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PUBLIC HEARING



VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Finance Department

BOARD REPORT

TO: Village President, Village Clerk, Board of Trustees and

Village Attorney

FROM Bob Pi I ipis zy n, Y illage Manager,
Lou Cipparrone, Finance Director

DATE: AprilT,2011

PUBLIC I.IEARING - FY 201I.12 OPERATING AND CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENTS BUDGET

In accordance with State statute, the Village Board is scheduled to convene a Public Hearing on

Monday, April 1l,20ll at7:30 p.m. in the La Grange Village Hall Auditorium for purposes of
receiving public comment regarding the proposed FY 20ll-12 Operating and Capital

Improvements Budget.

A notice of Public Hearing has been posted and published. In addition, copies of the proposed

budget document have been made available for public inspection at Village Hall, La Grange

Public Library and on the Village's website since March 4'n. The public hearing represents the

conclusion of the on-going process by which public input has been solicited throughout the

development of the budget document. This process began in November, 2010 with consideration

of the preliminary tax levy.

After all oral and written comments have been heard, it would be appropriate for the Village
Board to adjourn the Public Hearing. Should any testimony received at the public hearing

resonate with the Village Board, the Village Board has the legislative discretion to discuss and

amend the Village budget when it is considered for adoption later on in the meeting agenda.

RE:

),

filename:uscrs/fìnancelbudget pubhearl I - I 2.brd.doc



VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

A public hearing will be held on the proposed Village of La Grange budget for the 20ll't2 fiscal
yeàr ending April 30,2012. The public hearing will be held on Monday, April 17,2011, at7:30
p.m. in the La Grange Village Hall, 53 S. La Grange Road, second floor auditorium.

All interested citizens attending the public hearing may provide written and oral comments and

may ask questions regarding the entire budget for fiscal year 20ll-12.

A copy of the entire budget for the Village of La Grange for the year ending April 30,2012 is

available for public inspection in the office of the Village Clerk, 53 S. La Grange Road, La

Grange, Illinois, the La Grange Public Library and at the Village's website

www.villageofl agran ge. com.

Thomas Morsch
Village Clerk

Village of La Grange
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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
PUBLIC HEARING AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES REGULAR MEETING

Village Hall Auditorium
53 South La Grange Road

La Grange, lL 60525

AGENDA

Monday, April I l,20ll - 7:30 p.m.

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL
P r es ident Elizabeth As p erger
Trustee Bill Holder
Trustee Mike Horvath
Trustee Mark Kuchler
Trustee Mark Langan
Trustee Tom Livingston
Trustee James Palermo

PUBLIC HEARING - FY 201l-12 Operating and Capital Improvements Budget:
Referred to President Asperger

PRESIDENT'S REPORT
This is an opportunity for the Víllage President to report on matters of interest or
concern to the Village.

A. Proclamation - Arbor Day

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING AGENDA ITEMS
This is the opportunityþr members of the audience to speak about matters that

are included on this Agenda.

OMNIBUS AGENDA AND VOTE
Matters on the Omnibus Agendawill be considered by a single motion andvote
because they already have been consideredfully by the Board at a previous
meeting or have been determined to be of a routine nature. Any member of the

Board of Trustees may request that an item be movedfrom the Omnibus Agenda
to Current Busíness for separate consideration.

A. Engineering Services Agreements - KLOA - Pedestrian Safety
Enhancements:

1) Crosswalk Safety Enhancements - 47th Street Adjoining

)
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2)

3)

Public Hearing and Village Board Meeting Agenda
April I l,20ll -Page2

Crosswalk Safety Enhancements - La Grange Road and

52nd Street
Crosswalk Safety Enhancements - 47th Street and 9th

Avenue
Pedestrian Push Button Relocation Project - La Grange
Road

4)

B. Budget Amendments - Fiscal Year Ending April 30, 2011

C Material Purchase - Public 'Works I 20ll Spring Tree Planting
Program & Resolution - Public Works / Suburban Tree
Consortium

Open Meetings Act - Review of Closed Session Minutes

Consolidated Voucher 1 1 0328

Consolidated Voucher 1 I 041 I

Minutes of the Village of La Grange Board of Trustees Regular
Meeting, Monday, March l4,20ll

CURRENT BUSINESS
This agenda item includes consideration of matters being presented to the Board
of Trusteesfor action.

Ordinance - Variation - Front and Corner Side Yards, Spring-
Gurrie Schools, 1001 S. Spring Avenue, School District 105:

Referred to Trustee Kuchler

Resolution - Approving the FY 20lI-12 Operating and Capital
Improvements Budget: Referred to Trustee Holder

Water Rate Increase: Referred to Trustee Holder

MANAGER'S REPORT
This is an opportunityfor the Village Manager to report on behalf of the Víllage

Staff about matters of interest to the Village.

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING MATTERS NOT ON AGENDA
This is an opportunityfor members of the audience to speak about Village
related matters that øre not listed on this Agenda.

EXECUTIVE SESSION
The Board of Trustees may decide, by a roll eall vote, to convene in executive

session if there are matters to discuss conJìdentially, in øccordance with the

Open Meetings Act.

D.

E.

F.

G.

6.

A
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Public Hearing and Village Board Meeting Agenda
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10. TRUSTEE COMMENTS
The Board of Trustees may wßh to comment on any matters.

1I. ADJOURNMENT

The Village of La Grange is subject to the requirements of the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990. Individuals with disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and
who require certain accommodations so that they can observe and/or participate in this
meeting, or who have questions, regarding the accessibility of the meeting or the
Village's facilities, should contact the Village's ADA Coordinator at (708) 579-2315
promptly to allow the Village to make reasonable accommodations for those persons.
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TO

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Public Works Department

BOARD REPORT

Village President, Village Clerk
Board of Trustees, and Village Attorney

FROM Robert Pilipiszyn, Village Manager
Ryan Gillingham, Director of Public \ilorks
Don Wachter, Village Forester

DATE: April 1l,20ll

RE: PROCLAMATION . ARBOR DAY

Attached for your consideration is a Proclamation declaring Friday, April 29, 201 1 as Arbor Day
in La Grange. It is appropriate for the Village Board to consider this measure for two reasons.
First, the Village has been named a Tree City USA by the National Arbor Day Foundation for
twenty-eight consecutive years (through 2010). Official observance of Arbor Day is one of the
criteria for receiving this award. Second, it honors the legacy of our founding father, Franklin
Cossitt, who planted our first urban forest.

This year, Arbor Day will be celebrated with the students from Ogden Avenue Elementary
School. A tree will be planted on the grounds of school as part of the celebration. The Arbor
Day tree planting ceremonywill take place on Friday, April2gth at 10:00 am.

It is our recommendation that the Proclamation declaring April 29,2010 as Arbor Day in La
Grange be approved.

hI',



VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE

PROCLAMATION

"Arbor Day in La Grange, Friday, April 29,2011*

V/HEREAS, the Village ofl.a Grange is characterizedby its stately and tree-lined streets; and

WHEREAS, the Village makes a continual effort to preserve the aesthetic beauty and

environmental benefit by appropriate Urban Forestry planning and reforestation;

and

WHEREAS the Forestry and Tree Planting Program will continue to be integral parts of the

services the Village of La Grange provides to its residents, businesses and

schools; and

WHEREAS the Village of La Grange recognizes the interest in and desire for a healtþUrban
Forest from the entire communit¡

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Village of La Grange does herebyproclaim

Frida¡ Apli,|29,2011 as it's official Arbor Day Observation, and

THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Arbor Day shall be marked with an Arbor

Daytree planting ceremony at 10:00 4.M., Friday, Apnl29,20l1 atOgden Avenue Elementary

School, in recognition of the students' effort to improve our Urban Forest.

Elizabeth M. Asperger, Village President

ATTEST:

\
þ

Thomas Morsch, Village Clerk
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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Department of Public Works

BOARD REPORT

Village President, Village Clerk, Board of Trustees, and Village Attorney

Robert J. Pilipiszyn, Village Manager
Ryan Gillingham, Director of Public Works

TO:

FROM:

DATE: April ll,20ll

RE:

(2)

ENGIIVEERING SERVICES AGREEMENTS - KLOA -
PEDESTRIAN SAF'ETY ENHANCEMENTS

(I) CROSSWALK SAFETY ENHANCEMENTS - 47"TH STREET
ADJOINING WAIOLA PARK

(3)

ø\ PEDESTRIAN PUSH BUTTON RELOCATION PROJECT -
LA GRANGE ROAI)

As part of the Village Board's strategic objective of calming traffic and improving
pedestrian safety throughout the Village, several projects were identified for
implementation in the proposed FY20l l-12 Capiøl Improvement Program. The projects

identified and being considered under this Board report include the following:

1. Crosswalk Safety Enhancements - 47û Street Adjoining Waiola Park
2. Crosswalk Safety Enhancements - LaGrange Road and 52no Street

3. Crosswalk Safety Enhancements - 47th Streèt and 9th Avenue
4. Pedestrian Push Button Relocation Project- La Grange Road

The next step for each of these projects is to complete the detailed engineering
assessment and design. This work is necessary in order to obtain IDOT approval for the

work and to eventually implement these enhancements. These projects have all been

included under the same Board Report as they are all pedestrian related and are proposed

to be completed by the traffrc engineering firm of KLOA, lnc. Each of these projects will
be discussed individually below with staff recommendations summarized at the end of
this report.

9
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Engineering Services Agreements - KLOA
Pedestrian Safety Enhancements

Board Report - April ll,20ll -Page2

Crosswalk Safetv Enhancements - 47th Street Adioinins Waiola Park

A crosswalk at the intersection of the 47th Sheet and Waiola Park is desired for the
pu{pose of improving pedestrian safety given the adjacency of the park to 47th Street and

the distance to signalized intersections to the west and east. Currently a crosswalk across

47ú Street does not exist at this location.

When considering a crosswalk at this location, the Village's experience at the recently

enhanced cross*ãlk at 47th Street and 9ú Avenue was considered. From this experience,

the direction received by staff during the budget development process was to pursue an

enhanced crossing at this location that provides for a stop condition for traffic on 47tn

Street, such as a pedestrian activated red signal. In order to satisfu the requirements for
crosswalks contained within the federal standard Manual of Uniform Traffic Contol
Devices and the requirements of IDOT, an engineering study and the development of
design documents is required for this project.

Previously, the Village Board approved a contract with KLOA on August 10, 2009 for
the design of a pedestrian activated crossing signal at this location in the amount $6,000.
At that time, the design of a crossin g at 47rn Street and Waiola w4s put on hold in order to

assess the effectiv"nõs of the pedãstrian crossing signal at 47ú Street and 9th Avenue.

