AGENDA
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
May 8, 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 APRIL 17, 2018
COMMITTEE-OF-THE-WHOLE MEETING AND THE APRIL 24, 2018 COUNCIL
MEETING

MOTION TO DEVIATE:
NEXT ORDINANCE NO. 18-20
NEXT RESOLUTION NO. 18-R-40
MAYOR’S REPORT:

WARD REPORTS:

MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR 20 MINUTES:

PENDING:
A) Ordinance No. 18-20 - Amend Code to Establish Parking Restrictions on Various Streets (2nd
Reading)
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CONSENT ORDINANCES:
B) Ordinance No. 18-____ Approve Signage Request for Fuller Car Wash (1st Reading)
C) Ordinance No. 18-____ Approve Electronic Sign for Fuller Car Wash (1st Reading)
D) Ordinance No. 18-____ Amend Liquor Code to Create a G1 Liquor License (1st Reading)
E) Ordinance No. 18-____ Declare Surplus Property for Vehicles and Equipment (1st Reading)
F) Ordinance No. 18-____ Amend Code to Allow Backyard Chickens (1st Reading)

NEW BUSINESS:
G) MOTION TO APPROVE PAYMENT OF BILLS ON WARRANT 5/8/18

CONSENT RESOLUTION:
H) Resolution No. 18-R-40 – Approve 2018 Zoning Map
I) Resolution No. 18-R-41 – Approve Amendment to the Intergovernmental Agreement with the
Rolling Meadows Park District for use of Their Facilities
J) Resolution No. 18-R-42 – Award Contract for Additional Engineering for Proposed Sanitary
Sewer for Sunset and Brookview
K) Resolution No. 18-R-43 – Award Contract for Pavement Striping
L) Resolution No. 18-R-44 – Award Contract for Asphalt Purchase
M) Resolution No. 18-R-45 - Authorize Purchase of a 2019 Ford F-250 Pickup Truck –
(Replacement of RM111/T324 2004 Ford F-250)
N) Resolution No. 18-R-46 – Authorize Purchase of a 2019 Ford F-550 Dump Truck –
(Replacement of RM168/T323 2006 Ford F-250)
O) Resolution No. 18-R-47 - Authorize Purchase of a 2019 Ford F-350 Pickup Truck –
(Replacement of RM179/T342 2006 Ford F-350)
P) Resolution No. 18-R-48 – Authorize Purchase of one (1) Police Pursuit Vehicle for
Replacement of RM332 / C703 2006 Toyota Avalon
Q) Resolution No. 18-R-49 - Approve Subdivision on DuPont
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OTHER BUSINESS & REPORTS:
Mayor's Appointments:
Mayor's Proclamations:
City Clerk's Report:
City Staff Reports:

1) Proclamation – John Somogyi’s Retirement
1) Community Items of Interest
2) Presentation of the May 15th Committee-of-the-Whole
Agenda
3) Comprehensive Plan Update

MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA:

CLOSED SESSION:
1) Personnel – 5 ILCS 120/2 (1) of the Illinois Open Meetings Act

ADJOURNMENT:

Committee-of-the-Whole Minutes
April 17, 2018

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.
COUNCIL ABSENT: Aldermen John D’Astice, 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,
Fire Chief Terry Valentino, Police Chief John Nowacki, Public Works Director Fred Vogt,
Assistant Public Works Director Rob Horne, City Engineer Gary Rozwadowski, City
Engineer Ryan Lindeman, Business Advocate Martha Corner, and City Attorney Jim
Macholl

1) Recycling Contract Renewal
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Krumstok I believe you are going to lead off the evening with the recycling
contract renewal?
Mr. Krumstok: I’m doing a brief introduction before I bring in Public Works Director Fred Vogt
who actually will turn it over to some of the folks from Advanced Recycling and Refuse and
everything else. But we do want to bring this one back because obviously when we had the last
COW we were asked twofold to go back and have a discussion with Advanced Disposal, our
current provider since 2013, and then also to prepare an RFP, but at this point in time what we’re
bringing back is that proposal that we feel comfortable with and it does have parameters within
3% and 5%. It would be a longer term that we felt comfortable with for recycling and with that
obviously with the write up we have additional information and I know that at least one
Alderman appreciated all the insights on recycling in China that we actually provided with that
too, which was most of the packet this time too. But at that point in time I will turn this over to
Public Works Director Fred Vogt to go over some of the pieces and we do have some additional
information.
Mr. Vogt: Thank you Barry and thank you Mayor and Committee. I will not discuss the
attachment unless anyone has questions.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Fred.
Mr. Vogt: We’ll stick to the business items and point out some things in our recent discussions
over the last several weeks with Advanced Disposal. We have negotiated with them for a couple
of months now, back and forth. I’ve had several meetings with them. What we put in the cover
page of the staff summary is a comparison small chart regarding what our current contract is this
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year that we pay $3.91 per month and that’s included with the monthly utility bill and for refuse
collection, yard waste collection is all added together. If we were, as council directed last month
when we discussed this, to continue the current contract and add either 3% or 5% CPI, the range
there next year would be $4.02 at the higher rate, $4.11 carried out its the third year of either
$4.26 roughly or $4.54. Advanced’s best offer to us as they presented to us about two weeks ago
is to go to $4.50 for the first year, which would be July 1, 2018 to June 30, 2019, and then the
CPI at the same terms that we currently have would be eligible to kick in. So, roughly it’s about
40 to 50 cents per month more than what the current expiring contract reflects. Now there’s
several things that we want to point out to City Council. One of them is not even here, that their
staff and Cris Manley and Tish Powell are here from Advanced to answer any questions that the
Council may have or to say a few words when I’m done, but we had talked a few times about
carts that our recycling carts that the City bought in 2008 are at the end of their 10 year warranty.
We will be faced with having to take on those replacement costs, repair costs after this year.
Advanced has indicated that given that they typically have a surplus of carts that they may be
able to negotiate with us and arrange for some terms that we could utilize their services to
replace carts if we continue a contract with them for the recycling services. So that wasn’t there
because it’s relatively not well able to be defined, but it’s something that they have offered to us
during some of our negotiations and discussions. We have reached out, and had several
discussion, with the Solid Waste Agency of Cook County. We did get a sample contract for
them three years ago when the last community within the SWANCC Agency put out proposals
for just recycling services as opposed to refuse, yard waste, recycling services and that came in at
about $4.00 a month. Their Executive Director indicated that he would expect to see if we were
to go out for proposals that we would probably be at that $4.00 to $4.75 per home monthly
range. Also point out given that we changed vendors 5 1/2, 6 years ago, there’s certainly a value
to be had by retaining a contractor. Staff can’t really tell you what that value is, but the
changeover did come with some pain when we did it in terms of learning curves. Our service
with Advanced over the last 5 ½ years has been very good, once they passed that initial learning
curve, and our complaints for missed pickups or other problems are very few. It’s been good
service. We do, if Council chooses to direct staff, we have request for proposals about 90%
done. I would expect to be able to get those out within the next week, if we need to do so. We
utilized the proposal request format from 5, 6 years ago to put that together if staff desires us to
do that. We talked about waste swapping, the program that we started about 2 years ago with
Advanced as they operate the transfer station on Berdnick Street, which has little to do with,
nothing to do with the recycling services collected and we decided that because it really doesn’t
have anything to do directly with recycling to separate that issue out. We will continue
discussions with Advanced in regard to costs that they see they are incurring and want to pass on
to the City at some point in time for that given that we are saving the wear and tear on our trucks.
We’re saving the time from not having to go to the Glenview facility, but rather utilizing their
facility, the transfer stations that they have on Berdnick Street. So for discussion purposes for
considering a recycling contract we think that’s not germane to the overall recycling
consideration. The article that you have as an attachment amongst other things that it points out,
the market has changed significantly with recycling. We don’t see the opportunities currently for
rebate programs and other incentives that we saw several years ago. We don’t know what’s
going to happen in the future with the market. The article kind of points out a few things that
may happen, but the market is much different than it was several years ago and that’s one of the
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reasons we see costs increase on behalf of proposals. Again, it’s about a 50 cents per month
cost. We have not looked at, from the standpoint of impacts to the Refuse Fund and what that
would ultimately do. We certainly could do that, but just the raw numbers, based on the proposal
we have for a 3-year contract extension, carry that with it. When we, or if we would go out for
proposals, we could see better numbers. We could see numbers that are slightly higher than that.
We really don’t know, so we feel that Advanced Disposal is likely with their proposal close to
what the, and in the ballpark of what we would see if we get proposals, but that’s where staff is
at this point in terms of going forward with a contract extension or to go out onto the market. So
if there are any questions I’d be happy to answer them, or I don’t know if you want to say
anything Tish, certainly your opportunity.
Ms. Tish Powell: Good evening Mayor, City Council. My name is Tish Powell. I am the
Municipal Marketing Manager with Advanced Disposal. I’m joined here today with Cris
Manley, our General Manager for our Chicago/North Division which we proudly service your
community. Here to answer any questions and hopefully get some feedback from you on our
proposal.
Mayor Prejna: I guess we’re going to start off with questions of clarification from what was
provided in the packet. Mr. Banger.
Alderman Banger: Thank you. Tish, the only question that I would have and the way Fred posed
this comment was its just in the exploratory stage, but carts, I was amazed when I got on Council
to find out how much carts were, so that’s actually kind of a big deal if we’re at the end of their
useful life and we’re going to do a whole sale renewal, which we probably should do if we’re
going to be nickel and dimed with repair costs. How far have we gotten in terms of a cart
replacement or are we just starting to talk about those?
Mr. Vogt: We were just starting to talk about that because we do still have this spring as the last
opportunity and we’re currently going through and inventorying cart conditions and
replacements. We will turn in one more warranty order, but once that is completed this summer
than we’re on our own. So, we haven’t really gotten into that too far yet in terms of replacement.
We do have some spares, but certainly over the course of the next two, three years or more we’ll
be needing to look at that and how that would impact the budget if we replace them as needed
and bought spares or at some point in time given that they’re already 10 years old, a wholesale
replacement or it may be something that at some point in the future it could even be a negotiating
factor in a recycling contract or extension.
Alderman Banger: Alright. Thank you.
Ms. Powell: And if I could just add, and Fred mentioned this a little bit, that is something that
we are wholly committed to do as part of this longer term contract extension that we understand
that that is a, that could be a significant cost for the Village over time looking at replacing carts
so we are certainly willing to replace and repair carts as needed during the course of our
agreement.
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Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Ms. Majikes
Alderman Majikes: Thank you. I know it says our current contract that was done in 2012
provided for an annual 3 to 5 percent increase and if you don’t know this that’s okay. I guess I
could have checked my history of my bills, but I saw this. Have we seen an increase every
single year since 2012? Do you know?
Ms. Powell: Yes, it’s typically been based on CPI.
Alderman Majikes: Right, so it has gone up every single year. I figured it had. I just wanted to
see. Okay.
Ms. Powell: Which is pretty standard.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Cannon, sir
Alderman Cannon: Thank you Mr. Mayor. I was wondering, Fred, could you give us an idea
how many carts a year we’ve been replacing? Just ballpark. I know you don’t have the exact
stats but are we doing 50, 100, 500? I don’t have any idea how many we are replacing.
Mr. Vogt: It started low obviously because they were new, but I believe it’s at least, in recent
years, a couple hundred or several hundred per year.
Alderman Cannon: So right now, if I remember right, we’re paying about $75.00 a cart? Or
that’s what we project it to be or is it more than that even?
Mr. Vogt: My recollection was that the carts cost $45.00, $55.00 back 10 years ago so you may
have a better idea than we do at this point as to what the….
Mr. Manley: They’re about the same
Mr. Vogt: About the same. About $45.00, $55.00 per cart. There are two different sizes.
Mr. Krumstok: We have different sizes because some people didn’t want the larger size because
it didn’t fit in their garage.
Alderman Cannon: Okay, the other question I was going to ask, could you just give me an idea. I
know the recycling business has gotten really difficult. What do you do with the things you
recycle now? Is there a market at all for like the paper and the metal? Does it go somewhere?
Or does it go to the dump?
Ms. Powell: No, we do not send it to the dump. We don’t want to end up on the news. So, yes
part of the articles that were produced with your packet really just talk about the fact that China
remarkably has been the largest consumer of single stream recycling that comes from the United
States and as a result of some of their recent laws that were passed, they put some very tight
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restrictions on incoming recyclables into their country and as a result of those restrictions they’ve
really tightened up the amount of contamination as in like garbage that’s mixed in with the
recycling that is allowed to come in. And they’ve set that amount at about .5% which is really
almost impossible to get to. If you look at some of the material recovery facilities in the Chicago
area, and even in the United States, probably at best after all the sorting manually and with
blowers and all the machinery they could probably get down to maybe about 5% so that .5% is a
major problem. Things have actually been shipped over and have started coming back. So right
now where things stand really looking at other markets, other international markets, to take
material. Some domestic markets are starting to open up. That’s going to take a lot more time
so one of the things that we will be doing as a company is obviously working with all of our
municipal customers to really reeducate our residents on what is and is not recyclable in our
programs. Because I think a lot of people really want to do the right thing, but a lot of times put
the wrong thing in the recycling bin which really adds to that problem.
Alderman Cannon: So like, so I assume what you’re talking about mostly is metal, right?
Ms. Powell: Actually no. It’s a lot of paper, a lot of paper and plastic. And the paper is what is
really causing a lot of the problem because in the single stream recycling program, even though
the carts are great, it gives people more capacity, it encourages folks to recycle more, the fact
that we’re mixing paper in with glass and metal when it goes in the trucks and it gets compacted,
what happens to the glass? It breaks and it ends up getting mixed in with the paper and that is
one of those contaminants that are a problem for China and many other markets to process that
material.
Mr. Krumstok: And Alderman Cannon, actually Tish told us a story about there’s a vendor in
the State of Illinois out of business now, but the State actually asked them to pick up part of it
and the bales are still there and you can see everything mixed altogether, and I can’t remember
where it was.
Ms. Powell: I can’t either.
Mr. Krumstok: But again that’s now you’ve got this product that’s just sitting there and it can’t
be recycled because you’ve got all the contaminants, if you want to call it.
Alderman Cannon: Okay. Well I really appreciate you folks coming out and talking to us
tonight, but that said, I would really think because of the price increase that we’re looking at I
think as a City we’re almost forced to go out and take a look and see what the marketplace is
offering. I appreciate the numbers you’re throwing at us but I would just like to get them
confirmed by some competition.
Ms. Powell: Understandable and one of the things that I know that we’ve discussed with staff is
I know that as a SWANCC community one of, they had a sheet a couple of years ago looking at
pricing for just all the recycling side of what the pricing was and I think it was closer to 6 or 7
dollars is what I saw for curbside recycling and the $4.50 that we we’re coming in at I thought
was very competitive compared to what they were seeing in the area. Obviously we value your

Committee-of-the-Whole Minutes
April 17, 2018
Page |6
business. We’d love to continue to work with you and we think we’ve provided a competitive
proposal.
Alderman Cannon: I guess the other thing I would like to ask is if we could get apartment
complexes in our town to get the recycling picked up by you, would that help at all with pricing?
Ms. Powell: You’re looking at potentially franchising your commercial/apartment complexes?
Alderman Cannon: We’ve had a discussion. It’s not going real far yet, but I think we all would,
it’s something that I think a lot of us would like to see happen.
Ms. Powell: We’re certainly open to looking at that, definitely.
Alderman Cannon: Would it possibly change the price?
Ms. Powell: It would be a lot, probably a lot more interesting to us if it was garbage and
recycling, than just the recycling.
Alderman Cannon: Okay thank you for your time. I appreciate it.
Ms. Powell: Sure
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Budmats
Alderman Budmats: The 3% and 5% CPI, are you going to charge us the CPI or 3% or 5%?
Where does that come from? I’m looking at the CPI since your contract inception and I’m
looking at year over year average increases of 1.5, .8%, .7%. 2.1, and 2.1%, so are we going to
anticipate the actual CPI or a larger number?
Ms. Powell: Good question. The way we were looking at doing the price increase is because the
CPI has really not kept up with what our actual cost increases have been, and as you know as a
City, you’re largest driver of cost is labor. We all have unionized labor. There are built in
adjustments in all of their labor contracts which are closer to at least 2 ½ to 3% a year. So based
on the CPI adjustment that we were seeking in this agreement would be based on CPI with a
minimum 3%, maximum of 5%, but it’s based on what the CPI is, but at least to get a minimum
3%. And we could relook at that if that’s a problem.
Alderman Budmats: Okay, and your proposal also said something about the cost of fuel going
up but since the (unintelligible) diesel (unintelligible) about a $1.00 a gallon (unintelligible) so I
guess the question is what base is that going to be on? The 2012 base or the current base?
Ms. Powell: It would be on, probably moving forward, the base where we are right now.
Typically, unless things really get bad with the fuel prices, we don’t generally come back to
municipalities. One of the primary goal with that clause is the change in law clause. For
example the big change in law that obviously affects, that has affected, the solid waste industry
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over the past couple of years is the change in electronics recycling. That has had a major impact
on operations or if you go back more than a couple of decades the change in requiring that yard
waste no longer be landfilled. Those are the types of changes in law that are major that we
would obviously come back to the City and need to renegotiate some pricing on.
Alderman Budmats: Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Gallo, sir, Alderman Gallo
Alderman Gallo: You mentioned that if we were to go out looking for potential bids from other
vendors that the going market rate is around $7.00. How is it that you are able to provide this
price to us vs. without giving any sensitive information, but how can you provide such a lower
price.
Ms. Powell: Because we like you a lot. Besides that obviously we do have the equipment, we
have the labor already here providing the service to you and we do value the partnership as Fred
mentioned. We operate your transfer station and concurrently work with you on a swap
agreement to help your internal operations be more effective in terms of your solid waste
collection, so we did look at all of that and definitely wanted to provide you with the most
competitive pricing that we could.
Alderman Gallo: Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Any other questions for clarification? So then, I guess we’ll open it up for
discussion. Any questions on discussion? Mr. Krumstok?
Mr. Krumstok: No, we’re just looking for again the question would be stay or as we said the RFP
is ready to go.
Mayor Prejna: If there is no discussion we’ll call the question of should we stay or should we go
out to bid? All in favor of staying please raise your hand. Two, all opposed, or all in favor of
going out to bid? Three. We normally do with four for the majority and since we’re missing two
members at the moment we could, the challenge is if we wait another month to go out to bid
we’re running into the end of our contract, correct?
Mr. Krumstok: That is correct and also what we, obviously Advanced knows if it is out to bid
some of their numbers are out there at this point in time, but again you can always ask for bids
and then you see what the numbers come back.
Mayor Prejna: Well based on that I believe the direction of the council is to go out for bid and
when they come back we can hopefully have a fuller council and make a decision at that time.
That’s direction for staff.
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Mr. Vogt: Thank you and just to clarify we have requests for proposals going out so it’s not a
formal bid process, but proposals and we’ll actually talk more about bidding and proposals later
in the evening. So thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: Fred, can I ask you one other question too? Could, since we bought up the
issue about carts, could we address that?
Mr. Krumstok: Keep on going.
Mayor Prejna: Go ahead.
Alderman Cannon: Could we, I guess could we get a definitive answer from Advanced and
anybody else we get a bid from as to what they would do with carts with us so we at least have
an idea of what cost factors we’re looking at there?
Mr. Krumstok: Yeah, we can put that in as one of the questions.
Alderman Cannon: Great, thank you.
Mr. Vogt: It’s appropriate to add to the document that we have, but we will add that to it.
Alderman Cannon: Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: I’m sorry Fred to interrupt you, Mr. Cannon, I’m sorry. Thank you, we’re done
with this one? I know there are many people here tonight that we’re coming up for the next item
on the Agenda which is going to be chickens. We’re going to move chickens from number 5 to
number 2 because we do have someone who has signed in.

2) Chickens
Mayor Prejna: So, Mr. Krumstok would you like to give us the…..
Mr. Krumstok: Obviously it’s been some time since we had a backyard chicken discussion. It is
back again, but I would leave it to that. Again it does take four votes and with that I will
obviously Alderman Banger knows anytime I see articles about chickens I’ve been sending them
to him too. There are municipalities that do have backyard chickens. They changed some of
their yard requirements and some of their other pieces, but again as mentioned in the write up
again these are free range chickens, so they’re not typically backyard ones, but with that I would
turn it over to Alderman Banger.
Alderman Banger: Thank you. Those of you who were here in 2014, that’s the last time we
talked about backyard chickens, and that was the birds and the bees write up and bees advanced
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out of Committee. Chickens got shot down. I think the final nail in the coffin was when Chief
Scanlan came up and said he didn’t want his police fellows chasing chickens, although at the
time he had mentioned roosters and as you can clearly see in this write up that’s not a part of my
proposal. This is something, since 2014, that has caught on with a lot more suburbs. Several of
our neighbors since then, St. Charles being the latest one, I think Bartlett also was in the
newspaper recently with their backyard chickens. Bartlett was in the news recently because they
dropped the minimum lot requirement. Some people fell just a few square feet shy of the
minimum lot for backyard chickens. Bartlett reviewed it. They said you know what the
important thing here is the side yard setbacks, not the actual size of the yard so let’s just stick to
the side yard setbacks and not worry about the lot size. I’ve added in my write up I don’t think it
would be fair to deny people just because they have a smaller house. These are, it’s only going to
be four chickens anyway under my proposal and the other part of my write up is basically
punching holes in any of the folks who have the negative aspects of backyard chickens.
Somebody sent me a write up titled the Dark Side of Backyard Chickens which essentially said
they attract monkey wolves and mountain lions, but so do dogs and cats, so I don’t think that’s
valid. Chickens smell, they don’t. Chickens are noisy, they’re not when you exclude roosters.
They’re not vectors for disease. The big chicken operations may be, but when you have four
chickens in your backyard they’re not. The write up I read also started talking about the costs of
chicken coops and that’s something that the residents can deal with and I don’t imagine you
would want to pour several thousands of dollars into something when you’re buying $16.00
worth of chicks. So I don’t think that’s a valid complaint. This is something that I’m kind of
passionate about just because along with bees I just think it’s weird that we can’t do things that
in my opinion we should be able to do. So I’ve been pulling these things out of our City
ordinance that says no farm animals. Bees aren’t a farm animal and I think they’re both good for
the environment and anybody should be able to run a beehive in their backyard if they want to
and I tried initially, and I’m trying again, to get chickens taken out of that prohibition and
ordinance and into residents backyards. What I’d be asking tonight is, my ask would be pass this
out of Committee so we can at least get an ordinance in front of all seven members and then
aldermen can vote it up or down as they wish. I have several people that have reached out and
ones that reached out aren’t with us tonight so I think to be fair I would ask for this to move out
of Committee so we can get working on an ordinance and let those people be heard. This I think
would be exactly like backyard beekeeping. Much ado about nothing. After year one of
backyard beekeeping there were six beehives in the City of Rolling Meadows with one
beekeeper. Starting this year there’s going to be three beekeepers to my knowledge and six
beehives in various locations throughout the City. So I think this is one of those things, and in a
recent article about Evanston, it was much ado about nothing. They had a passing it back and
forth about it and then at the end of year one there were seven total permits in the suburb of
70,000 people. So again, I would just ask if you have read the write up, get it out of Committee.
Let me bring it back in the form of an ordinance. If you have any suggestions, if you have any
amendments tell me now and then I can take those into considerations when we craft the
ordinance to bring back to the full council. So if you have any questions I’m here to answer
them.
Mayor Prejna: Does anyone have any questions for clarification from Alderman Banger’s
proposal? Mr. Cannon, sir.
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Alderman Cannon: Thank you Mr. Mayor. I guess I would direct this to Barry. If we were to
pass this, I think it’s only polite that we push this forward to let the whole council vote on it. I’m
not, I was kind of neutral on this, but I was recently on vacation down south and the roosters,
which I know are not included in this, started doing their thing about 2:30 in the morning every
day that I was there, so it was being awaken at 2:30 in the morning by roosters was not fun. But
that said, one of the questions I would ask you is if we move forward with this it’s inevitable that
there will be some questions or concerns about how would we manage those and how, I won’t
speak for the police chief, but I’m guessing he wants nothing to do with this, is my opinion. I
don’t know if that’s true or not.
Mr. Krumstok: I think it goes back into with bees. Any of those questions that come up come
back to me, but I do go through the permits so my assumption is once an ordinance is crafted just
like City Attorney Jim Macholl learns so much about bees and different kinds and everything
else, I’m sure we’re going to be educated on chickens and how many feet they have and what
they walk like and everything else like that. Alderman Banger has stated that chickens that he’s
looking at the chicks cost $4.00 each. I’m sure I’m going to find about the empire chicken and
that costs about $16.00, but at the same point in time, those questions really do get fielded
through me when people have, and I’m glad that we’re not doing the roosters and that was a big
discussion last time because we used to have roosters in peoples garages and we had rooster
fights and other things so last time we were talking about it the Police Department did go in there
and I think it also goes back into the ordinance how you actually deal with the chickens and
there’s all kinds of coops and I will tell you that there’s palace kind of coops and industrial coops
and very small coops and that will also be part of the discussion that the City Council will have
to have with the City Council because four chicks aren’t a lot, but at the same point in time just
like what we did with bees, there would be a sign. There would be making sure that your
neighbors know what’s going on, but again that comes back down later. So long answer, but it
would be fielded back to me.
Alderman Cannon: Okay, thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Other questions for clarification? My question that when this write up came out,
if we’re going to have chicken coops do we get building department involved with permits. Is it,
the question that was bought up to me was it’s a structure. Do you buy one that is already premade or if someone builds one is it considered like building a playhouse or your kids swing set?
Mr. Krumstok: So the answer to that is probably going to be like bees, which we did not have
Community Development go out to look at all the hives and all those. And again that goes back
into the ordinance. What do you want to see and again from what I know, and from what I’ve
read in a lot of the newspapers, most of these are prefabbed that people would be, so you’re not
going to have someone buying two by fours and I’m not saying it right, but making chicken wire
to make a chicken coop, but most of these are all set up.
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Mayor Prejna: That was simply just bought up to me. Mr. Banger I can assure you my only
interest in eggs is buying them and having them for breakfast. Does anyone else have a point of
clarification?
Alderman Budmats: A question
Mayor Prejna: Yes
Alderman Budmats: Are we going to be looking at a minimum square footage for a lot so that we
have an idea of how close in proximity these chickens will be to their neighbors?
Mr. Krumstok: So in the write up Alderman Banger only talks about the 5 foot setback,
backyard setback for the coop, so he is recommending that in the draft if we bought that back, so
and again with the beehives we did have some parameters but again, a little bit different from a
bee to a chick.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, well this is, we do have someone in on the signatory sheet. Andrea
Rataiczyk, please come forward.
Ms. Rataiczyk: I just wanted to come to support this venture. I’ve had an interest in having
chickens for a while now and I think they’ve grown in popularity all across the country and for
me it would be to provide a more sustainable lifestyle and I’ve been into gardening recently and
it would help to have me know where my food is coming from and I really think that it could
help set the City apart from other cities in the area that are not allowing this. That’s all.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you for coming forward. That was the only signatory in for tonight’s
meeting. This now brings us up to discussion. Do we have any points of discussion on Mr.
Banger’s proposal? Mr. Gallo
Alderman Gallo: I recall in elementary school we used to raise ducks and we watched them
hatch and then we had the opportunity to bring them home and then set them free eventually, but
I never remember my parents or any of my classmates parents having to come to the City to clear
whether or not we could have the duck come home so I’m just kind of curious as to what would
the difference be now if we raise chicks at home and have them roam around our yard vs. in
elementary school when we got a duck to bring home.
Mayor Prejna: I’m not sure who wants to, but my thought would be that ducks were usually a
project that you let go. This would be, from my understanding, this would be a renewable source
of food that would go on for years and years and years.
Alderman Gallo: My ducks never went away, unfortunately.
Mayor Prejna: I guess unless somebody, Mr. Banger would you like?
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Alderman Banger: No, actually when I was a 4-H leader we would send chicks home with kids
for a week at a time, but then they went back to the farm that they came from. So I don’t know
of any that lingered, but one of the things that changed with backyard chickens lately is you
know I guess just growing up on a farm we’d get our hundred chicks in the spring and the 70 or
80 that lived in the summer we’d butcher them so that’s commercial chicken raising. Chickens
nowadays they’re ornamental chickens, they’re show chickens, people are getting into chickens
as family pets which I guess the farm boy in me thinks that’s kind of strange, but there are tons
of chicken enthusiasts out there who aren’t necessarily in it for the eggs and these chickens
typically age out of egg laying over the course of 18 months or 24 months and then on the farm
they become stew chickens, but in the City people keep them as pets and they don’t have that
byproduct of eggs which to me what’s the point, but to a lot of people they are now pets. And so
it has changed a lot. I guess I would ask kind of think of it in those terms. It’s not like having a
farm animal anymore. It’s some of these silkeys, if you’re into chickens, are ornamental show
chickens and yet the chicks aren’t $4.00 Mayor for those. They’re a little more expensive, but
yeah, this is kind of a low dollar hobby for a lot of people. If you’re raising chickens to feed
your family you definitely probably are on a farm. Like I said, this is something I’d like to see
advance out of Committee so I could come back with an ordinance that we can vote on after
getting feedback from residents in our Wards.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Any other questions for clarification? So the only, we only need four
votes to make this go forward, is that do a straw vote on Mr. Banger’s request to move this on to
an ordinance before the council.
Mr. Krumstok: Well it would be an ordinance that would come back to a Committee-of-theWhole for discussion.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, well I’m sorry
Alderman Banger: Most of my points are, I think are kind of, unless Mr. Macholl has any
legalisms that I need to add to it. I think I’ve laid it all out right here, so I have five points. I’m
not sure…
Mayor Prejna: I will defer to Mr. Macholl on this one. He is our parliamentarian.
Mr. Macholl: I think we could probably draft an ordinance.
Mr. Krumstok: If you want to do that. I know that when we did bees we bought it back because
of some of the other things and the I know City Attorney Jim Macholl actually said one of those
things which would be number 6 which is not a resident would need to make sure that their title
allows for this because again that was one of the concerns that certain…..
Mr. Macholl: Well yeah that’s, I mean that’s up to the individual property owner, a potential
concern, but that’s not a City concern. That’s a neighbor concern, so we could probably put
something together. I’ll kind of fly by the seat of my pants on this one.
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Mr. Krumstok: We have so many acronyms I don’t remember. Food for thought.
Mayor Prejna: If you would feel more comfortable if we bought it back to Committee-of-theWhole so we had….
Mr. Macholl: No, I’d rather just….
Mayor Prejna: Draft it
Mr. Macholl: I’d just rather draft it if that’s okay with everyone else.
Mayor Prejna: Alright, so a straw vote to move it forward for Mr. Macholl in an ordinance. All
in favor raise your hand. One, two, three, four. Against, 1. Four and one against. Mr. Banger
you’re on the road.
Alderman Banger: Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Banger, could I ask, they probably wouldn’t be ready for the Farmers
Market, or the City Market, right?
Alderman Banger: No, no, probably not.
Mr. Krumstok: If he does it on the farm they might be ready.

3) Kirchoff and Owl Vacant Property – City Owned
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Krumstok, we’re talking about Kirchoff and the Owl vacant property.
Mr. Krumstok: Thank you very much Mayor and City Council. Before you is actually two
different discussions, but it deals with vacant property. The first one that we’re actually talking
about is across the street. We designate it as Lot #2 in the write up, but it’s actually Lot #4 as we
talk about it. It’s the last one that was not completed with the River Walk overall planned
development over there, but when we were asked to bring back this property and the other vacant
property that we’ll be talking about on Kirchoff Road, but for folks who might be listening to
this for the first time you look at this lot and based on the 2013 purchase price for the entire
property of $954,750, but since that time we’ve done four appraisals. Obviously a municipality
has to do appraisals and it is in a TIF District, but in 2009 it showed it as $940,000. In 2010 it
showed it as $700,000. In 2013 it showed it as $425,000, and the newest appraisal that we
actually have confirmed is as of December 12, 2017 which shows at $575,000. This is in a TIF
District so if the City Council decides that you would like to sell the property all proceeds from
the sale have to go back into the TIF. It cannot go to other funds or other uses and obviously this
TIF does have a life still until about 2023 is when it actually expires. It is a negative TIF right
now that the General Fund is supporting in our CAFR, but now that we’re done with our bonds
and it does have the outlook that it will be positive on its own, but again if we do sell the
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property it does go back into the TIF. It just makes the TIF overall positive quicker and then
obviously when that TIF is dissolved any proceeds that are left in that go to distribution to all the
taxing bodies. I do bring that up because again when you do look at Lot #2 by the designation
that we actually call Lot #4 there’s all kinds of utilities throughout that area. Obviously some
storm water and there’s some water and some other pieces. It was to be a carbon copy of Lot #1
which was retail on the bottom and then obviously some condos up on the top. So this is actually
giving you a little more feedback, but staff’s comments and thoughts does the City Council want
to keep this as green space? That’s really what it is now. I do appreciate the residents,
especially the one that has the dog who’s really great with Frisbees. He utilizes that as a dog
park, but we do have a lot of people that do use it. If City Council decides to sell the property,
and again its approximately 1.07 acres, can we please use a professional firm? I’d prefer that.
Staff is not the one putting up the sign and actually starting to market it. And then obviously if
you decide to want the property to be marketed, how would the City Council want to market this.
And this is actually a discussion we would have with the Economic Development Committee. Is
it just that hey anybody who knocks on the door we’re going to change any zoning and some of
the items or is it specific that you want it to look like what the original plan, or are you looking
for something specific, but we really do need to know how this property needs to be marketed.
And then the final item for the City Council to think about if you do proceed with marketing this,
if you look at the corner, the main corner right by where the two sides of the sidewalk come
together, you will see that the City has put up posts and we do advertise different community
events from those posts. It’s actually very beneficial and I can tell you that people on Kirchoff
Road get those signs a little quicker than sometimes our electronic sign because it’s a static sign,
but staff would actually ask if we do market it, hopefully we can actually keep our post there on
that carved out section or whoever purchases it maybe with having an understanding that those
three posts are out there or maybe they make a community sign that we have something that we
could put on there. But those are the four discussion items that we have for this item. Obviously
you can see that the marketable point of the overall appraisals, it has gone down but now it has
started slowly coming back up. So with that, those are the items.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. Krumstok. In regard to your fourth point, you’re asking if the
portion of the corner where we have a sign posted be carved out. Are you talking in regard to the
City putting an easement in there?
Mr. Krumstok: It could either be an easement or as we discuss with whoever the eventual owner
is, that maybe they put up a community sign and then they have to advertise what we put out
there or something. There are ways of getting around that, but we do believe the easement is the
quickest, but depending on what happens with the property, there are other ways of
communicating what we’re trying to do.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Questions for clarification? Mr. Budmats
Alderman Budmats: The current costs for upkeep of the property, cutting grass, where do those
fall?
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Mr. Krumstok: That’s actually part of our landscaping overall for downtown and Kirchoff and
everything else. So it’s part of our weekly schedule even with our seeding and our overall
landscaping, but it is part of our regular projects. So we don’t carve it our per se.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: Thank you Mr. Mayor. To answer your first question, Barry, my opinion is it
should not remain greenspace. I would like to see it put up for sale tomorrow if we could. I’ve
been asking for that for a while. Obviously I think we need to use a professional firm. There is
no one on staff that should be in real estate business so I think going outside to get a professional
to market it for us I think is great. And how it’s marketed, I guess my opinion is if we get
someone to buy it let them come to us with a proposal of what they want. I mean I don’t really
have a specific thing. I doubt if we’re going to get someone to build another building just like
the ones that are there, but if that’s what they want to do I’m fine with that. So again, with the
sign post thing I would ask that we just negotiate with the person who bought it as opposed to
putting, I don’t want that to be a stop thing where they say okay you guys are already taking a
part of the property away and I haven’t bought it yet. I’d just ask that we negotiate with the
potential buyer to do it. I’m not against what you want to do. I just don’t think I want to put
another caveat in there that might stop a possible sale. So I mean since we have a real estate
person on staff here, I think maybe we could get some great direction as to what professional
staff we should use to get this thing out there, but I would like to get rid of it as quickly as
possible. Thanks.
Mayor Prejna: Do we have, I guess we’re going into discussion so any further discussion on the
property? Mr. Banger
Alderman Banger: What he said and I would echo his no strings attached comment. Let’s get
this out there. Let’s find out what the market dictates what it wants to be when it grows up and
get it off of our rolls. Thanks.
Mayor Prejna: Any further clarification? I mean is there any further discussion on the matter?
Well let’s just call the, we are running a little short staff here tonight, so first question, does the
council want the property to stay green? All those in favor of having it stay green? We have 2.
All those opposed? We’re 2 – 2. Well in that case it stays the way it is at the moment. If the
City Council wants to sell the property, approximately 1.07 acres, we ask for approval to utilize a
professional firm. The TIF Fund and any proceeds from an eventually sale can pay for this
service. All in favor of moving forward with that raise your hand.
Alderman Cannon: Mr. Mayor how can we ask that question. We just said green space.
Mayor Prejna: Sorry, so I guess we’re done.
Mr. Krumstok: I guess we’re done on this.
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Mayor Prejna: Sorry. Thank you Mr. Cannon. I was just all of a sudden to try to figure out a
way that we could move forward with it. So we’re done with the Kirchoff and Owl.

