBLICATIONS
8RODIL009
495.00 01101020 54630

484 UNITE PRIVATE NETWORKS LLC
04012018
9,057.43 25255025 60006

529 VERIZON WIRELESS

VERIZON WIRELESS

495.00

54075 TOTAL:

495.00

571 W LARSON

54076 TOTAL:

232.05
232.05
9,057.43

54077 TOTAL:

9,057.43

03/19/2018
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS

041018

2,817.71

9803603604
1,080.92 04005005 54300
478.49 20705030 54300

03/15/2018
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS

041018

1,559.41

54078 TOTAL:

4,377.12

CHECK
014-2018
350.00 01303010 53110

03/31/2018
041018
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
CHECK

54080 04/10/2018 PRTD

041018

9803809286
01707010 54300
01707000 54300
01707020 54300
04005005 54300
14705015 54300
16705045 54300
20705030 54300

242.93
254.71
193.71
1,585.03
52.39
52.40
436.54

54079 04/10/2018 PRTD

93.90

04/01/2018 20180110 041018
EQUIPMENT - IT
CHECK

54078 04/10/2018 PRTD

54074 TOTAL:

467 TRANS UNION RISK & ALTERNATIVE
757660 030118-03311804/04/2018
041018
232.05 01303020 54640
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE
CHECK

54077 04/10/2018 PRTD

93.90

03/22/2018
DUES AND SUBSCRIPTIONS
CHECK

54076 04/10/2018 PRTD

041018

506 WE WASH 3 EXPRESS WASH INC
29
50.00 01303010 54611

02/28/2018
OTHER SERVICES

54079 TOTAL:
041018

350.00
350.00
50.00

WARRANT - 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40

|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL

|P
13
|apcshdsb

CHECK
NUMBER OF CHECKS

71

TOTAL PRINTED CHECKS

54080 TOTAL:

50.00

*** CASH ACCOUNT TOTAL ***

216,134.17

COUNT
AMOUNT
______ _________________
71
216,134.17

*** GRAND TOTAL ***

216,134.17

** This report is from the new ERP system. **

04/04/2018 15:40

WARRANT
|City of Rolling Meadows
|A/P CASH DISBURSEMENTS JOURNAL
JOURNAL ENTRIES TO BE CREATED

- 4/10/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

|apcshdsb

FUND
DUE TO
DUE FROM
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
01
GENERAL FUND
69,966.51
04
911 FUND
2,891.70
14
GARAGE FUND
3,118.17
16
REFUSE FUND
293.99
20
UTILITIES FUND
51,352.80
23
LIABILITY INSURANCE FUND
8,124.57
25
VEHICLE & EQUIPMENT FUND
69,106.67
33
BUILDING & LAND FUND
10,924.76
61
LOCAL ROAD FUND
355.00
99
TREASURY FUND
216,134.17
_________________ _________________
TOTAL
216,134.17
216,134.17
** END OF REPORT

**

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – April 10, 2018
Consent Agenda: Resolution
H) Resolution to Approve Local Public Agency Agreement for Federal Participation with
Illinois Department of Transportation for Proposed Euclid Avenue (Rohlwing Road to Salt
Creek) Bikepath Project (Construction and Construction Engineering Costs)
Attachments:
• Resolution
• Local Agency Agreement
• Location Map
Background: You are being asked to approve a resolution that would authorize the execution of
an agreement between the City of Rolling Meadows and the Illinois Department of
Transportation for construction and construction engineering costs associated with the proposed
Euclid Avenue Bikepath, between Rohlwing Road and Salt Creek. The City Engineer has been
successful in obtaining federal funding assistance for this project, originally approved as an
Illinois Transportation Enhancement Program (ITEP) grant in 2015 ($588,600).
The cost of the construction is estimated at $660,000, of which the City will be responsible for
$132,000 (20%) and the FHWA will be responsible for $528,000 (80%), utilizing the ITEP
grant.
The cost of construction engineering is to be $75,750; $60,600 (80%) will be paid by the State of
Illinois, and $15,150 will be paid by the City as Local Agency.
Funding for the City share of construction and engineering costs is budgeted in Local Roads
Fund (FY2018 and FY2019).
Note that, per previous Intergovernmental Agreement with the Village of Arlington Heights, the
Local portion of costs is to be split equally between the village and the City. An updated IGA
will be prepared to address construction costs.
Previous Council Action:
•
•
•