Based on this assessment, a more complex signal iJ now being contemplated for 47th

Street and V/aiola Avenue than previously considered. This enhanced crossing requires

additionat data collection, assessment and design than was originally proposed in2009.
Please note that no funds were expended on the 47th Street and Waiola crossing under the

original task order as KLOA was not given the notice to proceed for this portion of the

work.

Based on the direction received by the Village Board and the enhanced design being

considered, staff requested a proposal from KLOA for the assessment, recommendation,

and design of a new crosswalk at this location. KLOA provided a proposal that divided
the project into the following four chronological phases:

l. Phase I - Alternatives Assessment - Work includes collecting pedestrian data,

and researching evaluating available technologies and pedeshian crossing

enhancement alternatives.
2. Phase 2 - Concept Plan Development - Based on the assessment of the available

alternatives, develop several concept plans for presentation and discussion with
the Village.

3. Phase 3 - IDOT Review - Submit and coordinate with IDOT the preliminary
approval of the selected alternative.

4. Phase 4 - Final Design Plans - Prepare detailed plans and specifications for the
project.

KLOA proposes to complete this work in an amount not-to-exceed $14,000. Funds are

budgeted in the Capital Projects Fund for this project for engineering and construction in
the amount of $100,000. Staffrecommends KLOA perform the engineering work for this

\
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Engineering Services Agreements - KLOA
Pedestrian Safety Enhancements

Board Report - April I l, 201 1 - Page 3

project based on their experience in this type of work. If approved a task order for this

work would be issued under a master task order agreement with KLOA. The proposal

from KLOA is attached to this memorandum for your consideration (Attachment l.)

KLOA proposes to complete Phases I and 2 of this work within four weeks from the

notice to proceed. The goal is to implement this project as soon as possible, however an

overall construction schedule for the project is difücult to estimate as the coordination
and approval time for IDOT is not known. Based on past experience, we estimate that

the approval process will take between 2-5 months.

Crosswalk Safetv Enhancements - La Granqe Road and 52nd Street

Improvements to the existing crosswalk at the intersection of the La Grange Road and

52nd Street are desired for the purpose of improving pedestrian safety at this location.

The current crosswalk is marked as a school crosswalk and crosses five lanes of traffic on

La Grange Road.

The scope of work, engineering services and desired outcome for this crossing are very

similar to the crossing at 47th Street and Waiola Avenue noted above. The main

difference in the approach to these two projects is that the crossingatLa Grange Road

and 52nd Street is currently marked as a crossing. The proposed phases of the work
identified in KLOA's proposal for this project are the same as noted above. Finally, no

funds were expended for this project under the previously approved task order as KLOA
was not given the notice to proceed for this portion of the work.

KLOA proposes to complete this work in an amount not to exceed $14,500. Funds are

budgeted in the Capital Projects Fund for this project for engineering and construction in
the amount of $80,000. If approved a task order for this work would be issued under a

master task order agreement with KLOA. The proposal from KLOA is attached to this

memorandum for your consideration (Attachment 2.)

Again similar to the 47û Street and Waiola project, KLOA proposes to complete Phases I
and 2 of this work within four weeks from the notice to proceed. The goal is to
implement this project as soon as possible, however an overall schedule for the project is

diffrcult to estimate as the coordination and approval time for IDOT is not known. Based

on past experience, we estimate that the approval process will take between 2-5 months.

Crosswalk Safetv Enhancements - 47th Street and 9th Avenue

In December 2009, the existing crosswalk at 47ft Street and 9th Avenue was enhanced

with pedestrian actuated flashing yellow beacons and in-pavement flashing lights, and

advanced waming signs to alert motorists of pedestrian crossings at this location. Since

the improvements were made at this crossing, the Village has been able to evaluate the

effectiveness of these enhancements over the past year. While the enhancements have

improved motorist awareness of pedestrians crossing at this intersection, a higher level of
motorist compliance for yielding to pedestrians is desired.

/'þ
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Engineering Services Agreements - KLOA
Pedeshian Safety Enhancements

Board Report - April ll, 20ll - Page 4

Based on the desire to improve pedestrian safety at this location, a proposal from KLOA
was requested for the assessment, recoûtmendation, and design of additional

enhancements to the crossing at this location. Similar to the other crossings listed above,

a stop condition for motorists, such as a red signal, is desired for this crossing in order to

increase motorist compliance with yielding to pedestrians. In order to satisS the

requirements for crosswalks cont¿ined with the Manual of Uniform Traffrc Control

Devices and the requirements of IDOT, an engineering study and the development of
design documents is required for this project. Similar to the other crossings, KLOA
provided a proposal that divided the project into the four phases: (1) alternatives

assessment, (2) concept plan development, (3) IDOT review, and (a) final design plans.

KLOA proposes to complete this work in an amount not to exceed $13,500. Staff

recommends that funds budgeted in the Capital Projects Fund under 47th Street

Improvements in the amount of $100,000 be used for the engineering portion of this

project. If approved a task order for this work would be issued under a master task order

ãgrêement with KLOA. The proposal from KLOA is attached to this memorandum for
your consideration (Attachment 3.)

KLOA proposes to complete Phases I and 2 of this work within six weeks from the

notice to proceed. The goal is to implement this project as soon as possible, however an

overall cõnstruction schedule for the project is difficult to estimate as the coordination

and approval time for IDOT is not known. Based on past experience, we estimate that

the approval process will take between 2-5 months.

Pedestrian Push Button Relocation Proiect- La Granse Road

Currently many of the pedestrian activated push buttons along La Grange Road require

pedestrians to walk in an opposite direction of travel to push the button and activate the

walk cycle for the traffrc signal. The purpose of this project is to place the push buttons

in locations that are more easily accessible to pedestrians wishing to cross the roadway.

The La Grange Road intersections to be impacted by this project include Cossitt Avenue,

Hanis Avenue, Burlington Avenue, Hillgrove Avenue, and Ogden Avenue. Due to the

unique geometry of each intersection and conflicting utilities, a single bollard with a push

buuõn is being considered for each comer to allow for the easier activation of the

pedestrian walk cycle. For these same reasons, KLOA determined that it was not feasible

io install a series of bollards to visually separate pedestrians from vehicular trafüc at each

corner through a design similar to the bollards installed on Burlington Avenue at the La

Grange Road train station.

The Village engaged KLOA to complete a preliminary engineering evaluation of this

project to gage the feasibility of moving the push buttons at these locations. KLOA
õompleted the preliminary engineering plans for the project and determined locations at

eactrintersection where these push buttons could be relocated. In order to move forward

with this project, detailed engineering plans and specifications need to be completed and

submitted to IDOT for approval as these intersections and traffrc signals are under their

.-st
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Engineering Services Agreements - KLOA
Pedestrian Safety Enhancements

BoardReport-April ll,2011 -Page 5

jurisdiction. Specifically, traffic signal modifications plans will need to be developed

based on IDOT standards. Also, staff intends to select a bollard for the push button that

is consistent with streetscape along La Grange Road, and meets ADA and IDOT
requirements.

Staff requested a proposal from KLOA for developing the detailed engineering plans for
these modifications based on the preliminary engineering work that has been completed.

KLOA proposed to complete the detailed engineering design documents and submit these

documents for IDOT approval in an amount not-to-exceed $5,000 per intersection for a

total of $25,000.

Funds are budgeted in the Capital Projects Fund for this project for engineering and

construction in the amount of $125,000. lncluded in this funding is the receipt of grant in
the amount of $90,000, which was a legislation appropriation in the State's capital bill.
Staff recommends KLOA perform the engineering work for this project based on their

experience in this type of work. If approved a task order for this work would be issued

urder a master task order agreement with KLOA. The proposal from KLOA is attached

to this memorandum for your consideration (Attachment 4.)

KLOA proposes to complete the detailed engineering plans within eight weeks from the

notice tó proceed. The notice to proceed for this project would be issued upon receipt of
the approved grant agfeement from the State, which we expect to receive within the next

several months. Once the design documents are complete, they would be submitted to

IDOT for approval. The goal is to construct this project this year, however an overall

construction schedule for the project is difficult to estimate as the coordination and

approval time for IDOT is not known. Based on past experience, we estimate that the

approval process will take between 2-5 months.

X'undíng

With the exception of the enhancements to the crosswalk at 47h Street and 9ú Avenue,

funding for ørgineering and construction of the above projects is provided in the

ptoporéd FY20l1-12 Budget, Capital Projects Fund. Please note that staff is currently

*oiking with State Representative Durkin to reallocate funding, currently designated in
the Staie's Capital Bill for a pedestrian bridge over Ogden Avenue, to the following
projects:

."þ
2

Amountect
I 000Crosswalk Enhancements Street Waiola Park
ICrosswalk Enhancements - La Road and Street
1Crosswalk Enhancements - 4 Street and Avenue

School Zone Enhancements on Avenue
400TOTAL

Should the above grant funds be made available for these projects, staffrecommends the

.q



Engineering Services Agreements - KLOA
Pedestrian Safety Enhancements

Board Report - April lI, 20ll - Page 6

ofßetring funds within the Capital Projects Fund be reallocated to the MARS project.

We note that the engineering work for the school zone enhancements on Ogden Avenue

has already been completed and once denied by IDOT. We will resubmit petition as a

bundled traffrc and pedestrian safety package.

Summarv

Staff recommends KLOA perform the engineering work for the above projects based on

their experience in this type of work and familiarity with these projects. Therefore, staff
also recommends the Board approve task orders for engineering services with KLOA for
the following pedestrian safety projects:

Amount
1Crosswalk Enhancements - 4 Street Ad Waiola Park
1Crosswalk Enhancements - La Road and52 Street
l3Crosswalk Enhancements - 4 Street and Avenue

Pedestrian Push Button Relocation ect - La Road

6.ù
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ATTACHMENT A

TASK ORDERNO. IO

In accordance with Section 1.2 of the Master Contract dated between the

Village of La Grange (the "Village") and KLOA, Inc. (the "Consultant'), the Parties agree to the

following Task Number 10:

1. Contracted Selvices:

Consultant shall complete the services described in the attached KLOA proposal dated March 21,

201 1 for the assessmônt, recommendation and design of a new crosswalk at 47th Street adjoining

Waiola Park.

2. Project Schedule (attach schedule if appropriate):

Phase I and2 shall be completed by May 20,2011

3. Project Completion l)ate:

All Contracted Services must be c<impleted on or before August 3l,20ll

4. Project Specific Pricing (if applicable):

Consultant shall be compensated on a cost plus fixed fee formula based on IDOT's approved

overhead multipliers in an amount not to exceed $14,000.

5. Additional Changes to the Master Contract (if applicable):

None.

Alt other terms and conditions remain unchanged.

[signature page followsl

t
1.þ'I

-l- Task Change Order: Task Number 09



VILLAGE CONSULTAI\IT

Signature Signatwe

Director of Public Works Name (Printed or Typed)

Date Date

If greater than. $2.000. the Village Manager's sienature is required.