4) Algonquin Road Vacant Property – City Owned
Mayor Prejna: And now we’ll move on to Algonquin Road vacant property.
Mr. Krumstok: So now we’re back to number two. Obviously what you have before you is the
vacant lot on Algonquin Road. It’s about 2400 W. Algonquin Road. The City has owned this lot
for a long time. It’s right by the closed bank on Algonquin Road. Obviously you have the
parameters and some of the other pieces that we talk about. Put in a picture if you haven’t driven
on Algonquin Road to see our greenspace there, but in 2012 the appraisal for the .551 acres was
valued at $250,000. A recent verbal appraisal that we received, and that was part of the
discussion that City Attorney Jim Macholl and I had with the appraiser, they feel that there’s two
parts of the appraisal. It could still be $250,000, but they have a big caveat and that deals with
the electronic, or the ComEd lines, that go by the property. They felt that whoever would
purchase the property if they could not get ComEd to move the electronic, the ComEd lines, it
devalues the appraisal all the way down to about $25,000, I mean $45,000. So with the verbal
that we had the question really comes out to be do you still want to sell this and then obviously
with this appraisal that we have its questionable what people could actually do with it.
Originally this was the discussed area that Fire Station 17 was going to be built on. Obviously
that did not happen and again this is just vacant land. The City has never really had any big
plans for the property. It goes back into, from my understanding, when the construction behind
it was actually being done it was discussed at one point a road that was sort of going to be in
there and that’s why it was dedicated to the City, but that’s a long time ago. So, with that it’s
pretty much the same four questions that we had in the last one. Does the City Council want the
property to stay greenspace? Does the City Council want to sell the property? And again its
.551 acres. It’s the greenspace and part of the parking lot that the City actually purchased back
when we were talking about Fire Station 17 and then recently Keller Williams did contact me
about when we were going to have this discussion and obviously I told them what it was and I
told them what the old appraisal was and I don’t know if he’s still even interested in the property,
but do I go back to him and say here’s what the City’s thinking about and then obviously the
fourth question, if the property is to be sold, what does the City Council want with the property
be marketed and do you really even care about this .551 acres that some people would just call a
sliver.
Alderman Majikes left at 8:24pm
Alderman Majikes returned at 8:25pm
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. Krumstok. Do we have any questions of clarification on the
property from the write-up? Mr. Budmats?
Alderman Budmats: Same question, where’s the maintenance fees being paid for from this one?
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Mr. Krumstok: It’s actually part of the landscaping, but limited because they don’t go there all
the time, but it is part of our landscaper’s contract.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Cannon, sir.
Alderman Cannon: So Barry, I never heard at all about this problem with ComEd before, so it’s
kind of news to me. I understand it’s probably been there for a while, so when we bought this
property we must have known about this problem.
Mr. Krumstok: We’ve known, well let’s put in perspective. When we were thinking about
constructing fire station, ComEd was going to move the items either that we were going to pay
for the poles to be moved. It was really the new appraisal when the appraiser was actually
discussing it, that he felt there’s a burden to move that and that’s why he gave us two verbal
comments that its roughly $45,000 if they can’t move it, but if they can move it then it’s still the
$250,000. So it’s really the appraisal and the appraiser who’s making this decision, but when we
were talking fire stations and any other, the past one was always ComEd can always move
anything for a price.
Alderman Cannon: But you’re talking about a difference between $45,000 and $250,000?
Mr. Krumstok: That is correct. That’s what we heard.
Mr. Macholl: That’s the difference in the appraisals that we’ve received.
Alderman Cannon: So let’s assume we got ComEd didn’t like us when we asked them to move
it, would they charge us $10,000?
Mr. Krumstok: It would be whoever purchased the property would actually make that request. It
would not be a City request anymore.
Alderman Cannon: I guess from my perspective I think assuming the numbers we’re talking
about here are correct, why wouldn’t we want to get involved and have them move the post for
$200 and some thousand dollars? That’s crazy money. It’s hard for me to understand how that
property hasn’t gone up a dime in value since we bought it?
Mr. Macholl: Well first of all we bought it back in 2007 or 2008 when the prices were up there
and they’ve done nothing but dive since then and that’s why. One of the other characteristics of
that property, that property is pretty unique, very narrow and very deep. So there’s not a lot you
can do with it except build a fire station is what the City thought several years ago.
Alderman Cannon: But then we found out we couldn’t do that either.
Mr. Macholl: Well it wasn’t you couldn’t do it. You didn’t want to do it, but that’s the position
we’re in right now.
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Alderman Cannon: So I guess, from where I’m standing, we don’t need more green space down
there. It’s not the way its set up. It’s not really, it doesn’t really have a function other than just
sitting there, so I guess I would like to see it marketed. I would ask us, as a City, to look into
getting ComEd to move the pole since we’re talking about $200,000 plus and how it gets
marketed I guess it’s like the piece across the street what I said earlier. Let’s see, I think a small
franchise could fit on there if that would be appealing to someone. I don’t think we should be
here deciding how and who could move in there before we even get anybody interested in it. I’d
like to see it opened up. I know, I’ve been told off record that the bank was actually marketing it
as part of their property for a while so I don’t know if the bank has had any feelers at all. I don’t
know where that’s at. Do we have any interest in trying to marketing with us? I’m not really
sure, but I think there’s some options we have out there. I’d like to see us pursue some of those,
but move quickly and get it on the market.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Macholl
Mr. Macholl: Thank you Mr. Mayor. I will say that I did send a letter to the bank about a year
ago or so because it came to light that that 20 foot strip that we actually purchased from the bank,
the bank then sold to Byline Bank which now thinks it still owns that 20 feet, so I sent them a
letter saying you don’t own that 20 feet.
Alderman Cannon: Did they ever respond to you?
Mr. Macholl: No they have not, but be that as it may, they don’t own that 20 feet, so when you
say they’re marketing part of that.
Alderman Cannon: I thought they were marketing the whole parcel.
Mr. Macholl: No, no, but they are marketing, they were marketing the parcel that included our 20
feet.
Alderman Cannon: Alright. Thank you.
Mr. Macholl: Sure
Mayor Prejna: Any other questions for clarification or discussion? Mr. Banger
Alderman Banger: Thank you. The same thing as the last parcel. I vote we unload it as quickly
as possible and I think we should pursue aggressively the bank angle because I think it would,
depending on who might purchase that and maybe trash the existing building and build
something bigger there, they might be interested in this small strip and maybe we could make
them a deal. So I, bottom line is let’s get rid of it in my option, but if there’s an angle with that
bank property let’s pursue that.
Mayor Prejna: Any other discussion? Ms. Majikes
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Alderman Majikes: Thank you. May I ask the City Attorney a question? I agree with Alderman
Banger that we get that marketed and maybe someone would want to buy the bank and that one
too, even though the bank is asking way too much, but if the bank sells though that’s going to
show up on title that they’ve got….
Mr. Macholl: Yes it will
Alderman Majikes: Yeah, so that’s going to cause a problem with their title and….
Mr. Macholl: Yes it will
Alderman Majikes: A dispute could delay things too.
Mr. Macholl: Yes it will.
Alderman Majikes: That’s what I thought. Just wanted to make sure.
Mr. Macholl: You’re absolutely correct.
Mayor Prejna: So my question is, Mr. Macholl, what can we do to make this easy? I mean is
there something we should do before we even attempt to move forward with this to make it
easier? Because Alderman Majikes brings up a good point.
Mr. Macholl: We’ve alerted the bank that they don’t own that property. There’s nothing more I
can do about it. They just simply don’t own it. That property has been on the market for a long
time and I’m not a real estate person, but it’s got a big tag on it.
Mayor Prejna: Ms. Majikes
Alderman Majikes: And correct me if I’m wrong, but it’s not so much if we sell our lot we’re
fine. We know that. It’s if the bank sells theirs prior to us that’s where the hiccup with the title
will come because it’s going to show on their title that that’s our property and they think it’s
theirs and that’s where the hiccup comes. If ours sells first, we’re fine, but if we have these
hopes of trying to sell the bank, someone wants to come in and buy the bank and that one, there
could be a little hiccup with title.
Mayor Macholl: If they came in and they wanted to buy both parcels, the bank and ours, that
would immediately be straightened out as to who owns what. But they’re buying the entire
parcel being the bank and our parcel.
Alderman Majikes: Do you think, though, that the bank would try and be that their value is
higher, taking property from us? See what I’m saying? What it is 25 feet?
Mr. Macholl: The 20 feet?
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Alderman Majikes: Yeah, the 20 feet, yes
Mr. Macholl: Well we already own it.
Alderman Majikes: I know, but being that the bank says it’s theirs. I’m just saying do you see
that being a negotiating problem.
Mr. Macholl: If I’m the bank, yeah
Alderman Majikes: Yeah
Mr. Macholl: That wouldn’t affect us.
Mr. Krumstok: And that would make the comment that I had Public Works actually spray paint
on the concrete just to show the distribution.
Alderman Majikes: Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Alderman Cannon please
Alderman Cannon: Barry, can you, you know I’ve read this a couple of times. I was a little bit
confused. So how much money do we actually have in this property? We bought the one piece
for $250,000? And then how much did we pay for the original piece?
Mr. Krumstok: It was actually deeded to us as far as I know for this future road that was never
produced.
Mr. Macholl: If I may, Mr. Mayor?
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Macholl, go for it
Mr. Macholl: When 20 years ago, or whenever it was, Kimball Hill put in that development on
Algonquin Road and when they originally laid it out there was this small strip of land that came
off the development and went north up to Algonquin Road. If I’m making that clear, and about
¾ of the way through it Kimball Hill said we really don’t want it and so the City ended up with
it. And that’s how we got it.
Alderman Cannon: So we didn’t pay anything for that parcel?
Mr. Macholl: No
Alderman Cannon: So we just paid $250,000 for the extra piece.
Mr. Macholl: They just carved that out of part of the McGlaris property and said we don’t want
this. You keep it. That’s what happened. That’s how we got it.
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Alderman Cannon: Thanks for the explanation.
Mr. Macholl: Sure
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Any further discussion? Well I’ll call the first question. Does City
council want the property to stay green space? All in favor? Opposed? Okay, well it doesn’t
stay green space. Number 2, does City Council want to sell the property and ask the staff to
approve to utilize a professional firm? All in favor? That’s unanimous. And finally, if the
property is to be sold what does the City Council want the property to be marketed as or do you
care? So I guess the question is does, yes Ms. Majikes
Alderman Majikes: I’m sorry to interrupt. It’s C1 now?
Mr. Krumstok: C2
Ms. Majikes: C2, okay.
Mayor Prejna: So in other words I guess the question would be if the property is to be sold, does
City Council care what it is to be marketed, so straw vote for it to move forward. Does anyone
care what it needs to be?
Alderman Gallo: I care. I think we should have a more proactive approach as to what we’re
doing with our space in our town and then we should use these as lessons, both this property on
the other side of Kirchoff and that property. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, and those who do not care raise your hand?
Ms. Majikes: I don’t care. It’s not that I don’t care but it’s such a weird lot of land that I don’t
think these crazy things are going to come to it. So I don’t care.
Mr. Krumstok: Let me ask….
Mayor Prejna: Go ahead, clarification? We’re still on….
Mr. Krumstok: I’ve heard some stuff tonight so obviously with the City Attorney over here, so I
guess that we should go back to the bank/marketing that area first to see if they’re interested in
buying it first from us and then after that go back to the Keller Williams individual who
contacted me and then I told him what the appraisal was and he didn’t come back and then the
third part would be going to the full marketing of the property and whatever the vote ends up.
Mayor Prejna: So in other words you should probably come back to us after this is, or…..
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Mr. Krumstok: Well, what’s going to happen is the City Attorney is going to approach the bank
and approach who’s selling it and we’ll get you a staff report if we get a bite on it. If not, then
we would be back.
Alderman Cannon: Hey Barry, do you, just out of curiosity, I’m sorry
Mayor Prejna: Go ahead Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: Do have any direct contacts with Byline Bank?
Mr. Krumstok: It’s been a long time and no. The people I used to communicate and deal with
are all gone.
Alderman Cannon: Because I know for a fact that they just made a major acquisition just
recently.
Mr. Krumstok: It was in the newspaper.
Alderman Cannon: And some of their branches are up this way so maybe if they got the other
piece of land, maybe they might reconsider. I know on the south side they have a couple really
nice new buildings that they built. Maybe that would be attractive for them to build a new
building right there, possibly. I’m not saying they would, but just….
Mr. Krumstok: I think it goes back into the communication first to the bank to let them know
and see if we get a bite at that point.
Alderman Cannon: But I mean, I have nothing against Mr. Macholl contacting them, but you
need to go to a different level besides lawyers because they have all kinds of great work, but I
mean you need to get a hold of a marketing vice president or something.
Mr. Krumstok: Like I said, the contacts that I had, they’re all gone from that bank.
Alderman Cannon: Okay, thank you.
Mayor Prejna: That vote didn’t go anywhere so our, we’re going to move forward with Mr.
Macholl first and then you’re going to have a staff report and we’ll bring this back as to the plan
of attack. Mr. Macholl?
Mr. Macholl: Yes, I can investigate who to contact at Byline Bank. You’re point is well taken
and see if there’s any movement there.
Mayor Prejna: I believe we’re done, Mr. Krumstok.
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5) Bidding and Proposals, Change Orders, and Construction Contract Management
Mayor Prejna: This is an intro for a fun filled, action packed bidding and proposals, change
orders, construction and contract management.
Mr. Krumstok: If you didn’t have enough up to tonight with chickens and property and now
we’re on to bidding vs. proposals, our fees/everything. We have a whole bunch of individuals
who are going to be participating in this discussion, so obviously with that I’ll have Public
Works Director Fred Vogt start off and again, there is a PowerPoint that was provided to you too
and for residents we hope that you enjoy this information.
Mayor Prejna: And Fred this is quite a roadshow you have assembled.
Mr. Vogt: Just the team to put this roadshow on. I’m just going to do the introduction here and
because we’ve had a number of projects and equipment purchases that were proposed over the
last several months with questions that came up with regards to our procedures for when do we
bid projects. When do we do proposals? When do we seek statements of qualification for
professional service? What are our thresholds in terms of bidding proposals? We have all of
that but it’s been I believe a number of years since we’re really stepped back a bit and caught our
breath and said okay well let’s make sure that everybody’s on the same page with understanding
of what the City does. What the purchasing procedures are. Why we sometimes look for waiver
of bids and the like. How we go about our construction project management with regards to
authorizations in the field. Change orders, when we see change orders, when we don’t see
change orders. We have had our Public Works staff, as well as our City Engineers, spend the
last couple of weeks assembling the presentation that you’re going to see so that we can be as allencompassing as we believe that we need to be and can be so that there’s a better understanding.
Hopefully you can, if you want to keep the materials that we have here in the packet tonight for
future reference. We’re always, with every project, every proposed purchase, more than happy
to answer questions about why we’re doing, or why we’re proposing to do things the way we are,
but to kind of have a resource guide and go over this. It may be something that every few years
or several years wouldn’t hurt for to us to go over if there’s updates or things during the course
of time that council wants to see differently that we kind of inventory that and keep track of that
so everyone’s on the same page. So, with that for the PowerPoint presentation I’ll turn it over to
Rob Horne first and Ryan Lindeman from Christopher Burke is also here for part of the
presentation.
Mr. Rob Horne: Thank you Fred, Mayor, City Council. I’ll go through this as quickly as I can.
I know it’s been a little bit of a long evening. We tried to prepare the presentation in a similar
format as the memo so kind of follows some sort of a consistent pattern. The first item is public
letting or bidding. These projects are usually more substantial projects, more substantial
construction projects, more substantial equipment purchases or major service contracts. All of
which are usually proposed, or assumed to exceed $20,000 in cost. Examples of these projects
would be major streambank stabilization, storm sewer projects, major road construction,
significant landscape service contracts, things like that, or standardized vehicle and equipment
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purchases. The $20,000 threshold was established about a decade ago by the City Council
during some changes that were consistent throughout the Northwest Municipal Conference from
$10,000 to $20,000. Some other projects that I think are important for the City Council to be
aware of are publically let projects that we don’t actually publically let at the City. There are
Municipal Partnering Initiatives that we take advantage of. There are federal, local, and state
purchasing co-ops that we take advantage of, all of which are publically let projects. We do that
to take advantage of savings and manpower and take advantage of economies of scale. For
example, the pipelining, crack sealing, and sidewalk and curb replacement programs that we
initially, or recently started participating with the Municipal Partnership Initiative, I think we
recognized savings upwards of $100,000 as part of that Initiative. I didn’t mention this but if
you have questions as we go please feel free to interrupt. The next item would be proposals.
These are proposals, same types of projects, just have a value under $20,000 that’s proposed.
Projects like this would be examples of small drainage improvements, small storm sewer
improvements, specialized service contracts, or what I call them is relational or specialized
service contracts in that they’re very complex bid documents to try to put together because they
have very unique circumstances to those and they’re very unique to this specific municipality so
they can’t really be partnered on, and again small standardized equipment. Things that don’t
require a lot of specialized detail to the specifications or the equipment. Again, the $10,000
threshold was established about a decade ago at the same time as the bidding for all proposals
over $10,000 do come to City Council before they’re awarded. I did want to show the City
Council this because this is really what has come up in previous discussions as a concern and
rightly so. These are examples of purchases that we don’t bid out. That we seek proposals on.
That are over $20,000. The primary reason for those few examples are related to the complex
bid specifications that would be required, lack of knowledge by staff to be able to put together a
bid specification for an item such as a sign printer, sign truck body. That was a very unique
purchase that had to be customized. There are only two vendors in our area that even do that
type of work so those are the proposals we received. And again, janitorial services, I in my
previous life did try to establish some bid specifications on janitorial services, nearly impossible.
It really is a proposal style contract that you have to meet people on site, talk them through what
your expectations are, and to get that type of proposal. Just some examples of items where we
bought to the City Council with less than three proposals and a brief explanation as to why. Fuel
is a big one, leak detection, the well repairs, specialized truck bodies, these are all examples of
items that we are either in a situation where there’s limited sources, or limited amount of bidding
opportunities, limited vendors that can provide that service. There’s a technology proprietary
issue with what they provide to the City specifically. There’s familiarity with the City’s
infrastructure. That’s one of the big issues we run into is if a vendor that has worked with us for
many years has a unique understanding of our infrastructure, even if we put out the proposal,
they can so clearly underbid any other vendor that it’s a moot point to do that. So those are
examples, about a half a dozen, that we do annually. Any questions before I move on to design
services?
Design professional services, there’s been a lot of conversation recently about bidding
engineering services and I just want for the Council’s benefit I want to clarify that. State law
does not allow, or has regulations, related to how you select the design professional. That would
be an architect, an engineer, or a land surveyor. It’s specifically spelled out in their regulations.
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You’re required to look at their qualifications, not their proposal. As a matter of fact if you look
at the last sentence, it says price quotations are not a consideration in the selection process so I
just prepared a few pages on the QBS process, which is what City staff utilizes when selecting a
design professional for significant engineering projects. We’ve used this process on three
projects since 2016. We have it being utilized in two projects now. One is a watermain project.
The other one is the Comprehensive Plan that we’re currently going through. There’s the, it’s a
seven step process which we invite or solicit engineering services from no less than three
engineering firms. The most recent one we did, we seeked qualifications from seven. Each
proposal is reviewed by an individual staff member, no less than three, usually more than three
staff members. Scores are compiled. A listing, a rating is established and then we hold
interviews with engineers, or design professionals. Following those interviews we negotiate a
proposal with the most qualified design professional. Lastly, just as a point of reference, I just
threw this in there so the City Council understood. These are the number of different
engineering firms we have worked with on projects since the beginning of 2017. So there are a
lot of different engineering firms that we utilize this process with to select the appropriate
engineer for the appropriate project. That is the end of my presentation. If there are no questions
I can introduce Ryan Lindeman. Alderman Cannon?
Mayor Prejna: Any questions, clarification?
Alderman Cannon: So I’m a little bit confused by that last statement that you made about we’re
not allowed to ask about pricing. So if you ask for qualifications for competing firms, what if
they both, what if all three of them come back and say they’re all qualified to do the work. So
what is the qualifying answer then?
Mr. Horne: Yeah, it’s not that you’re not allowed to ask for pricing, but during the review of the
qualified firms you don’t base your selection on the pricing. Once you’ve rated the firms, and
you have the interviews, at the interview process you can ask for proposals at that time because
you’ve narrowed the field down to three qualified design professionals to do the service. The
idea is, the primary reason is you don’t, as somebody said, when you bid out someone who is
going to do surgery on you, you don’t want to just offer the engineering services to the cheapest
guy on the block because you get exactly what you pay for. So, I think the issue is the proposal
absolutely comes into play, but not until you’ve narrowed the field down to the people you’re
seriously considering.
Alderman Cannon: So if we were in the position where we had, you and Fred or whoever else in
your department came to the City Council and said here’s the three firms that we’ve chosen…..
Mr. Horne: Correct
Alderman Cannon: You’re going to make a recommendation based on what then?
Mr. Horne: By that time we will have negotiated with the appropriate firm and would have
compared their proposal to the other proposals along with explaining our review process. So for
example, we’re doing one for the Arbor Drive watermain replacement project right now. We’re
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in the process of setting up interviews next week with three engineering firms. Those proposals
were reviewed by three, four members of staff. We’re compiling that information. We selected,
based on scoring, individual scoring the three top candidates. When we invite them to the
interview we will ask them to bring a proposal for design services and a proposal for
construction observation services. Once we, we don’t want to consider that initially in the
process.
Alderman Cannon: Okay, thanks for the answers.
Mr. Horne: Yep
Mayor Prejna: So Mr. Vogt
Mr. Vogt: Just kind of expand on that a bit. When we look at qualifications we look at
experience. We look at our experience if we’ve used the firm. We look at the people that they
are proposing to assign to the project and when we do get to the point of looking at their proposal
the hours that they assign to various tasks, whether it be design services, the construction
observation, project coordination, are all considerations. Sometimes we see that two firms are
really equal in our mind in terms of their abilities, but one has assigned 200 more hours to the
project and then has a higher cost. We’ll talk to them about well why is that because maybe they
have good points. Maybe they don’t, but those are all considerations that we take, factors that
we look at when trying to determine who’s best for a job.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Krumstok
Mr. Krumstok: And just to answer your question, so when we go through the RFQ, then
narrowing it down and getting down, the final proposal that you’re seeing is the one that we feel
comfortable with. So we’ve already taken the big picture down to a little picture. That’s why
you don’t see all the other pieces that we’ve gone through.
Alderman Cannon: Okay, thanks.
Mayor Prejna: Any other questions before we, for Mr. Rob. Okay, and your next introduction is?
Mr. Horne: Ryan Lindeman. He’s an engineer for Christopher Burke Engineering. We work
very closely with him on most of the Capital Projects that we are involved with, with the City
Engineer.
Mr. Krumstok: And I also do want to reiterate if you’re out on any of our street program projects,
you will see Ryan. He is typically Burke Engineering eyes on our projects. So usually he is not
in a suit and tie so it’s really nice to see him kind of dressed up and congratulations on your new
baby girl.
Ryan Lindeman: Thank you very much. Council members, Mr. Mayor, thank you for the
opportunity to present.
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Mayor Prejna: Mr. Lindeman, could you step up to the mic, or move the mic closer.
Mr. Lindeman: Thank you for this opportunity. Council members and Mr. Mayor the
opportunity tonight, the presentation is to increase the understanding of Change Orders which is
an aspect of construction projects that we frequently deal with. There’s two main types, contract
adjustments and change orders and then within change orders there’s two subsets of that, agreed
unit pricing and force account. The image on the slide is meant to illustrate how common and
potentially costly change orders can be with the dingy being the original contract and the yacht
being named change order. So we’ll start first with contract adjustments. Contract adjustments,
the definition from being an adjustment to the awarded contract line item quantities that add to or
deducts from the awarded contract cost. I can run though some examples of a contract
adjustment. A theoretical example would be pave marking contract where you have five or six
different line items for different types of striping, with a round picker for the length of the
different types of striping and when the contract is completed those final numbers will be
tabulated against what the awarded contract quantities were. The final contract value would be
adjusted to those final quantities. The next example is a real life example from Squibb Avenue
extension this past year. Namely the subgrades stability line items. These are estimated when
we put the plans together. This is estimated based on the drainage patterns in the area, the failure
type of the existing pavement, any soil borings or pavement cores that we do, but in the end these
are all estimates. When you do excavate the road the underlying conditions sometimes can be
worse or better than what you expect. So the line items that are used to estimate these quantities,
once the final quantities are used, depend on the conditions encountered in the field and the
extent of the remediation as directed by the engineer, and of course Public Works staff is
involved in assessing the remediation expense with an eye on the budget. Last example of this
would be Arlingdale Drive reconstruction, also from last year. The adjustment for this was we
went to bid and the bid prices came back so good and low that we were able to adjust the
contract to add quantity to increase the limits of the scope of the project. We were able to
increase, or improve a section of Highland Avenue. The image in the slide is the green section so
the original awarded contract included the orange section. The adjusted contract, due to
favorable bid pricing, included the green section of Highland.
Next we’ll be talking about change orders. The first type being an agreed unit price. This is
work outside the original awarded contract scope that is added in order to address different site
conditions, design changes, or changes to specifications or special provisions. The line items are
quantified by the City or the engineer, and unit prices submitted by the contractor are reviewed
prior to approval and commencement of work. A theoretical example of this would be a
proposal for a storm sewer improvement project calls to reconstruct the manhole, but upon
getting into doing the work and exposing the manhole you see has failed, its collapsing, it’s in
disrepair, and the best course of action is to actually remove the manhole and replace it.
However, the original contract does not have line items for removing the manhole and replacing
it. In this case you would get a price from the contractor for these line items, the City would
review, then decide to reject or approve the price to perform the work. A real life example of an
AUP would be Squibb Avenue, Squibb Avenue extension watermain. In this case AUP pricing
was requested of the contractor to revise the proposed watermain from an 8” diameter to a 12”
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diameter. The AUP prices reflect the increase in cost to the contractor of workmanship, material,
everything associated with those line items. The next subset of change orders is the force
account, or time and materials, that’s what T&M stands for. The definition of this would be
when unit prices cannot be agreed upon, the time spent by the contractor’s labor and equipment
forces, and the amount of materials used to complete the work are documented and invoiced
following IDOT construction memorandum, policy and guidelines. Theoretical example of this
would be a watermain project or an improvement project storm sewer or any underground
project where we excavate and observe there’s an existing watermain that has a T that feeds an
abandoned watermain. In this instance it’s not desirable to have a T, a capped T, on an
abandoned watermain because it just can lead to future leaks or problems within the watermain
for which the City is maintaining. In this case the contractor’s there, it’s exposed, and we’d
notify the City. Let them know the situation and tell the contractor proceed on a force account.
They’re there. We would track the equipment, material and labor they use to complete that task,
if the City so desires. A real life example of this was also from Squibb Avenue this past year at
the intersection of Apollo and Squibb. There was a storm sewer, a proposed storm sewer
manhole that was going to be installed at a blind connection. However, upon exposing the
subgrade excavating for this manhole was observed at this blind connection it was impossible to
fit the precast manhole and as such we had to relocate. We had to excavate 8 feet further to the
west, by the way this is the image. As you see in the picture the left side of that image is the
blind connection that we could not place a manhole directly over it so it had to be moved. The
time and materials that were required to excavate the additional hole and backfill the original
proposed location was tracked on a force account basis.
The next portion of the presentation will be the construction engineering and project
management. Start with bid opening and tabulation. Bid openings ensure better qualifications
and bonding requirements are met, verify the accuracy of each bidder’s unit price, quantity and
cost calculations, tabulate bids of all qualified bidders, establishing a low bid contractor. Next
we would move into the contract award recommendation where we review the contractor’s
affidavit of availability which is included in their proposal. The affidavit of availability indicates
the contractor’s volume of work already awarded and the low bid pending award at the time of
the bid opening. This helps us assess their, the volume of work that they have, then whether they
can accomplish our project in a timely fashion. We can also check contractor’s references at this
point in time and provide recommendation for award to the City. Once awarded we would
schedule a preconstruction meeting. At this meeting we would communicate the City’s
expectations with the contractor, obtain 24-hour emergency contact information from the
contractor and all subcontractors, determine start date, and establish progress meeting times and
locations, discuss any special project considerations. It’s important to note that this, these
preconstruction meetings usually take place at Rolling Meadows Public Works with the Director
and staff that will be involved in the specific project, whether it be underground utilities, or street
superintendent, stuff like that. Other aspect of project management and construction engineering
is utility coordination. This slide is meant to illustrate how complex this process can be before it
even gets to the construction phase. There are very many stakeholders in this process. Privately
owned, public utility locations are not part of contract documents. Requires extensive
coordination with utility companies and often times their subcontractors. And this can
significantly affect product schedule and costs. In some cases contractors are shut down because
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of a delay in having the utility relocated and at times that can incur remobilization costs, in
extreme cases. It’s important to know here that utilities and easements require payment by the
municipality outside of the awarded contract. In other words this is not accounted for in the
awarded contract. It’s separate with the utility contractors. The cost of these relocation efforts
can sometimes be reduced through coordination efforts with the construction engineer on site.
Squibb Avenue extension and Nicor is an example of this. There was a relocation with Nicor
that original estimates put at $70,000 of the relocation, but through coordination with Nicor and
the engineer and the City, those prices have been significantly reduced. I don’t believe we have
the cost at this time, but indications are that they’ve been drastically reduced by more than half.
Continuing on with the utility portion, this is Squibb Avenue. This is the northwest corner of
Squibb Avenue and Apollo Drive showing the ComEd transformer in the lower left-hand corner
there, along with Nicor gasolines and various telecommunication utilities buried within the
footprint of the proposed roadway. The upper right image shows the relocated transformer and
some shallow Nicor utilities that remained after the initial relocation. In this case the contractor
was delayed until Nicor was able to lower those lines. More utility coordination, this is the
Rolling Meadows Public Library where the Salt Creek bike path terminates. These are before
and after images showing the overhead utility lines and utility pole. The image to the lower left
shows a ComEd pole chopped in half. The intent of this illustration is to show you that multiple
times, or commonly utility poles will have multiple utilities on the same pole. This requires
much coordination with different utilities that share the same pole. As ComEd relocates their
lines to a different pole, they chop off the pole above to the lowest point to the next service that’s
provided on that pole. In this case it was AT&T. Then AT&T’s crews come in. They have to
relocate their line off the pole. Once it’s all finished the original owner of the pole, ComEd,
comes in and removes that pole. So it’s a complex process that can take significant coordination
and time that can affect the project. I move on to another aspect of project management and
construction engineering, material testing, quality assurance, scheduling. This is where various
types of materials require extensive on site testing, concrete compressive strength, asphalt
compaction and density, aggregate gradation testing, subgrade stability, mixed design
verification, you go on and on. The frequency of these testing is, we follow IDOT procedures
and guidelines for the frequency and this is also meant, QA services are also meant as a backstop
to compare results with QC material testing which is on the contractor’s responsibility, included
in their contract. Another phase of construction engineering and project management is resident
and business notification. These notifications are usually coordinated with Public Works staff.
These are usually generated with direct knowledge and direction of the Public Works staff and
this helps in making sure that the staff is aware when residents call or when residents have
concern that they’re on the same page as the engineering and the contractor. That everyone is
aware of what notifications have been sent out and what those notifications state. They’ll
include start dates, upcoming schedule, project milestones, any access restrictions, utility service
disruptions such as watermain shutdowns, and any special needs requirements, for example.
Any residents that have upcoming doctor appointments or need wheelchair access, things like
that. The City is very good about being out front and communicating with the engineer at the
time. Construction observation inspection is the main day to day task that encompasses all the
other things that I’ve been talking about. Observation inspection will include the project daily
diary, keep track of the hours on site, weather conditions, labor and equipment forces, any
significant material deliveries, visitors, traffic control, erosion inspection notes, etc. We’re also

Committee-of-the-Whole Minutes
April 17, 2018
P a g e | 30
there full time on site to ensure materials and workmanship are in conformance with contract
specifications. The work that is performed will be measured and documented. We’ll keep as
built record drawings, instruments to illustrate any deviation from proposed plan, especially
useful for underground utilities because once its covered up you can’t see it anymore. Those as
built drawings can help, know, looking at the plan where something deviated or if they followed
the plans there will be no change. Material documentation, verify producer and source of
materials, in place measurements are usually by line item. Another aspect is change orders. We
went through this earlier, hopefully you’re all experts. And then invoicing and pay estimates.
Usually once per month contractors will submit for payment invoicing of quantities. We will
review those invoices and the corresponding submittals that are with those, waiver of liens, and
certified payroll, and issue over letter recommending payment if upon review those quantities
match with our documentation. On the Squibb Avenue extension there was an issue where the
invoice quantities did not match with what the documentation and measurements that we had.
We were able to resolve these discrepancies, saving the City approximately $24,000. This was
because our supporting documentation substantiated the City’s position that the contractor’s
quantities exceeded the amount that was actually performed. Full time, on site construction
engineering protects the City from overpaying for their work. Finally we’ve got to the last phase
of project management and construction engineering, project close out procedures. We’ll do a
punch list inspection. Public Works staff departments are included in this walk through. The
image on the slide shows a storm sewer manhole grate in a curb and gutter on Arlingdale Drive.
It was observed that the frame was cracked due to some faulty work by a subcontractor. You can
see from the image that the road, this inspection took place before the road was paved. We will
do, some of these punch list inspections are interim inspections. They don’t always necessarily
take place at the end of the project. They’ll be milestone inspections where they cannot move on
to paving, for example, until subgrade and concrete work is finished, as an example of that. Also
there are some inspections that take place well after a project is finished. For example a period
of establishment acceptance for landscape items. This will be turf, grass, or plantings that
require a period of establishment, usually the following spring around the middle of May. In this
case maybe in July with the weather we’ve been having. Then there’s a bunch of close out
documentation submittals. These vary depending on the funding type of the project, motor fuel
tax, federal aid, community development block grant, IEPA, MWRD, and Army Corps of
Engineer. They’re all different types of final closeout documentation required for those, which
we take care of. And then final payment and releasing retention once all punch lists and
landscape establishment and criteria are met. That’s the end of my presentation. Thank you for
your time. Any questions?
Mayor Prejna: Fred anything else you wish to add before we go to questions?
Mr. Vogt: Just in summary, one of the things that we’ve heard in some of the recent discussions
and questions from council members is to provide timelier reporting on change orders, on project
statuses. One of the things we intend to do this year with the 2018 Street Program, with
watermain projects, some of the major construction and improvements, Capital Projects is to do
that either via a monthly report included with our Friday Letters, tie it in with our payment
requests which you’ll see on the warrants from time to time. Typically our larger contracts make
monthly payment requests so you’ve heard a lot of the complexities about this. Fortunately there
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aren’t a lot of projects, Squibb Avenue being one that was uniquely complex in that it was not
only building a new road through a field, but rebuilding an existing road that was built 40 some
years ago that had just a myriad of different utility easements and heights and it was really
amazing how that road that was built, how all the utilities were assembled out there in the 70’s
kind of one by one and nothing was coordinated at all. So hopefully that’s not something we
will deal with on a regular basis, but there are a number of factors and things that we have to
consider as we’re doing construction projects that need decisions made in a relatively timely
manner, whether that’s back to Public Works staff as it typically is and consulting with the
engineer. Be assured that we are watching these projects closely. We’re documenting things
and we’re attempting in all cases to do what’s best for the City in terms of not only the costs but
the long term maintenance and operation of those roadways and utilities. So we’ll work on this.
Certainly welcome any feedback as we go through the summer in terms of our reporting efforts
to you. So that’s kind of the wrap up that I would have for you at this point, unless there’s any
other questions or materials.
Mayor Prejna: That’s our next, any questions, clarifications, discussion? No further
discussions? Thank you Fred. It was great.
Mr. Vogt: Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Do we have a motion to adjourn? Alderman Banger made the motion and it was
seconded by Alderman Budmats. All in favor? We are done. Thank you Rolling Meadows.