12/13/14 Resolution # 14-R-147 approval of Intergovernmental Agreement with
Arlington Heights for cost share of 50% each of Phase I Engineering Services.
1/27/15 Resolution #1 15-R-06 approval of Phase I Engineering Services Agreement
with IDOT – ($52,946) – City cost $5,294.60.
12/13/16 Resolution #16-R-124 to approve Euclid Avenue Bikepath Phase II Local
Public Agency Agreement for Federal Participation and Engineering Services
Agreement.

Recommendation: To approve the Resolution as presented.

Resolution No. 18-R-30
A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE A LOCAL PUBLIC AGENCY AGREEMENT
FOR FEDERAL PARTICIPATION WITH ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION FOR PROPOSED EUCLID AVENUE BIKEPATH
PROJECT (CONSTRUCTION AND CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING COSTS)
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and the City Council
of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois, that the revised “Local Agency Agreement for
Federal Participation” between the City of Rolling Meadows and the Illinois Department
of Transportation for the construction and construction engineering funding for the
proposed Euclid Avenue Bikepath project, as attached, be approved for execution. The
agreement provides for a total of 80% funding by the Illinois Transportation
Enhancement Program ($528,000), and 20% funding by the City of Rolling Meadows
($132,000).
The Local Agency (City) total share of Construction and construction engineering
costs is estimated at $147,150, of which the Village of Arlington Heights is expected to
contribute 50% of these local costs. This project’s local share of costs for construction
engineering and construction is partially provided in FY2018 Budget and in proposed
FY2019 Budget.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 10th day of April, 2018.
_____________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:
_______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – April 10, 2018
Consent Agenda: Resolution
I)

Resolution to Award a Contract for Construction Engineering Services for
Euclid Avenue Bike Path Project (Rohlwing Road to Salt Creek)

Attachments:
• Resolution
• IDOT Agreement – Services Proposal
• Location Map
Background: You are being asked to approve a resolution that would authorize the
approval of a “Construction Engineering Services Agreement for Federal Participation”
for engineering services needed for the Euclid Avenue Bikepath construction project.
The proposal for engineering services, as submitted by the City Engineer, Christopher B.
Burke Engineering, Ltd. and as pre-approved by Illinois Department of Transportation, is
at a cost of $75,750.00 (Local Agency Cost = $15,150). This work will include
construction field observation and contract administration.
The engineering services are an eligible cost reimbursement (80%) via IDOT’s
Transportation Enhancement Program (ITEP). The City Engineer was instrumental in
assisting the City with securing funding assistance for the 80% of these engineering
services costs are grant eligible for reimbursement. Per previous Intergovernmental
Agreement with the Village of Arlington Heights, the City and Village will equally share
the Local Agency Costs.
Previous Council Action:
•
•
•

12/13/14 Resolution # 14-R-147 approval of Intergovernmental Agreement
with Arlington Heights for cost share of 50% each of Phase I Engineering
Services.
1/27/15 Resolution #1 15-R-06 approval of Phase I Engineering Services
Agreement with IDOT – ($52,946) – City cost $5,294.60.
12/13/16 Resolution #16-R-124 to approve Euclid Avenue Bikepath Phase II
Local Public Agency Agreement for Federal Participation and Engineering
Services Agreement.

Recommendation: To approve the resolution as presented.