Signature

Village Manager

Date

If greater than $10.000. the Village Board must approve the Task Order in advance and the

Villaee President's signature is required.

Signature

Village President

Date

I
-2- Task Change Order: Task Number 09
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KL
Kentg, Lindgren, O'Hara, Âlroonq lnc.

Attachment 1

95?.( \\'cst Ili¡i::,irrs lìoad. Stritc l()fJ, lìosenrout. lllinois liltlllt
p: 8J7--i lll-9990 ; tl 8i7-i l8-9987

March 2l,20ll

Mr. Ryan Gillingham, PE
Director of Public Works
Village of La Grange
320 East Avenue
La Grange, Illinois 60525

Re: Scope of Services and Fee Proposal
Crosswalk Safety Enhancements
47û Street adjoining Waiola Park
La Grange, Illinois

Dear Ryan:

As requested, Kenig, Lindgren, O'Hara, Aboona" Inc. (KLOA, Inc.) is pleased to submit this scope

of services and fee proposal to evaluate alternatives and develop plans to improve pedestrian safety

across 47ft Street adjoining Waiola Park. Since 47û Street is under the jurisdiction of the Illinois
Department of Transportation (IDOT), the plans will subjectto IDOT review and approval.

Scope of Services

The scope of services has been organized into four (4) work phases, including alternatives

assessment, concept plan developmenÇ IDOT review, and final design plan preparation.

Phase 1: Alternatives Assessment

l. Conduct a field reconnaissance to observe pedestrian crossing activity on 47ú Street

adjoining Waiola Park and verify existing signing, pavement markings, sidewalk locations,

curb cuts, sight distancg and lighting.

2. KLOA, Inc. will research available technologies for enhancing pedestrian crossings and

identiff potential crossing enhancement alternatives to be assessed.

3. Conduct counts of pedestrian crossing activity on 47ú Street between Waiola Avenue and

Stone Avenue for a 4-hour period on a weekday or weekend when organized activities are

planned in Waiola Park. La Grange Little League has games scheduled at both fields within
Waiola Park starting Tuesday, April 12, 2011.

4. Utilize the 47ü Street traffic volume data collected in previous trafftc studies by KLOA,
along with the pedestrian crossing volume data to evaluate the various alternatives against

Federal Highway Administration warrants and/or design guidelines contained tnthe Manual

on Uniþrm Traffic Control Devicesfor Streets and Higlways (MUTCD).

6
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Attachment 1

Mr. Ryan Gillingham, PE
March 2l,20lt
Page2

Develop an evaluation matrix to summarizethe various pedestrian crossing enhancement

alternatives and determine which alternatives merit fi¡rther discussion. The evaluation matrix
will include conformance to MUTCD standards, level ofeffectiveness, preliminary purchase

and installation costs, and the ability to integrate with existing traffic control systems.

Phase 2: Concept Plan Development

6. KLOA, Inc. will utilize survey base files of 47h Street previously obtained from Heuer and

Associates to develop concept plans ofthe pedestrian crossing enhancement alternatives that
merit further discussion from Phase l. The concept plan will depict a plan view showing the
proposed location ofthe enhancement, which could include amarked crosswalk, pedestrian

crosswalk warning signs, pedeshian refuge islands, flashing beacons, high intensity rapid-
flashing devices, High Intensþ Activated Crosswalk (I{AWK) signals, ñ¡ll traffic signals,

U-post inserts, bollards and other pavement markings. Photographs of in-field examples of
the various concepts will be provided as well.

7. Reviewthe alternatives assessmentand conceptplans withthe VillageBoard ofTrustees and

seek consensus on a preferred concept plan.

Phase 3: IDOT Review

8. Submit the preferred concept plan to the IDOT for review.

9. If IDOT provides an affirmative response on the preferred concept plan, KLOA, Inc. will
proceed to Phase 4.

10. If IDOT is not agreeable to the preferred concept plan, KLOA, Inc. will work with the

Village to identify up to one alternate concept plan that may be agreeable to IDOT. This
altemate plan, which would likely come out ofthe altematives assessment process in Phase I
of this study, would then be submiued to IDOT for review.

11. Alternatively, ifthe original concept plan continues to be preferred by the Village, KLOA,
Inc. will requestameetingwithIDOT st¿ffto discussthe matterfurther. Village staffwould
attend this meeting as well.

Phase 4: Final Design Plans

12. Utilizing the base survey files, KLOA, Inc. will prepare construction plans. specifications
and an enginerers' opinion of probable construction cost to install the pedestrian crossing

enhancement prefened by the Village ofl-a Grange and acceptableto IDOT. The plans will
include any pedestrian signing, pavement marking or signalization details, but exclude any
potential modifications to the roadway, sidewalk, landscaping and/or lighting. If these

modifications are determined to be required, KLOA, Inc. will work with Village staff to

A,
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Attachment I
Mr. Ryan Gillingham, PE
March 2l,20ll
Page 3

l3

obtain a cost estimate from a civil engineering consultant to prepare the appropriate design
plans. In advance ofthe plans being completed, a list ofneeded materials will be provided to
the Village to ensure that those requiring more lead time can be ordered while IDOT permits

are being sought. Also, to provide adequate lead time for ComEd to complete any necessary

electrical line extensions, preliminary plans wíll be prepared and forwarded to the Village
and ComEd prior to the completion of the final plans needed for IDOT permit approval.

Coordinate with the Village, IDOT, and possibly ComEd for the purpose of obtaining the

necessary approvals, electrical line extensions, and permits for work to be completed.

KLOA, Inc. staff will attend up to two meetings with the Village, ComEd and/or IDOT to
review design plans, obtain approvals and permits, and oversee system installation.

t4.

Time of Performance

Phases I and2ofthis scope of services, excluding the Board ofTrustees meeting, can be completed

with four (4) weeks of receipt of a signed copy of this letter agreement for our files. Phase 4 ofthis
scope of services can also be completed within four (4) weeks and would proceed once the Village
Board selects a preferred plan and IDOT indicates agreement with the plan, as discussed in Phase 3.

Cost of Services

The cost of services rendered by KLOA, Inc. will be based on our standard hourly billing rates for
staff time expended on this assignment, plus reimbursement at cost for direct expenses such as

travel, postage, and reproduction. Based on our experience with similar studies, our not-to-exceed

cost for staff time and direct expenses for the tasks outlined in Phases 1 through 4 of this scope of
services will be $![r1Q!!, as summarized in the t¿ble below. V/e will not exceed these costs vvithout

prior authorization from you. The cost for stafftime and direct expenses in connection with any

additional meetings for which our attendance is desired, beyond the four (4) meetings identified in
this scope of services, would be in addition to the project budget estimated above. The 201I hourly
rates foraPrincipal to attend daytime meetings range from $155-190 and range from $230-$260to
attend evening hearings.

Summarv of Proiect Costs
rüork Phase Cost

Phase I - Alternatives Analysis
Phase 2 - Concept Plan Development
Phase3-IDOTReview
Phase 4 - Final Design Plans

TOTAL

$2,500
$4,500
$1,000
$6.000

$14,000
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Attachment 1

Mr. Ryan Gillingham, PE
March 2l,20ll
Page 4

Method of Payment

Invoices for services rendered will be submitted every two weeks and will reflect the charges

incuned on the project during the previous period. Invoices will show staff time and expenses

separately. Invoices are due and payable within 30 days of the invoice date. Payments due KLOA
are not contingent upon project approval or project financing and are the responsibility ofthe
Village of La Grange. In the event that legal proceedings are instituted to collect delinquent

payments due KLOA, the Village of La Grange will be responsible for court costs, expenses of
òollection, and reasonable attorney's fees. To the maximum extent permitted by law, the Village of
La Grange agrees to limit KLOA, Inc.'s liability for the Village of La Grange's damages up to the

sum of the total fee on this contract. This limitation should apply regardless ofthe cause ofaction or

legal theory pled or asserted.

KLOA, Inc. is pleased to have this opportunity to continue offering our professional services to the

Village of La Grange. We look forward to initiating our services on this project upon receipt of a

signed copy ofthis letter of agreement for our files. Ifyou have any questions, please do not hesitate

to call us at (847) 518-9990.

Sincerely,

KENIG, LINDGREN, O'F[ARA, ABOONA, INC. ACCEPTED AND APPROVED THIS

DAY OF 20ll

Eric D. Russell, PTP, TSOS
Principal

;l
y,.

Luay R. Aboona, PE
As its Principal and
Contracting Officer

(Signature)

(Typed Name)

Authorized to Execute Agreements for:

6'v
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ATTACHMENT A

TASK ORDER NO. I 1

In accordance with Section 1.2 of the Master Contract dated between the

Village of La Grange (the "Village") and KLOA, Inc. (the "Consultant"), the Parties agree to the

following Task Number I l:

1. Contracted Services:

Consultant shall complete the services described in the attached KLOA proposal dated March 23,

201 I for the assessment, recommendation and design of an enhanced crosswalk at La Grange Rd

and 52nd Street.

2. Project Schedule (attach schedule if appropriate):

Phase 1 and 2 shall be completed by May 20,2011

3. Project Completion l)ate:

All Contracted Services must be completed on or before August 31,201I

4. Project Specific Pricing (if applicable):

Consultant shall be compensated on a cost plus fixed fee formula based on IDOT's approved

overhead multipliers in an amount not to exceed $14,500.

5. Additional Changes to the Master Contract (if applicable):

None.

All other terms and conditions remain unchanged.

[signature page follows]

/'þ
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-t- Task Change Order: Task Number 09
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VILLAGE CONSULTANT

Signature Signature

Director of Public Works Name (Printed or Typed)

Date Date

If greater than. $2.000" the Village Manager's siÊnature is required.

Signature

Village Manager

Date

If ereater than $10.000. the Village Board must approve the Task Order in advance and the

Village President's sienature is required.

Signature

Village President

Date

s

-2- Task Change Order: Task Number 09
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Itarrlg, Llndgren, O'Hara, A.boonar lnc.
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March 23,2011

Mr. Ryan Gillingham, PE
Director of Public Works
Village of La Grange
320 East Avenue
La Grange, Illinois 60525

Re: Scope ofServices and Fee Proposal
Crosswalk Safety Enhancements
La Grange Roadand 52nd Street

La Grange, Illinois

Dear Ryan:

As requested, Kenig, Lindgren, O'Harq Aboon4Inc. (KLOA, Inc.) is pleased to submitthis scope

of services and fee proposal to evaluate alternatives and develop plans to improve pedeshian safety

across La Grange Ro ad at 52nd Street. There is presently a marked crosswalk on La Grange Road on

the north leg of this intersection, along with school crosswalk warning signs, advance crosswalk

warning signs and a 20 mph school speed zone. Since La Grange Road (US 12120145) is under the

jurisdiction of the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT), the plans will subject to IDOT
review and approval.