By unanimous consent the Committee-of-the Whole meeting adjourned at 9:19pm.

CITY COUNCIL MEETING
MINUTES – April 24, 2018

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

ROLL CALL:
Present: Cannon, Budmats, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice
Absent: Veenbaas
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, City Engineer Gary Rozwadowski, 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
April 10, 2018 Council meeting. Is there such a motion? Alderman Budmats made the motion and it
was seconded. Are there any additions, deletions, or corrections to the minutes? Seeing none the
question is shall the minutes be approved? All those in favor please signify by saying aye; those
opposed? The ayes have it and the minutes are approved.

MOTION TO DEVIATE:
1) Robert Newell Retirement
Mayor Prejna: Is there a motion to deviate from the agenda because we do have a gentleman that is
retiring after 39 years and 364 days, I’m told. Do I have such a motion? The motion has been made and
it has been seconded. All in favor? The ayes have it and we will deviate from the Agenda.
Mayor Prejna read the proclamation and declared Friday, April 27, 2018 as Bob Newell Day in the City
of Rolling Meadows.

MAYOR'S REPORT:
Mayor Prejna: Just a couple of quick points. One is I did attend a grand opening for our new fitness
center in downtown Meadows. We were kidding about Bob’s dad because he had called me before the
meeting because we installed new lights at Gateway Park and he was very pleased that we had done that,
so I thought that was appropriate to mention. Also at a previous meeting we always talk about its good
for members of the Council to signal ahead and Alderman D’Astice did that at a previous meeting
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and I should have given him the opportunity to speak first because he did signal ahead so I wish to
apologize for not giving that, so thank you Mr. D’Astice for being gracious about that. Are there any
Ward Reports?

WARD REPORTS: None

MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR 20 MINUTES:
Mayor Prejna: The first signatory is Steve Holish. Please step forward.
Steve Holish: Good evening. As I only have 5 minutes to discuss issues I’m going to keep them to
probably only two major points for tonight. The major point that you’re on your second reading tonight
is the Vehicle Sticker Tax. I and many other residents feel that this has probably been handled
extremely poorly within the council and City staff and everybody else. You’re putting the onus on the
residents of the City to the tune of ½ million dollars. Maybe somebody should have looked at the
different way to get that ½ million dollars, maybe attached to a bond fund or something else and then
put that money, let the residents say hey you’re not going to have stickers this year. They’re all going to
be free and next year you’re going to have a City Sticker Tax, from a Gas Tax. That will be fine. It
took me a little over 28 years to get it down to where I only have two cars, small said Sticker Tax, and
now you put this through and now I’m back to paying what I was when I started out, so to me its
impacted me somewhat. I don’t mind it. I just think it was handled very badly and the City should
really think about this going forward and that means going forward in recycling. I’ve heard a lot of
discussions on recycling. I know that’s a prime subject that everybody wants to do recycling, but yet
costs are going up and here it is, you’re going to pass it on to the residents again. I don’t think that’s
fair. We had a discussion, or you did, in the Committee-of-the-Whole that said we want it to be equal to
what it is now because our contract is running out and if that’s not the case it’s going to go out to bid.
Staff came back and said it’s going to be out to bid but it’s probably going to cost even more than what
our rates would have been. So here we are again at the crossroads of pushing it through to the residents
again. We’re going to pay more money and all through these discussions I’ve never heard anybody say
let’s just not have recycling. I know that’s a really hard subject, but maybe that’s the way to go. People
aren’t really concerned. They’re looking at the bottom line. It costs them too much to do recycling. They
don’t want to do it. So why should we? Maybe staff should look at it and say how much more is it
going to cost for our garbage people to pick up everything. Let it go as that and not put the cost on the
residents. That's all I got. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you for coming forward. The next person up to speak is Linda Ballantine.
Linda Ballantine: Good evening Council. Linda Ballantine, Executive Director with the Rolling
Meadows Chamber of Commerce. The Rolling Meadows Chamber has researched and reviewed the
issue of video gaming in detail. The Chamber has previously addressed the council on this subject
matter and shared our findings that included the following. Video games rules and regulations as set
forth by the Illinois Gaming Board and the State of Illinois; presentation by local professionals in the
field of video gaming terminals; requests from small independent restaurants for assistance with
bringing video gaming to our community under restrictive guidelines imposed by the State and City to
exercise as a home rule community; requests from shopping center strip owners dealing with long term
vacancies generating no income for themselves or revenue to the City of Rolling Meadows; Chamber
Board support as detailed in previous memorandums to the Council with noted criteria under economic
stimulus/economic development. The Rolling Meadows Chamber continues to work on keeping
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business economically viable including generating new revenue sources for the City that will not
negatively impact the businesses, nor the residents. Our organization looks to the council for full
support. We believe there can be a balance of new entertainment in the form of video gaming with
imposed restrictions without giving up the communities home town appeal and supporters this evening
are respected local business owners and leaders, longtime residents, well intentioned neighbors, and
actively involved seniors who would prefer to spend their time, talent, money and leisure activities in
Rolling Meadows rather than going to another community offering yet another venue opportunity that
Rolling Meadows lacks as an entertainment option and revenue generator for the qualifying,
independent businesses and the City. Thank you for the opportunity to bring video gaming research and
data information for discussion and consideration that will hopefully result in the council’s favorable
approval this evening. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mrs. Ballantine. The next person up is Marc Mehlhop.
Marc Mehlhop: Hello, I hope all the people are for video gaming because I think it will bring more
revenue into the town and help with the shortage of everything that we’ve got because then people will
come spend money in the restaurants and throughout the town. That’s all I have. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you for coming forward. Dale, I saw you in the background there.
Dale Engelking: Hi, good evening. I’m here in support of the video gaming also. Linda’s just about
said it all, but I know I said a couple of weeks ago when I was here that Elk Grove did away with their
City stickers with the revenue that they got from the video gaming in their town. It’s not something I
made up. I read it in the newspaper, so there’s another source of revenue that we can have in the town to
maybe offset some of the costs of our City stickers and our Road Fund. If not eliminating it at least
adding to it. So, and then too if we have video gaming who knows what else will want to come into
town where we have it. As long as there’s traffic, people will come. So it might benefit the downtown
area if someone does come down there with video gaming and who knows. The sky’s the limit when,
Mt. Prospect just, they had an, IDOT didn’t approve their road usage fund there. They have Texas
Roadhouse that was going to go in there. If it doesn’t go there maybe City management, City staff
should look at reaching out to them. I know a lot of people would love to have a Roadhouse downtown
Rolling Meadows. Thank you for your time.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you for coming forward.
Mayor Prejna closed the floor.
 PENDING
A) Ordinance No. 18-16 /Amend Code for Video Gaming (2nd Reading)
Mayor Prejna read the background on the ordinance.
Mayor Prejna: Is there a motion to adopt the ordinance? Alderman D’Astice made the motion and it
has been seconded. Is there any discussion? Ms. Majikes
Alderman Majikes: Thank you. I would just ask that we think about amending this so that we can, I’m
in favor of it, but creating like a G1 classification for this so that we can combine it with the A1, A2, and
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all that so that we can tailor make this to what we want. I took the time this weekend to do a little field
trip with my husband and visit a few of these different video gaming sites and saw what is nice, what is
not so appealing, and I think we really want to, we just don’t want to open it up to anything and
everything. We want it to have a little bit of control over, I know we have sign ordinances and things
like that, so I think if we could maybe amend this to create a G1 and then we can tailor make it to what
we’re looking for. I think that would be best for the City. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: So you’re asking, your motion is to amend this to add a G1 licensing to the video
gaming?
Alderman Majikes: Correct
Mayor Prejna: Do we have a second? Mr.……
Alderman Budmats: I have a question. Will people with A1 and A2 licenses then need to purchase a G1
license under this plan?
Mayor Prejna: I will, I’m going to go to Mr. Macholl.
Mr. Macholl: I think it’s really up to creating a license that would be in keeping with this whole video
gaming process so that we can actually I think kind of separate it out and create its own particular rules
and regulations which currently wouldn’t exist that we need. The ordinance which is currently drafted
would allow video gaming in the A1, A2, and A3 liquor licenses. The A3 license as opposed to the A1
and A2 doesn’t require a restaurant where the primary business is serving of food and there have been
inquiries about what we call cafes where they’ll serve breakfast, lunch, and hot and cold sandwiches and
they’re open to 2:00am. So that was the reason for this, as far as staff goes.
Mayor Prejna: Does that answer your question? Mr. Krumstok
Mr. Krumstok: I think what you’re trying to ask is so if a person has an A1, or A2, or A3 at this point in
time, so this new G1 that would be created at least for the first year if they’re applying for it, we would
utilize the money that they’ve already paid for that license and roll it into whatever we make for that
new license. So, for instance, an A1 its $4600.00 so hypothetically if we started a G1 and whatever that
number, I’m just pulling it out of a hat, we haven’t had conversations, let’s say it would be $5500.00, so
we would say $5500.00 minus the $4600.00 because they’ve already paid for that for that first year, so I
hope that’s a quicker answer to what you’re saying. That would be, hopefully, how we would tailor this
that if you already paid for it for this year, then we would roll it so you would not have an additional
amount, but that’s how, at this point in time, I would look at it.
Alderman Budmats: So then the only establishments that would actually get this video gaming would
have to have a G1 license.
Mayor Prejna: Correct.
Mr. Krumstok: That would be correct.
Mayor Prejna: So.
Mr. Macholl: We need a second to that motion.
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Mayor Prejna: Yes?
Alderman Budmats: I’ll second it.
Mayor Prejna: Alderman Budmats has seconded. Further discussion on the motion? Alderman Banger.
Alderman Banger: Thank you. I’m against this to begin with, but I’m surprised we’re trying to
complicate it by adding a new classification of license. Also if the point behind this, which we just
heard, was to offer entertainment options and gin up money for the City, why would we try to limit it.
So I’m surprised this is on the table because we just said we wanted to give residents this option to give
them entertainment and we want to give this option to businesses to come into town, so why are we now
restricting those businesses, which will limit the amount of money we can get and why are we saying
one thing, we want residents to be able to entertain themselves by gambling and now we’re putting
restrictions on how they can entertain themselves. I’m surprised at the motion after we had the
discussion about gambling in the first place. Like I said I’m just asking these questions out of curiosity.
I’m not going to support either the amendment or the ordinance itself. Thanks.
Mayor Prejna: Want to further clarify what we, or would you like…..
Mr. Krumstok: Sure, I think that Alderman Banger, I think the answer to that is to tailor, again A1, A2,
A3 have their own feel right now, but if you make a G1 it allows us to tailor and refine how it’s actually
created and I think it also with having a liquor license it would also allow us to state, even though we
have sign ordinances and we have sign requirements, it would also allow us to make sure that if you’re
going for this G1 now you also have to live with these other items. So, right now when you have an A1,
A2, and A3 it has its own feel. So let’s give the example right now, Bigsby A3, so hypothetically if they
were going to be coming in we know than they have signage that they have, but this would restrict it and
as you look as some of the video gaming places out there, some of the cafes, they’re windows are pretty
much filled with signage. Even though we have an ordinance that talks about signage, this would be
another avenue if you want this G1 here’s another avenue that we’re trying to make sure it doesn’t have
that big video gaming out there. It doesn’t have all the signs created. It allows the municipality as a
home rule community to actually make sure some of those, so we are not restricting. We’re just carving
out and making sure that we’re comfortable with what’s actually in there and it gives some of that
platform for the City to make sure that the feel of the City stays the same. I would make the comment if
you haven’t been to Buffalo Grove and Wheeling, it’s very hard to know which ones are video gaming
establishments because they’ve made sure that with the liquor license and with the gaming it’s very
limited to knowing. You really have to know before you walk in there. So I hope that answers some of
your, so we’re not restricting. It’s just carving out and making sure.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. D’Astice
Alderman D’Astice: Okay, so I understand what you said. Let’s take it to the next step. Right now
there is no such thing as a G1.
Mt. Krumstok: That’s correct.
Alderman D’Astice: So, we would pass this ordinance this evening as it stands and then at a future
meeting staff would come to council with their recommendations of what should be in the G1.
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Mr. Krumstok: That is correct. And if the timing would work hopefully by the May 8th meeting we
would have first reading and then if the council wants to have more further discussion we could kick it
on to the COW meeting and then 2nd reading would be right after that.
Alderman D’Astice: Okay, and then those businesses that currently have an A1, A2, or A3, you said in
the first year whatever amount that they paid would be a credit against whatever the G1 might be. What
about going beyond that? I guess what I do not want to see happen is someone who has an A1, 2, or 3
have to pay whatever amount is for that and then pay an additional amount of a G1. That’s not where
we’re going with this?
Mr. Krumstok: We’re trying not to double up on the amount so hypothetically seeing that we haven’t
tailored it, let’s say hypothetically, and I don’t know if this is the right way Jim, but let’s say a person
buys the A1 an then again that’s $4600.00, but to elevate or to go to that next stage if you want that
video gaming, now for the G1 you might pay an additional amount, so that is an additional amount, but
you’re asking for a higher level of your, so you have your A1 plus the G1 and that would be your
amount, so I think we can do it that way that if you’re asking for the gambling, then we can create that
other and then carve it out because you’re asking for the extra part. Jim?
Mr. Macholl: Well I think another approach is that the ordinance is currently drafted and imposes a tax
on the business owner and the operator and we work all that in. I don’t know that, we haven’t really
talked about this G1 license very much. I’m not putting words into the City Manager’s mouth. I don’t
know that you even have to charge any more for the G1, to be honest with you, because there’s money
coming in off the machines and off the video gaming license and if the City thinks that it needs to be
increased then so be it. I don’t know one way or the other.
Alderman D’Astice: Okay, but I just want to at this point I agree with what Laura has said that we can
put this G1 part in here, but and then we can pass this tonight and then at a future meeting we can, or
even at a COW meeting, we can review whatever suggestions staff may have and then vote on those, or
adopt those or amend those into the current ordinance.
Mr. Krumstok: That’s correct and then we do have the video gaming ordinance passed.
Alderman D’Astice: Okay, so I’m okay with that then so that we can talk about the details of G1 at a
future meeting, whether its blacking out the windows or making sure that people don’t double up on
having to pay for licenses, how much it’s going to be, etc. So I’m okay with that. I would support
Laura.
Mayor Prejna: So this will move it forward tonight.
Alderman D’Astice: Correct.
Mayor Prejna: As if the motion is passed as amended. Mr. Macholl do you have a comment or no?
Mr. Macholl: Well, now I’m confused. We’ve got the motion on the table to amend to go to the G1
licenses.
Mayor Prejna: Right
Mr. Macholl: But we’re going to pass ordinance. If we pass the ordinance then the video gaming under
this ordinance is now allowed. And so tomorrow somebody could come in and apply for a license based
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on this ordinance and then we’re going to subsequently come back with a G1 license that we don’t even
really, at this point, really know what it’s going to provide for. I’d rather do them in tandem so they’re
both done at the same time. I don’t think it’s going to hurt anything doing it that way.
Mayor Prejna: So you’re recommendation is to pass the G1 license, but postpone the ordinance until the
next meeting?
Mr. Macholl: My recommendation would be to ask the council to pass the motion to, it’s really a
motion to postpone, I think, more than a motion to amend because we don’t know what we’re amending
it to. So, I think it’s a motion to postpone it until May 8th at which time we can have an ordinance that
will detail and provide for the G1 license. That’s my….
Mr. Krumstok: The only thing is then you would have 1st Reading on the 8th without a 2nd Reading.
Mr. Macholl: Yeah, but currently we’ve got, you’re going to pass an ordinance that is going to allow it
but you have nothing to regulate it.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, Ms. Majikes since this is your motion out here.
Alderman Majikes: Thank you, and I don’t bring this up to try to cause confusion and all that or deter
anybody from coming to Meadows and stuff. I’d rather us be proactive as a council and tailor make this
for our City and what we’re all comfortable with as opposed to passing something and then having
regrets that we weren’t more proactive about it. So I’m sorry if I’m causing confusion or all that. I was
just hoping that we’ll be able to create the G1 in accordance with the A1 and A2, but I’m not the
attorney.
Mayor Prejna: Okay, Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: Thank you. I guess Barry, I guess I would ask a question. Let’s assume for a second
we don’t pass this. We just don’t do anything with the G1. Don’t we have controls that we can handle a
lot of these things right now? I mean we have some sign ordinances right now.
Mr. Krumstok: We do have, but again this allows us to tailor certain other items and with our current
sign ordinance we do allow certain amounts of advertising on those windows and that’s what I’m trying
to say if you want that flexibility then you tailor it. And we can also go back to the sign ordinance too.
We’re just trying, there’s one other things in the sign ordinance that we would actually want to clear up
if we’re actually looking at it. So, again, I understand what Jim Macholl is stating and you’ve heard me
say this before. Ordinances can be passed and amended, so you can always pass this ordinance at this
point in time and then we go through the G1, then amend it at that point in time and I understand what
City Attorney Jim Macholl is also stating. I would hope if this gets postponed that potentially if we’re
here at May 8th maybe there’s a waiver. I know we haven’t done this in a long time, but maybe the
waiver of 1st Reading so we can have them both passed at the same time and I know that it will entail
some more discussion, but hopefully we can have those discussions during the 1st Reading and then
obviously do the waiver so we can go straight to 2nd Reading so they would both be passed because,
again, a lot of people on the dais we’ve spent a lot of time on video gaming. I know that you have
actually gone to look at some of the establishments and I hope anybody who visits them sees the
difference between well regulated, monitored, and also ones that are wide open and what they can
advertise.
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Alderman Cannon: Okay, but let me ask the sister question which we just talked about. So the biggest
issue here, you think, is signage? I guess, Barry, here’s where I’m coming from. I’ll just make it
simple. I’m not overly opposed to this, but we just keep adding layers, and layers of rules and
regulations and all I’m saying is it really necessary? I feel like as a town we usually have control over
most issues. Do we need to put another layer in? It just seems to be overkill in my opinion. It’s my
opinion only. I’m not asking everybody to agree with me, but it just seems like we’re just layering
another load of rules that we don’t need to do.
Mr. Krumstok: I would put it that we have the flexibility to do this because, and again if you visit all the
different locations, each one has its own different feel. Some of them are well maintained and again
some are not, but I think in my eyes when I look at some of the video gaming that signage really is kind
of appalling and we’ve been very fortunate at this point in time to not have some of those windows that
it looks like as some residents have called Las Vegas. Trying to make sure that yes we have rules and
everything else. It’s just one more layer and I understand what you’re saying that you don’t think layer
upon layer, but I think that’s the way to protect the look, the feel, and make sure that the community has
that overall and in no way, as I said before, to restrict because again I think Alderman Gallo has stated
last meeting wide open. Let the free market, I’m putting words, but allow the free market to actually
dictate how many cafes, how many restaurants are going to be open and see what happens, but in my
estimation if I just look at some of the roads and some of the vacancies I only see 10 to 12 potentially
that could open and that’s counting two current restaurants that could potentially open up on their own.
Alderman Cannon: I guess the only last comment I’d make is I guess I would rather have us dive into
the sign ordinance and straighten that out and it sounds like from your earlier comment that you feel like
there might be some issues there. Why don’t we clean up that ordinance?
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Cannon, that’s a bite at the apple twice, so.
Alderman Cannon: I never stopped.
Mayor Prejna: I understand, but go ahead.
Alderman Cannon: I can’t ask more than one question?
Mayor Prejna: Two times, but go ahead Mr. Cannon, finish up.
Alderman Cannon: I didn’t know it was limited on questions. So that’s all I’m suggesting. Again, I’m
not, maybe people don’t agree with me, but I just think I’d rather clean up what we need to clean up and
not add another layer to the licenses for liquor is my opinion. Thanks.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Gallo, sir. Thank you for your patience also.
Alderman Gallo: You’re welcome. Thank you for calling on me. I guess for me I’d like a little bit of
clarity, not only for myself but for the residents at home in my Ward, but the subject at hand about
establishing a G1 to follow suit with this, what are those top fears or factors that we’re trying to get
ahead of or mitigate or alleviate. What are those? What are the fears that we have to establish this G1?
Mr. Macholl: Well, I would, from my perspective I wouldn’t call them fears. It’s just….
Alderman Gallo: Factors
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Mr. Macholl: Factors
Alderman Gallo: What are the issues?
Mr. Macholl: It’s just, the council and the staff didn’t ask for any clear direction relative to this. It was
just we’re going to pass a video gaming ordinance. That’s fine. Under the State Video Gaming Statute
you need to have, amongst other things to make you eligible, you need a liquor license for the liquor to
be sold for consumption on premises. Under our Code of Ordinances there are three licenses that do
that. The A1, the A2, and the A3. If you read our liquor code the A1 and the A2 are what we’ve been
calling sit down restaurants where the primary function of the business is the sale of meals. The A3
license, on the other hand, is more of a bar situation. There is no requirement that there be a sale of
food, but they may have a light food service that’s defined in our Code which consist of serving hot or
cold sandwiches. Since there was no direction, and staff didn’t ask for direction, it all came up pretty
quick. The ordinance they have before you, the ordinance that I drafted, meets the requirements of the
State Statutes, those three liquor licenses allow for consumption of alcohol on the premises. Now, if
what you want is a small store that sells hot and cold sandwiches for breakfast and lunch, no dinner, but
they’re open until 2:00am, then that’s potentially what you’re looking for, you’re looking at. If you
want that, that’s fine.
Alderman Gallo: My question was what are we afraid of that constitutes us now having to develop a
G1. What are those fears, not what you just went through, but what are the fears that we’re trying to get
ahead of with a G1? What are those?
Mr. Macholl: I have not had a conversation with the City Manager specifically as to what he would be
looking for to incorporate into the G1 license. I’m just speaking for myself and just giving you the
background from where this ordinance came from.
Mayor Prejna: I would, the Chair would just add that since this came out I’ve had many conversations
with our City Attorney, staff, members of the business community that are looking to come forward with
this and many residents and the one thing that we have heard from residents over and over again is we
would like restaurants. We would like Rolling Meadows to have activity that is more business activity,
so I envision that I hear for doing this and along with we also have an ordinance in to have incentives
for restaurants to open up is that we would like this to work so that we are bringing more establishments
that would serve food and be more beneficial to the City so that the City would have not only video
gaming, but they would also have the opportunity to catch food and liquor taxes from them, so that’s
just, I’m just adding that from my conversation. If you want to follow up and then Mr. D’Astice.
Mr. Krumstok: Alderman Gallo, I think that what your question is what else could be tailored in that G1,
I think again, as Alderman Cannon said we could always go back to the sign, but I think it also allows
the City Council with the liquor license to dictate inside the building itself. So in the gaming, State
gaming, it talks about the differences. You have to make sure that people know that here’s the gaming
part, here’s the restaurant part.
Alderman Gallo: Isn’t that already, the parameters are already illustrated by the State, correct?
Mr. Krumstok: It is, but it just, part of that says, part of that says you can have a cord, you could have a
little fence, does the City Council want a kind of wall that makes separation? Does something else,
that’s also going back into that G1 would allow us to deal with signs, would deal with the interior, all
those kind of pieces, but that’s some of the ideas at that point.
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Mayor Prejna: Alderman D’Astice, you came forward
Alderman D’Astice: Thank you. We’re talking about the debate is on the issue of the motion, the
amendment of the G1. I think we’ve gotten a little off topic, but getting back to G1. We have an
ordinance in place and we’re talking about the possibility of making an amendment to that in the form of
a G1. I think that if, I think it’s imperative that we pass this ordinance tonight and then have staff come
back to us in two weeks and give us what that amendment should be. I know that it opens up the
opportunity for an establishment to come to the City and say I’d like to apply, but I think our Manager
and obviously the Liquor Commissioner can say we’re not taking any applications for two weeks and
that resolves that potential issue of somebody’s going to get in under the wire. I mean, I agree with what
Joe is saying. What are we all worried about? I see there’s some concerns, some questions, but that’s
really something that we should be talking about, so whether we incorporate the G1 now, or Mrs.
Majikes takes it out, we pass the ordinance, and it comes back in two weeks and we add an amendment
of G1 at that point. I think that would work too. I think right how we need to, we should move this
forward and knowing that we won’t take any applications for two weeks. We probably don’t even have
papers for people to sign an application yet and that could probably take us a week to do that alone, so
I’m all for either agreeing and putting it in there, a G1 as an amendment yet to come, or if Ms. Majikes
or Mr. Budmats prefer to withdraw, we pass the ordinance and staff goes under the direction that we’re
not going to take an application for two weeks and you come back with a recommendation of what we
should, a recommendation of what the G1 should be and what restrictions we may want to place on it.
Because right now we don’t have, we don’t know what the restrictions are. We’ve talked about signs,
we’ve talked about ropes, we talked about a wall, so I think that all needs to be flushed out one way or
another, whether it’s at the next council meeting or whether it’s at a Committee-of-the-Whole meeting,
but I think we need to have that in writing, in front of us, so we can look at this and say yes we like these
ideas, or no we don’t like these ideas and then we agree on what it is that we want this to be. In the
meantime we don’t have to take applications and I don’t think there’s anyone beating our doors down
other than we’ve had inquiries. We’ve had inquiries for the last two or three years. I think whatever
way Ms. Majikes and Mr. Budmats want to go I’m all for it. Let’s just move this thing along and put the
onus on staff to come back to us with their recommendations of restrictions they feel are required.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. D’Astice. Mr. Macholl
Mr. Macholl: To Mr. D’Astice’s point, as far as I know we currently have no available Class A1, Class
A2, Class A3 licenses available.
Ms. Cotugno: Correct
Mr. Macholl: So if a new entity wanted to come into town there would have to be an ordinance before
the City Council increasing the number of license and currently from what I understand there’s only one
A3 license in town?
Ms. Cotugno: Correct
M<r. Macholl: So the rest would be A1 and A2 licenses which I don’t think absent signage or other
issues, I don’t think staff really has a problem with.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Ms. Majikes, since this is your amended ordinance, you still want to go
forward and I think we can make this work tonight and start the clock on it.
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Alderman Majikes: Yeah, I don’t want to hold this up. I didn’t mean to cause this big problem. Like I
said I just feel that it’s important for us, so I’m not going to hold this up. If I don’t have the support for
the G1 and stuff I would hope that we could at least get the information as Alderman D’Astice stated
and that it’s bought forward to us in the next two weeks or something so we can get the clarification of it
all. I would ask the council members to when you get a free moment kind of visit a couple of these sites
so you can see actually what I’m talking about. So you can see the difference so you are aware of it
because there’s a big difference when you go into two different types of establishments.
Mayor Prejna: So we’ll move forward with the vote on the G1. I will remind council that tonight, since
we only have six members we need four to pass any ordinance tonight, so since we’re done with
discussion will the Clerk call the roll on the amendment to the G1 license to the video ordinance
gambling amendment.
AYES: Budmats, Majikes, D’Astice
NAYS: Cannon, Gallo, Banger
ABSENT: Veenbaas
Mayor Prejna: Its 3 to 3 so it fails. This brings us back to the original ordinance. Is there any
discussion on the original ordinance? Seeing none, will the Clerk please call the roll?
AYES: Cannon, Budmats, Majikes, Gallo, D’Astice
NAYS: Banger
ABSENT: Veenbaas
The ordinance is adopted.
B) Ordinance No. 18-17 / Amend Code for Natural Gas Tax (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 by Alderman Gallo. Is there any discussion? Mr. D’Astice, I apologize
Alderman D’Astice: That’s quite all right. Because there’s going to be some residents that will buy new
vehicles or move into Rolling Meadows after June 30th, the June 30th due date to purchase stickers and
prior to the current termination date of the sticker tax of December 31st, I don’t believe that its fair for
those residents to have to buy a one year vehicle sticker for a period of months for their car, truck,
motorcycle, or trailer, and still have to pay a Natural Gas Tax. Similar to the amendment Mr. Budmats
offered a couple of weeks ago, I’d like to propose a compromise amendment. My amendment is upon
notification to the City of Rolling Meadows of the commencement of the collection of the new Natural
Gas Tax, the City of Rolling Meadows City Sticker Tax will immediately be terminated. No further
enforcement of the City Sticker Tax will take place after the collection of the new Natural Gas Tax
begins. This, I think, is a fair way of allowing new residents and those who are buying vehicles after the
collection starts to say you don’t have to buy a sticker for a period of a couple of months. There’s no
refunds allowed. There’s nothing else, it just says once the City’s notified that the new tax is in effect,
the City Sticker Tax is terminated. Whether that’s October or November or whenever it is, I think it’s
just a fair way of treating the residents of the City.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Is there a second to that?
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Alderman Budmats: I’ll second that.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. Budmats. It has been seconded. Is there discussion on the amendment?
Seeing none, will the Clerk please call the roll?
AYES: Cannon, Budmats, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: Veenbaas
Mayor Prejna: Six in favor, that does pass. This brings us back to the ordinance ordinance. Is there any
further discussion on that ordinance? Seeing none, will the Clerk please call the roll? I’m sorry, Mr.
Cannon?
Alderman Cannon: Thank you. I was wondering if I could direct a question to Mr. Krumstok. I was
wondering, in all the write ups that we’ve been getting all these months, we keep on talking about we
have expenses of $100,000 relative to City stickers. As we as a council and the City itself, can we
expect to see any kind of reduction in either staff or whatever because that $100,000 is not going to be
needed to be used for all kinds of things, including administration?
Mr. Krumstok: Not on this subject.
Alderman Cannon: I’m talking about in general. If we have $100,000 in costs, I’m assuming 50% of it
has to be administration right?
Mr. Krumstok: No, its production. It’s mailing. A whole bunch of other things.
Alderman Cannon: But who does all that though?
Mr. Krumstok: Production, we send that out. That’s a third party who does it, the stuffing. The mailing
we use the United States Post Office, so again that’s all when you look in the budget those are
technically not labor issues. Those are third parties and other items.
Alderman Cannon: How about the people who actually process the stuff for the month of June that we
always are told that they’re overwhelmed. Aren’t there two or three people doing that all day long?
Mr. Krumstok: That with their other regular duties plus administration is helping on that, but its
everybody doing their regular stuff and this additional.
Alderman Cannon: Okay, thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Any further discussion? Will the Clerk please call the roll?
AYES: Budmats, Majikes, Gallo, Banger
NAYS: Cannon, D’Astice
ABSENT: Veenbaas
Mayor Prejna: Four in favor and two opposed, the ordinance is adopted.
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C) Ordinance No. 18-18 / Amend Zoning Code for Side Yard Setbacks (2nd Reading)
Mayor Prejna read the background on the ordinance.
Mayor Prejna: Is there a motion to adopt the ordinance? Alderman Majikes made the motion and it has
been seconded. Is there any discussion? Seeing none, the Clerk will please call the roll.
AYES: Cannon, Budmats, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: Veenbaas
The Ordinance was adopted.
D) Ordinance No. 18-19 / Amend Code for Restaurant Incentive (2nd Reading)
Mayor Prejna read the background on the ordinance.
Mayor Prejna: Is there a motion to adopt the ordinance? Alderman D’Astice made the motion and it
has been seconded by Alderman Majikes. Is there any discussion? Seeing none, will the Clerk please
call the roll? I’m sorry John.
Alderman D’Astice: That’s quite all right. This has been a long time coming. We started, we came up
with an idea many months ago. The Economic Development Committee reviewed this and discussed
this for, again, several months. I am very much in favor of this. I think it allows us, it gives us another
tool, or another arrow in our quiver as they say, to hopefully entice some new restaurants to come into
the City. We’ve got space available and I think that our staff and Martha would probably be able to use
this when they’re talking to restaurateurs. I mean, all things being equal as one restauranteur told me if I
can save some money and everything else is the same, I’ll take the deal. So I’m very much in favor of
this and hopefully the council will support this this evening.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. D’Astice. Mr. Cannon, sir.
Alderman Cannon: Thank you Mr. Mayor. I will be supporting this also. I’m disappointed the way it’s
been structured. I compliment that we got something going. I think it misses the mark in some cases.
I’ve expressed my opinion in the past. I won’t dwell on it tonight, but I will be supporting it, but I wish
we had done it in a different way. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. Cannon. Any further, Mr. Banger
Alderman Banger: Thank you. I’ve been fairly consistent with not supporting this so just an FYI, I’m a
no. Our conversation earlier this evening about allowing gambling in town also raises the question in my
mind, at least, if we’re going to be giving rates back to restaurants or business that come in with gaming
machines that are apparently going to be the salvation of some of the restaurants in areas of this town,
why would we rebate the money if they’re making tons of money off these gaming machines. That’s just
a question of mine that was bought up earlier tonight by our conversation about these gaming machines.
So, I’ll still be a no though. Thank you.
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Krumstok would you like to comment?