Resolution No. 18-R-31
A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE AN ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT
FOR CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING OF THE EUCLID AVENUE
BIKEPATH CONSTRUCTION PROJECT
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and the City Council
of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois that the agreement as prepared by Christopher B.
Burke Engineering, Ltd. for the construction engineering services as required for the
Euclid Avenue Bikepath construction project, at a cost of $75,750.00, as approved by the
Illinois Department of Transportation, is hereby approved. The local agency portion of
the project costs (20%) is to be $15,150.00. This work is subject to a cost reimbursement
formula as documented by the Illinois Department of Transportation, Illinois
Transportation Enhancement Program grant (80% Federal eligible, 20% Local share)
upon completion of the project.
The Mayor is hereby authorized to execute all required IDOT forms for the
engineering service agreement.
Funding for the engineering services are to be provided from the Local Road
Improvement Fund #61.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 10th day of April, 2018.
_______________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:
_______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – April 10, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Resolutions
J) Resolution to Approve Change Order #1 (Consolidated and Final) for the Construction
of Squibb Avenue Extension and Reconstruction/Widening
Attachment:
• Resolution
• Change order report summary and charts provided by the City Engineer
• Bid Tabulation
Background: You are being asked to approve a resolution that would approve change order #1
for the construction of a new roadway extension, and the reconstruction of a portion of the
existing Squibb Avenue, from Apollo Drive to Ring Road. The construction of this roadway
extension provides for access from Meadows Corporate Center, A.J. Gallagher, the Meadows
Club, and School Health Corporation to the existing traffic signal at the Golf Road/Ring Road
intersection, which will significantly improve traffic flows in the business area.
Note that the City Council was presented, in proposed resolution form, at its March 13, 2018
meeting a partial series on change orders (#1, 2, 3) for this construction project, that were not
approved, by a 3-3 vote. The proposed single consolidated change order being presented at this
time is inclusive of all construction additional costs and credits from the original contract.
The original contract award for the construction of the Squibb Avenue extension and
reconstruction was $576,797.57, awarded in May, 2017 to Plote Construction. This contract
award price was significantly under the design engineer’s estimate of $924,650. The bid
tabulation is provided within the attachments, from the twelve (12) bids received.
Construction was substantially completed as of December, 2017. There are several additional,
unanticipated items that were required to complete the roadway and utility construction of
Squibb Avenue. These are presented as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Non-Special Waste Line Item
Additional Earth Excavations due to pavement thickness
Storm Sewer Revisions at Apollo Drive Intersection
Sub-contractor for watermain installation – Force Account
NICOR Utility Conflicts – Force Account
Additional Street Light Conduit – cabinet removal
Water Main Size Increase (8” to 12”) at Future School Health
Driveway Mill and Resurface at JC Restoration
Balancing of Other Quantities from Contract (Deduct)

$37,088.00
$10,539.68
$10,215.96
$3,174.07
$5,750.66
$4,628.88
$2,150.00
$5,441.50
($4,699.06)