Scope of Services

The scope of services has been organized into four (4) work phases, including altematives

assessment, concept plan development, IDOT review, and final design plan preparation.

Phase l: Alternatives Assessment

1. Conduct a field reconnaissance to observe pedestrian crossing activity on La Grange Road at

52nd Street and veriff existing signing, pavement markings, sidewalk locations, curb cuts,

sight distance, and lighting.

2. KLOA, Inc. will research available technologies for enhancing pedestrian crossings and

identiû potential crossing enhancement alternatives to be assessed.

3. Conduct updated counts of traffic volumes and pedestrian crossings at the La Grange

Road/52nd Street intersection on a weekday during the morning (7:00-9:00 A.M.) and

afternoon (2:00-4:00 P.M.) periods that coincide with the school start and dismissal times.

4. Utilize the trafüc and pedestrian volume data to evaluate various alternatives against Federal

Highway Administration warrants and/or design guidelines contained in the Manual on

Uniþrm Trffic Control Devices for Streets and Highways (MUTCD) or other context

sensitive solutions.

È
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AttachmenL 2

Mr. Ryan Gillingham, PE
March 23,2011
Page2

5. Develop an evaluation matrix to summarize the various pedestrian crossing enhancement

alternatives and determine which alternatives merit frrrther discussion. The evaluation matrix

will include conformance to MUTCD standards, level ofeffectiveness, preliminary purchase

and/or installation costs, and the ability to integrate with existing traffic control systems.

Phase 2: Concept Plan Development

6. KLOA, Inc. will utilize survey base files ofl,a Grange Road previously obtained from Heuer

and Associates to develop concept plans ofthe pedeshian crossing enhancement altematives

that merit further discussion from Phase l. The concept plan will depict a plan view showing

the proposed location of the enhancement, which could flashing beacons, high intensity
rapid-flashing devices, High Intensþ Activated Crosswalk (HAWK) signals, full traffic
signals, U-post inserts, pedestrian refirge islands, bollards, and/or other pavement markings

added to the existing marked crosswalk and pedestrian crossing signs. Photographs of in-
field examples of the various concepts will be provided as well.

7. Reviewthe alternatives assessmentand conceptplans with theVillage Board ofTrustees and

seek consensus on a preferred concept plan.

Phase 3: IDOT Review

8. Submit the preferred concept plan to the IDOT for review.

g. If IDOT provides an affìrmative response on the preferred concept plan, KLOA,Inc. will
proceed to Phase 4.

10. If IDOT is not agreeable to the preferred concept plan, KLOA, Inc. will work with the

Village to identify up to one altemate concept plan that may be agreeable to IDOT. This

alternate plan, which would likely come out ofthe alternatives assessment process in Phase I
ofthis study, would then be submitted to IDOT for review.

11. Alternatively, ifthe original concept plan continues to be preferred by the Village, KLOA,
Inc. will request a meeting with IDOT staffto discuss the matter further. Village staffwould
attend this meeting as well.

Phase 4: Final Design Plans

12. Utilizing the base survey files, KLOA, Inc. will prepare construction plans. specifications

and an enginerers' opinion of probable construction cost to install the pedestrian crossing

enhancement prefened by the Village ofl,a Grange and acceptable to IDOT. The plans will
include any pedestrian sþing, pavement marking or signalization details, but exclude any

potential modifications to the roadway, sidewalk, median, landscaping and/or lighting. If
these modifications are determined to be requiredo KLOA, Inc. will work with Village staff
to obtain a cost estimate from a civil engineering consultant to prepare the appropriate design

D
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Attachment 2

Mr. Ryan Gillingham, PE
March 23,2011
Page 3

13

plans. In advance ofthe plans being completed, a list ofneeded materials will be provided to
the Village to ensure that those requiring more lead time can be ordered while IDOT permits

are being sought. Also, to provide adequate lead time for ComEd to complete any necessary

elechical line extensions, preliminary plans will be prepared and forwarded to the Village
and ComEd prior to the completion of the final plans needed for IDOT permit approval.

Coordinate with the Village, IDOT, and possibly ComEd for the purpose of obøining the

necessary approvals, electrical line extensions, and permits for work to be completed.

KLOA, Inc. st¿ffwill attend up to two meetings with the Village, ComEd and/or IDOT to
review design plans, obtain approvals and permits, and oversee system installation.

t4

Time of Performance

Phurrr I and}ofthis scope of services, excluding the Board ofTrustees meetingo can be completed

with four (4) weeks ofreceipt of a signed copy ofthis letter agreement for our files. The schedule for
Phase 4 ofthis scope of services is contingent upon the need to utilize a civil engineering consultant.

If such a consultant is not needed, KLOA can complete Phase 4 withìn four to six weeks and would
proceed once theVillage Board selects aprefened plan and IDOT indicates agreementwiththe plan,

as discussed in Phase 3.

Cost of Services

The cost of services rendered by KLOA,Inc. will be based on our standard hourly billing rates for
staff time expended on this assignment, plus reimbursement at cost for direct expenses such as

travel, postage, and reproduction. Based on our experience with similar sfudies, our not-to-exceed

cost for stafftime and direct expenses for the tasks outlined in Phases I through 4 of this scope of
services will be $-!45Q0, as summarized below. We will not exceed these costs without prior
authorìzation from you. The cost for stafftime and direct expenses in connection with any additional

meetings for which our attendance is desired, beyond the four (4) meetings identified in this scope of
services, would be in addition to the project budget estimated above. The 2011 hourly rates for a
Principal to attend daytime meetings range from $155-190 and range from $230-$260 to attend

evening hearings.

Summary of Proiect Costs
Work Phase Cost

Phase I -Alternatives Analysis
Phase 2 - Concept Plan Development
Phase3-IDOTReview
Phase 4 - Final Design Plans

$2,900
$4,600
$1,000
$6.000

$14,500

. È.t*
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Method of Payment

Invoices for services rendered will be submitted every two weeks and will reflect the charges

incurred on the project during the previous period. Invoices will show staff time and expenses

separately. Invoices are due and payable within 30 days of the invoice date. Payments due KLOA
are not contingent upon project approval or project financing and are the responsibility ofthe
Village of La Grange. In the event that legal proceedings are instituted to collect delinquent
payments due KLOA, the Village of La Grange will be responsible for court costs, expenses of
collection, and reasonable attorney's fees. To the maximum extent permitted by law, the Village of
La Grange agfees to limit KLOA, Inc.'s liability for the Village of La Grange's damages up to the
sum ofthe total fee on this contract. This limitation should apply regardless ofthe cause of action or
legal theory pled or asserted.

KLOA, Inc. is pleased to have this opportunity to continue offering our professional services to the
Village of La Grange. We look forward to initiating our services on this project upon receipt of a
signed copy ofthis letter of agreement for our files. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate

to call us at (847) 518-9990.

*., i).{1"-'"'M

Sincerely,

KENIG, LINDGREN, O'HARA, ABOONA, tNC. ACCEPTED AND APPROVED THIS

DAY OF 20tt

(Signature)

(Typed Name)

Authorized to Execute Agreements for:

Eric D. Russell, PTP, TSOS
Principal

Luay R. Aboona, PE
As its Principal and
Contracting Officer

arf9
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ATTACHMENT A

TASK ORDERNO. 12

In accordance with Section 1.2 of the Master Contract dated between the

Village of La Grange (the "Village") and KLOA, Inc. (the o'Consultant"), the Parties agree to the

following Task Number 12:

1. Contracted Services:

Consultant shall complete the services described in the attached KLOA proposal date{ March24,
201 I for the assessmånt, recommendation and design of an enhanced crõsswalk at 47ú Sfieet and

9th Avenue.

2. Project Schedule (attach schedule if appropriate):

All work shall be completed prior to May 27,2011

3. Project Completion Date:

All Contracted Services must be completed on or before August 3l,20ll

4. Project Specific Pricing (if applicable):

Consultant shall be compensated on a cost plus fixed fee formula based on IDOT's approved

overhead multþliers in an amount not to exceed $13,500.

5. Additional Changes to the Master Contract (if applicable):

None.

All other terms and conditions remain unchanged.

[signature page follows]
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VILLAGE CONSITLTAI{T

Signature Signature

Director of Public Works Name (Printed or Typed)

Date Date

If geater than. $2.000. the Village Manager's siÊnature is required.

Signature

Village Manager

Date

If greater than $10.000. the Village Board must approve the Task Order in advance and the

Villaee President's signature is required.

Signature

Village President

Date

ft
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-2- Task Change Order: Task Number 09
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March 24,2011

Mr. Ryan Gillingham, PE
Director of Public Works
Village of La Grange
320 East Avenue
LaGrangg Illinois 60525

Re: Scope ofServices and Fee Proposal
Crosswalk Modifications
47ü Street and 9& Avenue
La Grange,Illinois

Dear Ryan:

As requested, Kenig, Lindgren, O'Har4 Aboon4 Inc. (KLOA, Inc.) is pleased to submitthis scope

of services and fee proposal to evaluate altematives and develop plans to modify the existing
pedestrian crossing àt qlh Street and 9ú Avenue to further enhance safety at this intersection. In
December2009, the Village upgradedthe existing marked crosswalkatthis locationby replacingthe
pedestrian crossing signs with signs that featured pedestrian-actuated flashing yellow beacons that
were coordinated with new flashing yellow markers imbedded within the crosswalk pavement, as

recommended by KLOA, Inc. as part of an incremental approach to improving safety at this location.

Upon utilizing the new crossing features and experiencing the reaction from motorist for more than a

year, the Village has determined that further safety measures are needed to more comfortably
accommodate pedestrian crossings. Since 47ü Street is under the jurisdiction of the Illinois
Department ofTransportation (IDOT), any proposed enhancements to the pedestrian crossing will be

subject to IDOT review and approval.

The purpose ofthis study is to evaluate alternatives to further enhance safety at this crossing, obtain

consensus on a prefened alternative, and develop concept plans and final design plans for the
preferred enhancement that is acceptable to the Village and IDOT.

Scope of Services

The scope of services has been organized into four (4) work phases, including altematives

assessment, concept plan development, IDOT review, and frnal design plan preparation.

Phase 1: Alternatives Assessment

1. Conduct a field reconnaissance to observe pedestrian crossing activity and motorist
compliance on 47ü Street at 9ü Avenue and verify existing signing, pavement markings,

sidewalk locations, curb cuts, sight distance, and lighting.

2
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Attachment 3

Mr. Ryan Gillingham, PE
March 24,2011
Page2

Research available technologies for enhancing pedestrian crossings and identiff potential

crossing enhancement alternatives to be assessed.

Conduct traffic volume and pedeshian crossing counts at the 47ü Street/9ù Anenue
intersection duringthe weekday morning and evening peakcommutinghours (i.e.,7:00-9:00
A.M. and 4:00-6:00 P.M.).