City Council Meeting
April 24, 2018
Page 14
Mr. Krumstok: Sure, the cafes, if they do not have a full sit down restaurant, they would not be entitled
to this. So again how the restaurant incentive is really for restaurants where it’s a family/sit down
overall. So it really has to be a restaurant who’s coming in with the secondary to your question. I hope
that answers it a little bit.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you Mr. Krumstok. Any further discussion? Seeing none, will the Clerk please
call the roll?
AYES: Cannon, Budmats, Majikes, D’Astice
NAYS: Gallo, Banger
ABSENT: Veenbaas
Mayor Prejna: Four in favor and two opposed, the ordinance is adopted.
 CONSENT ORDINANCES:
E) Ordinance / Amend Code to Establish Parking Restrictions on Certain Streets (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 Banger
made the motion and it was seconded. Is there any discussion? Yes Mr. Cannon
Alderman Cannon: Thank you Mr. Mayor. I guess I would just ask staff when we, I assume we’ll pass
this. I would just ask because of personal experience I’ve had in my neighborhood, that we make the no
parking signs larger. People don’t seem to see them. I don’t know why. I have one right in front of my
house. People get out, look at it, leave their car there anyhow. So I would just ask that maybe we make
them a little larger if it’s possible since we have our own sign equipment now. Thanks.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Any further discussion? Will the Clerk please call the roll?
AYES: Cannon, Budmats, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: Veenbaas
The Ordinance was moved forward for 2nd Reading.
 NEW BUSINESS:
F)

MOTION TO APPROVE PAYMENT OF BILLS ON WARRANT 4-24-18.

Mayor Prejna: Is there a motion to approve the April 24, 2018 Warrant as presented by the Finance
Department? Alderman Majikes made the motion and it has been seconded. Is there any discussion?
Seeing none, the Clerk will please call the roll.
AYES: Cannon, Budmats, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: Veenbaas
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The warrant was approved.
 CONSENT RESOLUTIONS:
G) 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) (Postponed at the April 10, 2018 Council Meeting)
H) Resolution No. 18-R-31 / Award Contract for Construction Engineering Services for Euclid
Avenue Bike Path Project (Postponed at the April 10, 2018 Council Meeting)
I) Resolution No. 18-R-34 / Approve Amendment to Natures Care Outreach Coordination
Agreement with NCC, LLC
J) Resolution No. 18-R-35 / Award Contract for Pavement Patching
K) Resolution No. 18-R-36 / Award Contract for Thermoplastic Pavement Striping
L) Resolution No. 18-R-37 / Award Contract for Sanitary Manhole Inspections
M) Resolution No. 18-R-38 / Award Contract for Lining of Sanitary Sewers
N) Resolution No. 18-R-39 / Award Contract for Emergency Storm Sewer Repairs on
Campbell Street
Mayor Prejna: That brings the council to the consent resolutions for this evening. There are eight items
that could be grouped together in a Consent Agenda if the council so wishes. They are Items G through
N. Would any alderman like any of those items removed from the Consent Agenda? Alderman
D’Astice?
Alderman D’Astice: N
Mayor Prejna: The Chairs declares that there will be seven items to be considered in one motion
without debate. Is there such a motion? Alderman Banger made the motion and it has been seconded.
The question is shall all seven resolutions be adopted.
Mayor Prejna read the background on the resolutions.
Mayor Prejna: Again, the question is shall all seven of these resolutions be adopted. The Clerk will
please call the roll.
AYES: Budmats, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice
NAYS: Cannon
ABSENT: Veenbaas
The resolutions were adopted.

N) Resolution No. 18-R-39 / Award Contract for Emergency Storm Sewer Repairs on Campbell
Street
Mayor Prejna read the background on the resolution.
Mayor Prejna: Is there a motion to adopt the resolution? Alderman Banger made the motion and it has
been seconded. Mr. D’Astice, you asked that this be pulled. You have first opportunity.
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Alderman D’Astice: Thank you. Several questions here. Does the pipe that’s being removed, what kind
of a pipe is it and how does, what kind of water flows through there?
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Vogt
Mr. Vogt: Thank you Mayor. Storm water pipe, discharges ultimately to Salt Creek, was built to the
best of our estimation back in the 1950’s. It was non-reinforced concrete pipe. We’ve seen in several
locations, typically one or two a year where ground settlement is usually the indication or a wash out
because the pipe starts to collapse.
Alderman D’Astice: Okay and I’m reading here that the budget, we have $125,000 in that Storm Water
Fund this year? Is that correct or am I?
Mayor Prejna: Mr. Vogt
Mr. Vogt: Correct
Alderman D’Astice: And are there other plans? I know over the past several years we have done work
along the creek and out on the west side. Do we have further plans on expending these funds this year to
finish some of those storm water projects as well?
Mr. Vogt: Yes, we have identified failing pipe but not necessarily collapsed as this one was. We can
schedule that work. We also are in I believe two cycles of the what we call the flared end sections or the
pipe discharges to Salt Creek that we have contracted for. There’s more coming up and those will all be
reflected in the Capital Improvement plans that we review annually and submit and update annually.
Alderman D’Astice: Okay, and further to that what about non pipe, what about areas along the creek
that we had done some gabion baskets and didn’t we do some ponds on the other side that we were
shoring up the shores and that? Do we have anything planned for storm water management for that as
well?
Mr. Vogt: We have nothing immediately planned for that. We do have some areas down near
Algonquin Road. Some to those areas that we hope to, at least some I would say minor or some interim
improvements. What the City Council has done for probably about 20 years now is seek IEPA grants for
most of the work that we’ve done over the years in terms of gabion baskets, streambank stabilization.
Those funds are becoming harder and harder to get, but I do recall our City Engineer did an assessment
probably about 5-6 years ago, I believe, to update the previous one. We completed Phase IV as we call
the Salt Creek Streambank Project just upstream from Barker Avenue about 3 years ago, so we will
certainly be assessing that in the future years and seeing what the conditions are. I have not personally
received any complaints from residents anywhere along Salt Creek recently in terms of immediate need,
but we do if not every year, every other year send staff and/or the engineers out to assess those
conditions.
Alderman D’Astice: Okay, I don’t want to get off topic….
Mayor Prejna: I think we’re off topic because you asked a couple different questions. I think we need
to get back on the vote. Thank you Mr. D’Astice
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Alderman D’Astice: So, with respect to the $11,000 then I’m okay with that.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you. Any further discussion? Will the Clerk please call the roll?
AYES: Cannon, Budmats, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: Veenbaas
The resolution was adopted.

OTHER BUSINESS & REPORTS:
Mayor's Appointments: Boards & Commissions
Mayor Prejna: Tonight I do have Boards & Commissions appointments. I have spoken with members
of the Council and just so the viewing public, we’re doing reappointments for the Board of Fire & Police
Commission, Mr. Ted Loesch; the Police Pension Board we have someone stepping down and Shawna
Brauer has graciously accepted to become a member of the Police Pension Board; the Urban Affairs
Commission will be headed by Mike Hutchins; Economic Development Committee will be John
Sokolowski and Laura Majikes; the Electrical Commission will be Scot Puleo and Steve Rybarczyk and
Terry Valentino. Is there a motion to approve the appointment/reappointments? Alderman Banger has
made the motion and it has been seconded. Is there any discussion? Seeing none, will the Clerk please
call the roll?
AYES: Cannon, Budmats, Majikes, Gallo, Banger, D’Astice
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: Veenbaas
The appointment/reappointments have been approved.

Mayor’s Proclamations: 1) Robert Newell Retirement – read this under “Motion to Deviate”
City Clerk’s Report: None
City Staff Reports:
1) Community Items of Interest
1)

Thank you to everyone who attending this year’s Earth Day activities that took place on
Saturday, April 21st.

2)

Rolling Meadows Business & Community Showcase is scheduled at the Rolling Meadows
High School (2901 Central Road) this Saturday (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.
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3)

Saturday, April 28th from 10:00 am to 2:00 pm the Police Department will be conducting
with the DEA a Drug-Take-Back Event in the City Hall Parking Lot.

4)

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

5)

Rolling Meadows High School (Township High School District 214) will be conducting a
“Preview Night” on Wednesday, May 9th at the RMHS Theater beginning at 7:00 pm. This
event is scheduled so residents can hear about several construction projects that are planned
for the High School as they renovate, repair, and create an addition. If you have any
questions about the Preview Night event, please contact Rolling Meadows High School
Principal Eileen Hart at 847-718-5610.

6)

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.

7)

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).

8)

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

9)

The 16th Annual Dunkin Donuts Cop on Rooftop promotion will take place on Friday, May
18th from 5:00 am to 2:00 pm at the Dunkin Donuts located at 3350 Kirchoff Road. During
this fundraiser, local Rolling Meadows Police Officers will be on the rooftop to heighten
awareness and raise money for the Law Enforcement Torch Run for Special Olympics
Illinois. Customers who make a donation will receive a coupon for a free donut (while
supplies last). For a $5.00 donation a customer can receive a lapel pin (while supplies last).
For every $10.00 donation received, the donor can obtain a Torch Run/Dunkin Donuts
stainless steel coffee mug (while supplies last) and a coupon for a free coffee. For a $15.00
donation a customer can receive a T-Shirt (while supplies last). We hope that you will be
able to attend this promotion on Friday, May 18th and support Cop on a Rooftop that
heightens awareness and raises money for the Law Enforcement Torch Run for Special
Olympics Illinois. If you have any questions or would like to make a donation, please
contact Detective Katsenios at 847-870-2693.

10)

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.

11)

Future topics at May Committee meetings:
Economic Development (Tuesday, May 1st at 6:00 pm in the
Council Chambers): tentative items for discussion consist of: 1)
new business feedback and contact distribution; 2) business and
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community showcase update (April 28th event); 3) restaurant
incentive update; 4) business advocate highlight; 5) video gaming
update; 6) items of interest; 7) Chamber of Commerce Update; and
8) other items of interest in the City.
Planning and Zoning Commission: (Tuesday, May 1st at 7:30 pm in
the Council Chambers): will be meeting to conduct some
administrative items and discussions. No hearings.
12)

The Rolling Meadows Park District, the Rolling Meadows Police Department, the Illinois
Triad and Salt Group, and our new business obviously Village Bank and Trust which is the
Wintrust family, on Wednesday, May 16th between 10 am and 2 p.m. at the Rolling Meadows
Senior Center they will be doing a presentation called “Savvy Seniors”. I wish I had more
about it, but I would tell you we’ll try getting you more stuff, but there is limited seating
available so please contact the Rolling Meadows Park District Senior Center office if you’d
like to participate in this event that is scheduled by the groups that I just mentioned.

Mayor Prejna: Mr. Krumstok, could you repeat the date and the time for that meeting?
Mr. Krumstok: Savvy Senior event is for Wednesday, May 16th, 10 a.m. to 2 p.m. It is going to be held
at the Rolling Meadows Senior Center and again that’s 3705 Pheasant Drive, but to sign up because they
do have limited seating you do need to go to the Park District Senior Center office.
Mayor Prejna: Thank you.

2) New Businesses – March 2018
Company Name

Address

Chicago Central
Group
Schaeflein Consulting
LLC.

811 Rohlwing
Road
2102 Kirchoff
Road

RM
or
PAL
RM
RM

Contact
Name

Phone #

Type of Business

Home
Occupation

Myroscav
Ruptash
Paul
Schaeflein

773-817-3787

Truck Repair Shop

No

708-917-4100

Technology Consulting
Company

Yes

3) Staff Traffic Advisory Report – April 2018
Mr. Vogt: The monthly meeting of the Traffic Review Committee was held on Wednesday, April 11,
2018. Information is provided on the following discussion topics for the Mayor and City Council:
1. Squibb Avenue/Ring Road/Apollo Drive area.
a. The next round of traffic counts will be scheduled to be performed by the City Engineer
in May, 2018.
b. Squibb Avenue was designed, upon its extension and reconstruction, to function with one
through lane in each direction and to prohibit parking on both sides of the street. An
ordinance needs to be prepared and approved for enforcement. Discussion noted that,
although there have been “No Parking” signs posted along Apollo Drive previously, there
is nothing in the Municipal Code of Ordinances to enforce the prohibition. Ring Road,
constructed and functioning as a four-lane roadway, has apparently never been signed to
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prohibit parking, nor does it appear in the Code of Ordinances. For these reasons, the
Traffic Review Committee recommends that all three (3) roadways have on-street
parking prohibited in their entirety.
2. Kieth Court resident parking survey.
a. Mailing was made on April 3. Responses will be discussed at the May, 2018 Traffic
Review Committee.
3. Arbor Drive curve safety.
a. The Police Department provided accident history data for reported vehicle crashes and
for reports of property damage at this location, especially involving the private property
fence. Although some of the incidents appear to be weather related, there has been a
significant enough numbers of incidents to have the Traffic Review Committee
recommend that, upon future resurfacing or reconstruction of Arbor Drive, that the curve
“super elevation” be raised to attempt to keep more vehicles from leaving the roadway.
4. Rohlwing/Fairfax intersection resident concern about vehicles exiting from apartment complex
directly into the intersection.
a. A suggestion was made to change the subject driveway from its current “one-way
outbound” to “one-way inbound” into the apartment complex driveway. The Traffic
Review Committee concurred with this suggestion. Staff is working to make contact with
the apartment complex to coordinate necessary pavement striping and signage changes.
The next meeting of the Traffic Review Committee is scheduled for Wednesday, May 2, 2018 at 2:30
pm.

4) Business & Community Showcase
Ms. Corner: City Staff is continuing to coordinate 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. (2901 Central Road) There will be
a closed business-to-business networking hour for all business and community groups participating that
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, over 35 businesses or community groups are registered to host
displays (if you are a Rolling Meadows business owner, we still have room if you want to
participate):
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

A3 Promos
American Total Home Comfort
Anytime Fitness
Arlington Dermatology
Avenue Mortgage
Buona Beef
City of Rolling Meadows
City of Rolling Meadows Fire Department
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• City of Rolling Meadows Police Department
• Comcast
• Complete Home Inspection Services
• Divine Design & Marketing, Inc.
• FAR Insights Group
• Illinois Grappling Club
• Infragilis Fitness
• Joelle’s Hallmark
• Joint Emergency Management System (JEMS)
• Luxury Auto Imports
• Meadows Christian Fellowship
• Motel 6
• MW Recyclers, Inc.
• Northwest Special Recreation Association (NWSRA)
• Northwest Suburban College
• Plum Creek Supportive Living
• Rep’s Place Family Style Sports Bar & Grill
• 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
• Tom Thompson the Handyman
• 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 City will also
have special giveaway items. The following activities will take place during the event:
•
•
•

Performance – Carl Sandburg Junior High School Orchestra
Licensed raffle – Rolling Meadows Chamber of Commerce
Live music throughout the day by Josh Patterson

3

Community Events Foundation (CEF) – Volunteer Support: Thanks to the generous donation of
time by the volunteers of the CEF, the Showcase will include exhibitor support and other needed
activities by the volunteers during the Showcase event.

4

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)
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• Daily Herald print and internet advertising
• Daily Herald community events calendar
• Rolling Meadows Chamber of Commerce briefings
• Rolling Meadows church bulletins
• S.R. 53 electronic billboards

MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA:
Mayor Prejna: Are there matters not on the agenda? Seeing none, do I have a motion to adjourn?
Alderman Majikes has made the motion and it has been seconded. All in favor? Opposed? The ayes
have it and we are adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT:
There being no further business, by unanimous consent the meeting adjourned.
City Council meeting of April 24, 2018 adjourned at 8:49 p.m.

Respectfully submitted by: Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
April 24, 2018 Council Minutes Approved by Council on May 8, 2018.
___________________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Pending (2nd Reading)
A) Resolution: Ordinance to Amend 106-18(a) of the City Code – No Parking on
Certain Streets
Attachment:
• Ordinance
• Traffic Review Committee Meeting Minutes (April 11, 2018)
• Location Map
Background: You are being asked to give 1st Reading to a proposed ordinance that
would establish parking restrictions in certain locations on certain public streets in the
City. These streets already have already been observed to have some “No Parking”
signage posted. By all indications these signs have been posted and have been in place
for many years. The inclusion of these street locations within the City Code, Traffic
Section 106-18(a) will establish enforcement of traffic regulations.
The streets recommended for parking prohibition are:
• Apollo Drive – both sides of the street for the entire length
• Ring Road – both sides of the street for the entire length
• Squibb Avenue – both sides of the street for the entire length
The Traffic Review Committee recommends the actions within the proposed Ordinance
to formally establish parking restrictions to these streets, on both sides of the street, to
allow for emergency response vehicle access, public services access, and vehicle safety.
Previous Council Action:
• 4/24/18 – 1st Reading
Recommendation: Adopt ordinance as presented

Ordinance No. 18-20
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CITY OF ROLLING MEADOWS
MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 106 “TRAFFIC AND VEHICLES’ FOR
ADDITIONAL PARKING RESTRICTION ON PUBLIC STREETS

WHEREAS, Chapter 106, “Traffic and Vehicles” Section 106-18 (a) of the Code
of Ordinances provides for parking restrictions in certain areas within the City; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that there should be no parking on
the following streets:
Apollo Drive, both sides of the street, from Golf Road to north terminus,
Ring Road, both sides of the street, from Golf Road to Golf Road; and
Squibb Avenue, both sides of the street, from Apollo Drive to Ring Road
WHEREAS, the City Council is of the opinion that this parking restriction will
allow for emergency response vehicle access, public services access, and vehicle safety;
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of
Rolling Meadows, Illinois as follows:
SECTION ONE: Chapter 106, “Traffic and Vehicles” Section 106-18 (a) is
hereby amended by adding thereto the following in alphabetical order:
Apollo Drive, both sides of the street, from Golf Road to north terminus
Ring Road, both sides of the street, from Golf Road to Golf Road
Squibb Avenue, both sides of the street, from Apollo Drive to Ring Road
SECTION TWO: The “No Parking” signs shall be in conformance with the
Illinois State Manual and specifications for traffic control devices.
SECTION THREE: This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and
after its passage and approval as provided by law.

SECTION FOUR: 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 8th day of May 2018.

___________________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor

ATTEST:
__________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
Published this 9th day of May 2018.
__________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Consent Agenda: Ordinance (First Reading)
B) An Ordinance Granting Approval of a Sign Appeal for the Property Located at
2765 Algonquin Road, Fuller’s Car Wash
Attachments:
• Proposed Ordinance
• Planning and Zoning Commission Summary and Staff Packet dated March 26,
2018
• Application Packet
• Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting Minutes –April 3, 2018
Background: This petitioner has previously appeared before the Planning and Zoning
Commission, as well as the City Council. After approval of Ordinance 17-25 on August
8, 2017, it was brought to staff’s attention that the notification procedure was not
completed correctly and adjacent property owners were not properly notified of the
original public hearing. The public hearing City Council meeting were re-held, resulting
in the final approval of the Special Use request in Ordinance 17-46 on December 6, 2017.
Since that approval, Fuller’s Car Wash engaged a sign company to fabricate and install
the signs that were requested with the initial Special Use request. The sign contractor
determined that it believed the previously approved signage would not be sufficient to the
car wash’s needs, and returned to the Planning and Zoning Commission to request
modifications to the Sign Appeal.
The new Sign Appeal petition came in two parts. The first part was regarding the wall
signage. The original Special Use and Sign Appeal approved two wall signs, one on the
south wall and one on the west wall at 39 square feet each. The sign company is now
requesting the wall signs be increased to 74 square feet each.
The second request was for a freestanding sign, ultimately the same size at approximately
40 square feet, but with a 10 square foot LED electronic message board attached. The
original request was for a sign that was 13 feet high, and 40 square feet in area, with a
section that advertised “Free Vacuums” instead of the electronic message board
component. The original request was permitted in the district.
At its meeting held on Tuesday, April 3, 2018, the Planning and Zoning Commission
took action to separate the matters in regard to consideration of approvals of the signs.
They voted 7-1 with one absent to recommend approval of the increase in size of the wall
signs.
The Commission voted 2-6 with one absent to recommend no approval for the
freestanding sign to include the requested electronic message board sign.

The Sign Appeal is being presented as two separate proposed ordinances, due to the fact
that only one of the two requests is being recommended for approval.
Previous Council Action:
• Approval of Ordinance 17-25 granting a Special Use and Sign Appeal on August
8, 2017
• Approval of Ordinance 17-46 granting final approval of a Special Use on
December 6, 2017
Recommendation: To give 1st Reading to the proposed Ordinance and to forward it to
the City Council meeting on May 22, 2018 for 2nd Reading consideration.

Ordinance No. 18- _____

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A SIGN APPEAL
TO ALLOW LARGER WALL SIGNS AT
2765 ALGONQUIN ROAD (FULLER’S CAR WASH)
WHEREAS, on April 3, 2018, the Planning and Zoning Commission conducted a
public hearing on the Petition of Quantum Signs (“Petitioner”) for the purpose of hearing
a petition for a Sign Appeal to allow for the construction of larger wall signs than
originally approved for the property commonly known as 2765 Algonquin Road, Rolling
Meadows, Illinois (“Premises”); and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission conducted a public hearing
on the Sign Appeal after notice of public hearing as required by law; and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission has submitted its report and
recommendation to grant the Sign Appeal 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
WHEREAS, the City Council, has determined that the proposed Sign Appeal will
not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property or unreasonably
increase the congestion in public streets or increase the danger of fire or endanger the
public safety or unreasonably diminish or impair established property within the
surrounding area, or in any other respect impair the public health, safety, comfort, or
welfare of the inhabitants of the City.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City
of Rolling Meadows, Illinois:

SECTION ONE: Petitioner is granted a Sign Appeal to permit two wall signs at
74 square feet each, pursuant to section 122-192(1)a of the Comprehensive Zoning Code.
SECTION TWO: The approval of the Sign Appeal herein granted is subject to the
following conditions:
A. All illuminated signs are to be put on a timer to turn off the signs between the
hours of 11:00 pm and 7:00 am.
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 FOUR: This Ordinance shall be printed and published in pamphlet form
by order of the City Council of Rolling Meadow, Illinois.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and Approved this 22nd day of May 2018.

___________________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:

__________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
Published this 23rd day of May 2018.
__________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

City of Rolling Meadows
Planning and Zoning Commission
City Council Chambers
7:30 PM
April 3, 2018
APPROVED
Motion to Open the Meeting
Chairman Bisesi asked for a motion to open the April 3 Planning and Zoning Commission meeting. Mr.
Whitney moved to open the meeting and Mr. Patterson seconded. Motion carried. Roll call:
Presiding: Chairman Bisesi
Present: Fink, Lynch, O’Brien, Patterson, Rybarczyk, Stefaniuk, Whitney
Absent: Rataiczyk
Also Present: Fred Vogt, Public Works Director; and Elizabeth Payne, Secretary
Call to Order
Chairman Bisesi called the meeting to order at 7:30 pm and declared a quorum.
Approval of Minutes
Chairman Bisesi asked for a motion to approve the minutes from the March 6, 2018 Planning and
Zoning Commission meeting. Mr. Stefaniuk moved to approve the minutes as written and Mr.
Rybarczyk seconded.
Mr. Lynch stated that he believed the Commission needed to address the divisions in Rolling
Meadows, specifically zip codes. Staff responded that would be addressed, if possible, during the
Comprehensive Plan update.
Roll call:
Mr. Fink: Yes
Mr. Lynch: Yes
Mr. O’Brien: Yes
Mr. Patterson: Yes
Mr. Rybarczyk: Yes
Mr. Stefaniuk: Yes
Mr. Whitney: Yes
Chairman Bisesi: Yes
Motion carried. Minutes approved as written.
Upcoming Public Hearings: NONE
Pending Business: NONE
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New Business:
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
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.
Karen Dodge, Quantum Signs, 325 Sandpebble Ln., Aurora, IL was sworn in by Chairman Bisesi.
Ms. Dodge stated that she was with the sign company appearing on behalf of the owner of the
property. They were requesting two variations from the originally approved sign plan for Fuller’s Car
Wash. The first was a 60 square foot freestanding sign, it include a 10 square foot electronic message
board section. The sign would be placed for viewing along Algonquin Road, both east and west bound
traffic. The sign itself would be separated from the electronic message center. The illumination of the
sign would be controlled by a sensor, so it would dim at night. The messages would be static and
controlled by a computer program. The electronic message board would be LED, and would require a
minimal amount of maintenance. The second variation from the originally approved plan was
requested for the wall signage. The wall signs were requested to be enlarged to 74 square feet for
readability from Algonquin Road.
QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD:
Chairman Bisesi opened the meeting to commissioners’ questions and comments.
Mr. Fink asked if the message board would show one message all day. Ms. Dodge replied it was
intended to change messages approximately once every ten seconds.
Mr. Fink asked if a photometric study had been provided. Ms. Dodge noted that the sign was
adjustable, and could be turned down if complaints were received.
Mr. Lynch asked what change in the business plan required the changes in signage. Ms. Dodge stated
that electronic message boards had been beneficial in other locations. Mr. Lynch noted that the
signage requested was larger than original approved, and asked what the differences were in the
height and width. Ms. Dodge noted that it was essentially the same, except for the message board.
The petitioner acknowledged that the original approval was measured more precisely than their
current submittal.
Mr. O’Brien noted that the wall signs were being requested at twice the size originally approved. Mr.
Dodge replied that, with the distance from the roadway, the size of the road, the speed of traffic,
etc., Quantum Signs had recommended larger signs for visibility. Mr. O’Brien asked if the messages
would be flashing. Staff stated that electronic signs the messages are not going to move at all, and
the transitions are going to be immediate. He asked for additional clarifications on the size, which the
petitioner provided.
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Mr. Whitney stated he was surprised by the request for the increase. He asked how close the
freestanding sign was proposed to be to the road. Mr. Dodge replied that the wall signs were 80 feet
from the road. Mr. Vogt added that the freestanding sign was proposed to be 20 feet from the
sidewalk, and about 35-40 feet from the curb. Mr. Whitney noted his concern about distracting
drivers if the proposed freestanding sign with the electronic message board was placed too close to
the road.
Mr. Patterson asked if the signage proposed for this location was different for other locations. Ms.
Dodge was unsure, but stated that the signage was typically smaller when it was closer to the
roadway. Mr. Patterson asked for confirmation that the only size increase was proposed for the wall
signs. Ms. Dodge replied that was the case.
Mr. Stefaniuk asked how the change was determined to be necessary. Ms. Dodge replied it was
determined by the distance the signs were to be located from the roadway.
Chairman Bisesi stated that signage had been included in the original proposal, and that there was
not sufficient representation from the owner to answer all the Commission’s questions regarding the
necessity of the signage changes. He noted that the signage should have been included in the original
package approval.
Mr. Lynch noted that he had concerns regarding the staff report, and the lack of comments in writing
from other departments. He stated that significant concerns referenced in the staff report should
have back-up in writing from other departments. Mr. Vogt stated that the comments from the Police
Department had largely been verbal or by e-mail, and he had wanted to be sure that the comments
were addressed in the staff report regardless. Staff further stated that Mr. Lynch’s concern may have
hinged on a typographical error: The staff report read, “There are significant staff concerns” and
should have read “These are significant staff concerns” instead. Mr. Vogt stated that he would
endeavor to include written staff comments in the future.
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. Whitney suggested a straw vote to see which way the Commission was leaning. If it was leaning
to a negative recommendation, the Commission could choose to continue the petition to the next
month to allow the petitioner to come back with additional representation and information.
Discussion ensued regarding Mr. Whitney’s suggestion. Some commission members suggested
required information was provided as to why the additional signage was requested. Staff suggested
that the sign contractor may have been engaged after the Special Use petition. Ms. Dodge noted that
Quantum Signs was not the original sign company.
Mr. Lynch asked about the recommended letter coloring. Staff replied that such a condition was to
ensure that drivers did not confuse LED sign coloring with traffic signals. Mr. Lynch asked if the timing
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of the message board changes could be modified by condition. Chairman Bisesi stated that could be
part of the motion. Mr. Lynch noted that Algonquin Road may necessitate a longer duration of each
message. Staff agreed that was in the purview of the Commission. Ms. Dodge stated that her client
would be open to a change, but ten seconds seems to be the norm. Mr. O’Brien suggested that the
wall signs be approved, but the message board not be.
Mr. Patterson moved for approval of a 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
With the following conditions:
1. All illuminated signs are to be put on a timer to turn off the signs between the hours of 11:00
pm and 7:00 am.
2. The electronic message board is to be dimmed at night.
3. The electronic message board is to consist of text messages only, and is not to convey
pictures, moving objects, etc. It is to be static and not flashing in nature. Color of the lettering
is recommended not to be red or green.
Mr. Rybarczyk seconded.
Mr. Vogt noted that the intent of the condition regarding dimming the electronic message board was
to have the sign dimmed from dusk until 11:00 pm.
Mr. Rybarczyk moved to remove the approval of the freestanding sign and electronic messaging
board from the motion, along with all relevant conditions, to be voted on separately. Mr. O’Brien
seconded. Chairman Bisesi added the wall sign renderings as presented to the Commission as
exhibits.
Roll call for the amendment:
Mr. Rybarczyk: Yes
Mr. Patterson: Yes
Mr. Whitney: Yes
Mr. O’Brien: Yes
Mr. Lynch: Yes
Mr. Fink: Yes
Mr. Stefaniuk: Yes
Chairman Bisesi: Yes
Yeas – (8) – Bisesi, Fink, Lynch, O’Brien, Patterson, Rybarczyk, Stefaniuk, Whitney
Nays – (0) – NONE
Absent – (1) – Rataiczyk
Abstain – (0) – NONE
Amendment approved.
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Mr. Stefaniuk asked what the hours of operation for the business were to be. Staff replied it was 7:00
am to 9:00 pm. Mr. Stefaniuk asked why the sign would be on until 11:00 pm. Staff replied that the
code allowed signage to be on from 7:00 am to 11:00 pm, except when the business was in
operation, at which point, the signage could be on no later than 1:00 am.