Total Contract Increase

$74,283.69

As was explained by staff at the March 13, 2018 City Council Meeting, there were a number of
issues that arose during the actual construction of Squibb Avenue extension and reconstruction.
Each one of these issues could not be anticipated, nor would any of them have been resolvable,
prior to the bid opening and contract award to Plote, Inc. in May, 2017.
Examples:
• School Health project appeared at the June, 2017 Plan Commission meeting, and was
approved in July, 2017 by the City Council. Engineering reviews during that time caused
some changes to the Squibb Avenue water main work and to the storm sewers. This
resulted in changes to the construction contract scope.
• A separate contract for street lighting on Squibb Avenue had not been completely
designed by April, 2017. Changes were needed, after the contractor began construction.
• NICOR Gas Co. had to lower and relocated an existing gas main due to its depth. The
project engineer and Public Works Staff worked extensively with NICOR staff and the
contractor to get the original $70,000 cost estimate reduced to approximately $20,000.
These issues could not have been anticipated correctly until site excavations began.
• Other construction scope changes are discussed in the CBBEL project engineer’s report
dated March 19, 2018, including earth excavation and non-special waste unit pricing.
All construction projects of this size typically have a number of scope changes required of them,
due to unforeseen conditions, coordination with other utilities, use of line item quantities needed,
etc. The construction contracts by the City of Rolling Meadows are typically based on LINE
ITEM QUANTITIES, that are estimates based on the project engineers’ best efforts. (“DesignBuild” and lump sum contracts are the other sometimes used type of construction contract.) This
method allows the City to save money when line item quantity amounts are not used to their full
contract award amounts. In some instances, line item quantities need to be exceeded during
construction. In most cases, these changes do not require a change order because savings from
other line items “balance” out the overages. When an actual change order is issued, it is due to a
significant and unforeseen expenditure, resulting from site conditions or additional scope of
work added to the project by the City. Change Orders are issued for these occurrences, but only
are typical when there are not net reductions in other line items to offset the cost increases
(typically called “balancing change orders”).

The Squibb Avenue construction project experienced more than the “normal” amount of
changes, but in no case were there issues that arose due to errors or omissions on the part of the
design/project engineers. All change order work was a legitimate necessity of the project
construction that the contractor (Plote, Inc.) performed and that should be paid to them by the
City. Additionally, with the exception of the $37,088 item for non-special waste, explained in the
City Engineer attachment, the total project overage was approximately $37,000 or about 6% of
the contract total. This is only 1% over the amount that requires City Council approval. (This
does not include the potential $50,000 Nicor costs saved by relocating storm sewers.)
Funding for this project is provided from TIF #4 – Account #38.05.8655.60020.
Previous Council Action:
• 3/13/18 Resolution #18-R-19 proposed approval of Change Orders #1, 2, 3 for Squibb
Avenue was not approved by City Council on 3-3 vote.
• 5/23/17 Resolution 17-R-69 award of contract for construction of Squibb Avenue
Extension and Reconstruction/Widening to Plote, Inc. ($576,792.57)
• 6/14/16 Resolution #16-R-60 award of engineering design services for Squibb Avenue to
Christopher B. Burke Engineering, LTD. ($28,685).
• 7/28/15 Ordinance #15-26 approval of TIF for the Gallagher site.
Recommendation: To approve the Resolution as presented.

Resolution No. 18-R-32

A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE CONSOLIDATED AND
FINAL CHANGE ORDER #1 FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF
SQUIBB AVENUE ROADWAY EXTENSION AND WIDENING

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and the City Council of the
City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois, that the proposed Change Order #1 (final) for the Squibb
Avenue Roadway Extension and Widening, to Plote Construction, Inc., 1100 Brandt Drive,
Hoffman Estates, IL 60192, is hereby approved in the net amount of $74,283.69, detailed as
follows:
•

Non-Special Waste Line Item

$37,088.00

•

Additional Earth Excavations due to pavement thickness

$10,539.68

•

Storm Sewer Revisions at Apollo Drive Intersection

$10,215.96

•

Sub-contractor for watermain installation – Force Account

$3,174.07

•

NICOR Utility Conflicts – Force Account

$5,750.66

•

Additional Street Light Conduit – cabinet removal

$4,628.88

•

Water Main Size Increase (8” to 12”) at Future School Health

$2,150.00

•

Driveway Mill and Resurface at JC Restoration

$5,441.50

•

Balancing of Quantities from Contract – (Deduct)

($4,699.06)

•

Total Contract Increase

$74,283.69

Funding for the street improvements Change Order #1 is to be provided by the Tax
Increment Financing District – Fund #38.05.8655.60020 ($1,000,000 budgeted).
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 10th day of April, 2018.