Conduct traffrc volume and pedestrian crossing counts at the 47û Street/9'h Avenue
intersection during the Saturday midday period (12:00-4:00 P.M.) when organized activities
are planned in Sedgwick Park. La Grange Little League has games scheduled at both fields
within the park starting the first week of May 2011.

Obtain available pedeshian crossing data and/or motorist compliance data frorn the La
Grange Police Department based on enforcement efforts at the 47h Street/9* Avenue
crossing.

Utilize the newly collected trafüc and pedestrian counts, as well as the 47ù Street 24-hour
traffrc volume data previously collected by KLOA, Inc. and pedestrian crossing data
previously collected by the Village of La Grange, to evaluate various alternatives against

Federal Highway Administration wanants and/or design guidelines contained inthe Manual
on Uniþrm Trafrìc Control Devicesfor Streets and Highways (MUTCD) or other context
sensitive solutions.

Develop an evaluation matrix to summarize the various pedestrian crossing enhancement

altematives and determine whichalternatives merit fi¡rtherdiscussion. The evaluation matrix
will include conformance to MUTCD standards, level ofeffectiveness, preliminary purchase

and/or installation costs, and the abilþ to integrate with existing traffic control systems.

Phase 2: Concept Plan l)evelopment

8. KLOA, Inc. will utilize survey base files of47ü Street previously obtained from Heuer and

Associates to develop concept plans ofthe pedestrian crossing enhancement altematives that

merit further discussion from Phase 1. The concept plan will depict a plan view showing the
proposed location of the enhancement, which could replacement of the current flashing
beacons with higher intensity rapid-flashing devices, relocation of the crosswalk and

installation of High Intensity Activated Crosswalk (HAVÆÇ signals, installation of a full
trafTic signal, and/or installation of a pedestrian refuge island. Photographs of in-fïeld
examples ofthe various concepts will be provided as well.

9. Review the alternatives assessmentand conceptplans with the Village Board ofTrustees and

seek consensus on a prefened concept plan.

7
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Phase 3: IDOT Review

10. Submit the preferred concept plan to the IDOT for review.

11. If IDOT provides an affirmative response on the preferred concept plan, KLOA, Inc. will
proceed to Phase 4.

12. If IDOT is not agreeable to the prefened concept plan, KLOA, Inc. will work with the

Village to identify up to one alternate concept plan that may be agreeable to IDOT. This
alternate plan, which would likely come out ofthe alternatives assessment process in Phase I
ofthis study, would then be submitted to IDOT for review.

13. Altematively, ifthe original concept plan continues to be preferred by the Village, KLOA,
Inc. will requestameetingwith IDOTstaffto discussthematterfurther. Village staffwould
attend this meeting as well.

Phase 4: Final Design Plans

14. Utilizing the base survey files, KLOA, Inc. will prepare construction plans. specifications
and an enqinerers' ooinion of probable construction cost to install the pedestrian crossing
enhancement prefered by the Village ofl-a Grange and acceptable to IDOT. The plans will
include any pedeshian signing, pavement marking and signalization details, but exclude any

potential modifications to the roadway, sidewalk, landscaping and/or lighting. If these

modifications are determined to be required, KLOA, Inc. will work with Village staffto
obtain a cost estimate from a civil engineering consultant to prepare the appropriate design
plans. In advance of the plans being completed, a list ofneeded materials will be provided to
the Village to ensure that those requiring more lead time can be ordered while IDOT permits

are being sought. Also, to provide adequate lead time for ComEd to complete any necessary

electrical line extensions, preliminary plans will be prepared and forwarded to the Village
and ComEd prior to the completion of the final plans needed for IDOT permit approval.

15. Coordinate with the Village, IDOT, and possibly ComEd for the purpose of obtaining the

necessary approvals, electrical line extensions, and permits for work to be completed.

16. KLOA,Inc. staffwill attend up to two meetings with the Village, ComEd and/or IDOTto
review design plans, obtain approvals and permits, and oversee system installation.

Time of Performance

Phases I and 2 ofthis scope of services, excluding the Board ofTrustees meeting, can be completed
\¡r/ith six (6) weeks ofreceipt of a signed copy ofthis letter agreement for our files. The schedule for
Phase 4 ofthis scope of servíces is contingent upon the need to utilize a civil engineering consultant.
If such a consultant is not needed, KLOA can complete Phase 4 within four to six weeks and would

6
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proceed oncethe VillageBoard selects aprefened plan and IDOT indicates agreementwith theplan,
as dïscussed in Phase 3.

Cost of Services

The cost of services rendered by KLOA, Inc. will be based on our standard hourly billing rates for
staff time expended on this assignment, plus reimbursement at cost for direct expenses such as

travel, postage, and reproduction. Based on our experience with similar studies, our not-to-exceed
cost for stafftime and direct expenses for the tasks outlined in Phases I through 4 ofthis scope of
services will be S13.500, as summarized below. We will not exceed these costs without prior
authorization from you. The cost for stafftime and directexpenses in connection with any additional
meetings for which our attendance is desired, beyond the four (a) meetings identified in this scope of
services, would be in addition to the project budget estimated above. The 2011 hourly rates for a
Principal to attend daytime meetings range from $155-190 and range from $230-$260 to attend

evening hearings.

Summary of Proiect Costs

Work Phase Cost

Phase I -Alternatives Analysis

Phase 2 - Concept Plan Development

Phase3-IDOTReview
Phase 4 - Final Design Plans

TOTAL

$2,500

$4,000

$1,000

$6.000

$13,500

Method of Payment

Invoices for services rendered will be submitted every two weeks and will reflect the oharges

incurred on the project during the previous period. Invoices will show staff time and expenses

separately. Invoices are due and payable within 30 days of the invoice date. Payments due KLOA
are not contingent upon project approval or project financing and are the responsibility ofthe
Village of La Grange. In the event that legal proceedings are instituted to colleot delinquent
payments due KLOA, the Village of La Grange will be responsible for court costs, expenses of
collection, and reasonable attorney's fees. To the maximum extent permitted by law, the Village of
La Grange agrees to limit KLOA, Inc.'s liability for the Village of La Grange's damages up to the

sum ofthe total fee on this contract. This limitation should apply regardless ofthe cause ofaction or
legal theory pled or asserted.

D
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KLOA, Inc. is pleased to have this opportunþ to continue offering our professional services to the

Vitlage of La Grange. We look forward to initiating our services on this project upon receipt of a
signed copy ofthis letter ofagreement for our files. Ifyou have any questions, please do not hesitate

to call us at (847) 518-9990.

Sincerely,

KENIG, LINDGREN, O'HARA, ABOONA, INC. ACCEPTED AND APPROVED THIS

/i^,' î, Ê,*,'¿(
DAY OF 20ll

(Signature)

(TypedName)

Authorized to Execute Agreements for:

Eric D. Russell, PTP, TSOS
Principal

Luay R. Aboona" PE
As its Principal and
Contracting Officer

I
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ATTACHMENT A

TASK ORDER NO. 13

In accordance with Section 1.2 of the Master Contract dated between the

Village of La Grange (the "Village") and KLOA, Inc. (the "Consultant"), the Parties agree to the

following Task Number 13:

1. Contracted Services:

Consultant shall complete the Phase 2 services described in the attached KLOA proposal dated

March 16,20ll for developing detailed engineering plans and specifications for the La Grange

Road traffrc signals between Ogden Avenue and Cossitt Avenue-

2. Project Schedule (attach schedule if appropriate):

All work shall be completed prior to June 10,20ll

3. Project Completion Date:

All Contracted Services must be completed on or before June 10, 2011

4. Project Specific Pricing (if applicable):

Consult¿nt shall be compensated on a cost plus fixed fee formula based on IDOT's approved

overhead multipliers in an amount not to exceed $25,000.

5. Additional Changes to the Master Contract (if applicable):

None.

All other terms and conditions remain unchanged.

[signature page followsl
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VILLAGE CONSTJLTAI\T

Signature Signature

Director of Public Works Name (Printed or Typed)

Date Date

If greater than" $2.000. the Village Manager's sierrature is required.

Signature

Village Manager

Date

If greater than $10.000" the Village Board must approve the Task Order in advance and the

Village President's signature is required.

Signature

Village President

Date

)
Ê
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-2- Task Change Order: Task Number 09
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Attachment 4

Kenlg, Llndgrenr o'Har.a, Aboonar ¡nc.

9575 West Higgins Road, Suite 400 I Rosemont, Illinois 60018

p: 847-518-9990 I f, 847-518-9987

March 16,2010

Mr. Ryan Çillingham, PE
Director of Public Works
Village ofl-aGrange
320 East Avenue
La Grange, Illinois 60525

Re: Scope ofServices and Fee Proposal
La Grange Rd Pedestrian Push-Button Relocations & Bollard Place,ments

La Grange,Illinois

Dear Ryan

As requested, Kenig Lindgreu, O'Hara, Aboona, Inc. (KLOA, Inc.) is pleased to subrnit this

proposal to evaluate the location of the existing pedeshian pushùuttons for the La Grange Road

tramc signals between Ogden Avenue and Cossitt Avenue in downtown La Grange, and prepare

trafñc signal modification plans, as appropriate, for the intersections approved for
reconfigurãtion. As part of this study, we will also evaluate the pote,lrtial placement locations for
a series of bollards at tlrese intersections that would be used to channelize traffic, provide a

barrier beiween motorized vehicles and pedeshians, and potentially accommodate the relocation

of the push-buttons.

'We have deveþed the following scope of services based on our field review of the subject

intersections, our experience with similar projects, and our previous work in La Grange. The

scope of services has been separated into two phases of work. Phase 1 consists of the evaluation

of the existing push button locations and the need for bollard placement. Phase 2 includes the

preparation of naffic signal modification plans that depict the proposed push-button relocations

attd boilard installations. Since La Grange Road (US LZl20l45) is under the jwisdiction of the

Illinois Deparhrent of Transportation (IDOT), the plans will follow IDOT standards to expedite

IDOT approval.

Scope of Services

Phase I - Push Button Location and Bollard Placement Evaluation

Review any published IDOT or FHWA/IvIUTCD policies or standards on the proximity
of pedesnian push-buttons to crosswalk locations, placemenVattachment of the push-

button controli, and set-backs of bollards. Review wireless technologies that could be

used for pushóutton placements urithin bollards to avoid need to reconstruct sidewalks.

1
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Conduct a field reconnaissance of the La Grange Road intersections with Ogden Avenue,

Hillgrove Avenue, Burlington Avenue, Hanis Avenue and Cossitt Avenue intersections

to réview the existing traffic signal equipment, push-button locations, sidewalk widths,

building set-backs and crosswalks, and to observe üaffic operations.

Review available hafEc, truck and pedestian data available from the Village for tl'e
subj ect intersections.

Based on FII\jVA policies, field data and engineering judgurent, develop a schematic plan

indicating the intersections and corners in which pedestian push buttons are

recommended to be relocated and/orbolla¡ds are recommended to be installed.