Roll call for the motion as amended:
Mr. Patterson: Yes – No better way to do it.
Mr. Whitney: Yes – It will not impact anything around it, and allow people to see it easier.
Mr. O’Brien: Yes – It will help the signage not get lost, and help with advertising the business.
Mr. Lynch: Yes
Mr. Fink: No – Would have like to see the light impact on the neighbors to the southeast.
Mr. Stefaniuk: Yes
Mr. Rybarczyk: Yes
Chairman Bisesi: Yes – Disappointed that this was not presented with the Special Use
application, and the owner has other businesses in the area.
Yeas – (7) – Bisesi, Lynch, O’Brien, Patterson, Rybarczyk, Stefaniuk, Whitney
Nays – (1) – Fink
Absent – (1) – Rataiczyk
Abstain – (0) – NONE
Motion approved as amended.
Chairman Bisesi stated that, with the vote 7-1-1, the item would go before the City Council with a
positive recommendation, tentatively on April 24, 2018.
Mr. Lynch moved for approval of a Sign Appeal to allow an electronic message board for Fuller’s
Car Wash at 2765 Algonquin Road, C-2 General Commercial Services District, Karen Dodge,
Quantum Signs, Petitioner
With the following conditions:
1. All illuminated signs are to be put on a timer to turn off the signs between the hours of 11:00
pm and 7:00 am.
2. The electronic message board is to be dimmed at night.
3. The electronic message board is to consist of text messages only, and is not to convey
pictures, moving objects, etc. It is to be static and not flashing in nature. Color of the lettering
is recommended not to be red or green.
Mr. Patterson seconded.
Mr. Lynch moved that the motion be amended by adding a condition that the timing of the message
refresh be no less than 20 seconds. Mr. O’Brien asked if there was precedent. Staff stated that there
was not to their knowledge. Motion failed for lack of second.
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Roll call:
Mr. Whitney: No – No hardship for such a request, and it’s too much, too close to the road.
Mr. O’Brien: No – No hardship, and does not want to set a precedent along Algonquin Road.
Mr. Lynch: Yes – The petitioner is not claiming hardship, and this is just an appeal.
Mr. Fink: No – There is no hardship, and generally against these types of signs on busy roads
for safety.
Mr. Stefaniuk: No – Too distracting and not a good fit.
Mr. Rybarczyk: No – Echoes previous Commissioners.
Mr. Patterson: Yes – Not asking for a hardship, just asking for additional advertising.
Chairman Bisesi: No – Echoes Mr. Whitney and Mr. O’Brien regarding precedence, and no
case made for necessity.
Yeas – (2) –Lynch, Patterson
Nays – (6) – Bisesi, Fink, O’Brien, Rybarczyk, Stefaniuk, Whitney
Absent – (1) – Rataiczyk
Abstain – (0) – NONE
Motion denied.
Chairman Bisesi stated that, with the vote 2-6-1, the item would go before the City Council with a
negative recommendation, tentatively April 24, 2018. Ms. Dodge asked if it does not pass, if they
would be allowed to have the previously approved “Free Vacuums” sign. Mr. Vogt confirmed that
would be the case.
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Miscellaneous Business:
1. Election of Officers
Chairman Bisesi reminded the Commission that they had previously decided on a term of a year for
officers. He suggested that the Commission could vote for interested candidates by show of hands,
like last time. He asked if the Commission wanted to keep the same officers as the past year. The
Commission did not object to keep the same officers for the next year. It was suggested to look at the
officers again next year, and also to consider making them two-year terms in the future.
Roll call:
Mr. Fink: Yes
Mr. Lynch: Yes
Mr. O’Brien: Yes
Mr. Whitney: Yes
Mr. Patterson: Yes
Mr. Rybarczyk: Yes
Mr. Stefaniuk: Yes
Chairman Bisesi: Yes
Matters Not on the Agenda:
Mr. Lynch spoke about industry adoption of 5G technology, and his concern that the industry was
making efforts to bypass local zoning authorities and go straight to state legislatures to approve the
required technology. Mr. Vogt stated that the Council may discuss some of these issues as they
evolve, and stated that staff would direct any Commission concerns to the City Manager and/or the
Mayor to gain an update from the City Attorney regarding the state of these issues, but Staff had not
heard anything concrete since the Council’s last discussion. Chairman Bisesi added that the
Commission would need additional information on what that technology required.
Chairman Bisesi asked for an update on the state of the Comprehensive Plan update. Mr. Vogt stated
that proposals had been received and reviewed, and would be conducting interviews with the firms
that provided three of the six proposals, with a target of bringing the contract to the City Council in
May. The update was projected to be completed by the end of 2018, and the Commission would
certainly be included in the process.
Reports:
Mr. Vogt noted that Ryan Homes was expected to come back for final approvals in May, but had
been delayed for internal reasons. Staff did not know when they would submit, and they would be
delayed until June at the earliest. Islamic Society of the Northwest Suburbs had submitted for the
1200 Hicks site approvals, and would appear before the Committee of the Whole in May, and the
Commission in June. They had made significant changes to their original site plan and requested uses.
Mr. Vogt asked the Commission to look at their calendars for a possible Special Meeting in June, as it
would not be advisable to have two such large items on the same agenda. As it stood, there were not
petitions to come forward for the May meeting.
Mr. Vogt reminded the Commission that the 2600 Benton subdivision needed final approval, and may
come back in June or July. The 5160 Dupont subdivision had been submitted to Palatine for review,
but nothing official had yet come back from them. A phone message had been received, and Mr. Vogt
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hoped to have a meeting set up in the near future.
Mr. Lynch asked about the previously heard 4590 Fairfax driveway. Mr. Vogt noted that Community
Development had met with the owner and contractor and presented some options, but no solution
had been chosen. A timeline would be decided if no response was received shortly.
Adjournment
A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Lynch and seconded by Mr. Patterson. Motion carried by
unanimous voice vote. The regular meeting of the April 3, 2018 Planning and Zoning Commission was
adjourned at 8:46 pm.
Respectfully Submitted,
Elizabeth Payne
Secretary
Community Development Division
Distribution:
Mayor
City Manager
Planning and Zoning Commissioners
Community Development Department
Clerk’s Office

Minutes approved at the May 1, 2018 Planning and Zoning Commission meeting as amended.

Page 8

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Consent Agenda: Ordinance (First Reading)
C) An Ordinance Granting Approval of a Sign Appeal for the Property Located at
2765 Algonquin Road, Fuller’s Car Wash
Attachments:
• Proposed Ordinance
• Planning and Zoning Commission Summary and Staff Packet dated March 26,
2018
• Application Packet
• Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting Minutes –April 3, 2018
Background: This petitioner has previously appeared before the Planning and Zoning
Commission, as well as the City Council. After approval of Ordinance 17-25 on August
8, 2017, it was brought to staff’s attention that the notification procedure was not
completed correctly and adjacent property owners were not properly notified of the
original public hearing. The public hearing City Council meeting were re-held, resulting
in the final approval of the Special Use request in Ordinance 17-46 on December 6, 2017.
Since that approval, Fuller’s Car Wash engaged a sign company to fabricate and install
the signs that were requested with the initial Special Use request. The sign contractor
determined that it believed the previously approved signage would not be sufficient to the
car wash’s needs, and returned to the Planning and Zoning Commission to request
modifications to the Sign Appeal.
The new Sign Appeal petition came in two parts. The first part was regarding the wall
signage. The original Special Use and Sign Appeal approved two wall signs, one on the
south wall and one on the west wall at 39 square feet each. The sign company is now
requesting the wall signs be increased to 74 square feet each.
The second request was for a freestanding sign, ultimately the same size at approximately
40 square feet, but with a 10 square foot LED electronic message board attached. The
original request was for a sign that was 13 feet high, and 40 square feet in area, with a
section that advertised “Free Vacuums” instead of the electronic message board
component. The original request was permitted in the district.
At its meeting held on Tuesday, April 3, 2018, the Planning and Zoning Commission
took action to separate the matters in regard to consideration of approvals of the signs.
They voted 7-1 with one absent to recommend approval of the increase in size of the wall
signs.
The Commission voted 2-6 with one absent to recommend no approval for the
freestanding sign to include the requested electronic message board sign. Commissioners

expressed concern regarding safety and driver distraction when making this
recommendation.
The Sign Appeal is being presented as two separate proposed ordinances, due to the fact
that only one of the two requests is being recommended for approval.
Note that the proposed ordinance is presented with the fact that the Planning and Zoning
Commission voted to not approve the electronic message board, but is otherwise
presented in the positive action, should the City Council wish to approve the Sign Appeal
request.
Previous Council Action:
• Approval of Ordinance 17-25 granting a Special Use and Sign Appeal on August
8, 2017
• Approval of Ordinance 17-46 granting final approval of a Special Use on
December 6, 2017
Recommendation: Staff recommends that City Council follow the decision of the
Planning and Zoning Commission to not approve the proposed electronic message board
sign.

Ordinance No. 18- _____

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A SIGN APPEAL
TO ALLOW AN ELECTRONIC MESSAGE BOARD SIGN AT
2765 ALGONQUIN ROAD (FULLER’S CAR WASH)
WHEREAS, on April 3, 2018, the Planning and Zoning Commission conducted a
public hearing on the Petition of Quantum Signs (“Petitioner”) for the purpose of hearing
a petition for a Sign Appeal to allow for the construction of an electronic message board
located on the freestanding sign for the property commonly known as 2765 Algonquin
Road, Rolling Meadows, Illinois (“Premises”); and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission conducted a public hearing
on the Sign Appeal after notice of public hearing as required by law; and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission has submitted its report and
recommendation to not grant the Sign Appeal 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
WHEREAS, the City Council, has determined that the proposed Sign Appeal will
not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property or unreasonably
increase the congestion in public streets or increase the danger of fire or endanger the
public safety or unreasonably diminish or impair established property within the
surrounding area, or in any other respect impair the public health, safety, comfort, or
welfare of the inhabitants of the City.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City
of Rolling Meadows, Illinois:
SECTION ONE: Petitioner is granted a Sign Appeal to permit one ten square foot
LED electronic message board sign to be located on the freestanding sign, pursuant to
section 122-22(a)(3) of the Comprehensive Zoning Code.
SECTION TWO: The approval of the Sign Appeal herein granted is subject to the
following conditions:
1. All illuminated signs are to be put on a timer to turn off the signs between the
hours of 11:00 pm and 7:00 am.
2. The electronic message board is to be dimmed at night.
3. The electronic message board is to consist of text messages only, and is not to
convey pictures, moving objects, etc. It is to be static and not flashing in nature.
Color of the lettering is recommended not to be red or green.
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 FOUR: This Ordinance shall be printed and published in pamphlet form
by order of the City Council of Rolling Meadow, Illinois.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and Approved this 22nd day of May 2018.

___________________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:

__________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
Published this 23rd day of May 2018.
__________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

City of Rolling Meadows
Planning and Zoning Commission
City Council Chambers
7:30 PM
April 3, 2018
APPROVED
Motion to Open the Meeting
Chairman Bisesi asked for a motion to open the April 3 Planning and Zoning Commission meeting. Mr.
Whitney moved to open the meeting and Mr. Patterson seconded. Motion carried. Roll call:
Presiding: Chairman Bisesi
Present: Fink, Lynch, O’Brien, Patterson, Rybarczyk, Stefaniuk, Whitney
Absent: Rataiczyk
Also Present: Fred Vogt, Public Works Director; and Elizabeth Payne, Secretary
Call to Order
Chairman Bisesi called the meeting to order at 7:30 pm and declared a quorum.
Approval of Minutes
Chairman Bisesi asked for a motion to approve the minutes from the March 6, 2018 Planning and
Zoning Commission meeting. Mr. Stefaniuk moved to approve the minutes as written and Mr.
Rybarczyk seconded.
Mr. Lynch stated that he believed the Commission needed to address the divisions in Rolling
Meadows, specifically zip codes. Staff responded that would be addressed, if possible, during the
Comprehensive Plan update.
Roll call:
Mr. Fink: Yes
Mr. Lynch: Yes
Mr. O’Brien: Yes
Mr. Patterson: Yes
Mr. Rybarczyk: Yes
Mr. Stefaniuk: Yes
Mr. Whitney: Yes
Chairman Bisesi: Yes
Motion carried. Minutes approved as written.
Upcoming Public Hearings: NONE
Pending Business: NONE
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New Business:
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
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.
Karen Dodge, Quantum Signs, 325 Sandpebble Ln., Aurora, IL was sworn in by Chairman Bisesi.
Ms. Dodge stated that she was with the sign company appearing on behalf of the owner of the
property. They were requesting two variations from the originally approved sign plan for Fuller’s Car
Wash. The first was a 60 square foot freestanding sign, it include a 10 square foot electronic message
board section. The sign would be placed for viewing along Algonquin Road, both east and west bound
traffic. The sign itself would be separated from the electronic message center. The illumination of the
sign would be controlled by a sensor, so it would dim at night. The messages would be static and
controlled by a computer program. The electronic message board would be LED, and would require a
minimal amount of maintenance. The second variation from the originally approved plan was
requested for the wall signage. The wall signs were requested to be enlarged to 74 square feet for
readability from Algonquin Road.
QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD:
Chairman Bisesi opened the meeting to commissioners’ questions and comments.
Mr. Fink asked if the message board would show one message all day. Ms. Dodge replied it was
intended to change messages approximately once every ten seconds.
Mr. Fink asked if a photometric study had been provided. Ms. Dodge noted that the sign was
adjustable, and could be turned down if complaints were received.
Mr. Lynch asked what change in the business plan required the changes in signage. Ms. Dodge stated
that electronic message boards had been beneficial in other locations. Mr. Lynch noted that the
signage requested was larger than original approved, and asked what the differences were in the
height and width. Ms. Dodge noted that it was essentially the same, except for the message board.
The petitioner acknowledged that the original approval was measured more precisely than their
current submittal.
Mr. O’Brien noted that the wall signs were being requested at twice the size originally approved. Mr.
Dodge replied that, with the distance from the roadway, the size of the road, the speed of traffic,
etc., Quantum Signs had recommended larger signs for visibility. Mr. O’Brien asked if the messages
would be flashing. Staff stated that electronic signs the messages are not going to move at all, and
the transitions are going to be immediate. He asked for additional clarifications on the size, which the
petitioner provided.
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Mr. Whitney stated he was surprised by the request for the increase. He asked how close the
freestanding sign was proposed to be to the road. Mr. Dodge replied that the wall signs were 80 feet
from the road. Mr. Vogt added that the freestanding sign was proposed to be 20 feet from the
sidewalk, and about 35-40 feet from the curb. Mr. Whitney noted his concern about distracting
drivers if the proposed freestanding sign with the electronic message board was placed too close to
the road.
Mr. Patterson asked if the signage proposed for this location was different for other locations. Ms.
Dodge was unsure, but stated that the signage was typically smaller when it was closer to the
roadway. Mr. Patterson asked for confirmation that the only size increase was proposed for the wall
signs. Ms. Dodge replied that was the case.
Mr. Stefaniuk asked how the change was determined to be necessary. Ms. Dodge replied it was
determined by the distance the signs were to be located from the roadway.
Chairman Bisesi stated that signage had been included in the original proposal, and that there was
not sufficient representation from the owner to answer all the Commission’s questions regarding the
necessity of the signage changes. He noted that the signage should have been included in the original
package approval.
Mr. Lynch noted that he had concerns regarding the staff report, and the lack of comments in writing
from other departments. He stated that significant concerns referenced in the staff report should
have back-up in writing from other departments. Mr. Vogt stated that the comments from the Police
Department had largely been verbal or by e-mail, and he had wanted to be sure that the comments
were addressed in the staff report regardless. Staff further stated that Mr. Lynch’s concern may have
hinged on a typographical error: The staff report read, “There are significant staff concerns” and
should have read “These are significant staff concerns” instead. Mr. Vogt stated that he would
endeavor to include written staff comments in the future.
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. Whitney suggested a straw vote to see which way the Commission was leaning. If it was leaning
to a negative recommendation, the Commission could choose to continue the petition to the next
month to allow the petitioner to come back with additional representation and information.
Discussion ensued regarding Mr. Whitney’s suggestion. Some commission members suggested
required information was provided as to why the additional signage was requested. Staff suggested
that the sign contractor may have been engaged after the Special Use petition. Ms. Dodge noted that
Quantum Signs was not the original sign company.
Mr. Lynch asked about the recommended letter coloring. Staff replied that such a condition was to
ensure that drivers did not confuse LED sign coloring with traffic signals. Mr. Lynch asked if the timing
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of the message board changes could be modified by condition. Chairman Bisesi stated that could be
part of the motion. Mr. Lynch noted that Algonquin Road may necessitate a longer duration of each
message. Staff agreed that was in the purview of the Commission. Ms. Dodge stated that her client
would be open to a change, but ten seconds seems to be the norm. Mr. O’Brien suggested that the
wall signs be approved, but the message board not be.
Mr. Patterson moved for approval of a 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
With the following conditions:
1. All illuminated signs are to be put on a timer to turn off the signs between the hours of 11:00
pm and 7:00 am.
2. The electronic message board is to be dimmed at night.
3. The electronic message board is to consist of text messages only, and is not to convey
pictures, moving objects, etc. It is to be static and not flashing in nature. Color of the lettering
is recommended not to be red or green.
Mr. Rybarczyk seconded.
Mr. Vogt noted that the intent of the condition regarding dimming the electronic message board was
to have the sign dimmed from dusk until 11:00 pm.
Mr. Rybarczyk moved to remove the approval of the freestanding sign and electronic messaging
board from the motion, along with all relevant conditions, to be voted on separately. Mr. O’Brien
seconded. Chairman Bisesi added the wall sign renderings as presented to the Commission as
exhibits.
Roll call for the amendment:
Mr. Rybarczyk: Yes
Mr. Patterson: Yes
Mr. Whitney: Yes
Mr. O’Brien: Yes
Mr. Lynch: Yes
Mr. Fink: Yes
Mr. Stefaniuk: Yes
Chairman Bisesi: Yes
Yeas – (8) – Bisesi, Fink, Lynch, O’Brien, Patterson, Rybarczyk, Stefaniuk, Whitney
Nays – (0) – NONE
Absent – (1) – Rataiczyk
Abstain – (0) – NONE
Amendment approved.
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Mr. Stefaniuk asked what the hours of operation for the business were to be. Staff replied it was 7:00
am to 9:00 pm. Mr. Stefaniuk asked why the sign would be on until 11:00 pm. Staff replied that the
code allowed signage to be on from 7:00 am to 11:00 pm, except when the business was in
operation, at which point, the signage could be on no later than 1:00 am.

Roll call for the motion as amended:
Mr. Patterson: Yes – No better way to do it.
Mr. Whitney: Yes – It will not impact anything around it, and allow people to see it easier.
Mr. O’Brien: Yes – It will help the signage not get lost, and help with advertising the business.
Mr. Lynch: Yes
Mr. Fink: No – Would have like to see the light impact on the neighbors to the southeast.
Mr. Stefaniuk: Yes
Mr. Rybarczyk: Yes
Chairman Bisesi: Yes – Disappointed that this was not presented with the Special Use
application, and the owner has other businesses in the area.
Yeas – (7) – Bisesi, Lynch, O’Brien, Patterson, Rybarczyk, Stefaniuk, Whitney
Nays – (1) – Fink
Absent – (1) – Rataiczyk
Abstain – (0) – NONE
Motion approved as amended.
Chairman Bisesi stated that, with the vote 7-1-1, the item would go before the City Council with a
positive recommendation, tentatively on April 24, 2018.
Mr. Lynch moved for approval of a Sign Appeal to allow an electronic message board for Fuller’s
Car Wash at 2765 Algonquin Road, C-2 General Commercial Services District, Karen Dodge,
Quantum Signs, Petitioner
With the following conditions:
1. All illuminated signs are to be put on a timer to turn off the signs between the hours of 11:00
pm and 7:00 am.
2. The electronic message board is to be dimmed at night.
3. The electronic message board is to consist of text messages only, and is not to convey
pictures, moving objects, etc. It is to be static and not flashing in nature. Color of the lettering
is recommended not to be red or green.
Mr. Patterson seconded.
Mr. Lynch moved that the motion be amended by adding a condition that the timing of the message
refresh be no less than 20 seconds. Mr. O’Brien asked if there was precedent. Staff stated that there
was not to their knowledge. Motion failed for lack of second.
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Roll call:
Mr. Whitney: No – No hardship for such a request, and it’s too much, too close to the road.
Mr. O’Brien: No – No hardship, and does not want to set a precedent along Algonquin Road.
Mr. Lynch: Yes – The petitioner is not claiming hardship, and this is just an appeal.
Mr. Fink: No – There is no hardship, and generally against these types of signs on busy roads
for safety.
Mr. Stefaniuk: No – Too distracting and not a good fit.
Mr. Rybarczyk: No – Echoes previous Commissioners.
Mr. Patterson: Yes – Not asking for a hardship, just asking for additional advertising.
Chairman Bisesi: No – Echoes Mr. Whitney and Mr. O’Brien regarding precedence, and no
case made for necessity.
Yeas – (2) –Lynch, Patterson
Nays – (6) – Bisesi, Fink, O’Brien, Rybarczyk, Stefaniuk, Whitney
Absent – (1) – Rataiczyk
Abstain – (0) – NONE
Motion denied.
Chairman Bisesi stated that, with the vote 2-6-1, the item would go before the City Council with a
negative recommendation, tentatively April 24, 2018. Ms. Dodge asked if it does not pass, if they
would be allowed to have the previously approved “Free Vacuums” sign. Mr. Vogt confirmed that
would be the case.
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Miscellaneous Business:
1. Election of Officers
Chairman Bisesi reminded the Commission that they had previously decided on a term of a year for
officers. He suggested that the Commission could vote for interested candidates by show of hands,
like last time. He asked if the Commission wanted to keep the same officers as the past year. The
Commission did not object to keep the same officers for the next year. It was suggested to look at the
officers again next year, and also to consider making them two-year terms in the future.
Roll call:
Mr. Fink: Yes
Mr. Lynch: Yes
Mr. O’Brien: Yes
Mr. Whitney: Yes
Mr. Patterson: Yes
Mr. Rybarczyk: Yes
Mr. Stefaniuk: Yes
Chairman Bisesi: Yes
Matters Not on the Agenda:
Mr. Lynch spoke about industry adoption of 5G technology, and his concern that the industry was
making efforts to bypass local zoning authorities and go straight to state legislatures to approve the
required technology. Mr. Vogt stated that the Council may discuss some of these issues as they
evolve, and stated that staff would direct any Commission concerns to the City Manager and/or the
Mayor to gain an update from the City Attorney regarding the state of these issues, but Staff had not
heard anything concrete since the Council’s last discussion. Chairman Bisesi added that the
Commission would need additional information on what that technology required.
Chairman Bisesi asked for an update on the state of the Comprehensive Plan update. Mr. Vogt stated
that proposals had been received and reviewed, and would be conducting interviews with the firms
that provided three of the six proposals, with a target of bringing the contract to the City Council in
May. The update was projected to be completed by the end of 2018, and the Commission would
certainly be included in the process.
Reports:
Mr. Vogt noted that Ryan Homes was expected to come back for final approvals in May, but had
been delayed for internal reasons. Staff did not know when they would submit, and they would be
delayed until June at the earliest. Islamic Society of the Northwest Suburbs had submitted for the
1200 Hicks site approvals, and would appear before the Committee of the Whole in May, and the
Commission in June. They had made significant changes to their original site plan and requested uses.
Mr. Vogt asked the Commission to look at their calendars for a possible Special Meeting in June, as it
would not be advisable to have two such large items on the same agenda. As it stood, there were not
petitions to come forward for the May meeting.
Mr. Vogt reminded the Commission that the 2600 Benton subdivision needed final approval, and may
come back in June or July. The 5160 Dupont subdivision had been submitted to Palatine for review,
but nothing official had yet come back from them. A phone message had been received, and Mr. Vogt
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hoped to have a meeting set up in the near future.
Mr. Lynch asked about the previously heard 4590 Fairfax driveway. Mr. Vogt noted that Community
Development had met with the owner and contractor and presented some options, but no solution
had been chosen. A timeline would be decided if no response was received shortly.
Adjournment
A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Lynch and seconded by Mr. Patterson. Motion carried by
unanimous voice vote. The regular meeting of the April 3, 2018 Planning and Zoning Commission was
adjourned at 8:46 pm.
Respectfully Submitted,
Elizabeth Payne
Secretary
Community Development Division
Distribution:
Mayor
City Manager
Planning and Zoning Commissioners
Community Development Department
Clerk’s Office

Minutes approved at the May 1, 2018 Planning and Zoning Commission meeting as amended.
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Council Action Summary – May 8, 2018

Agenda Location:

Consent Ordinances (1st Reading)

D) Ordinance – Amend Chapter 6 Alcoholic Beverages, Article II Licenses, Section 6-36
Classification of License for Retail Sales to Create a Liquor License Classification (Class G1)
for Video Gaming Establishments.

Attachment:
•

Ordinance

Background:
The Class G1 liquor license is requested to be created because of the video gaming
ordinance. An establishment must first have a Class A1, Class A2, Class A3, or Class D license
and then they can add the G1 license. The cost would be an additional $120.00 for the Class G1
to an establishment once the have the other Class (currently Class A1 costs $4,600; Class A2 costs
$3,800; Class A3 costs $5,200; and Class D costs $3,600).
The Class G1 hours will follow the Class A3 liquor license and the hours of operation
would be from 11:00 a.m. to 2:00 a.m., except on New Year’s Eve where the licensee would be
able to remain open until 3:00 a.m. If there were any conflicts of hours of operations for the
Classes, the G1 would be utilized (this is not in the ordinance).
The new Class G1 would be added to code in the (j) section of the code which has been
left as “reserved.” The Class G1 licenses shall authorize a license holder of Class A1, Class A2,
Class A3 or Class D, in good standing, to file a request for a video gaming terminal operator and
video gaming terminal business license application. If applying and receiving this Class G1, the

business operator will not place signs, posters, pictures or any wording on the windows or doors
of the establishment mentioning video gaming. They will also not place on the outside walls or
roof of the establishment or shopping area any video gaming wording or pictures. In addition, a
tasteful wall inside the establishment (may be open or have slots and does not have to be solid)
will be created for the video gaming area. [Items like a rope, fencing, flimsy divider will not be
allowed]. The establishment must have at least one grill (gas or electric). By each video gaming
machine there must be a table so drinks and food are not placed on the floor or on the machine.

Previous Council Action:
Nothing on the G1 – just mentioned by the City manager at the April 24th City Council meeting.

Recommendation:
Give the Ordinance first reading and move to 2nd Reading on May 22nd.

Ordinance No. 18-____

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 6, “ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES”
OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES (GAMING LICENSE)
WHEREAS, the City Code of Ordinances do not provide for a liquor license to be issued
to an establishment where video gaming commences; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that an establishment which will allow video
gaming must first obtain a Class A1, Class A2, Class A3 or Class D liquor license; and
WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend the Code of Ordinances to provide for a
Class G1 license to allow an establishment to provide video gaming following Illinois State Statute
230 ILCS 40.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Rolling
Meadows, Illinois, as follows:
SECTION ONE:
SECTION TWO:
thereto, the following:

Section 6-36, Chapter 6, “Alcoholic Liquor” is hereby repealed.
Chapter 6, “Alcoholic Liquor” is hereby amended by adding

Sec. 6-36. Classification of licenses for retail sale.
(a)

Class A1 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 A1 license holder for consumption
off the premises. Class A1 license holders may permit social dancing on the
premises by patrons only. In addition, class A1 license holders may provide live
music on the premises.

(b)

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.
(c)

Class A3 licenses shall authorize the retail sale of alcoholic liquor on the premises
designated therein, not operated as a restaurant, for consumption on such premises
only; provided, however, nothing herein shall be deemed to prohibit the licensee
from offering light food service, so long as such food service is incidental to and
not a major part of the primary business of the licensee. No Class A3 license
shall be issued for the sale at retail of any alcoholic liquor within 100 feet of any
church, school other than an institution of high learning, hospital, home for aged
or library.

(d)

Class B licenses shall authorize the retail sale of alcoholic liquor in bottles, cans
or packages not to be consumed on premises, except as provided below, and no
person, firm or corporation, or partnership licensed under this classification shall
sell alcoholic liquor for consumption on the premises, and in no case shall any
dancing be permitted on the premises of a holder of a class B license. Class B
license holders are permitted to hold up to 12 alcoholic beverage tastings a year,
where they may serve up to three samples consisting of not more than one-fourth
ounce of distilled spirits, one ounce of wine, or two ounces of beer to each
consumer in one 24-hour period (the proposed service limits are taken from state
law). The license holder must inform the police department of their planned
activities 24 hours in advance of the planned event.

(e)

Class B-1 licenses shall authorize the retail sale of alcoholic liquor in conjunction
with the sale of motor fuel, in bottles, cans or packages not to be consumed on
premises where the sale of alcoholic liquor is sold within the same building as
motor fuel sales are purchased.

(f)

Class C licenses shall authorize the retail sale or delivery on the premises
specified of alcoholic liquor for consumption on the premises, which premises
must be zoned for commercial, industrial, or church purposes. The license shall be
issued for the period or occasion as described in subsection 6-38(b). No alcoholic
liquor shall be sold by any class C license holder for consumption off premises.
Class A1, A2 and B license holders are ineligible to receive a class C license.
(1)

No class C license shall be issued unless the license applicant has
complied with the following:

a.

Submit to the city a written security plan to be reviewed and
approved by the police and fire chiefs and the community
development director prior to issuance of the license. The plan
must contain at a minimum the following information:
1.

The number of people expected to attend in total and at the
peak of the event (for the purpose of determining
compliance with occupancy loading for a given site);

2.

The estimated age group of the persons expected to attend;

3.

The type of alcoholic liquor to be served;

4.

The method of delivery;

5.

Designation of persons who will be in charge of dispensing
the alcoholic liquor;

6.

A detail on how the prospective licensee shall prevent the
sale or delivery of alcoholic liquor to persons under the age
of 21; and

7.

A plan on how security and safety will be maintained. If
recommended by the chief of the police or fire department,
the license applicant shall, at its cost, provide trained
security personnel, including members of the city police or
fire department as determined by the respective chief.

(2)

Submit the names, addresses, driver's license numbers, and phone
numbers of all officers of the organization at the time of application.

(3)

Submit to the city a financial statement for the organization's most recent
fiscal year, unless the organization has not been in existence for more than
one year, at the time of application.

(4)

Following the conduct of the event submit a financial report to the city
detailing the revenues and expenditures for the event.

(5)

Arrange for alcoholic liquor service training to be conducted by the city's
police department for persons who will be overseeing the sale of alcoholic
liquor. The chief of police may waive this requirement if the applicant can

demonstrate that the persons overseeing the sale of alcoholic have
received prior training or have acceptable experience in the field of
alcoholic sales. The licensee shall pay the city for the cost of the training.
(6)

(g)

The owner of the premises on which the event is to be conducted shall
sign the application for liquor license acknowledging approval of the
applicant's requested use of the premises for the retail sale or delivery of
alcoholic liquors.

Class D licenses shall authorize the retail sale on the premises specified of wine
and beer only for consumption on the 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 D license
holder for consumption off the premises. There shall be no dancing on the
premises of any class D license holder.
(1)

Class D-1 licenses shall authorize the retail sale of beer and wine only in
conjunction with the sale of motor fuel, in bottles, cans or packages not to
be consumed on premises where the sale of alcoholic liquor is sold within
the same building as motor fuel sales are purchased.

(h)

Class E licenses shall authorize the retail sale of alcoholic liquors for consumption
on premises which also operate a light food service thereon and where the
principal business conducted on the premises is not the sale of alcoholic liquor but
to provide a place in which the public may engage, for a fee, in physical fitness
activities, including but not limited to bowling, tennis, handball, racquetball,
swimming or similar physical activities. The alcoholic liquor service area shall
not exceed 20 percent of the floor area of the premises and shall not be divided
into two or more liquor service areas.

(i)

Class P licenses shall authorize the retail delivery or sale of alcoholic liquor in
any building owned by the Rolling Meadows Park District, the delivery and sale
of alcoholic liquor in which has been approved by the board of commissioners of
the park district pursuant to Section 6-15 of the Illinois Liquor control Act of
1934. Such retail delivery or sale may be by the park district or by an entity with
whom the park district has contracted to provide professional catering or other
food and beverage service services. Class P license holders may permit social
dancing and live music on the premises.

(j)

Class G1 licenses shall authorize a license holder of Class A1, Class A2, Class A3
or Class D, in good standing, to file a request for a video gaming terminal
operator and video gaming terminal business license application. If applying and
receiving this Class G1, the business operator will not place signs, posters,
pictures or any wording on the windows or doors of the establishment mentioning
video gaming. They will also not place on the outside walls or roof of the
establishment or shopping area any video gaming wording or pictures. In
addition, a tasteful wall inside the establishment (may be open or have slots and
does not have to be solid) will be created for the video gaming area. [Items like a
rope, fencing, flimsy divider will not be allowed]. The establishment must have
at least one grill (gas or electric). By each video gaming machine there must be a
table so drinks and food are not placed on the floor or on the machine.

(k)

Reserved.

(l)

Licenses shall state thereon the class to which they belong, the names of the
licensees, the address and description of the premises for which they are granted,
and the dates of their issuance and expiration.

SECTION THREE: Section 6-37(a) of Chapter 6 “Alcoholic Beverages” is hereby
amended by adding thereto the following:
(11) 0 Class G1 licenses.
SECTION FOUR:
Section 6-38(a) of Chapter 6, “Alcoholic Beverages” is hereby
amended to read as follows:
(a)
Class A1, A2, A3, B, B-1, D, E, P and G1 licenses shall terminate one year from
issuance of the license.
SECTION FIVE:
Section 6-77 of Chapter 6, “Alcoholic Beverages” is hereby
amended by adding the following after subsection (a) and re-lettering the remaining subsections:

(c)

It shall be lawful to sell or offer for sale at retail under Class G1 licenses alcoholic
liquors and the use of video gaming machines in the City between the hours of
11:00 a.m. to 2:00 a.m., the following morning. On New Year’s Eve, alcoholic
liquors may be sold at retail until 3:00 a.m. the following morning.

SECTION SIX:
to read as follows:
(g)

Section 6-77 (g) upon adoption of this ordinance) shall be amended

It shall be unlawful to sell or offer for sale at retail alcoholic liquor in the city
other than during the hours specified in this section. During the times when

alcoholic liquor may not be sold or offered for sale at retail, the premises for
which a class A1, A2, A3, C, D, E, or G1 license has been issued shall be closed,
provided that the premises of restaurants, hotels, and clubs may be kept open in
addition to the hours referred to in this section for purposes other than the sale or
consumption of alcoholic liquor.
SECTION SEVEN: Appendix B, “Schedule of Rates, Fees, Fines and Penalties”,
Article IV, “Alcoholic Beverages” is hereby amended at Paragraph B by adding the following
beneath Class A2 license fees:
Class
G1

Annual Fee
$120.00

SECTION EIGHT: The G1 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.
SECTION NINE: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its date
of passage and approval as required by law.
SECTION TEN: 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 22nd day of May 2018.

______________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:
______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
Published this 23rd day of May 2018
_______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Pending (1st Reading)
E) Ordinance Authorizing the Disposal of Surplus City Property – Vehicles
& Equipment
Attachments:
• Ordinance
• Vehicle List and Equipment List / Photographs
Background: Staff is requesting a first reading to the attached Ordinance
allowing for the disposal of the following items that have been determined to be
surplus by the Public Works, I.T. Department and Police Department.
Once declared surplus, Staff will work with the auction service to establish
market values for all items proposed for disposal. All proceeds from the declared
surplus will be returned to the appropriate Fund. If approved, all items listed
below will be listed through an auction service.
The items attached for your review are identified as follows:
Description
RM057 2008 Chevrolet trailblazer VIN
#1GNET13M682100225
RM111 2004 Ford F-250 Pickup VIN #
1FTNF21L44ED00853
RM168 2006 Ford F-250 Pickup VIN #
1FTNF21536EC51293
RM174 2006 Ford Crown Victoria VIN #
2FAFP71WX6X147802
RM179 2006 Ford F-350 Pickup VIN
#1FDWF35597EA50564
RM263 2008 Ford Ranger VIN
#1FTYR14U28PA51241
RM308 2009 Ford Crown Victoria VIN #
2FABP7BV3BX181516
(10) 2 Yard Commercial Dumpsters
Miscellaneous computer items (see
attached spreadsheet)

Department

Projected
Value

Police Department

$3,000

Public Works

$4,500

Public Works

$3,800

Police Department

$1,000

Public Works

$6,000

Public Works

$2,500

Police Department

$1,000

Public Works

$100

I.T.

$100

Previous Council Action: None
Recommendation: Approve ordinance as presented for 1st Reading, and
forward to the May 22nd City Council Meeting for final approval.