_____________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:

______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

Council Action Summary – April 10, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Agenda - Resolutions
K) Approve Release of Closed Session Minutes and Destruction of Tapes
Attachments:
 Resolution
Background:
The City Council, in closed session on March 27, 2018, reviewed minutes or portions of
minutes of closed sessions of the City Council. At that meeting the City Council
determined that a continued need exists for confidentiality of parts of certain minutes and
that other closed session minutes or parts thereof no longer require confidential treatment
and are therefore available for public inspection, as well as the tapes associated with
those meetings. The affected minutes are outlined in the attached Resolution.
Previous Council Action:
♦ March 27, 2018 - Review of Closed Session Minutes

Staff Recommendation:
Acceptance of the Resolution is recommended.

Resolution No. 18-R-33
A RESOLUTION REGARDING CLOSED SESSION MINUTES
WHEREAS, the City Council in closed session on September 26, 2017, reviewed minutes or portions of minutes of
closed sessions of the City Council not heretofore released; and
WHEREAS, as a result of the review of the minutes of closed sessions of the City Council, the City Council has
determined that a continued need exists for confidentiality of parts of certain minutes and that other closed session minutes or
parts thereof no longer require confidential treatment and are therefore available for public inspection.
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROLLING
MEADOWS, ILLINOIS, that it hereby determines that the minutes of the following closed sessions of the City Council no
longer require confidential treatment and are available for public inspection and the tapes may be destroyed:
1/23/18 – Personnel
1/9/18 – Personnel
12/19/17 - Personnel
9/26/17 – Closed Session Minutes Review
FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council hereby determines that portions of the following minutes of closed
session no longer require confidential treatment and, except as indicated below, are released in part and available for public
inspection:
9/26/17
7/25/17
3/28/17
9/27/16
9/24/13
8/27/13
3/26/13
11/13/12
9/25/2012
4/10/2012
9/27/2011
7/12/2011

Land Acquisition
Land Acquisition
Land Acquisition
Retain as confidential, 2) Union Negotiations
Retain as confidential, 2) Union Negotiations
Retain as confidential, 2) Union Negotiations
Retain as confidential, 2) Union Negotiations
Retain as confidential, 1) Union Negotiations
Retain as confidential, 3) Union Negotiations
Retain as confidential, 2) Union Negotiations
Retain as confidential, 1) Union Negotiations
Retain as confidential, 1) Union Negotiations

FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council hereby determines that the following minutes of closed sessions
continue to require confidential treatment and are therefore not available for public inspection:
3/13/17
8/22/17
8/15/17
7/11/17
6/27/17
6/13/17
5/23/17
5/16/17
4/25/17
3/21/17
3/14/17
1/24/17
1/17/17
1/20/17

9/13/16
8/23/16
8/16/16
7/26/16
7/19/16
6/21/16
5/17/16
4/19/16
2/16/16
2/9/16
12/8/15
11/17/15
11/10/15

11/26/13
10/22/13
10/15/13
9/17/13
9/10/13
8/13/13
7/23/13
4/16/13
4/9/13
3/19/13
3/12/13

1/22/13
1/8/13
12/11/12
12/4/12
11/20/12
10/9/12
9/18/12
8/21/12
8/14/12
7/24/12
5/8/12

4/24/12
4/17/12
1/24/12
11/1/11
10/25/11
10/18/11
10/11/11
9/13/11
7/26/11
6/28/11

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 10th day of April 2018

ATTEST

_________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

____________________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor

SR1) TOPICS TO MENTION
April 10, 2018
1)

Earth Day activities are set for April 21st from 9:00 am to 12:00 pm.
Individuals who want to participate should meet at Old Public Works
(3200 Central Road). For additional information, please contact Public
Works at 847-963-0500.

2)

Rolling Meadows Business & Community Showcase is scheduled at the
Rolling Meadows High School on Saturday, April 28th. The event is a
way for local businesses to connect to residents and other professionals in
Rolling Meadows. Please plan on attending.