5. Meet With Village staffto revie\ry the schematic plan and gain concwrexrce.

6, Submit the schematic plan to IDOT for initial approval to proceed with Phase 2.

Phase 2 -Traffic Signal Modilication Plans

KLOA will obtain base suwey files, as-built roadway plans, trafflc signal design plans,

and any CAD ñles available for the relevant La Grange Road intersections that have been

approved for redesign. This proposal does not include KLOA performing any

topog¡aphic surveys that maybe required.

Conduct a field reconnaissance of the intersections to veriff as-built plans and assist in
the design process.

Prepare base maps (at a scale of 1"=20') for the taffic signal modification plans using

the information fiom Tasks 7 and 8 above.

Prepare traffic sigual modification plans, specifications and a cost estimate using the base

map from Task 9 for the intersections approved for redesigu. The plans will be deveþed
based on current IDOT standards. The plans will include:

a. Preliminary, pre-final and ñnal traffic signal modifioation plans indicating push

button relocations and bollard plaoement looations.

b. Cableplan.

c. Phase designation diagram.

d. Loopdetectordetailandgeneralnotes.

e. Technical specifications, assembled emploþg IDOT special provisions to
the extent that they apply.

f. Engineer's opinion of probable construction cost, based on the final plans.

3

4.

7

8.

9.

10.
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Atuachment 4

Mr. Ryan Gillingham, PE
March 16,2010
Page3

11. Discussions will be held with IDOT and the Village of La Grange, as necessary for
purposes of obtaining desigu plan approval.

Time of Performance

Phase I of this scope of services can be completed within 3 weeks of receipt of formal
authorization from the Village to proceed. Upon Village and IDOT approval of the Phase 1

schematic plan, and receipt of the base survey files, as-built roadway plans and/or traffio signal

design plans, Phase 2 of this scope of services can be completed within 4-8 weeks, depending on

the number of intersections for which sigrral modifi.cation plans will be prepared. The Phase 2
plans will be submitted to the Village of La Grange for review and comnent. With authorization
from the Village, KLOA will forward the plans to IDOT for review. Any review comments

received from IDOT will be discussed with the Village and the plans will be revised accordingly
and resubmitted to IDOT for approval within 1-2 weeks of receipt of comments.

Cost of Services

The cost of services rendered by KLOA" Ino. will be based on our standard hourly billing rates

for staff time expended on this assigrrment, plus reimbursement at cost for direct expenses such

as üavel, postage, and reproduction. Based on our experience with similar studies, our not-to-
exceed cost for staff time and direct expenses related to each phase of this scope of services is as

follows:

Phase 1 - Push Button Relocation and Bollard Placement Evaluation $5,000 (total)

$5,000-$8,000
per intersection

Phase 2 - Traffic Sigual Modification Plans

A per-intersection cost range has been developed for Phase 2 since the level of detail and

accuracy of the available base plans may vary for each intersectiou, dependíng on the outcome

from Phase 1. We will not exceed these oosts without prior authorization from you. The cost for
staff time and direct expenses in conuectio¡r with any additional meetings for which our

attendance is desired, beyond the meeting in Task 5, would be considered additional sorvices to

this letter agreement and the costs of such meetings would be in addition to tho project budget

estimated above.

Method of Payment

Invoices for services rendened will be submitted every two weeks and will reflect the charges

incurred on the project during the previous period. [nvoices will show staff time and expenses

separately. Invoices are due and payable within 30 days of the invoice date. Payments due

Þ
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Attachment 4

Mr. Ryan Gillingham, PE
March L6,2Al0
Page4

I(LOA are not coutinge,nt upon project approval or project financing and are the responsibility of
the Village of La Grange. In the event that legal proceedings are instituted to collect delinquent
payrre,nts due KLOA, the Village of La Grange will be responsible for court costs, expenses of
collection, and reasonable attomey's fees. To the mærimum extent permitted by law, the Village
of La Grange agrees to limit KLO.\ Inc.'s liability for the Village of La Grange's danages up to
the sum of the total fee on this contact. This limitation should apply regardless of the cause of
action or legal theorypled or asserted.

I(IOA, Inc. is pleased to have this opportunity to continue offering our professional services to
the Village of La Grange. We look for-ward to initiating our services on this projeot upon receipt
of a signed copy of this letter of agreement for ou¡ files. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to call us at (847) 518-9990.

Sincerely,

I(EMG, LINDGREN, O'HARA, ABOONA, INC. ACCEPTED AI{D APPROVED THIS

â tu49.

BricD. Russell, PTP

R. PE
its Principal and

Contracting Offi.oer

DAY OF 201,0

(Signature)

(TypedName)

Authorized to Execute Agreements for:

9
È
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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Finance Department

BOARD REPORT

TO: Village President, Board of Trustees, Village Clerk and

Village Attorney

FROM: Robert J. Pilipiszyn, Village Manager,
Lou Cipparrone, Finance Director

DATE: April 7, 2011

RE: BUDGET AMENDMENTS - FIS YEAR ENDING APRIL 30. 2011

Pursuant to Village ordinance and in compliance with Generally Accepted Accounting Principals
(GAAP), expenditures may not exceed budgeted appropriations at the fund level. As the need arises,

the Village Board is presented with formal requests for budget amendments from Village
departments resulting from unbudgeted expenditures causing afund ordepartmenttobe overbudget.
Per Village policy, revisions of the annual budget that alter the total expenditures of any fund may be

approved by a two-thirds vote of the Village Board.

Attached are the required forms requesting budget adjustments resulting from unbudgeted

expenditures or estimated actual expenditures exceeding budget estimates which have previously
been reported to, reviewed with or approved bythe Village Board. The only exception to this is an

additional amendment to the General Ledger - Claims budget. At the budget workshop, it was

reported that IRMA claims would be over budget by approximately $30,000. This amendment is

intended to more accurately reflect on a prospective basis, increased expenditures relating to the

Village's deductible which was raised to $2,500 per claim in2004 and increased claims frequency.

ln addition to the increase in the number of claims, the Village also incurred an additional $25,000
deductible related to pending litigation involving a zoning matter. Also, the Village incurred

$15,000 in expenditures relating to the replacement of 911 equipment from a lightning strike and

repairs to a squad car involved in an accident. The Village has been reimbursed by IRMA for these

expenditures, less the applicable deductibles. With these additional expenditures claims are

projected to be over budget by approximately $75,000.

A resolution is attached which formally incorporates the necessarybudget adjustments into the FY
2010-11 Operating and Capital Improvements Budget. Reserves will be utilized to fund these

unbudgeted expenditures. A description of each budget amendment is presented below:

-ø
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Budget Amendments FY 2010-l I
April 7,2011

Page2

GENERAL FTIND

l. Administration Department

New Equipment expenditures are over budget in the Administration Department due to the

delayed delivery and installation of the new office copier with a network scanner attachment

which was originally scheduled in FY 2009-10. A budget amendment in the amount of
$15,000 is included to reflect these expenditures being carried forward from the previous

fiscal year.

2. Leeal Department

The Legal Department is currently over budget due to: 1) additional prosecutorial services for

non-compliance cases involving property maintenance and other miscellaneous matters;2)

special legal services required for matters such as: zoning and land use issues; residential,

and commercial zoning code amendments; liquor code amendments; and consultation on

various Village contracts. Budget amendments are included for Legal-Prosecutor $20,000,

Legal-special $85,000 and Legal-Retainer $15,000 to reflectthese additional legal services.

3. Police Department

Full-time salaries in the Police Department are over budget due to the payment of accrued

leave to a police officer who retired early in the fiscal year. Overtime expenditures are also

over budget due to investigation callouts and special details including burglaries, truck

enforcement, and Central Business District patrol. Equipment Maintenance expenditures are

over budget due to increased maintenance for the police squad cars which are in the second

year of the extended three-year replacement cycle. Budget amendments are included for Full-

Time Salaries-$15,000, Overtime-$15,000, and Equipment Maintenance-$10,000 to reflect

these additional department expenditures.

4. General Ledger Department

As mentioned above, IRMA claims are over budget to better reflect increased expenditures

related to the Village's deductible and increased claims frequency, an additional $25,000

deductible related to pending litigation involving a zoning matter and reimbursable

expenditures relating to the replacement of 9l I equipment from a lightning strike and repairs

to a squad car resulting from an accident. Budget amendments are included for Claims

Administration-$25,000, Claims Police-$25,000 and Claims Public Works-$25,000 to reflect

these additional department expenditures.

I \



Budget Amendments FY 2010-l I
April 7, 201I

Page 3

5. ERFFund

New Equipment expenditures are over budget for Public Works and ETSB due to the delayed

replacement of a grapple loader truck and 9l I emergency generator which were originally
scheduled in FY 2009-10. New Equipment expenditures are over budget in the Police

Department due to the replacement of police squad car which was determined to be a total
loss as a result of a vehicle accident. The Village was reimbursed by IRMA in the amount of
$14,000 for the squad car. Budget amendments for ERF Public V/orks-$120,000 and ERF

ETSB-$148,500 are included to reflect these expenditures being carried forward from the

previous fiscat year. A budget amendment is also included for ERF Police-$25,000 for the

unscheduled replacement of the police squad car.

6. Police Pension Fund

Pension payments are over budget due to the retirement of a Police Officer at the beginning
of the flrscal year. A budget amendment is included for Pension Payments - $40,000 to
account for these unbudgeted expenditures.

7, Fire Pension Fund

Pension payments are over budget due to frndings from the recent Department of Insurance

audit which included a significant increase in a widoddisability pension and an increase in
the monthly stipends for dependent children. A budget amendment is included for Pension

Payments - $30,000 to account for these unbudgeted expenditures.

users/fi nancerbudget amdendmentsåudget amendmengYear End FY I 0-l Ldoc

6
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VILLAGE OF LAGRANGE

A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FY 2OIO.I1 OPERATING
AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS BUDGET

RESOLUTION R-I I.

BE IT RESOLVED that the President and Board of Trustees ofthe Village of

La Grange adopt the 2010-11 Operating and Capital Improvements Budget

Amendments as set forth in the document as attached hereto and made apart

here of.

Adopted this 

-day 
of-, z}ll,pursuant to a roll call vote as follows:

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

Approved by me this day o 20tl

Elizabeth M. Asperger, Village President

ATTEST:

Thomas Morsch, Village Clerk

þ,2
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BUDGET AMENDMENT/TRANSFER REQUEST FORM
FY 2010-11

Pursuant to Village policy, an amendment to the annual budget that alters the total expenditures ofany fund

and/or is in excess of $10,000 may be approved by a two-thirds vote of the Village Board. No amendment

of the budget shall be made increasing the budget in the event revenues or reserve funds are not available to

effectuate the purpose ofthe revision.