Ordinance No. 18-____

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE SALE OF PERSONAL
PROPERTY OWNED BY THE CITY OF ROLLING MEADOWS
WHEREAS, in the opinion of a majority of the Corporate Authorities of the
City of Rolling Meadows, it is no longer necessary, useful, or in the best interest
of said jurisdiction to retain ownership of the personal property hereinafter
described.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of
Rolling Meadows, Cook County, Illinois as follows:
SECTION ONE: Pursuant to 65 ILCS 5/11-76-4, the City Council finds that
the following described personal property now owned by the City of Rolling
Meadows is no longer necessary or useful or in the best interest of the City to
maintain and the City would be best served by the property’s sale. Personal
property set forth on the attached item Disposal List (Exhibit A), of the following
vehicles and equipment:

Description
RM057 2008 Chevrolet trailblazer VIN
#1GNET13M682100225
RM111 2004 Ford F-250 Pickup VIN #
1FTNF21L44ED00853
RM168 2006 Ford F-250 Pickup VIN #
1FTNF21536EC51293
RM174 2006 Ford Crown Victoria VIN #
2FAFP71WX6X147802
RM179 2006 Ford F-350 Pickup VIN
#1FDWF35597EA50564
RM263 2008 Ford Ranger VIN
#1FTYR14U28PA51241
RM308 2009 Ford Crown Victoria VIN #
2FABP7BV3BX181516
(10) 2 Yard Commercial Dumpsters
Miscellaneous computer items (see
attached spreadsheet)

Department

Projected
Value

Police Department

$3,000

Public Works

$4,500

Public Works

$3,800

Police Department

$1,000

Public Works

$6,000

Public Works

$2,500

Police Department

$1,000

Public Works

$100

I.T.

$100

SECTION TWO: The City Manager is hereby authorized to direct the sale
of the aforementioned personal property an authorized auction service, or by
other means.
SECTION THREE: The City Manager is hereby authorized to direct the
authorized auction service to advertise the sale of the aforementioned personal
property through the area newspapers, direct mailings and other channels
deemed appropriate prior to the date of said auction.
SECTION FOUR: The City Manager is authorized to direct the authorized
auction service to enter into an agreement for the sale of said property whereby
said property is sold at the auction.
SECTION FIVE: No bid shall be accepted for the sale of an item which is
less than the minimum value set forth herein, unless the City Manager or their
designee so authorizes at the time of the auction.
SECTION SIX: Upon payment in full of the auctioned price for aforesaid
items of personal property by the highest bidder, the City Manager is authorized
to direct the authorized auction service to convey and transfer the title and
ownership of said personal property to the bidder.
SECTION SEVEN: In the event any item is not sold at such public auction,
the City Manager is further authorized and directed to dispose of such items by
private sale or auction at such price to be determined by the City Manager.
SECTION EIGHT: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and
after its passage, by a vote of at least three-fourths (3/4ths) of the corporate
authorities, and approval and publication in the manner provided by law.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 22nd day of May, 2018

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

RM057 2008 Chevrolet trailblazer VIN #1GNET13M682100225
To be sold at auction

RM111 2004 Ford F‐250 Pickup VIN # 1FTNF21L44ED00853
To be sold at auction

RM168 2006 Ford F‐250 Pickup VIN # 1FTNF21536EC51293
To be sold at auction

RM174 2006 Ford Crown Victoria VIN # 2FAFP71WX6X147802
To be sold at auction

.

RM179 2006 Ford F‐350 Pickup VIN #1FDWF35597EA50564
To be sold at auction

RM263 2008 Ford Ranger VIN #1FTYR14U28PA51241
To be sold at auction

RM308 2009 Ford Crown Victoria VIN # 2FABP7BV3BX181516
To be sold at auction

(10) 2 Yard Commercial Dumpsters

Make

Description

1 - Epson

DS-510

Serial Number

1 - Canon

Flatbed Scanner

1 - HP

4250 Laser Jet Printer

CNRXK39591

1 - HP

3700 ColorLaser Jet Printer

JPLBK02742

1 - Havis

Docking Station for Car

1 - Eltron

Label Printer

1 - Toshiba

DVD Player

1 - Sony

DVD Player

2 - Alcatel-Lucent

Switches

1 - HP

All in one Printer

8 - UPS Backup Units (broken)
5 - External Speakers (broken)
1 - box of microphone holders
12 -boxes of misc. keyboards, mice, old VGA cables, power cords, phone/ethernet cabling
Planer

20" Monitor

22N23320271

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

A0F024320385

Hanns-G

15" Monitor

7528C3KA00470

ViewSonic

19" Monitor

PPK0522600838

Dell

15" Monitor

MX-05R108-47605-33E-DDPX

Dell

15" Monitor

CN-06R644-47804-359-L374

HP

15" Monitor

CNK0N00622

Dell

15" Monitor

CN-06R644-47804-359-L37M

Dell

15" Monitor

CN-06R644-47804-36C-N0KN

ViewSonic

15" Monitor

Qy8073181867

Dell

15" Monitor

CN-06R644-47804-359-L383

ViewSonic

15" Monitor

PSX053804446

Dell

15" Monitor

CN-06R644-47804-36C-N1LQ

Dell

15" Monitor

CN-06R644-47804-359-L37T

Dell

15" Monitor

CN-06R644-47804-359-137Q

OptiQuest

20" Monitor

QM5071300538

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

Q87065124725

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

PSW054803002

Gateway

22" Monitor

MGK6BD06 09601

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

PSW060275484

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

QB5072167367

ViewSonic

19" Monitor

PPK052600849

Planer

20" Monitor

22N233200277

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

PSW062970967

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

Q85072167377

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

QC2082060272

Dell

15" Monitor

CN-06R644-47804-36C-N1M4

ViewSonic

15" Monitor

PSX05380989

OptiQuest

20" Monitor

QM5071300534

OptiQuest

20" Monitor

QM5071300535

Dell

Latitude D520

DJMSGC1

Dell

Latitude D830

38BGMD1

Dell

Latitude D830

88BGMD1

Dell

Precision M4800

4B9SL12

Panasonic

CF-31

0IKYA22436

Getac

B300H

Getac

B300H

Dell

Latitude D520

Fujitsu

JBMSHC1
R8504942

Dell

GX270

P2007900470

Unknown

Computer used for Sewer Truck

WS500460

HP

Pavilion MX

MXF7390DCK

Dell

Server

7ZN0D21

ViewSonic

17" Monitor

PSX053803990

ViewSonic

17" Monitor

QQJ074440896

ViewSonic

17" Monitor

PSX053803865

ViewSonic

17" Monitor

QA7071481080

ViewSonic

19" Monitor

PSW054372290

ViewSonic

17" Monitor

QA7071482514

ViewSonic

17" Monitor

QA7071482909

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

A0F024320527

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

QC9073056039

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

A21040900808

ViewSonic

17" Monitor

Q87073523947

ViewSonic

19" Monitor

PSW060275683

ViewSonic

19" Monitor

PSW061071315

ViewSonic

17" Monitor

QAG072114012

ViewSonic

19" Monitor

QQ87073524783

ViewSonic

20" Monitor

TSP141600801

Dell

17" Monitor

MX-08G1524760531GD0B6

Dell

17" Monitor

CN-0FP81674261 855-3CRL

ViewSonic

17" Monitor

QM5071300539

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2V03KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2TR8KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2V66KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2TZ6KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2TL6KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2TV3KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2V34KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2TN7KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2V36KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2V76KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2V49KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2V97KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2TZ8KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2V77KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2V04KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2V16KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2TN8KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

2V14KS1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

H9M0YV1

Dell

OptiPlex 390

FQ56WR1

HP

P0235

VNB3M26148

I.T. miscellaneous computer equipment and parts

Council Action Summary – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Ordinance
F) Ordinance Amending City Code to Allow Backyard Chickens

Attachment:
•

Ordinance.

Background:
City Council is being asked to pass an ordinance which will allow for backyard chickens (4 hens
only) in the City.

Previous Council Action:
Most recently at the April 17, 2018 Committee of the Whole meeting.

Recommendation:
If approved then move to the May 22nd meeting for second reading.

ORDINANCE NO. 18-____
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 14 (“ANIMALS”)
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined it is in the best interest of the City to allow
chickens on single-family residential property; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has further determined to regulate the raising of chickens.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the City Council of the City of Rolling
Meadows, as follows:
SECTION ONE:

Chapter 15, “Animals” is hereby mended by adding thereto, the

following:
Article VII. Chickens.
Sec. 14-150 Chickens
a. The raising/keeping of chickens shall be permitted on
residential zoning lots containing a minimum of eight thousand
(8,000) square feet.
b. A maximum of four (4) chickens shall be permitted on
properties zoned and occupied for single family residential
uses.
c. All chickens shall be kept within a covered enclosure/structure
with an attached covered/enclosed outdoor area to prevent
chickens from encroaching onto neighboring properties.
d. An outdoor area a minimum of six (6) square feet per chicken
will be required and a maximum of one hundred (100) total
square feet will be permitted for both the covered
enclosure/structure and outdoor area.
e. All enclosures/structures shall be located a minimum of five
feet (5') from all lot lines.
f. The structure shall contain insulated walls and/or an insulated
blanket shall cover the structure during the winter months.
749297.1
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g. All chickens and enclosures/structures shall be kept/located in
the rear yard only.
h. All areas where chickens are kept shall be clean and well
maintained with little to no accumulation of waste. In addition,
all areas where chickens are kept shall not produce or cause
odors that are detectable on adjacent properties.
i. Roosters are prohibited.
j. No slaughtering.
k. No other poultry, including but not limited to geese, ducks and
turkeys shall be kept on the property.
l. An initial building permit shall be required for all
enclosures/structures associated with the raising of chickens. A
building inspection/approval is required prior to obtaining a
chicken license.
m. A chicken license issued by the City with a one-time fee of
twenty five dollars ($25.00) shall be required prior to
purchasing the chickens. A renewal license shall be required
each year thereafter, with no additional fee or building
inspection required.
n. Proof of registration with the Illinois Department of
Agriculture will be required with the annual license.
o. A maximum of twenty five (25) residential zoning lots will be
licensed to have chickens in the City at one (1) time.
Sec. 14-151. - Injunction.
Any violation of this chapter is hereby declared to be unlawful and
a public nuisance. Upon request of the city manager, an action by
the city attorney for injunctive relief may be commenced for the
abatement, removal and enjoyment thereof in the manner provided
by law. Application shall be made to such court or courts which
have jurisdiction to grant such relief, to abate or remove such use
and restrain and enjoin any person from using property contrary to
the provisions of this chapter.
SECTION TWO:

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

date of passage and approval as required by law.

749297.1
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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 22nd day of May 2018.
Approved this 22nd day of May 2018.

__________________________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor

ATTEST:

_____________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

Published this 23rd day of May 2018.

_____________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

749297.1
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Warrant Approval Summary Sheet
5/8/2018
April 20 to May 3, 2018 (for May 8, 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: $
Payroll and Taxes:
Bi-Weekly P/R - 4/27/2018

$
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:

2,517.50
136,714.10
139,231.60

671,455.27
671,455.27

$
$
$
$
$
$

322,204.00
4,939.36
327,143.36

$

1,137,830.23

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

(Date)

-

“A Great Place to Call Home”

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 - 5/8/2018 - REFUNDS

05/02/2018 14:48
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

INVOICE DTL DESC
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
54281 05/08/2018 PRTD
697 ACCESS ELEVATOR
PBL160168
04/24/2018
050718
100.00
Invoice: PBL160168
PBL160168 2408 CARDINAL DR
100.00 08
26010
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS
CHECK
54282 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: PME170057

691 AMERICAN AIR MECHANICAL SERVICES
275.00 08

54283 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: PBL140147

690 ZACHARY & STACEY BROOKS
50.00 08

54284 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: PBL170836

698 FELDCO FACTORY TO YOU
100.00 08

54285 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: PBL110198

699 HARRIS EXTERIORS INC

PME170057
26010

PBL140147
26010

PBL170836
26010

PBL110198
150.00 08

HARRIS EXTERIORS INC

26010
PBL110199

Invoice: PBL110199
150.00 08
HARRIS EXTERIORS INC

26010
PBL110200

Invoice: PBL110200
160.00 08
HARRIS EXTERIORS INC

26010
PBL110201

Invoice: PBL110201
170.00 08
HARRIS EXTERIORS INC

26010
PBL110202

Invoice: PBL110202
265.00 08

26010

54281 TOTAL:

100.00

04/13/2018
050718
PME170057 1701 GOLF RD T2-10TH FL
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

275.00

CHECK

275.00

54282 TOTAL:

04/24/2018
050718
PBL140147 3301 BROCKWAY ST
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

50.00

CHECK

50.00

54283 TOTAL:

04/13/2018
050718
PBL170836 2104 SAINT JAMES ST
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

100.00

CHECK

100.00

54284 TOTAL:

04/13/2018
050718
PBL110198 MEADOW EDGE TOWNHOMES
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

150.00

04/13/2018
050718
PBL110199 MEADOW EDGE TOWNHOMES
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

150.00

04/13/2018
050718
PBL110200 MEADOW EDGE TOWNHOMES
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

160.00

04/13/2018
050718
PBL110201 MEADOW EDGE TOWNHOMES
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

170.00

04/13/2018
050718
PBL110202 MEADOW EDGE TOWNHOMES
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

265.00

CHECK

895.00

54285 TOTAL:

WARRANT - 5/8/2018 - REFUNDS

05/02/2018 14:48
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

INVOICE DTL DESC
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
54286 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: PBL180011

700 J L L PROPERTIES

PBL180011
125.00 08

54287 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: PBL160522

701 N T P WIRELESS

26010

PBL160522
125.00 08

26010

04/24/2018
050718
PBL180011 2401 ALGONQUIN RD 1
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

125.00

CHECK

54286 TOTAL:

125.00

04/24/2018
050718
PBL160522 3201 CENTRAL RD ELV #2/PS#1
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

125.00

CHECK
54288 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: PBL170845

702 OAK ROOFING INC

PBL170845
295.00 08

26010

04/13/2018
050718
PBL170845 PLUM GROVE SHOP CENTER GEN
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS
CHECK

54289 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: PBL170919

703 OAKTREE CONSTRUCTION SERVICES
100.00 08

54290 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: PBL170260

704 RELIABLE BASEMENT SERVICES
100.00 08

54291 05/08/2018 PRTD
562 ROHIT P BHATIA
Invoice: REIMB-1846 HOOVER CT

PBL170919
26010

PBL170260
26010

54288 TOTAL:

105.00 08

PBL150571
26010

295.00

295.00
100.00

CHECK

100.00

54289 TOTAL:

04/24/2018
050718
PBL170260 2303 SIGWALT ST
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

100.00

CHECK

100.00

54290 TOTAL:

REIMB-1846 HOOVER CT04/26/2018 20180074 050718
REIMB-1846 HOVVER CT-1/2 COST OF RODDING
247.50 20705035 54640
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

626 ROUTE 53 PROFESSIONAL CENTER LLC

125.00

04/24/2018
050718
PBL170919 113 VILLA CIRCLE DR
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

CHECK
54292 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: PBL150571

54287 TOTAL:

54291 TOTAL:

247.50

247.50

04/24/2018
050718
PBL150571 2200 HICKS RD 101
ESCROW - SURETY DEPOSITS

105.00

CHECK

105.00

54292 TOTAL:

WARRANT - 5/8/2018 - REFUNDS

05/02/2018 14:48

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

NUMBER OF CHECKS

|P
3
|apcshdsb

12

TOTAL PRINTED CHECKS

*** CASH ACCOUNT TOTAL ***

2,517.50

COUNT
AMOUNT
______ _________________
12
2,517.50

*** GRAND TOTAL ***

2,517.50

05/02/2018 14:48

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

WARRANT - 5/8/2018 - REFUNDS

FUND
DUE TO
DUE FROM
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
08
ESCROW FUND
2,270.00
20
UTILITIES FUND
247.50
99
TREASURY FUND
2,517.50
_________________ _________________
TOTAL
2,517.50
2,517.50
** END OF REPORT

**

WARRANT - 5/8/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

05/02/2018 15:24
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

INVOICE DTL DESC
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
54293 05/08/2018 PRTD
487 ADVANCED DISPOSAL RM TSF- F4
F40000033046
04/15/2018 20180073 050818
537.64
Invoice: F40000033046
9.91 TN Dumping Debris
537.64 16705045 54225
DUMP FEES
CHECK
54294 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 1072223

13 AEREX PEST CONTROL SERVICES

1072223

210.00 33705050 54610

03/31/2018 20180208 050818
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR PEST CONTROL
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CHECK

54295 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 623961

14 AETNA TRUCK PARTS INC

623961
23.80 14705015 57280

AETNA TRUCK PARTS INC

624251

Invoice: 624251
106.13 14705015 57280

54296 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 131825

18 AIR ONE EQUIPMENT INC

131825

471.95 01303010 56230

54293 TOTAL:

54294 TOTAL:

Invoice: 1C67-CQGD-6Y4Q

210.00
23.80

04/12/2018 20180267 050818
FILTERS FOR STOCK
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

106.13

CHECK

129.93

54295 TOTAL:

04/11/2018
050818
TACTICAL HOOLIGAN EQUIPMENT
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT

471.95

CHECK

471.95

54296 TOTAL:

1T74-CWWQ-1NFN
04/18/2018 20180228 050818
SCANNER FOR PW
320.91 20705030 56230
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT

13.99

AMAZON CAPITAL SERVICES INC

320.91

AMAZON CAPITAL SERVICES INC

303.74

1C67-CQGD-6Y4Q
04/19/2018 20180234 050818
LABEL PRINTER
303.74 25255025 60006
EQUIPMENT - IT
CHECK

54298 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 201898

210.00

04/04/2018 20180265 050818
FILTER FOR STOCK
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

54297 05/08/2018 PRTD
28 AMAZON CAPITAL SERVICES INC
1C4W-HPV3-W7LG
04/17/2018 20180227 050818
Invoice: 1C4W-HPV3-W7LG
KEYSTONE WALL PLATE
13.99 01252500 56215
COMPUTER SUPPLIES
Invoice: 1T74-CWWQ-1NFN

537.64

30 AMERICAN CHARGE SERVICE

201898

32.20 01303000 54610

54297 TOTAL:

03/31/2018
TAXI SERVICE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

050818

638.64
32.20

WARRANT - 5/8/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

05/02/2018 15:24
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

INVOICE DTL DESC
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
CHECK
54298 TOTAL:
32.20
54299 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 803761459

31 AMERIGAS-PALATINE

803761459
53.71 14705015 56250

54300 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 761382

47 ARLINGTON POWER EQUIPMENT

761382

35.29 14705015 57280
ARLINGTON POWER EQUIPMENT

762218

Invoice: 762218
5.38 01707020 56220

03/31/2018 20180262 050818
PROPANE
GASOLINE/FUEL

53.71

CHECK

53.71

04/02/2018 20180098 050818
SPARK PLUGS AND CAP ASSEMBLY
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

35.29

04/09/2018 20180233 050818
CHAIN SAW REPAIR PARTS
OPERATING SUPPLIES

5.38

CHECK
54301 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 286235

59 AUTO TECH CENTERS INC

286235

702.34 14705015 56255

54302 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 88359

405 BOB ROHRMAN'S SCHAUMBURG FORD

88359

30.38 14705015 57280
BOB ROHRMAN'S SCHAUMBURG FORD

88913

Invoice: 88913
52.74 14705015 57280
BOB ROHRMAN'S SCHAUMBURG FORD

88794

Invoice: 88794
96.12 14705015 57280
BOB ROHRMAN'S SCHAUMBURG FORD

88914

Invoice: 88914
35.64 14705015 57280

54299 TOTAL:

54300 TOTAL:

40.67

04/11/2018 20180258 050818
TIRES
TIRES

702.34

CHECK

702.34

54301 TOTAL:

03/12/2018 20180056 050818
DOOR HANDLE ASSEMBLY
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

30.38

04/18/2018 20180252 050818
VEHICLE PARTS
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

52.74

04/16/2018 20180254 050818
VEHICLE PARTS
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

96.12

04/20/2018 20180241 050818
PLUG
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

35.64

CHECK

54302 TOTAL:

54303 05/08/2018 PRTD
73 BODY BUILDERS AUTOMOTIVE
WORKFILE ID 8FB867F803/27/2018 20180289 050818
Invoice: WORKFILE ID 8FB867F8
REPAIR TO RMPD #183/NOT IRMA
1,590.83 14705015 54640
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

214.88
1,590.83

WARRANT - 5/8/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

05/02/2018 15:24
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

INVOICE DTL DESC
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CHECK
54303 TOTAL:
1,590.83
54304 05/08/2018 PRTD
693 CARLOS SAEZ
Invoice: SAEZ TRNG 041718-042

SAEZ TRNG 041718-04204/27/2018
050818
TRAINING EXPENSES 4/17/18-4/20/18
157.87 01303010 54250
TRAVEL AND LODGING
CHECK

54305 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: C15341

88 CASEY EQUIPMENT COMPANY INC

C15341

260.89 14705015 57280
CASEY EQUIPMENT COMPANY INC

C15337

Invoice: C15337
46.84 14705015 57280
CASEY EQUIPMENT COMPANY INC

C15340

Invoice: C15340
952.60 14705015 57280

97 CHICAGO PARTS & SOUND

30IC068062
52.08 14705015 57280

54307 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 142786

82 CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142786
1,148.98 38002030 60020
CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142798

Invoice: 142798
216.25 61705010 54610
CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142789
Invoice: 142789
1,779.50 37002030 54610
CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142787
Invoice: 142787
840.00 61705010 60080
CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142788
Invoice: 142788
2,595.00 61705010 54610

157.87

04/20/2018 20180128 050818
PAVEMENT ROLLER PARTS
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

260.89

04/20/2018 20180270 050818
RADIATOR CAP
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

46.84

04/20/2018 20180128 050818
PAVEMENT ROLLER PARTS
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

952.60

CHECK
54306 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 30IC068062

54304 TOTAL:

157.87

54305 TOTAL:

1,260.33

04/11/2018 20180255 050818
TRANSMISSION FLUID
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

52.08

CHECK

52.08

54306 TOTAL:

04/17/2018 20180155 050818
ENG SRVC APOLLO LIGHTING CONST
IMPROVEMENTS NOT TO BUILDINGS
04/17/2018 20180159 050818
ENG SRVC - 2018 TRAFFIC REVIEW COMMITTEE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

1,148.98

216.25

04/17/2018 20180176 050818
ENG SRVC SURVEYING SERVICES
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

1,779.50

04/17/2018
050818
KIRCHOFF ROAD TRAFFIC ACCOUNTS
ANNUAL STREET PROGRAM

840.00

04/17/2018 20180156 050818
PREPARING QBS POLICIES & PROCEDURES
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

2,595.00
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____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142783
04/17/2018 20180176 050818
2,689.00
Invoice: 142783
ENG SRVC SURVEYING SERVICES
2,689.00 37002030 54610
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142784
Invoice: 142784
2,484.75 61705010 60080
CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L 142785
Invoice: 142785
307.50 20705040 60020

04/17/2018 20180249 050818
17-R-104/2018 LOCAL ST PRGM RESURFACING
ANNUAL STREET PROGRAM

04/17/2018 20180245 050818
307.50
17R72/ENG SRVC KEN DAM SPILLWAY CONST OBSERVATION
IMPROVEMENTS NOT TO BUILDINGS
CHECK

54308 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: #8

82 CHRISTOPHER B BURKE ENGINEERING L #8
9,766.88 61705010 60020

54309 05/08/2018 PRTD
107 COMCAST
Invoice: 8771 041818-051718

COMED
Invoice: 0141163000/MAY 2018

CHECK

9,766.88

54308 TOTAL:

8771 041818-051718 04/11/2018
CAMERAS/3240 KIRCHOFF
309.70 04005005 54300
TELECOMMUNICATIONS

050818

309.70

54309 TOTAL:

309.70

0328167077/MAY 2018 04/18/2018
050818
POND AERATORS (3/20/18-4/18/18)
85.65 20705030 54290
UTILITIES

85.65

0141163000/MAY 2018 04/18/2018
JWP-WEST (3/19/18-4/17/18
79.65 61705010 54290
UTILITIES

79.65

050818

54310 TOTAL:

0732076014/MAY 2018 04/18/2018
050818
UNMETERED ST LITES(3/15/18-4/18/18
1,437.13 61705010 54290
UTILITIES
CHECK

54312 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 247673

12,060.98
9,766.88

CHECK
54311 05/08/2018 PRTD
516 COMED
Invoice: 0732076014/MAY 2018

54307 TOTAL:

04/19/2018 20180081 050818
16R124/ EUCLID BIKEPATH PHS II
IMPROVEMENTS NOT TO BUILDINGS

CHECK
54310 05/08/2018 PRTD
516 COMED
Invoice: 0328167077/MAY 2018

2,484.75

535 COMPASS MINERALS AMERICA INC

247673

4,583.95 61705010 56260

54311 TOTAL:

04/11/2018 20180150 050818
17-R-126/91.73 ROCK SALT
SNOW REMOVAL SUPPLIES

165.30
1,437.13

1,437.13
4,583.95
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CHECK
54312 TOTAL:
4,583.95
54313 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 2018-1

113 COOK COUNTY TREASURER

2018-1

1,710.00 61705010 54610

54314 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 289

139 DUB VOX STUDIO SERVICES

289

600.00 01101040 54611

04/03/2018 20180250 050818
2018 TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

1,710.00

CHECK

1,710.00

04/26/2018 20180327 050818
TASTE THE TOWN 2018 VIDEO SHOOT/EDITING
OTHER SERVICES
CHECK

54315 05/08/2018 PRTD
695 ELLEN CHISM
Invoice: CHISM 4/24/18 MILEAG

54313 TOTAL:

600.00

54314 TOTAL:

600.00

CHISM 4/24/18 MILEAG04/24/2018
050818
MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT 4/11/18-4/12/18
139.52 01303010 54250
TRAVEL AND LODGING

139.52

CHECK

54315 TOTAL:

139.52

54316 05/08/2018 PRTD
147 ENGINEERING SOLUTIONS TEAM
INVOICE #2 & FINAL 04/19/2018 20180193 050818
Invoice: INVOICE #2 & FINAL
SANITARY SWR CONNECTION STUDY PHASE 1
1,480.00 20705035 60020
IMPROVEMENTS NOT TO BUILDINGS

1,480.00

CHECK
54317 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 0134910-IN

148 ENTENMANN-ROVIN CO

0134910-IN
1,800.70 01303010 56100

54318 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: H28584

681 FILE FOR LIFE FOUNDATION INC

H28584

168.00 01404010 56220

54319 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 14812

158 FIRE SERVICE INC

14812
136.50 14705015 57280

FIRE SERVICE INC

14818

Invoice: 14818
31.25 14705015 57280

54316 TOTAL:

1,480.00

04/13/2018 20180268 050818
UNIFORM ACCESSORIES
UNIFORMS & CLOTHING

1,800.70

CHECK

1,800.70

54317 TOTAL:

04/18/2018 20180310 050818
FILE OF LIFE MAGNETS
OPERATING SUPPLIES

168.00

CHECK

168.00

54318 TOTAL:

04/09/2018 20180263 050818
SWITCH
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

136.50

04/09/2018 20180264 050818
GASKET
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

31.25
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CHECK
54320 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: PINV1518773

169 GARVEY'S OFFICE PRODUCTS INC

PINV1518773

78.12 01303000 56210

04/13/2018
OFFICE SUPPLIES
OFFICE SUPPLIES
CHECK

54321 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 9755447951

183 GRAINGER

9755447951
7.15 33705050 56230

GRAINGER

9753656579

Invoice: 9753656579
140.88 33705050 56220

54322 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 71372

420 HANSON HARDWARE INC

71372
2.49 14705015 57280

HANSON HARDWARE INC

71489

Invoice: 71489
21.95 01404010 56220
HANSON HARDWARE INC

71418

Invoice: 71418
34.89 20705030 56220
HANSON HARDWARE INC

71465

Invoice: 71465
31.99 33705050 57280

54323 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 13102

192 HEALY ASPHALT CO LLC

13102
351.08 61705010 56220

54324 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 271444

196 HENDERSON PRODUCTS INC

271444

370.73 14705015 57280

54319 TOTAL:

167.75

050818

78.12

54320 TOTAL:

78.12

04/12/2018 20180185 050818
Hex bit set
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT

7.15

04/11/2018 20180167 050818
LIGHT BULBS
OPERATING SUPPLIES

140.88

CHECK

148.03

54321 TOTAL:

04/11/2018 20180256 050818
KEYS
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

2.49

04/22/2018 20180313 050818
STATION SUPPLIES
OPERATING SUPPLIES

21.95

04/16/2018 20180243 050818
Dechlonating Supplies Well #1 Inv.71418
OPERATING SUPPLIES

34.89

04/20/2018 20180286 050818
Kick Plate
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

31.99

CHECK

91.32

54322 TOTAL:

04/18/2018 20180175 050818
2.68 TNS UPM COLD MIX
OPERATING SUPPLIES

351.08

CHECK

351.08

54323 TOTAL:

04/10/2018 20180261 050818
SHIELD
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

370.73
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CHECK
54324 TOTAL:
370.73
54325 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 107942

677 ILLINOIS COMMUNICATIONS SALES INC 107942
212.50 14705015 57280
ILLINOIS COMMUNICATIONS SALES INC 82543

Invoice: 82543
195.00 14705015 54610
ILLINOIS COMMUNICATIONS SALES INC 82546
Invoice: 82546
640.96 14705015 54610

02/07/2018 20180277 050818
MICROPHONE AND CABLES
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

212.50

04/01/2018 20180276 050818
RADIO MAINTENANCE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

195.00

04/01/2018 20180276 050818
RADIO MAINTENANCE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

640.96

CHECK

54325 TOTAL:

54326 05/08/2018 PRTD
218 ILLINOIS JUVENILE OFFICERS ASSOCI BARRY 2018 IJOA
04/30/2018
050818
Invoice: BARRY 2018 IJOA
2018 IJOA/IDOA CONFERENCE/BARRY
150.00 01303010 53110
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
CHECK
54327 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: INV0412

237 INTEGRATED LAKES MANAGEMENT

INV0412

1,500.00 20705040 54610
INTEGRATED LAKES MANAGEMENT

INV0376

Invoice: INV0376
1,332.50 20705040 54610

04/17/2018 20180177 050818
2018 - BARKER POND EARLY SPRING HERBICIDE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

54328 05/08/2018 PRTD
242 INTERGOVERNMENTAL RISK MANAGEMENT SALES0016766
03/31/2018
Invoice: SALES0016766
MAR 2018 DEDUCTIBLE
2,991.29 23002040 54140
LIABILITY INSURANCE
CHECK
240 INTERSTATE BATTERY

894893

INTERSTATE BATTERY

150.00

1,332.50

54327 TOTAL:

2,832.50

050818

2,991.29

54328 TOTAL:

2,991.29

04/13/2018
050818
HUMVEE REPAIR/REPLACEMENT PARTS
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

419.90

1903701030485
04/18/2018
050818
HUMVEE REPAIR
95.95 01303010 54640
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

95.95

419.90 01303010 54640
Invoice: 1903701030485

150.00

04/17/2018 20180177 050818
1,500.00
2018 - KENNEDY BROTHERS EARLY SPRING HERBICIDE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

CHECK

54329 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 894893

54326 TOTAL:

1,048.46
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CHECK
54329 TOTAL:
515.85
54330 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: R042015416

238 INTERSTATE POWER SYSTEMS INC

R042015416

1,544.00 33705050 54640

04/10/2018 20180048 050818
1,544.00
EMERGENCY GENERATOR PM & LOAD BANK TEST-CITY HALL
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

INTERSTATE POWER SYSTEMS INC

R042015412:01
04/11/2018 20180048 050818
1,145.00
EMERGENCY GENERATOR PM & LOAD BANK TEST-FD16
1,145.00 33705050 54640
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

Invoice: R042015412:01

INTERSTATE POWER SYSTEMS INC

R042015417

Invoice: R042015417
1,072.00 33705050 54640
INTERSTATE POWER SYSTEMS INC

R042015472

Invoice: R042015472
912.36 33705050 54640

04/10/2018 20180048 050818
1,072.00
EMERGENCY GENERATOR PM & LOAD BANK TEST-FD15
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE
04/13/2018 20180291 050818
OUTSIDE REPAIRS-FD16 GENERATOR
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE
CHECK

54331 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 6989518

564 ITU ABSORBTECH

6989518
47.79 14705015 56100
26.10 14705015 56220

ITU ABSORBTECH

6985093

Invoice: 6985093
47.79 14705015 56100
68.12 14705015 56220

54332 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 64029907

246 J C LICHT LLC

64029907
44.01 20705030 56220

54333 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 35103

248 J G UNIFORMS INC

35103
56.95 01303010 56100

J G UNIFORMS INC

35102

Invoice: 35102
56.95 01303010 56100
J G UNIFORMS INC
Invoice: 35104

35104

54330 TOTAL:

912.36

4,673.36

04/19/2018 20180253 050818
UNIFORM AND TOWEL SERVICE
SUPPLIES UNIFORMS & CLOTHING
OPERATING SUPPLIES

73.89

04/12/2018 20180271 050818
UNIFORM AND TOWEL SERVICE
SUPPLIES UNIFORMS & CLOTHING
OPERATING SUPPLIES

115.91

CHECK

189.80

54331 TOTAL:

04/04/2018 20180244 050818
PIPE PAINT PS#2 Inv.370030
OPERATING SUPPLIES

44.01

CHECK

54332 TOTAL:

44.01

04/12/2018
UNIFORMS/SAEZ
UNIFORMS & CLOTHING

050818

56.95

04/12/2018
UNIFORMS/KIM
UNIFORMS & CLOTHING

050818

56.95

04/12/2018
UNIFORMS/ARNESON

050818

56.95
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56.95 01303010 56100
UNIFORMS & CLOTHING
CHECK
54334 05/08/2018 PRTD
249 JEANNIE A KALINOWSKI
Invoice: 0608 BLOCK PARTY
JEANNIE A KALINOWSKI
Invoice: ORD 05262018

375.00

ORD 05262018
04/17/2018 20180314 050818
MARKET FACEPAINTING/BALLOON/TATOOS 5/26/18
375.00 01101070 59810
FARMERS & FOOD TRUCKS

375.00

257 KARDS INC

001896
360.00 01404010 57280

54336 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 1024516-001

274 LOGSDON OFFICE SUPPLY

1024516-001
33.98 01101030 56210

CHECK

360.00

04/16/2018
OFFICE SUPPLIES
OFFICE SUPPLIES

129527

350.02 01303000 53110

54339 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 129528

54335 TOTAL:
050818

33.98

54336 TOTAL:

33.98

REIMB UNFRM APR 201804/23/2018
050818
REIMB-UNIFORM/JEANS/#612
149.00 16705045 56100
SUPPLIES UNIFORMS & CLOTHING

688 MARSEILLES TRAINING CENTER

688 MARSEILLES TRAINING CENTER

129528

350.02 01303000 53110

750.00
360.00

CHECK
54338 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 129527

54334 TOTAL:

02/13/2018 20180309 050818
E16 GRAPHICS
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