3)

Just as a friendly reminder, yard waste collection and street sweeping has
started throughout the City. For more information, please contact Public
Works at 847-963-0500 or visit www.cityrm.org/PublicWorks

4)

Pancake Breakfast – Saturday, May 12th – 8:00 am to 11:00 am. Fire
Chief Valentino and some members of the Rolling Meadows Fire
Department will be doing the cooking for The Rolling Meadows Golden
Years Council. The location for this event is at Park Central (3000
Central Road). There is a fee for this event.

5)

The Garden Club’s Hometown Plant & Craft Sale is Saturday, May 12th –
9:00 am to 2:00 pm – Public Works Building located at 3200 Central
Road (William D. Ahrens Building).

6)

The Historical Museum (3100 Central) will also be having an open house
on Saturday, May 12th during the Plant and Craft Sale.

7)

Have you seen the April electronic “News & Views” or “e-News &
Views?” If not, visit, www.cityrm.org and click on News & Views tab.
This is the sister publication to the printed newsletter. Reminder that
residents will continue to receive printed versions of “News & Views” in
March, May, July, September and November. Future “e-News & Views”
will be loaded onto the City website June, August, October and
December.

SR2)

AGENDA
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
April 17, 2018 – 7:30pm

1)
2)
3)
4)

Recycling Contract Renewal
Kirchoff and Owl Vacant Property – City Owned
Algonquin Road Vacant Property – City Owned
a) Bidding and Proposals
b) Change Orders
c) Construction Contract Management
5) Chickens

SR3) ROLLING MEADOWS CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT FOR APRIL 10, 2018 MEETING
Re:

City of Rolling Meadows Business & Community Showcase - Update

City Staff is currently coordinating the first ever City of Rolling Meadows Business & Community
Showcase, to be held on Saturday, April 28 at the Rolling Meadows High School. The event, open to
the public, free of charge, runs from 11 a.m. to 3 p.m. A closed business-to-business networking
hour for all business and community groups participating will run from 10 a.m. to 11 a.m.
The Showcase is set-up so local businesses can network and show their services and products to
residents and other leaders. This is a great way to shop and learn about Rolling Meadows businesses
in a relaxed environment.
1) Showcase Exhibitors: To date, with more time left for businesses to register, the following
businesses or community groups will be hosting displays:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

A3 Promos
Arlington Dermatology
Avenue Mortgage
Buona Beef
City of Rolling Meadows
City of Rolling Meadows Fire Department
City of Rolling Meadows Police Department
Complete Home Inspection Services
Divine Design & Marketing, Inc.
FAR Insights Group
Illinois Grappling Club
Infragilis Fitness
Joelle’s Hallmark
Luxury Auto Imports
Meadows Christian Fellowship
Motel 6
MW Recyclers, Inc.
Northwest Suburban College
Plum Creek Supportive Living
Rolling Meadows Chamber of Commerce
Holiday Inn Rolling Meadows
Rolling Meadows Park District
Rolling Meadows Public Library
SafeScreener.com

•
•
•
•
•

S.A.L.T. (Seniors & Law Enforcement Together)
Scenter of the Mind
The UPS Store
Unbreakable Ink
Village Bank & Trust

2) Additional Showcase Attractions: To further enhance the Showcase experience, businesses will
be free to give out various items including samples, pens, coupons, calendars, etc. The following
activities will take place during the event:
•
•
•

Performance – Carl Sandburg Junior High School Orchestra
Licensed raffle – Rolling Meadows Chamber of Commerce
Live demonstrations – Illinois Grappling Club

3) Showcase Marketing: In general, staff is working to conduct marketing before, during and after
the Showcase event through the following marketing channels:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

City electric sign (Kirchoff Road at City Hall)
City Facebook page
City website
City newsletters (News & Views, Business Messenger)
Daily Herald advertising
Daily Herald community events calendar
Rolling Meadows Chamber of Commerce briefings
Rolling Meadows church bulletins
S.R. 53 electronic billboards