Transfer Funds From:
0l-00-40-4000 General Fund - Fund Balance s250.000

Account Number Fund / Description Amount

Amount
$1 0

$20.000

Transfer Funds To:
l) 0t-02-66-6600 Administration - New Equipment

Account Number Fund / Description

2) 0l-04-62-6234 Legal - Prosecutor

0r-04-62-6235 Legal - Special $8s 000

$ls 000

$15,000

0t-04-62-6239 Legal - Retainer

3) ol-07-60-6000 Police - Full-Time Salaries

0l-07-60-6002 Police - Overtime $15,000

0t-07-62-6220 Police - Equipment Maintenance $10,000

4) 0t-t9-62-6281 Claims - Administration $25,000

0t-t9-62-6283 Claims - Police $25,000

0t-19-62-6286 Claims - Public Works $25,000

Purpose: I ) Administration - new copier, budseted in FY 2009-10;2) Legal - prosecution for non-compliance

cases involving property maintenance code violations, special zoning and land use issues; 3) Police -

accrued leave payout for retiring officer, additional overtime due to retirement and special details and

increase maintenance for squad cars: 4) Claims - increase in number of claims reported, deductible

for zoning litigation and reim bursable expenditures.

4.t/.//Recommended By:

Village Board
Approved:

Date

Recorded By
Finance Dept.Date Date ,t{



BUDGET AMENDMENT/TRANSFER REQUEST FORM
FY 2010-ll

Pursuant to Village policy, an amendment to the annual budget that alters the total expenditures ofany fund

and/or is in excess of $10,000 may be approved by a two-thirds vote of the Village Board' No amendment

ofthe budget shall be made increasing the budget in the event revenues or reserve funds are not available to

effectuate the purpose ofthe revision.

Transfer Funds From:
60-00-40-4000 ERF - Fund Balance $293,500

Account Number Fund / DescriPtion Amount

70-00-40-4000 Police Fund - Fund Balance $40,000

7s-00-40-4000 Fire Pension - Fund Balance $30 000

Transfer Funds To:
s) 60-00-66-66r4 ERF - Police $25,000

Account Number Fund / DescriPtion Amount

60-00-66-6616 ERF - Public Works $120 000

$148,500

$40,000

60-00-66-66 l 9 ERF - ETSB

6) 70-00-60-6005 Police Pension Payments

7) 7s-00-60-600s Fire Pension Pavments $30,000

Purpose 5) ERF Police- replacement of totaled squad car, ERF Public Works-grapp le loader truck budgeted

for replacement in FY 2009-10, ERF ETsB-emergency generator budseted in FY 2009-10;

6) Police Pension Payments-retirement of one police officer early in the fiscal 7) DOI findings

resulting in increase in widow penslon and montlv stipends for dependent children

?./t t/Recommended By:

Village Board
Approved:

Date

Recorded By
Finance Dept.

û

Date Date
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TO

RE:

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Department of Public \üorks

BOARD REPORT

Village President, Village Clerk, Board of Trustees, and Village Attomey

FROM: Robert J. Pilipiszyn, Village Manager
Ryan Gillingham, Director of Public V/orks

DATE: April I l,20ll

MATERIAL PURCHASE - PUBLIC \ilORKS / 2O1I SPRING TREE
PLA¡ITING PROGRAM

RESOLUTION - PUBLIC \ilORI(S / SUBURBAN TREE
CONSORTIUM

The Village has a long proud heritage of maintaining tree-lined streets dating back to its
founding father, Franklin Cossitt. ln maintaining our urban forest, we strive to plant a

replacement tree for each parkway tree removed due to disease and damage (storm, vehicular,
etc.) In addition, we attempt to fill vacant parkway locations if available funds allow. Each
year in the spring and fall the Village plants replacement trees in parkways to replace trees
that are dead, damaged and/or diseased.

Since 1986 the Village has participated in the Suburban Tree Consortium to jointly purchase
parkway trees on behalf of a number of municipalities in an effort to realize cost savings and
insure a reasonable supply and variety of suitable parkway trees. The Suburban Tree
Consortium contracts separately with nurseries for the purchase of the trees and a landscaping
contractor for their installation.

Over the last five years, the Village has on average planted approximately 115 trees per year.
These trees mainly replace trees removed due to Dutch Elm Disease. Of the 87 trees that
were removed by contractors in 2010, 15 were elm trees that were diagnosed with Dutch Elm
Disease. We anticipate the number of elm trees removed each year to go down as the
population of elm trees susceptible to the disease diminishes. However, as detailed during the
Capital Projects budget process, we anticipate that ash tree removal and replacement will start
increasing due to damage resulting from the Emerald Ash Borer (EAB). Therefore, we
anticipate adding these trees to our purchase request from the Suburban Tree Consortium to
account for trees lost due to this insect.

/.ü
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2O1T TREE PLA¡{TING PROGRAM

TotalEstimated
Ouantity

Average
Unit Price

2010 Fall Tree Planting (completed)
5.r0020 255.00Routine Replacement

201I Sprine Tree Planting
87 294.00 25,578Routine Replacement
t6 294.00 4,704EAB Replacement

30,282Subtotal

3sJ82Total

Revenues
F"f2010-11 Budset

33,000Capital Proiects - Tree Planting Program

10,000
EAB Reforestation Grant - Metropolitan Mayors
Caucus *

43,000Total

The following table details the estimated number of trees to be replaced over the next year

and the available funding for this program.

* The remaining funds from the EAB Reforestation Grant that are not used in the 201I Spring
Planting Program will be applied to replant trees planned as part of the 201 I Fall Tree Planting

Program. We estimate the amount remaining from the grant for the 201I Fall Tree Planting

Program to be $5,300.

Please note that the average unit price per tree for the fall tree planting program is lower than

spring program due to the fact that the variety of the trees planted in the fall were less expensive.

Also, as noted in the above table, the Village received a $10,000 grant through the Metropolitan

Mayors Caucus for re-planting trees that were lost due to the EAB. ln order to receive the grant

funds the Village just has to plant the trees and then submit for reimbursement.

Also attached for your consideration is a resolution that the Suburban Tree Consortium
requests affrrming the Village's commitment to the program. The yearly fee for participating

in the joint purchasing program is $575, which covers the costs incurred by the WCMC for
administering the progftìm. We recommend that the Village Board approve this resolution.

In summary, wo recommend that the Village Board waive the formal bidding process and

authorize staff to purchase trees through the Suburban Tree Consortium in an amount of
$30,282 for the 201I Spring Tree Planting Program. Secondly, it is our recommendation that

the attached resolution affirming the Village's commitment to Suburban Tree Consortium be

approved.

ü
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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE

RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION EXPRESSING INTENT
TO PARTICIPATE IN THE SUBURBAN

TREE CONSTORTIUM FTVE YEAR CONTRACTUAL PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the Village of La Grange has heretofore joined the cooperative known as

the Suburban Tree Consortium; and

WHEREAS, the Suburban Tree Consortium was created to jointly purchase parkway

trees on behalf of a number of municipalities in an effort to realize cost savings and insure a

reasonable supply and variety of suitable parkway trees; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 65 of ILCS 5/l l-73.1-l entitled "Municipal and Joint Municipal
Tree Planting Programs", authorizes municipalities to jointly enter into long term contracts for the

purchase and delivery oftrees; and

\ryHEREAS, due to the nature of the nursery industry and the plant materials desired by

the Suburban Tree Consortium, assuring a reasonable number and variety of parkway trees at the

best price is possible only with a multi-year commitment on the part of the Consortium Members,

so as to allow adequate planning by the Consortium and the Nurseries/Suppliers; and

\ilHEREAS, the Suburban Tree Consortium member municipalities provide the

Nurseries/Suppliers a projection of their parkway tree requirements for the next five years; and

\ryHEREAS, the Suburban Tree Consortium can realize the necessary number and variety

and the best price of such parkway trees only by providing assurance to the tree

Nurseries/Supplier of the level of interest by the Consortium Members; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the President and Board of Trustees of the

Village of La Grange, Cook County, Illinois, as follows:

l. The Village does hereby express its intent to remain a member of the Suburban Tree

Consortium and to procure parkway trees through the Consortium, subject to sufficient
annual budgeting.

2. All ordinances and resolutions, or parts of ordinances and resolutions, in conflict with this

resolution are hereby rescinded.

3. This Resolution will be in full force and effect from and after its passage and approval in

the manner provided by law.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Village Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to

send a copy of this Resolution to the Suburban Tree Consortium Secretariatat the West Central

Municipal Conference Ofäce.

2

PASSED this 

- 

day of April 201I
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APPROVED this _ day ofApril 201 I

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

ATTEST:

Elizabeth Asperger, Village President

Thomas Morsch, Village Clerk

(.
Þ
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TO

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Administrative Offices

BOARD REPORT

Village President and Board of Trustees

FROM Thomas Morsch, Village Clerk
Mark Burkland, Village Attorney
Robert J. Pilipiszyn, Village Manager

DATE: April ll,20ll

RE OPEN MEETINGS ACT. REVIEW OF'' CLOSED SESSION MINUTES

State law requires that minutes of closed meetings be reviewed periodically to determine if there is any

continuing need to have them remain confidential. The Village Clerk, Village Attorney and Village
Manager recently conducted such a review and have determined that the minutes from the following
closed sessions of the La Grange Village Board of Trustees be approved and released:

March 8,2010

July 26,2010

November 8,2010

November 22,2010

We recommend that the minutes from the following closed sessions of the La Grange Village Board of
Trustees remain confidential :

January 12, 2009 (partial)

Jluly 7,2009

ln order to protect the confidentially of these minutes until such time that the Village Board has

approved their release, a complete set of the minutes listed above are available for inspection by the

Village Board at the Village Clerk's office in advance of your meeting.

..93
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Fund
No. Fund Name

General
Motor FuelTax
Foreign Fire lnsurance Tax
ETSB
CapitalProjects
Water
Parking
Ecuipment Replacement
Police Pension
Firefighters' Pension
Sewer
Debt Service
SSA 4A Debt Service
SAA 269
SAA 270

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Disbursement Approval by Fund

March 28,2011
Consolidated Voucher 1 I 0328

03t28111
Voucher

165,821.16

289.34

o3t18t11
Payroll Total

01
2'l
22
24
40
50
51
60
70
75
80
90
91

93
94

4,700.00
11J72.14
5,057.81

27,122.16

300.00
2,427.21

279,561.89

39,635.39
23,313.79

10,308.62

445,383.05
0.00

289.34
0.00

4,700.00
50,807.53
28,371.60
27,122.16

0.00
300.00

12,735.83
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

216,889.82 352,819.69 569,709.51

We the undersigned Manager and Clerk of the Village of La Grange hereby certify

that, to the best of our knowledge and beliel the foregoing items are true and
proper charges against the Village and hereby approve their payment.