CHECK
54337 05/08/2018 PRTD
685 MARK AUSTERLADE
Invoice: REIMB UNFRM APR 2018

170.85

0608 BLOCK PARTY
04/20/2018 20180292 050818
BLOCK PARTY FACEPAINTING 6/8/18
375.00 01101070 59812
COMMUNITY EVENTS

CHECK
54335 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 001896

54333 TOTAL:

54337 TOTAL:

149.00

149.00

04/19/2018
050818
RANGE TRAINING
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

350.02

CHECK

350.02

54338 TOTAL:

04/19/2018
050818
RANGE TRAINING
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

350.02

CHECK

350.02

54339 TOTAL:
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54340 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 129529

688 MARSEILLES TRAINING CENTER

129529

350.02 01303000 53110

54341 05/08/2018 PRTD
285 MASS AUDIO INC
Invoice: 061518 FRIDAY ROCKS
MASS AUDIO INC
Invoice: 0608 BLOCK PARTY

04/19/2018
050818
RANGE TRAINING
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

350.02

CHECK

350.02

061518 FRIDAY ROCKS 04/23/2018 20180294 050818
FRIDAYS ROCK STAGE/SOUND/LIGHTS 6/15/18
1,750.00 01101070 59812
COMMUNITY EVENTS

1,750.00

0608 BLOCK PARTY
04/20/2018 20180293 050818
BLOCK PARTY STAGE/SOUND/LIGHTS 6/8/18
1,750.00 01101070 59812
COMMUNITY EVENTS

1,750.00

CHECK
54342 05/08/2018 PRTD
687 MATTHEW WEIGLEIN
Invoice: 042218 TRNG REIM

289 MCCANN INDUSTRIES INC

01412612
58.75 14705015 57280

54344 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 686566

294 MEADE

ELECTRIC COMPANY INC

686566

1,458.00 61705010 54640

297 MENARDS

74609
89.94 61705010 56230

54346 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 74169

303 METRO-WESTERN COOK CREDIT SERVICE 74169
36.00 01303020 54610

54342 TOTAL:

3,500.00
27.83

27.83

04/11/2018 20180274 050818
COUPLINGS
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

58.75

CHECK

58.75

54343 TOTAL:

03/31/2018 20180183 050818
18-R-06 / MARCH 2018 MAINT TRAFFIC SIGNAL
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE
CHECK

54345 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 74609

54341 TOTAL:

042218 TRNG REIM
04/22/2018
050818
TRAINING MEALS REIMBURSEMENT
27.83 01303000 53110
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
CHECK

54343 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 01412612

54340 TOTAL:

54344 TOTAL:

1,458.00

1,458.00

04/03/2018 20180049 050818
STREET TOOLS
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT

89.94

CHECK

89.94

54345 TOTAL:

04/15/2018
050818
CREDIT SEARCHES/BACKGROUNDS
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

36.00
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CHECK
54346 TOTAL:
36.00
54347 05/08/2018 PRTD
568 MICHAEL FIOR
Invoice: 4/19/18 TRNG FIOR

4/19/18 TRNG FIOR
04/19/2018
TRAINING EXPENSES
89.77 01303010 54250
TRAVEL AND LODGING
CHECK

54348 05/08/2018 PRTD
696 MICHAEL KATSENIOS
Invoice: 2018 EQUIP REIM

308 MIKE'S TOWING AUTO & TRUCK REPAIR 1061493
54.00 14705015 54610
MIKE'S TOWING AUTO & TRUCK REPAIR 1061540

Invoice: 1061540
89.00 14705015 54610
MIKE'S TOWING AUTO & TRUCK REPAIR 1061640
Invoice: 1061640
251.00 14705015 54610
MIKE'S TOWING AUTO & TRUCK REPAIR 1061679
Invoice: 1061679
161.00 14705015 54610

54350 05/08/2018 PRTD
682 KRISTOFFER G NEUMANN
Invoice: 0608 BLOCK PARTY
KRISTOFFER G NEUMANN

89.77

54347 TOTAL:

89.77

2018 EQUIP REIM
04/23/2018
050818
EQUIPMENT REIMBURSEMENT
150.00 01303010 56230
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT
CHECK

54349 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 1061493

050818

54348 TOTAL:

0526 MARKET
200.00 01101070 59810

150.00

03/19/2018 20180100 050818
SAFETY LANE INSPECTION
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

54.00

03/27/2018 20180260 050818
SAFETY LANE INSPECTIONS
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

89.00

04/11/2018 20180275 050818
SAFETY LANE INSPECTIONS
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

251.00

04/17/2018 20180273 050818
SAFETY LANE INSPECTIONS
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

161.00

CHECK

555.00

54349 TOTAL:

0608 BLOCK PARTY
04/23/2018 20180295 050818
BLOCK PARTY FACEPAINTING 6/8/18
300.00 01101070 59812
COMMUNITY EVENTS

Invoice: 0526 MARKET

150.00

300.00

04/23/2018 20180296 050818
MARKET FACE PAINTER 5/26/18
FARMERS & FOOD TRUCKS

200.00

CHECK

500.00

54350 TOTAL:

54351 05/08/2018 PRTD
318 MUNICIPAL FLEET MANAGER
2018 ANNUAL DUES
04/01/2018 20180240 050818
Invoice: 2018 ANNUAL DUES
MEMBERSHIP DUES
30.00 14705015 54630
DUES AND SUBSCRIPTIONS

30.00
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TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

INVOICE DTL DESC
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
CHECK
54351 TOTAL:
30.00
54352 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 1843896

674 NEXGEN BUILDING SUPPLY

1843896

210.52 33705050 57280

54353 05/08/2018 PRTD
337 NICOR
Invoice: 60695400006/4&5 2018

04/18/2018 20180232 050818
Ceiling Tile for Public Works
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

210.52

CHECK

210.52

60695400006/4&5 201804/17/2018
050818
RM COMBINED FACILITY/3/19/18-4/17/18
2,002.94 01707000 54290
UTILITIES
CHECK

54354 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 234548

335 NORTH EAST MULTI-REGIONAL

234548

200.00 01303010 53110
NORTH EAST MULTI-REGIONAL

234569

Invoice: 234569
300.00 01303010 53110

353 NORTHWEST TRUCKS INC

01P466124
565.14 14705015 57280

54353 TOTAL:

04/12/2018
050818
CLOSE QUARTER HANDGUN SKILLS TRNG I/CALVARESI
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

300.00

54354 TOTAL:

67743

525.00 20705030 54610

565.14

CHECK

565.14

54355 TOTAL:

54356 TOTAL:

54.00

54.00

05/01/2018 20180182 050818
525.00
2018 - CENTRAL STATION MONITORING/SECURITY ALARMS
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
CHECK

54358 05/08/2018 PRTD
694 PHILLIP BARRILE
Invoice: BARRILE TRNG 041818-

500.00

02/19/2018 20180269 050818
SENSOR
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

CHECK
355 OMNI-1 ELECTRONICS INC

2,002.94
200.00

54356 05/08/2018 PRTD
692 NOTARY PUBLIC ASSOCIATION OF ILLI 2018 SULLIVAN NOTARY04/16/2018
050818
Invoice: 2018 SULLIVAN NOTARY
NOTARY RENEWAL/SULLIVAN
54.00 01303020 53110
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

54357 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 67743

2,002.94

04/12/2018
050818
CLOSE QUARTER HANDGUN SKILLS TRNG/CALVARESI
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT

CHECK
54355 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 01P466124

54352 TOTAL:

54357 TOTAL:

BARRILE TRNG 041818-04/27/2018
050818
TRNG EXPENSES 4/17/18-4/20/18
88.63 01303020 54250
TRAVEL AND LODGING

525.00
88.63
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TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE

INV DATE

PO

WARRANT

NET

INVOICE DTL DESC
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
CHECK
54359 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 118029146

296 PHYSIO-CONTROL INC

118029146
425.56 01404010 56220

54360 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 229041

686 PUBLIC AGENCY TRAINING COUNCIL

229041

295.00 01303010 53110

387 R & M COMMUNICATIONS

444

2,631.25 01101040 54610

54362 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 38040332

679 ROLAND MACHINERY

38040332
507.99 14705015 57280

54363 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 76366951

527 SAFETY-KLEEN SYSTEMS INC

76366951

80.00 14705015 57280
SAFETY-KLEEN SYSTEMS INC

76430613

Invoice: 76430613
371.84 14705015 57280

54364 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 5801

414 SCHROEDER & SCHROEDER INC

5801

2,213.20 20705030 60020
3,872.78 61705010 60020
SCHROEDER & SCHROEDER INC

5801/A

Invoice: 5801/A
44,382.04 61705010 60020

88.63

04/11/2018 20180311 050818
LUCAS SUCTION CUPS
OPERATING SUPPLIES

425.56

CHECK

425.56

54359 TOTAL:

04/23/2018
050818
MANAGING AND EXPLOSIVE INCIDENT TRNG/FIOR
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
CHECK

54361 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 444

54358 TOTAL:

54360 TOTAL:

295.00

295.00

04/25/2018 20180332 050818
MAY/JUNE 2018 NEWS & VIEWS
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

2,631.25

CHECK

2,631.25

54361 TOTAL:

04/12/2018 20180278 050818
CUTTING EDGE
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

507.99

CHECK

507.99

54362 TOTAL:

03/15/2018 20180050 050818
WASTE PRODUCTS
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

80.00

03/27/2018 20180050 050818
WASTE PRODUCTS
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

371.84

CHECK

451.84

54363 TOTAL:

04/16/2018 20180044 050818
CURB AND SIDEWALK PROGRAM
IMPROVEMENTS NOT TO BUILDINGS
IMPROVEMENTS NOT TO BUILDINGS

6,085.98

04/16/2018 20180080 050818
44,382.04
RES #18-R-21 2018 CURB AND SIDEWALK PROGRAM
IMPROVEMENTS NOT TO BUILDINGS

WARRANT - 5/8/2018 - CITY EXPENSES

05/02/2018 15:24
CASH ACCOUNT: 99
CHECK NO CHK DATE

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

|P
14
|apcshdsb

10001
CASH - GROUP ACCOUNT (AP CASH)
TYPE VENDOR NAME
INVOICE
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NET
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CHECK
54364 TOTAL:
50,468.02
54365 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: B08097196

421 SHI

B08097196
455.61 01252500 56215

SHI

B08119532

Invoice: B08119532
1,507.13 25255025 60006
SHI

B08119549

Invoice: B08119549
350.99 01252500 56215

04/18/2018 20180207 050818
UNDELETE SOFTWARE FOR FILE SERVER
COMPUTER SUPPLIES

455.61

04/23/2018 20180235 050818
DOCUMENT SCANNER
EQUIPMENT - IT

1,507.13

04/23/2018 20180237 050818
PRINTER STAND
COMPUTER SUPPLIES

350.99

CHECK
54366 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 0345337-IN

426 SIRCHIE FINGER PRINT LABS

0345337-IN

241.15 01303020 56230

54367 05/08/2018 PRTD
428 ROBERT T LOAR III
Invoice: 0706 FRIDAY ROCKS

241.15

CHECK

241.15

P05037

166.90 14705015 57280

54369 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 26367

54366 TOTAL:

0706 FRIDAY ROCKS
04/23/2018 20180297 050818
FRIDAYS ROCK MUSIC 7/6/18
1,500.00 01101070 59812
COMMUNITY EVENTS

432 STANDARD EQUIPMENT COMPANY

442 SUBURBAN ACCENTS INC

26367
35.00 14705015 54640
.00 14705015 54640

SUBURBAN ACCENTS INC

26365

Invoice: 26365
350.00 14705015 54640

2,313.73

04/18/2018
050818
SCANNING ELECT. MICROSCOPY KITS
SMALL TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT

CHECK
54368 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: P05037

54365 TOTAL:

54367 TOTAL:

1,500.00

1,500.00

03/23/2018 20180251 050818
BROOM
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

166.90

CHECK

166.90

54368 TOTAL:

04/12/2018 20180257 050818
VEHICLE NUMBERS
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

35.00

04/12/2018 20180259 050818
GRAPHICS AND LETTERING
OUTSIDE REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE

350.00

CHECK

385.00

54369 TOTAL:
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PO
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NET

INVOICE DTL DESC
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
54370 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 1946800

469 TRANS CHICAGO TRUCK GROUP

1946800

141.80 14705015 57280

54371 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 15445

689 TYLER BUSINESS FORMS

15445
120.12 01202000 56210

04/11/2018 20180272 050818
FILTERS FOR STOCK
REPAIR & MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

141.80

CHECK

141.80

04/23/2018
BLANK STOCK-PERFORATED 3.5
OFFICE SUPPLIES
CHECK

54372 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 045-221276

477 TYLER TECHNOLOGIES INC

045-221276

5,068.14 25255025 60006

529 VERIZON WIRELESS

9805454880
1,078.74 04005005 54300
478.04 20705030 54300

VERIZON WIRELESS

9805660305

Invoice: 9805660305
1,705.69
253.80
265.52
268.06
63.42
449.07

04005005
01707010
01707000
01707020
14705015
20705030

54300
54300
54300
54300
54300
54300

050818

120.12

54371 TOTAL:

120.12

04/12/2018 20180131 050818
17-R-47 IMPLEMENTATION SVCS 4/3-4/5/18
EQUIPMENT - IT
CHECK

54373 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 9805454880

54370 TOTAL:

54372 TOTAL:

1,556.78

04/19/2018
050818
APR 2018 TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS

3,005.56

CHECK

4,562.34

CHECK
497 WAIST UP IMPRINTED SPORTSWEAR

8128

83.76 20705035 56100
WAIST UP IMPRINTED SPORTSWEAR
Invoice: 8129

8129

5,068.14

04/15/2018 20180288 050818
APR 2018 TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS

54373 TOTAL:

54374 05/08/2018 PRTD
492 VILLAGE OF BUFFALO GROVE
2018-00000018
04/06/2018 20180312 050818
Invoice: 2018-00000018
EMS-ANNUAL CPR AFFILIATION
250.00 01404010 54630
DUES AND SUBSCRIPTIONS

54375 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 8128

5,068.14

54374 TOTAL:

250.00

250.00

04/19/2018 20180239 050818
S/S ORANGE T-SHIRTS#807
SUPPLIES UNIFORMS & CLOTHING

83.76

04/19/2018 20180238 050818
S/S ORANGE T-SHIRTS #802

98.56
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98.56 20705035 56100
SUPPLIES UNIFORMS & CLOTHING
CHECK
54376 05/08/2018 PRTD
Invoice: 34

506 WE WASH 3 EXPRESS WASH INC

34

80.00 01303010 54611

03/31/2018
SQUAD WASHES
OTHER SERVICES

84

TOTAL PRINTED CHECKS

182.32

050818

80.00

54376 TOTAL:

80.00

*** CASH ACCOUNT TOTAL ***

136,714.10

CHECK
NUMBER OF CHECKS

54375 TOTAL:

COUNT
AMOUNT
______ _________________
84
136,714.10

*** GRAND TOTAL ***

136,714.10

05/02/2018 15:24

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

WARRANT - 5/8/2018 - CITY EXPENSES|

FUND
DUE TO
DUE FROM
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
01
GENERAL FUND
20,606.65
04
911 FUND
3,094.13
14
GARAGE FUND
8,744.46
16
REFUSE FUND
686.64
20
UTILITIES FUND
8,953.09
23
LIABILITY INSURANCE FUND
2,991.29
25
VEHICLE & EQUIPMENT FUND
6,879.01
33
BUILDING & LAND FUND
5,273.90
37
TIF #2 KIRCHOFF & OWL FUND
4,468.50
38
TIF #4 GOLF ROAD FUND
1,148.98
61
LOCAL ROAD FUND
73,867.45
99
TREASURY FUND
136,714.10
_________________ _________________
TOTAL
136,714.10
136,714.10
** END OF REPORT **

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Resolutions
H) Resolution Adopting 2018 Zoning Map
Attachment:
• Resolution
• Proposed 2018 Zoning Map
Background: You are being asked to approve a resolution adopting the 2018 Zoning Map. If
there are any boundary or zoning changes, the map must be updated once each year.
The 2018 Zoning Map has been modified to reflect the following:
• The rear 9.5 acres of the former Dominick’s lot (2819-2915 Kirchoff Road) have been rezoned to R-4.
• The “Park” classification has been removed, and the parks have been shown with their
proper zoning districts.
• The unincorporated areas of Cook County are no longer indicated as separate districts.
• The colors of the zoning districts have been modified to indicate the districts more
clearly.
• Updating of elected officials on the map, as of May 1, 2018.
• Date of the map is to be “effective as of May 1, 2018”.
Previous Council Action:
• 5/23/17 Resolution #17-R-67 updated 2017 zoning map.
Recommendation: To approve the Resolution as presented.

Resolution No. 18-R-40

A RESOLUTION TO ADOPT THE 2018 ZONING MAP

WHEREAS, state law requires the annual adoption of a zoning map if there are
boundary or zoning district changes; and
WHEREAS, the Public Works/Community Development Director has caused the update
of the current map; and
WHEREAS, the City Engineer’s office and the City’s GIS Coordinator have prepared
the reproducible originals of the Year 2018 Zoning and City maps making them available for
publication.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF ROLLING MEADOWS, ILLINOIS that the year 2018 Zoning Map is hereby
approved and authorized for use.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 8th day of May 2018.

_____________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:

______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk
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Council Action Summary – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Resolutions
I) Resolution to Update the Intergovernmental Agreement between the City of Rolling
Meadows and the Rolling Meadows Park District.
Attachments:
• Resolution
• Agreement as provided by RM Park District dated August 22, 2017
Background:
The City’s Emergency Management Team has identified a need to identify facilities throughout it
borders to allow for shelter of persons during times where a large gathering of persons are assembled
outside (i.e.City Block Party, Farmers’ Food Truck and Market, Fireworks Display) and exposed to an
imminent severe weather event. Should the threat of severe weather be identified by the events
designated Commander, the shelters will be opened allowing for the assembly and harboring of persons
in a safe haven as the threat progresses.
Further, should the Cook County and Illinois Emergency Management Agency deem it necessary
to distribute its stockpile of pharmaceuticals for mass dispensing, the sites can be used to facilitate such
need.
This resolution provides the Park District with a “hold harmless agreement” for allowing use for the
identified risk associated with City sponsored outdoor events.

Previous Council Action:
None previous on this matter.
Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of the Resolution

Resolution No. 18-R-41
A RESOLUTION TO CREATE AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
WITH THE ROLLING MEADOWS PARK DISTRICT
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:
That the City of Rolling Meadows enter into an Intergovernmental Agreement with the
Rolling
Meadows Park District whereas Park District will provide an area of refuge, shelter, or
general
use area as needed during a severe weather incident, man-made disastrous event, the
need for
mass distribution and dispensing of pharmaceuticals or supplies to the public associated
with the
Strategic National Stockpile (SNS) during a declared public health emergency.

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 8th day of May, 2018.

________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:
________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Agenda
J) Resolution: to Award an Engineering Services Contract for Proposed Sanitary
Sewers – Brookview Lane and Sunset Drive Area
Attachment:
• Resolution
• Information Packet for Residents’ April 18, 2018 Meeting
• Proposal of Engineering Solutions Team
Background: You are being asked to approve a resolution that would award a contract
for the next steps needed in the engineering design process for potential extension of
sanitary sewers into the Brookview Lane and Sunset Drive neighborhood.
A public information meeting was provided on Wednesday, April 18, 2018, where ten
(10) property owners were represented. City Staff, the project engineer, and Alderman
Mike Cannon provided information on estimated construction costs of public sanitary
sewers, of private sanitary sewer services costs, and for abandoning existing septic
tanks/fields. Also discussed were financing options, focusing primarily on use of a
Special Service Area that would assure the City of actual home connections to the public
sanitary sewer system, and allow for homeowners to pay for improvement costs over a
number of years. There are expected “economies of scale” in performing all sanitary
sewer improvements, both public and private, simultaneously under a single contract.
The property owners in attendance on April 8, 2018 were all indicating a considerable
level of support for the proposed project. However, as only “conceptual” engineering has
been performed, the property owners in attendance requested that more specific cost
estimates need to be provided to them, specific to the proposed private property
improvements. There is also the matter of determining the value of the proposed Sunset
Drive right-of-way. (Most recently performed appraisals, back in 2004, indicated
$200,000 in aggregate value over eight (8) properties.) These costs could be negotiated
for as credits versus private sanitary sewer service costs, or on connection fees.
The engineering services proposal will allow for field surveys to be performed to
coordinate elevations of streets, utilities, and twenty-one (21) building elevations into a
single coordinate data system. It will locate all property corners. It will perform a tree
survey in the public rights-of-way and on private properties where proposed sanitary
sewer services could be in conflict with existing trees and shrubs.
One matter that was reiterated numerous times over, by the residents in attendance at the
2017 and 2018 public information meetings is the importance of tree preservation – this
project needs to be designed to protect all existing trees except in any extreme situations.

Regarding the necessary building inspections, it is the intent of the Public Works
Department Staff to work with the project engineer to make site investigations and to
obtain cost estimates (from actual contractors) with the intent to keep the consulting
engineer’s cost at, or below, the $24,000 proposal.
Engineering Solutions Team has performed previous concept engineering for this project,
and for reasons of familiarity and timelines, is recommended to perform the proposed
engineering design services, as negotiated with Staff. We hope to accelerate these efforts
to be able to complete in June, 2018, and to then distribute information to the
homeowners.
Note that Engineering Solutions Team was issued purchase orders in May, 2017 ($7,500)
and in January, 2018 ($4,950) to perform concept/feasibility study and cost estimating for
this proposed project.
Previous Council Action:
• February 20, 2018 – Committee of the Whole discussion on this matter
Recommendation: To approve the Resolution as presented.

RESOLUTION NO. 18-R-42
A RESOLUTION TO AWARD A PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING
SERVICES CONTRACT FOR THE PROTENTIAL BROOKVIEW LANE
AND SUNSET DRIVE SANITARY SEWER

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and the City Council
of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois, that Engineering Services Team, Downers
Grove, IL, is authorized to provide all of the necessary engineering field services
associated with the potential sanitary sewer improvements in the Brookview Lane and
Sunset Drive neighborhood, at a cost not to exceed $24,500, per their proposal dated May
1, 2018.
Funding for these projects is to be provided from Sewer Operations Fund in Fiscal
Year 2018 (Account #20.20.5035.60020).
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 8th day of May 2018.

_______________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:

_______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Consent Agenda: Resolutions
K) Resolution to Authorize the Award of a Contract for Pavement Paint Striping
Services
Attachment:
• Resolution
• Proposal of Pre-Form Traffic Control Systems
• Comparison chart-MPI
Background: You are being asked to approve a Resolution that would authorize the City
to award a contract for pavement paint striping and markings in 2018. There is $50,000
budgeted in Local Roads Fund #61.70.5010.54640 for pavement liquid paint and
thermoplastic striping in FY2018.
Work is planned to take place this summer on pavement paint striping at a projected cost,
based on unit prices, of $40,412.98 on various City Streets, including:
•
•
•
•
•

Rohlwing Road North
Meijer Drive
Old Wilke Road
Ring Road
Various lane lines, stop bars and crosswalks throughout the City

Pre-Form Traffic Control Systems has provided services to the City of Rolling Meadows
in several previous years via price proposals, and with excellent work performed.
Alternate proposals received from contractors have consistently been difficult to receive,
and pricing has always been considerably higher.
Staff compared Pre-Form’s price quote with the recently publicly bid MPI project from
April 6, 2016 (attached). The MPI accepted a Pavement Marking program contract
extension for 2018, which is significantly higher than the City’s preferred vender.
The pricing extended to the City has remained unchanged since 2014.
Previous Council Action:
• 11/28/17 Resolution #17-R-134 Approval of FY2018 City Budget, which
includes a $50,000 appropriation for pavement markings in Local Roads
Fund.
Recommendation: To approve the Resolution as presented.

RESOLUTION NO. 18-R-43

A RESOLUTION TO AWARD A CONTRACT FOR LIQUID PAINT
PAVEMENT STRIPING SERVICES FOR 2018

WHEREAS, the City of Rolling Meadows is a home-rule community, and the
City Council may waive formal bidding procedures if it determines that such action is in
the best interest of its residents; and
WHEREAS, the Public Works Director is recommending that the City’s past
practice of utilizing Pre-Form Traffic Control Systems, Ltd., Elk Grove Village, IL for
pavement traffic control liquid paint striping be continued because of the quality of the
product they offer, and other benefits associated with standardization and vendor
familiarity.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and the City Council
of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois as follows:
1. The Rolling Meadows City Council finds the public’s interest would be served
by waiving a formal bidding requirement for the liquid paint striping, due to the fact that
the installation and materials are specialized and allows for standardization of materials
used.
2. The Mayor and the City Council of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois,
hereby approve of a contract for Liquid Paint Striping installation with Pre-Form Traffic
Control Systems, Ltd., located at 625 Richard Lane, Elk Grove Village, Illinois 60007, at
the prices listed as follows:
White/Yellow 4” line - $0.09 / linear foot
White 6” line - $0.73 / linear foot
White/Yellow 12” line - $1.25 / linear foot
White 24” line - $1.75 / linear foot
Letters and Symbols - $1.75 / square foot

The contract amount shall be approved and a Purchase Order issued at an amount not to
exceed $40,412.98, based on the unit prices provided.

Funding is to be provided as budgeted in Local Roads Fund #61.70.5010.54640
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 8th day of May 2018.

_______________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:

________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Resolution
L) Resolution Authorizing the Purchase of Asphalt for FY2018
Attachments:
• Resolution
• Proposals
Background: You are being asked to approve a Resolution that would authorize the
purchase of hot asphalt for pavement repairs by Public Works Department during 2018.
Each year the Public Works Department repairs various defects in asphalt streets using a
cutout and patch method. The quantity of asphalt needed to perform these repairs in
FY2018 is estimated to be 700 tons. Price proposals for the purchase of asphalt were
recently obtained.
Asphalt Material pricing should conform to Illinois Department of Transportation
‘Supplemental Specifications’, which calls for the evaluation of the asphalt supply
proposals to include local agency hauling costs, by increasing the unit price bid by fifty
cents ($0.50) per ton/per mile one way from the asphalt mixing plant to the City of
Rolling Meadows Public Works Garage, for comparison purposes. These adjusted costs
are shown below:

Vendor

Plant Location

IDOT

IDOT

N 50 Surface
Cost per Ton

N 50 Binder
Cost per Ton

Adjusted Cost per Ton
(Mileage Differential)

Healy/Arrow
Road
Construction

Mt. Prospect, IL
(6 miles)

$47.00

$44.00

$53.00 / $48.00

Allied Asphalt

Bartlett, IL
(14 miles)

$53.00

$47.00

$60.00/ $54.00

$50.00

$46.00

$55.00/$51.00

Orange Crush

Wheeling, IL
(6 miles)

Recommendation is to approve the low proposal which meets specifications for the
purchase of asphalt, in the amount of $44.00 (N-50 binder) and $47.00 (N-50 Surface)
per ton, from Healy Asphalt Company, LLC (Arrow Road Construction Company), 3401
South Busse Road, Mount Prospect, Illinois 60056. The total cost for asphalt related costs
shall not exceed the $50,000 that is budgeted. An estimated 700 tons ($30,000) of asphalt
will be purchased in 2018. Funds are to be derived from Local Roads Account
#61.70.5010.56220.

Note that this operating account is also used to purchase cold patch asphalt that is utilized
in the winter and early spring seasons.
Previous Council Action:
•
•

11/28/17 Resolution #17-R-134 Approval of FY2018 City Budget, which includes a
$50,000 appropriation for asphalt materials purchase and disposals in Local Roads
Fund.
5/09/17 Resolution #17-R-61 approved a contract for seasonal asphalt purchase from
Healy/Arrow Road Construction Company in amounts of $44.00 and $47.00 for
binder and surface materials, respectively.

Recommendation: To approve the resolution as presented.

Resolution No. 18-R-44

A RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASE OF ASPHALT FOR
PUBLIC WORKS STREET MAINTENANCE FOR FY 2018

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Rolling Meadows, Illinois, that the price proposal from Healy Asphalt Company LLC
(Arrow Road Construction Company), located at 3401 South Busse Road, Mount
Prospect, Illinois 60056 be accepted, at the unit price bid of $44.00 (binder) and $47.00
(surface), authorized up to the FY2018 approved budget of $50,000, as necessary. The
initial purchase order will be prepared for 700 tons at an estimated cost of $30,000.
Funding is to be provided from Local Roads Account #61.70.5010.56220.

YEAS:

NAYS:

ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 8th day of May 2018.

_______________________
Len Prejna, Mayor

ATTEST:

______________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Resolutions
M) :

Resolution to Authorize a Contract for the Purchase of a 2019 Ford F250 Pickup Truck - (Replacement of RM111/T324 2004 Ford F-250)

Attachments:
• Resolution
• Proposal
• Photo

Summary/Background You are being asked to approve a resolution to authorize
the purchase of a new 2019 pickup truck for the Public Works Department, which
will be utilized by the Street division. This vehicle has been reviewed and
supported for replacement by the Vehicle Replacement Committee, and funds are
provided in the FY2018 budget. This vehicle will replace the existing pickup truck
(T324), which is fourteen (14) years old and has approximately 67,000 miles.
The vehicle is used for all street division maintenance and emergency operations
such as asphalt repairs and snow removal. Staff is recommending to purchase the
vehicle through the Northwest Municipal Conference Purchasing Cooperative
which has been competitively bid in the amount of $41,548 (see attached
proposal). The current vehicle RM111/T324 will be sold at auction.

Budget Impact: The FY2018 Budget line item for this vehicle is $50,000.00.
Previous Council Action:
• 11/28/17 Resolution # 17-R-133 Approval of FY2018 City Budget which
provides funding for this proposed equipment replacement.
• 11/8/17 Vehicle Replacement Committee meeting.
Recommendation: To approve the resolution as presented.

RM111/T324 Ford F-250 Pickup – mileage 67,000
VIN # 1FTNF21L44ED00853

RESOLUTION NO. 18-R-45

A RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASE OF A NEW 2019 FORD F250 PICKUP AS REPLACEMENT OF RM111 / T324

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and the City Council
Of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois, that the proposal from Currie Motors
located at 9423 W Lincoln Hwy., Frankfort, IL, 60423, in the amount of $41,548 for
a 2019 Ford F250 Pickup truck and snow removal equipment is hereby approved
for purchase.

Funds for the purchase are from the Vehicle and Equipment Replacement
Fund (25).
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 8th day of May, 2018.

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

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Resolutions
N)

Resolution to Authorize a Contract for the Purchase of a 2019 Ford F550 Dump Truck - (Replacement of RM168/T323 2006 Ford F-250)

Attachments:
• Resolution
• Proposal
• Photo

Summary/Background You are being asked to approve a resolution to authorize
the purchase of a new 2019 Dump Truck for the Public Works Department, which
will be utilized by the Street division. This vehicle has been reviewed and
supported for replacement by the Vehicle Replacement Committee, and funds are
provided in the FY2018 budget.
This vehicle will replace the
existing pickup truck (T323),
(second page) which is twelve
(12) years old and has
approximately 57,000 miles.
The vehicle is used for all
Street division maintenance
and emergency operations
such as asphalt repairs, snow
removal
and
general
maintenance.
This City is to purchase the
vehicle through the Northwest
Municipal
Conference
Purchasing Cooperative which has been competitively bid in the amount of
$83,838 (see attached proposal). The current vehicle RM168/T323 will be sold at
auction.

Budget Impact: The FY2018 Budget line item for this vehicle is $85,000.00
Previous Council Action:
• 11/28/17 Resolution # 17-R-133 Approval of FY2018 City Budget which
provides $85,000 in funding for this proposed equipment replacement.
• 11/8/17 Vehicle Replacement Committee meeting.
Recommendation: To approve the resolution as presented.

RM168/T323 Ford F-250 Pickup – mileage 57,000
VIN # 1FTNF21536EC51293

RESOLUTION NO. 18-R-46

A RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASE OF A NEW 2019
FORD F-550 DUMP TRUCK AS REPLACEMENT OF RM168 / T323

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and the City Council
Of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois, that the proposal from Currie Motors
located at 9423 W Lincoln Hwy., Frankfort, IL, 60423, in the amount of $83,838.00
for a 2019 Ford F-550 Dump truck and plow attachments, is hereby approved for
purchase.

Funds for the purchase are from the Vehicle and Equipment Replacement
Fund (25).
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 8th day of May, 2018.

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

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Resolutions
O)

Resolution to Authorize a Contract for the Purchase of a 2019 Ford F350 Pickup Truck - (Replacement of RM179/T342 2006 Ford F-350)

Attachments:
• Resolution
• Proposal
• Photo
Summary/Background You are being asked to approve a resolution to authorize the
purchase of a new 2019 pickup truck for the Public Works Department, which will be
utilized by the Underground Utilities division. This vehicle has been reviewed and
supported for replacement by the Vehicle Replacement Committee, and funds are
provided in the FY2018 budget. This vehicle will replace the existing pickup truck
(T342), which is twelve (12) years old and has approximately 59,000 miles.
The vehicle is used for all underground utility division maintenance and emergency
operations such as water main repairs and general maintenance. Staff is
recommending to purchase the vehicle through the Northwest Municipal Conference
Purchasing Cooperative which has been competitively bid in the amount of $62,680
(see attached proposal). The current vehicle RM179/T342 will be sold at auction.
This vehicle is $2,680 over the budgeted amount. Due to recent specialized vehicle
purchases that are unable to be utilized during snow removal operations. As a result,
the discussions at the Vehicle Replacement Committee agree that staff will now
evaluate each vehicle’s use, including those that had not been previously outfitted
with snow removal equipment to be evaluated for snow removal operations prior to
each purchase.

Budget Impact: The FY2018 Budget line item for this vehicle is $60,000. The slight
overage will be absorbed by savings realized for other 2018 vehicle purchases.
Previous Council Action:
• 11/28/17 Resolution # 17-R-133 Approval of FY2018 City Budget which
provides funding for this proposed equipment replacement.
• 11/8/17 Vehicle Replacement Committee meeting.
Recommendation: To approve the resolution as presented.

RM179/T342 Ford F-250 Pickup – mileage 59,000
VIN # 1FDWF35597EA50564

RESOLUTION NO. 18-R-47

A RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASE OF A NEW 2019 FORD F350 PICKUP AS REPLACEMENT OF RM179 / T342

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and the City Council
of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois, that the proposal from Currie Motors
located at 10125 W. Laraway, Frankfort, IL, 60423, in the amount of $62,680 for a
2019 Ford F250 Pickup truck and snow removal / utility equipment, is hereby
approved for purchase.

Funds for the purchase are from the Vehicle and Equipment Replacement
Fund (25).
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 8th day of May, 2018.

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

COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Consent Resolutions
P):

Resolution to Authorize a Contract for the Purchase of one (1) Police Pursuit
vehicle for replacement of RM332 / C703 2006 Toyota Avalon

Attachments:
• Resolution
• Proposal
• Photos
Summary/Background: You are being asked to approve a resolution to authorize the
purchase of a police vehicle which will be utilized for Police Department criminal
investigations. This vehicles has been reviewed and supported for replacement by the
Vehicle Replacement Committee. The vehicle serve the Police Department as a criminal
investigations and administrative vehicle.

Proposed: 2018 Dodge Charger
Budget Impact: The FY2018 Budget includes a line item for the purchase of one 2018
Dodge Charger Police Pursuit vehicle to replace RM332/C703 Toyota Avalon from
Napleton Fleet Group, 1 Oakbrook Terrace, Suite #515, Oakbrook Terrace, IL, 60181, in
the amount of $24,201, as part of the Northwest Municipal Conference Suburban
Purchasing Cooperative which has been competitively bid.

RM332/C703 - mileage 62,000
Police Department administrative vehicle to be reassigned within the Department.
Previous Council Action:
• 11/28/17 Resolution # 17-R-133 Approval of FY2018 city budget which provides
funding for this proposed equipment replacement.
• 11/8/17 Vehicle Replacement committee meeting.
Recommendation: Staff approval of the Resolution as presented.

RESOLUTION NO. 18-R-48
A RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASE OF ONE (1) DODGE CHARGER POLICE
PURSUIT VEHICLE FOR REPLACEMENT OF RM332/C703
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and the City Council
of the City of Rolling Meadows, Illinois that the bid from Napleton Fleet Group,
1 Oakbrook Terrace, Suite #515, Oakbrook Terrace, IL, 60181, for one (1) 2018 Dodge
Charger Police Pursuit vehicle, (Northwest Municipal Suburban Purchasing Cooperative)
as specified and is hereby accepted, and approved for purchase, in the amount of
24,201.00.
Funds for the purchase are from the General Fund (01).

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and approved this 8th day of May, 2018.

_______________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:__________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

Prepared For:

Prepared By:
Napleton Fleet Group

Ship To:

Selected Options

Dodge Charger
2018 Dodge Charger 4dr AWD Sedan Police

Code

Description

Class

MSRP

Invoice

LDEE48
29A

Base Vehicle Price
Quick Order Package 29A

STD
OPT

$36,750.00
N/C

$35,851.00
N/C

EZH
DGJ
TWW
WEG
C8
APA
UAG
WARANT

Engine: 5.7L V8 HEMI MDS VVT
Transmission: 5-Speed Automatic (W5A580)
Tires: P225/60R18 BSW Performance
Wheels: 18" x 7.5" Steel
Heavy Duty Cloth Bucket & Rear Bench Seats
Monotone Paint Application
Radio: Uconnect 4 w/7" Display
FCA 5 yr/100,000 Mile Powertrain Limited Warranty

STD
STD
STD
STD
STD
STD
STD
OPT

N/C
N/C
N/C
N/C
N/C
N/C
N/C
N/C

N/C
N/C
N/C
N/C
N/C
N/C
N/C
N/C

OPT
OPT

N/C
480.00

N/C
427.00

All properly reported FCA Group LLC commercial fleet
vehicles (NVDR type sale 3 and type sale 5) receive the 3
year 36,000 mile Basic Limited Warranty and the 5 year
100,000 mile Fleet Powertrain coverage. The 5 year/100,000
mile Fleet Powertrain coverage will go with the vehicle, so
there will be no need to do warranty transfers and there will
be no charge to second/subsequent owners to continue the
warranty beyond the original owner.

NAS
AHM

50 State Emissions
Convenience Group I
Power Adjustable Pedals, Power Front Driver/Passenger
Seats, Power Driver/Passenger 4-Way Lumbar Adjust

Prices and content availability as shown, are subject to change and should be treated as estimates only. Actual
base vehicle, package and option pricing may vary from estimate because of special local and pricing availability
and pricing adjustments not reflected in the dealer's computer system. Contact your client support representative for
the most current information. Reference PQ05104650 01-08-18
Printed on May 01, 2018 at 02:21 pm
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Selected Options Continued
2018 Dodge Charger4dr AWD Sedan Police

Code
AEB

Description

Prepared For:
Prepared By: Napleton Fleet Group

Class

MSRP

Invoice

OPT

375.00

334.00

OPT

595.00

530.00

OPT
OPT
INC
INC

N/C
500.00
Included
Included

N/C
445.00
Included
Included

INC
INC

Included
Included

Included
Included

OPT

$38,700.00
1,095.00
595.00

$37,587.00
1,095.00
530.00

Less FCA Bid Concession
Less Napleton Discount
Sub Total

0.00
0.00
$39,200.00

(12,500.00)
(1,451.00)
$24,201.00

Total Vehicle Price (USD)

$39,200.00

$24,201.00

Street Appearance Group
(W8B) 18" Wheel Covers, Dual Remote USB Port - Charge
Only, (CKD) Floor Carpet, Front/Rear Climate Control
Outlets, (LBG) Front Reading/Map Lamps, Full Length Floor
Console, Illuminated Front Cupholders, Media Hub (2 USB,
AUX), (GUK) Power Heated Mirrors w/Man F/Away

AWC

Fleet Safety Group
Blind Spot Power Fold Pursuit Mirrors, Blind Spot & Cross
Path Detection, Exterior Mirrors w/Heating Element,
ParkSense Rear Park Assist System

X9
PB8
W8B
CKD

Black
Midnight Blue Pearlcoat
18" Wheel Covers
Floor Carpet
Front & Rear Floor Mats

LBG
GUK

Front Reading/Map Lamps
Power Heated Mirrors w/Man F/Away
Body Color Exterior Mirrors, Exterior Mirrors w/Heating
Element

AWC
TB8166

Sub Total
Freight
Less: Package Discount

Prices and content availability as shown, are subject to change and should be treated as estimates only. Actual
base vehicle, package and option pricing may vary from estimate because of special local and pricing availability
and pricing adjustments not reflected in the dealer's computer system. Contact your client support representative for
the most current information. Reference PQ05104650 01-08-18
Printed on May 01, 2018 at 02:21 pm
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COUNCIL ACTION SUMMARY – May 8, 2018
Consent Agenda: Resolution
Q) A Resolution to Approve a Plat of Subdivision and Final Development Plan for
Proposed Popa Subdivision – 5160 Dupont Avenue
Attachments:
• Proposed Resolution
• Planning and Zoning Commission Summary and Staff Packet dated February 26,
2018
• Application Packet
• Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting Minutes –March 6, 2018
• Correspondence with the Village of Palatine
Background: You are being asked to approve a Resolution that would provide
preliminary and final approval for the proposed four (4) lot “Popa Subdivision” plat and
accompanying site development plans. This matter appeared at the March 6, 2018
Planning and Zoning Commission agenda. It received a 6-1 vote (with two absent)
recommending approval.
Note that this is a requested action for approval by resolution. No ordinances are
necessary, as no zoning actions are required, since the proposed single-family
development meets all of the R-1 zoning district requirements.
The proposed development is typical in the area where the fronts of the houses are
proposed to be built, and with proposed parkway and street improvements requried on
Dupont Avenue. What is non-typical about this proposed development is the extent of
flood plain, floodway, and wetlands already existing in the rear (north) of the four lots as
proposed to be subdivided.
In fact, two of the four proposed single-family homes are to have “open” crawl spaces
through which storm water can enter and exit the structure upon heavy rainfall events or
Salt Creek flood events (Salt Creek is approximately .25 miles to the west).
The subject Popa subdivision property is bordered by the Village of Palatine to the east
and to the west by existing single family homes.
At the Planning and Zoning Commission public hearing held on March 6, 2018, several
neighborhood property owners, primarily residents of Palatine, spoke and had questions
and comments about drainage, exiting conditions, and proposed conditions as to be
affected by the development. As the result of direction by the Planning and Zoning
Commission, proposed engineering plans were sent to the Village of Palatine for review
and comment. The response letter from the Village of Palatine (dated April 12, 2018) is
provided as an attachment. City Staff believes that the petitioner’s engineer has
adequately addressed the questions and comments raised in regard to storm water, and

has made revisions to the site engineering plans currently being reviewed by the City
Engineer. In regard to Village of Palatine comments on proposed lot widths, the City’s
R-1 zoning requirement is for 10,000 square foot minimum lot sizes with a minimum of
60 foot lot width, which are exceeded per the proposed subdivision.
The City of Rolling Meadows Staff response letter to the Village of Palatine (dated May
3, 2018) is attached.
There are a number of recommended restrictions in regard to lot maintenance and use:
1. Site to be developed in substantial conformance with the proposed plat of
subdivision.
2. Final plat of subdivision to be filed and recorded with Cook County within two
years.
3. Public improvements as shown on the preliminary engineering plans (revised
1/31/2018) for roadway, curbs, sidewalk, and storm sewer are acceptable.
Parkway trees will be required – number and locations to be determined with final
engineering review.
4. Building permits will be required prior to any development of the site.
5. Public improvements are to extend through the curve at the intersection of Dupont
Ave./Plum Tree Lane.
6. Appropriateness of establishment of a Homeowner’s Association to maintain the
wetlands to be decided.
7. Final engineering approval is to include design review and concurrence by the
Village of Palatine.
8. Traffic Review Committee is to review traffic patterns in the area at final
engineering.
Previous Council Action:
• Nothing on this matter
Recommendation: To approve this Resolution as presented.

Resolution No. 18-R-49

A RESOLUTION GRANTING PRELIMINARY AND FINAL APPROVAL OF A
PLAT OF SUBDIVISION AT 5160 DUPONT AVENUE
(Popa Subdivision)
WHEREAS, Petru Popa, Crispo, Inc., submitted a plat of subdivision for the
property located at 5160 Dupont Avenue, Palatine, Illinois (mailing address), and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission conducted a public hearing
on the plat of subdivision for the creation of four (4) lots, said hearing having been held
on March 6, 2018, after publication of notice thereof, after notice of hearing as required
by law at the City Hall, 3600 Kirchoff Road, Rolling Meadows, Illinois; and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission recommended approval of the
plat of subdivision; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the minutes and recommendation of
the Planning and Zoning Commission.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of
Rolling Meadows, Illinois:
The “Popa Plat of Subdivision”, which was last revised on January 31, 2018,
prepared by Lambert and Associates, is hereby approved subject to the following:
1. Site to be developed in substantial conformance with the proposed plat of
subdivision.
2. Final plat of subdivision to be filed and recorded with Cook County within two
years.
3. Public improvements as shown on the preliminary engineering plans (revised
1/31/2018) for roadway, curbs, sidewalk, and storm sewer are acceptable.
Parkway trees will be required – number and locations to be determined with final
engineering review.
4. Building permits will be required prior to any development of the site.
5. Public improvements are to extend through the curve at the intersection of Dupont
Avenue/Plum Tree Lane.

Appropriateness of establishment of a Homeowner’s Association to maintain the
wetlands to be decided.
7. Final engineering approval is to include design review and concurrence by the
Village of Palatine.
8. Traffic Review Committee is to review traffic patterns in the area at final
engineering.
6.

YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Passed and Approved this 8th day of May, 2018.

___________________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
ATTEST:

__________________________________
Ginny Cotugno, Deputy City Clerk

City of Rolling Meadows
Planning and Zoning Commission
City Council Chambers
7:30 PM
March 6, 2018
APPROVED
Motion to Open the Meeting
Chairman Bisesi asked for a motion to open the March 6 Planning and Zoning Commission meeting.
Mr. Whitney moved to open the meeting and Mr. Rataiczyk seconded. Motion carried. Roll call:
Presiding: Chairman Bisesi
Present: Fink, Lynch, Patterson, Rataiczyk, Rybarczyk, Whitney
Absent: O’Brien, Stefaniuk
Also Present: Fred Vogt, Public Works Director; Barry Krumstok, City Manager; Jim Macholl, City
Attorney; and Elizabeth Payne, Secretary
Call to Order
Chairman Bisesi called the meeting to order at 7:30 pm and declared a quorum.
Approval of Minutes
Chairman Bisesi asked for a motion to approve the minutes from the February 6, 2018 Planning and
Zoning Commission meeting. Mr. Lynch moved to approve the minutes as written and Mr. Whitney
seconded.
Roll call:
Mr. Fink: Abstain
Mr. Lynch: Yes
Mr. Rataiczyk: Yes
Mr. Rybarczyk: Abstain
Mr. Whitney: Yes
Chairman Bisesi: Yes
Motion carried. Minutes approved as written.
Upcoming Public Hearings: NONE
Pending Business: NONE
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New Business:
1. Preliminary and final approval of a four-lot subdivision with variations for property located
at 5160 Dupont Avenue, Palatine, IL, R-1 Residential, Petru Popa, 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.
Petru Popa, 1372 N. Grove Ln., Palatine, IL was sworn in by Chairman Bisesi.
Mr. Popa noted that he was the owner of the subject property, which he had purchased in 2016. The
old house on the property had been demolished, and he began working with the City on engineering
of the site for a subdivision. Over the course of the work, four lots was decided on. He planned to live
in one of the proposed houses himself, and sell the other three lots.
QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD:
Chairman Bisesi opened the meeting to commissioners’ questions and comments.
Mr. Lynch asked if each owner would own the whole depth of the lot, even into the wetlands. Mr.
Popa replied that would be the case. Mr. Lynch asked how much of the land from the back of the
house would be usable. Mr. Popa stated that the houses would be approximately 50 feet deep. The
two houses to the east would have approximately 20 feet between the back of the house and the
proposed basin. He noted that the houses would not be as large as they were shown in the submitted
documents. Mr. Lynch asked if the land behind the buildings would be usable. Mr. Popa replied that it
should be when there was no precipitation – then there would be some water in the basin. Mr. Lynch
asked what he would be required to provide his buyers regarding these conditions. Mr. Popa stated
he would need to check with an attorney, but that it was his intention to tell the buyers everything
about the parcel they were purchasing. Mr. Lynch asked Staff if they had any recollection of what
developers were legally required to provide to buyers, based on previous subdivisions. Mr. Vogt
noted that the more the seller disclosed to the buyer, the better. He went on to say the stormwater
management easements would be recorded with the plat of subdivision, which would be available to
the public. Mr. Lynch asked when such items should be disclosed to potential buyers. Mr. Macholl
noted that there was no specific timeline for disclosure, but it was normal for to notify buyers in the
contract to purchase. Mr. Popa noted that the easements would be noted on the plat of survey at the
time of closing.
Sam Polena, 3922 W Main St, McHenry, IL (developer’s Civil Engineer) was sworn in by Chairman
Bisesi. Mr. Polena stated that there was no standing water on the property, unless there was a
significant rain event. He stated that the proposed basin had been designed to handle 10 and 100
year floods, then overflow into the wetlands and then into the creek if needed. He noted that all this
takes place within the referenced easement, and will be recorded appropriately. Mr. Rataiczyk noted
that the information is public, and would likely be disclosed fairly early in the purchasing process. Mr.
Polena added that the wetlands will have features that will mark them out as wetlands. Mr. Vogt
noted that the plat of subdivision will indicate the easement as well. Mr. Macholl stated that a
condition could be placed on the approval of the subdivision requiring disclosure to prospective
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buyers early in the process. He noted that most buyers are not likely to do research on a home too far
in advance. Mr. Polena stated that they intended to make the wetlands appealing as a nature feature
to the properties.
Mr. Whitney asked if the forebay was designed for a 10 year or 100 year flood, as the third house is
in the 10 year flood area. Mr. Polena noted it was designed for both, and any overflow would flow
into the creek.
Mr. Whitney noted his concern about the lack of room behind the houses. He asked how deep the
forebay would be. Mr. Polena stated that the design had been studied at length, though he did not
have exact details to hand. He stated that the houses met the setback for stormwater design. Mr.
Rybarczyk stated that, per the plan, it seemed that the difference in height between the houses and
bottom of the borebay was six feet at a slope.
Mr. Patterson asked if the elevation near the houses was to be raised. Mr. Popa replied that it was
not, except for the driveways. Mr. Polena added that two of the houses have foundations that will be
raised with an equivalent compensation taken out elsewhere. He noted that they were taking out
more than they were putting in.
Mr. Patterson asked if anything could be built in the wetlands or in the forebay. Mr. Popa replied that
nothing could be built there. Mr. Patterson asked why a home buyer would purchase a lot, of which
two-thirds could not be used. Mr. Popa replied that it would depend on the buyers. He himself would
live in one of the homes, and would have no rear neighbors.
Mr. Rataiczyk asked if the wetlands would be maintained. Mr. Popa noted that the developer would
maintain the wetland area until it develops, at which point it would be self-generating.
Mr. Rybarczyk asked if the houses would be 50 feet deep. Mr. Popa replied that was the intention.
Mr. Rybarczyk asked why the drawings indicated houses 80 feet deep. Mr. Popa replied that they
would be 60 feet at the most – the houses would be designed to be 3,300 to 3,500 square feet in size.
QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE:
Chairman Bisesi opened the meeting for comments from the public.
Thebraize Ahmed, 1284 S. Vermont St., Palatine, IL was sworn in by Chairman Bisesi. Mr. Ahmed
stated that he owned the property adjacent to the proposed subdivision. He had moved in 2006, and
owned four acres for his single family home. He asked how much of the subject property was
protected wetlands. He noted that his backyard became knee-deep in water when it rained. He asked
how additional water runoff created by increasing the elevation on this property would be addressed.
He asked how deep the forebay would be, and where the overflow would go. Mr. Polena stated that
they had included wetland specialists in their plan. Their plan also included compensation for
everything they were putting in, by taking out additional fill and providing higher quality wetland
plantings. Mr. Vogt added that, per the submitted plans, overflow from the forebay would flow due
north from the eastern two lots. Commissioners also noted that 60% of the lot is wetlands. Mr.
Polena stated that the stormwater design was based on a 100 year flood. Mr. Rataiczyk asked if those
requirements were exceeded. Mr. Polena replied that they were. Mr. Vogt noted that the petitioner’s
Page 3

Minutes of the Planning and Zoning Commission
March 6, 2018

engineer has worked with the City’s engineer and with MWRD, and their plans were close to final
approval.
Mr. Ahmed asked if the overflow would head towards Euclid Avenue. Mr. Vogt replied that would be
the case. Mr. Ahmed asked if the two acres to the rear had been purchased. Mr. Vogt replied that
they had not. Mr. Ahmed noted that there was a great deal of standing water on this property and
surrounding properties. Mr. Rataiczyk stated that the petitioner was responsible for managing water
from and on their own property, and that they were required to not increase flooding or water flow
to adjacent properties. Mr. Vogt noted that no discussions had been held with Palatine regarding this
proposal, but that the City would certainly reach out to them before approval. Mr. Ahmed asked for a
water management solution that took care of standing water in the whole area. Mr. Vogt replied that
could be investigated. Mr. Rataiczyk noted that there was only so much that the developer could be
compelled to do. Mr. Vogt noted that MWRD would be incorporated into the changes.
Rich Phillips, 1264 S. Smith St., Palatine, IL was sworn in by Chairman Bisesi. Mr. Phillips stated that
his property backed up to the proposed subdivision to the east. He asked what the proposed
stormwater management easement meant, what a forebay was and how big it would be. He noted
that he did not have a problem with the proposal as long as the forebay performed what he believed
to be its job. He stated that, once new homeowners came in, their daily water usage from gutters,
etc., would be dispersed towards the back, and asked what would happen to that water. Mr. Polena
stated that the forebay is a detention pond that drains out, overflowing into the wetland area. The
proposal has been looked over many times, including four revisions with substantial comments
addressed. The City engineer wanted to be sure the stormwater plan worked. The US Army Corps had
also signed off on the wetlands plan. He stated that all items with regard to stormwater management
had been addressed, and the plan would work. The easement would be a restricted area for
detention and wetlands. Mr. Rybarczyk suggested putting the restrictions on the deed so nothing
could be done in that area. Mr. Vogt stated that the City responds to complaints and homeowner
inquiries, so homeowners could call into the City to have their concerns investigated. Mr. Phillips
asked what would happen five years into the future, once the buildings were in place, and if the
future homeowners placed accessory structures without permits. Staff stated that building permits
would be required for any accessory structures, and drainage would be addressed in the review. Mr.
Rataiczyk replied that any problems should be reported to the City, who would investigate and take
appropriate action. Mr. Vogt stated that public drainage basins are looked at as often as possible, and
the City responded to complaints at other times.
Glenn Davie, 2305 Lisa Ct., Palatine, IL was sworn in by Chairman Bisesi. He stated that his property
was a block and a half south of the subject lot. He asked what variations were being proposed. Staff
replied that none were. (Note that Mr. Davie was referring to a misprint on the agenda.)
Chris Wagner, 1248 S. Smith St., Palatine, IL was sworn in by Chairman Bisesi. He stated that his
property backs to the wetlands on the subject property. He stated that the subject property had been
vacant and had not been taken care of. The rear part of the parcel has dead and fallen trees on it. He
asked who would maintain the property if it was sold. Mr. Vogt replied that, as proposed, it would be
each individual homeowner caring for their section of the property. Mr. Rybarczyk added that it
would be one homeowner for the entire line against which Mr. Wagner’s property backed up. Mr.
Wagner asked if there would be digging in the back. Mr. Rataiczyk stated that the petitioner was
Page 4

Minutes of the Planning and Zoning Commission
March 6, 2018

constrained by the restrictions of the wetlands. Mr. Lynch added that the new owner should be
informed of any damage as soon as it was discovered, and they would then be responsible for
correcting it. Failure to notify the owner of damage on another property would see liability for the
damage transfer to the owner of the property where the damage had taken place. Mr. Vogt added
that the City would respond to complaints and inquiries.
Mr. Ahmed asked if any digging would be done on the property. Mr. Polena stated that there would
be some movement of fill and construction of the wetland, but there would be no change in
elevation.
Stan Leonard, 2306 Lisa Ct., Palatine, IL was sworn in by Chairman Bisesi. Mr. Leonard stated that his
concern was with the street. The intersection of Vermont and Dupont was generally congested, and
had a number of drivers who took the curve at high speeds. Parking was allowed there, and Mr.
Leonard asked how a driver could go around the corner with no stop signs, parked cars, and
oncoming traffic. Mr. Vogt stated that the Traffic Review Committee has looked at that intersection
within the last year, knowing that this development was coming forward. He stated that the intent
was to wait until the street and curb was improved, as the City was requesting that the developer
improve the north side of Dupont. Once that was completed, the Committee would evaluate the
need for a stop sign. Staff would also look at parking allowances in the area. All issues would be
examined during final engineering approval.
Mr. Ahmed stated that he had requested a stop sign from Chief Nowacki previously. His hope was
that two would be installed, one in either direction. He then stated that summer would bring another
concern for area residents – mosquitoes would make their outdoor spaces all but unusable. Nothing
seemed to work to abate the mosquitoes, and he hoped that some solution for that could be found
as well.
Mr. Phillips asked that the houses be required to be constructed in a timely manner if the subdivision
was approved, and not allow debris in the yards.
With there being no further 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. Patterson asked how far back historically into Mr. Ahmed’s rear yard the water problems went.
Mr. Ahmed stated it was very far back. Mr. Ahmed provided photos of the standing water for the
record.
Mr. Whitney noted that he wanted to ensure the Village of Palatine’s involvement in future
proceedings. He asked if the Commission should consider a postponement, or an additional
condition. He also noted the problems parking caused to drivers going around the curve at Vermont
and Dupont. Discussion ensued regarding postponement and potential conditions. It was suggested
that the approval be contingent on Palatine’s concurrence with final engineering.
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Mr. Whitney moved for preliminary approval of a four-lot subdivision for property located at 5160
Dupont Avenue, R-1 Residential
With the following conditions:
1. Site to be developed in substantial conformance with the proposed plat of subdivision.
2. Final plat of subdivision to be filed and recorded with Cook County within two years.
3. Public improvements as shown on the preliminary engineering plans (revised 1/31/2018) for
roadway, curbs, sidewalk, and storm sewer are acceptable. Parkway trees will be required –
number and locations to be determined with final engineering review.
4. Building permits will be required prior to any development of the site.
5. Public improvements are to extend through the curve at the intersection of Dupont Ave./Plum
Tree Lane.
6. Appropriateness of establishment of a Homeowner’s Association to maintain the wetlands to
be decided.
7. Final engineering approval is to include design review and concurrence by the Village of
Palatine.
8. Traffic Review Committee is to review traffic patterns in the area at final engineering.
Mr. Rataiczyk seconded.
Discussion ensued regarding a condition limiting the time frame a building could take. It was decided
that was addressed in the code already, and an additional condition would not be required. Property
maintenance concerns were also discussed. Staff indicated inspectors would respond to complaints.
Roll call:
Mr. Fink: Yes – It is a good use of difficult property, and should not add to existing water
problems.
Mr. Lynch: Yes – Monitoring would be required, but welcomes the property taxes.
Mr. Whitney: Yes – A lot of work had gone into the proposal, and concerns had been eased.
Mr. Patterson: No – Does not agree a final approval is warranted.
Mr. Rataiczyk: Yes – A lot of time and effort had been put into the proposal and concerns had
been raised, but no opposition had been voiced.
Mr. Rybarczyk: Yes – The engineering on the project was good.
Chairman Bisesi: Yes – Concurred with other Commissioners, and noted that more work
needed to be done. The conditions imposed will ensure all concerns are addressed.
Yeas – (6) – Bisesi, Fink, Lynch, Rataiczyk, Rybarczyk, Whitney
Nays – (1) – Patterson
Absent – (2) – O’Brien, Stefaniuk
Abstain – (0) – NONE
Motion approved as amended.
Chairman Bisesi stated that, with the vote 6-1-2, the item would go before the City Council with a
positive recommendation from the Planning and Zoning Commission at a future meeting.
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PROCLAMATION IN HONOR OF JOHN SOMOGYI UPON HIS RETIREMENT
WHEREAS,

John Somogyi began his employment with the City of Rolling Meadows on August 12, 1974, in
the Public Works Department as a Refuse Collector, which evolved into being assigned as the
operation’s “semi-driver/roll-off driver” for several years, then was promoted to Water System
Supervisor in 1988; and

WHEREAS,

John Somogyi was involved in several building remodeling projects, including City Hall and
other City buildings in the 1980’s; and

WHEREAS,

John Somogyi was able to protect the City’s water system integrity and public health through the
infamous JAWA Lake Michigan water supply shut-down of August 8, 1988, in his first months
as Water System Supervisor, and

WHEREAS,

John Somogyi became the Public Works Department Water Operations Superintendent in 1998,
and has served in this position for over 20 years and with zero (0) violations of IEPA water
quality regulations during his tenure; and

WHEREAS,

John Somogyi was instrumental in the implementation of the City’s SCADA system for the
electronic monitoring and operating of the entire water production, storage, and distribution
system, and has put in countless hours in the periodic upgrades and continued maintenance of it;
and

WHEREAS,

John Somogyi obtained an electrician’s license, which has provided many benefits to the City
and to the Public Works Department’s operations; and

WHEREAS,

John Somogyi has been well-known to be able to create both electrical, mechanical, and
plumbing solutions to operational problems, and use his knowledge and creativity to benefit the
overall work place; and

WHEREAS,

John Somogyi has received numerous, often-stated comments in his performance reviews,
including “His pumping stations are something to take pride in”, “He is a quality-minded
individual”, “He always has the best interests of the City in mind”, “John presents a very positive
image to customers”, is affectionately known to his co-workers as “Smoge”; and

WHEREAS,

John Somogyi has always demonstrated a passion for the Public Works Department, for the City
of Rolling Meadows, for its residents and businesses to provide exceptional public services to
them; he has worked to provide outstanding friendly customer services to the residents of Rolling
Meadows, and has shown a constant PRIDE, DEDICATION, PASSION, and
PROFESSIONALISM to his work;

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Mayor Len Prejna of the City of Rolling Meadows, do hereby proclaim Friday, May 11, 2018
as:

JOHN SOMOGYI DAY
in the City of Rolling Meadows. The entire City Council and I, on behalf of the staff, citizens,
and businesses of Rolling Meadows thank John Somogyi for his 43.75 years of service, loyalty,
and dedication to our community. He will be missed by all and is wished a great retirement,
health, and happiness.
In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and cause the Official Seal of the City of
Rolling Meadows to be affixed this 8th day of May, 2018.

__________________________
Len Prejna, Mayor
City of Rolling Meadows

SR1) TOPICS TO MENTION
May 8, 2018
1)

Thank you to everyone who attending the Rolling Meadows Business &
Community Showcase that was held at the Rolling Meadows High School
(2901 Central Road) on Saturday, April 28th. A special thank you goes out to
all the community event foundation volunteers.

2)

Thank you to everyone who participated in the DEA Drug-Take-Back Event
held on Saturday, April 28th. Over 100 pounds was collected at this event.
[Note: Rolling Meadows residents do not have to wait for the DEA Drug-Take
Back events, please remember that there is a grey drug drop off box on the
second floor of City Hall that is provided by Cook County for these items].

3)

Rolling Meadows High School (Township High School District 214) will be
conducting a “Preview Night” on Wednesday, May 9th at the RMHS theater
beginning at 7:00 pm. This event is scheduled so residents can hear about
several construction projects that are planned for the High School as they
renovate, repair, and create an addition. If you have any questions about the
Preview Night event, please contact Rolling Meadows High School Principal
Eileen Hart at 847-718-5610.

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)

Sprinkling ban begins May 15th. To conserve water throughout the
community, lawn sprinkling is prohibited between noon and 6 pm daily, and on
consecutive days.

8)

The 16th Annual Dunkin Donuts Cop on Rooftop promotion will take place on
Friday, May 18th from 5:00 am to 2:00 pm at the Dunkin Donuts located at
3350 Kirchoff Road. During this fundraiser, local Rolling Meadows Police
Officers will be on the rooftop to heighten awareness and raise money for the
Law Enforcement Torch Run for Special Olympics Illinois. Customers who
make a donation will receive a coupon for a free donut (while supplies last).
For a $5.00 donation a customer can receive a lapel pin (while supplies last).
For every $10.00 donation received, the donor can obtain a Torch Run/Dunkin
Donuts stainless steel coffee mug (while supplies last) and a coupon for a free
coffee. For a $15.00 donation a customer can receive a T-Shirt (while supplies
last). We hope that you will be able to attend this promotion on Friday, May
18th and support Cop on a Rooftop that heightens awareness and raises money
for the Law Enforcement Torch Run for Special Olympics Illinois. If you have
any questions or would like to make a donation, please contact Detective
Katsenios at 847-870-2693.

9)

Meadows Cruise Nights are back thanks to Meadows Christian Fellowship
located at 2401 Kirchoff Road. The cruisers will be around from 5:00 pm to
8:00 pm on Friday’s starting May 25th and going all the way through August
31st. Please join the free family fun at 2401 Kirchoff Road. If you want
additional information, please visit www.meadowscruisenights.com

10)

May 25th Veterans Dinner – Veterans planning on attending this annual dinner
should contact City Hall at 847-394-8500. Space is limited.

11)

May 26th – City Market (1st for the season) from 10:00 am to 2:00 pm at
Community Church (2720 Kirchoff Road).

12)

May 26th – Memorial Day Parade & Ceremony starts at 11:00 am on Kirchoff
Road.

13)

June 8th – 4th Annual Block Party to be conducted on Kirchoff Road from 4:30
pm to 8:30 pm. Kirchoff Road will be closed from Meadows Drive to Oriole
for the Party. Please plan on visiting.

SR2)

AGENDA
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
May 15, 2018 – 7:30pm

1)
2)
3)
4)

ISNS
Fire Stations
Animal Control
Bonds

Staff Report – May 8, 2018
Agenda Location: Staff Reports
SR3) City of Rolling Meadows Comprehensive Plan – Consultant Selection Update
City Staff has been in the process of selecting, and ultimately recommending to the City Council
to update the 2006 City of Rolling Meadows Comprehensive Plan. The Staff selection committee
is comprised of the following:
•
•
•
•
•

Barry Krumstok, City Manager
Fred Vogt, Director of Public Works
Robert Horne, Assistant Director of Public Works
Elizabeth Payne, Administrative Services Coordinator for the Public Works Department
Martha Corner, Business Advocate

To begin, Staff invited, through a formal Request for Proposals (RFP) process, eleven (11) prequalified consulting firms to submit proposals, along with posting the RFP on the City website
and the American Planning Association (APA) website. Six (6) detailed proposals were submitted,
from which three (3) firms were chosen to be interviewed. At this time, a number of
considerations are still subject to further review, as outlined below:
1) Comprehensive Plan Update Consultant Selection So Far – Following the interviews, Staff as
yet has detailed discussion relative to consultant qualifications and quality of presentations.
It was expected that a recommendation for a Comprehensive Plan Update contract be
awarded by the City Council on May 8, 2018 but the decision has been deferred to May 22,
2018 to deal with some items that have been brought up during the interviews.
2) City of Rolling Meadows Zoning Code Update – During the consultant interview process,
Staff recognized the opportunity for a Rolling Meadows Zoning Code update concurrent with
the Comprehensive Plan update. (All the consultants mentioned how old, antiquated, and
complex our current Zoning Code is – they also mentioned a few areas of conflict). Currently
a Zoning Code update is timely, and would be efficient to perform concurrently, for the
following reasons:
•
•
•
•

The Zoning Code currently has inherent conflicts due to random timing of prior
amendments (e.g. cell towers/antennas) making interpretation difficult;
The Zoning Code also has outdated terminology (such as haberdashery) and does not
reflect current trends in development;
Signage regulations are outdated;
Subdivision code requirements are outdated.

3) Revised Comprehensive Plan Update Project Plan – Include Zoning Code Update – At this
time, it makes sense to combine the efforts of updating the Comprehensive Plan with
updating the Zoning Code as it will avoid some duplication of efforts by Staff, selected
consultants and public bodies (e.g. Planning & Zoning Commission and City Council) during
public meetings. At this time, Staff is requesting informal quotes for a Zoning Code update
from the three (3) planning consulting firms interviewed. We anticipate a recommendation
with costs and contracts for City Council approval at the May 22, 2018 regular meeting. This
process will be expected to now extend into early 2019, and costs will be incurred and paid
for in FY 2018 and FY 2019, subject to City Council approval and FY 2019 budget approval.