Village Manager Village Clerk

President Trustee

Trustee Trustee

Trustee Trustee

ç
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Fund

V¡LLAGE OF LA GR.ANGE
Disbursement Approval by Fund

April 11,2011
Consolidated Voucher 1 1041 1

04t11nI
Voucher

04t01/,11
Payroll TotalNo.

01

21
22
24
40
50
51

60
70
75
80
90
91

93
94

Fund Name

General
Motor FuelTax
Foreign Fire lnsurance Tax
ETSB
CapitalProjects
Water
Parking
Equipment Replacement
Police Pension
Firefighters' Pension
Sewer
Debt Service
SSA 4A Debt Service
SAA 269
sAA 270

78,667.32

1,439.49
2,680.40
1,188.59

145,367.42
5,138.58

280.00

749.57

269,501.47

37,573.70
23,311.77

8,908.79

348,168.79
0.00

1,439.49
2,680.40
1,188.59

182,941.12
28,450.35

280.00
0.00
0.00

9,658.36
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

235,511.37 339,295.73 574,807.10

We the undersigned Manager and Clerk of the Village of La Grange hereby certify

that, to the best of our knowledge and beliel the foregoing items are true and
proper charges against the Village and hereby approve their payment.

Village Manager Village Clerk

President Trustee

Trustee Trustee

Trustee Trustee

I

Trustee
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MINUTES

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
BOARD OF TRUSTEES REGULAR MEETING

Village Hall Auditorium
53 South La Grange Road

La Grange, lL 60525

Monday, March 14,2011 - 7:30 p.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

The Board of Trustees of the Village of La Grange regular meeting was called to order at

7:30 p.m. by President Asperger. On roll call, as read by Administrative Secretary Ellie
Elder, the following were present:

PRESENT: Trustees Holder, Horvath, Kuchler, Langan, Livingston, and Palermo

ABSENT: None

OTHERS Assistant Village Manager Andrianna Peterson
Village Attorney Matt Norton
Finance Director Lou Cipparrone
Community Development Director Patrick Benjamin
Public Works Director Ryan Gillingham
Fire Chief V/illiam Bryzgalski
Police Lieutenant Chris Noel

2. PRESIDENT'S REPORT

A. Appointment and Oath of Office - Village Clerk, Thomas Morsch

President Asperger stated that with the recent resignation of Village Clerk Robert
Milne a vacancy has occurred in the office of Village Clerk. Upon consulting
with Village Attorney Mark Burkland it was advised that the time to place this
matter on the next regular election ballot of April 5,2011 had expired. Thereby,
the Village President is authorized to appoint an individual to fill the unexpired
term. President Asperger recommended the appointment of Thomas Morsch who
resides at 301 S. Edgewood and has previously served on the Board of Fire and
Police Commissioners and Plan Commission to fill the vacancy. It was moved by
Trustee Langan to appoint Thomas Morsch to the position of Village Clerk for the
unexpired term until May,2013, seconded by Trustee Holder. Approved by voice
vote. Clerk Morsch stepped forward to receive the oath of office and was
welcomed by the Village Board as he took his seat at the dais.

ø
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Board of Trustees Regular Meeting Minutes
Monday, March 14,20Il -Page2

President Asperger welcomed Webelos Scouts from Cub Scout Pack 177 working to
achieve their Citizenship Activity Pin. Noting that the Scouts previously interviewed
with Trustee Kuchler, President Asperger asked each boy to stand to be recognized.

President Asperger referenced the budget workshop held on Saturday, March 12.

Encouraging residents to view the proposed budget on-line or hard copy at the library,
President Asperger noted the public hearing and budget adoption would occur on April
11,2011.

The next regularly scheduled Board meeting on March 28,2011 is canceled due to lack
of a quorum.

Lastly, President Asperger reminded residents that April4 will be the first brush pick up
for the season and referenced the website for detailed information.

3. PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING AGENDA ITEMS

None

4, OMNIBUS AGENDA AND VOTE

(Moved to Current Business for further discussion.)

(Moved to Current Business for further discussion.)

Ordinance (#O-11-06) - Amending the La Grange Code of Ordinances Regarding
Ambulance Fees

(Moved to Current Business for further discussion.)

Minutes of the Village of La Grange Board of Trustees Regular Meeting Monday,
February 28,2011

(Moved to Current Business for further discussion.)

Trustee Horvath requested items 4-A;4-B;4-D; and 4-F be removed from the Omnibus
Agenda and placed under Current Business for further discussion.

It was moved by Trustee Langan to approve items C and E of the Omnibus
Agenda, seconded by Trustee Holder.

Approved by roll call vote.

A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

Ayes:

Nays:

Trustees Holder, Horvath, Kuchler, Langan, Livingston and

Palermo
None
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Board of Trustees Regular Meeting Minutes
Monday, March l4,20ll - Page 3

Absent None

5. CURRENT BUSINESS

Award of Construction Contract - Energy Efficiency and Facility Improvements -
Village Hall, Fire Department and Public'Works

Award of Construction Contract - Asbestos Abatement

Trustee Horvath provided information on the proposed improvements to the
Village Hall; Police and Fire Station facility; and Public V/orks facility. Trustee
Horvath detailed the amounts of the grants awarded to supplement the completion
.of the energy efficiency improvements as well as funds available in the Village's
Equipment Replacement Fund. Trustee Horvath described the time line and
process by which architectural and engineering agreements were approved and the
bidding process. As part of the project areas were tested for asbestos containing
materials. After it was determined the need for asbestos abatement, quotes were
obtained for the removal.

Trustee Horvath provided a detailed budget summary and the overall schedule for
the completion of the renovation and replacement of the heaving ventilation and
air conditioning work to be performed

Trustee Horvath inquired about other options to reduce costs and Public Works
Director Ryan Gillingham responded. Mr. Gillingham explained that the Village
is using matching funds in order to comply with grant requirements and to modify
the contract would create the need to reapply with the risk of denial.

Trustee Horvath moved to approve a contract with DTS Enterprises in the amount
of $543,500 for the energy efficiency and facility improvements at Village Hall,
Public Works and Fire Station facilities and to waive the formal bidding
requirements and approve a contract with DEM Services, Inc. for asbestos
abatement in the amount of $21,660, seconded by Trustee Langan.

Approved by roll call vote.

Ayes:

4-A

Nays:
Absent:

Trustees Holder, Horvath, Kuchler, Langan, Livingston, and
Palermo
None
None

4-8. Purchase - Police Department / Replacement of Parking Enforcement Vehicle

Trustee Horvath explained the provisions in the budget for replacement of the two
Parking Enforcement Vehicles utilized in the Police Department. Noting that the
three-wheel vehicles are necessary for parking enforcement in the Central

6
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Business District, Trustee Horvath indicated that staff researched numerous
replacement options including alternative fuel vehicles and determined the most
economical and practical purchase is a SMART car manufactured by Daimler -
Mercedes Benz. Trustee Horvath noted the quoted purchase price and indicated
the two current GO-4 Interceptor III vehicles would be sold through E-bay.

Trustee Horvath inquired the need for replacing the current GO-4 Interceptor III
vehicles and Police Lieutenant Noel responded. Lieutenant Noel explained the
comparables; warranty; low maintenance; and desired standards for the purchase
of two new SMART cars. In the future, Trustee Horvath would prefer to see
detailed comparables.

Trustee Horvath moved to approve the purchase of two 201I SMART cars from
Loeber Motors of Lincolnwood, Illinois and to sell the two GO-4 Interceptor III
vehicles through E-bay with the total purchase not to exceed $33,600, seconded
by Trustee Holder. Trustee Langan added that the formal bidding process be
waived.

Approved by roll call vote.

Ayes:

4-D. For-Profït Solicitation - Galway Construction

Trustee Horvath explained that the Village has received a request from Galway
Construction of Oak Park, Illinois to solicit in La Grange for the purpose of
securing construction and home remodelling. Trustee Horvath moved to approve
solicitation for Galway Construction, seconded by Trustee Langan.

Approved by roll call vote.

Ayes

Nays:
Absent

Nays:
Absent:

Trustees Holder, Horvath, Kuchler, Langan, Livingston, and
Palermo
None
None

Trustees Holder, Horvath, Kuchler, Langan, Livingston, ffid
Palermo
None
None

Trustee Horvath questioned the policy of allowing solicitation until 9:00 p.m. and
Village Attomey Matt Norton indicated his belief that case law provided direction
on hours.

Trustee Horvath inquired if identifïcation badges are required and Police
Lieutenant Noel responded affirmatively.

j
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Trustee Horvath believes that residents should have the ability to register for the
"no solicitation list' electronically on line.

Trustee Horvath also believes that residents should be notified via e-mail blast
when solicitors are approved. Trustee Holder cautioned the possible
misconception of Village endorsement. Attomey Norton indicated a disclaimer
would be necessary.

President Asperger noted that the Village Attomey would review the matter.

4-F . Consolidated Voucher 1 10314

Trustee Horvath noted his questions regarding the consolidated voucher were
addressed with the discussion on item 4-A. Trustee Horvath moved to approve
consolidated voucher 110314, seconded by Trustee Langan.

Approved by roll call vote

Ayes:

Nays:
Absent:

Trustees Holder, Horvath, Kuchler, Langan, Livingston, and
Palermo
None
None

6. MANAGER'S REPORT

None

7, PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING MATTERS NOT ON AGENDA

Don Johnston,240 S. La Grange Road commented on traffic enforcement and his belief
that police presence and law enforcement is mandated for control. Mr. Johnston noted
his desire for budgetary adjustments for hiring additional part-time police officers for
traffic enforcement. President Asperger thanked him for his comments.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

TRUSTEE COMMENTS

Trustee Livingston stated his pleasure in the appointment of Tom Morsch as Village
Clerk. President Asperger concurred.

Trustee Kuchler commented on his meeting with Cub Scout Troop 177 earlier this
evening and noted their interest in being good citizens. Trustee Kuchler believes there is
a need to communicate details of traffic enforcement to residents.

8
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ATTEST:

Thomas Morsch, Village Clerk

H:\eelderþllieMinutesWB03l4l l.doc

Approved Date:

Board of Trustees Regular Meeting Minutes
Monday, March 14,20ll - Page 6

Trustee Horvath conveyed his welcome to Village Clerk Morsch. Trustee Horvath feels
the need to reallocate funds for traffic enforcement in order to provide additional
resources to the Police Department.

ADJOURNMENT

At 8:30 p.m. it was moved by Trustee Langan to adjourn, seconded by Trustee Holder.
Motion approved by voice vote.

Elizabeth M. Asperger, Village President

þ
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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Community Development Department

BOARD REPORT

TO: Village President, Village Clerk
Board of Trustees and Village Attomey

FROM: Robert Pilipiszyn, Village Manager
Patrick D. Benjamin, Community Development Director
Angela M. Mesaros, Assistant Community Development Director

DATE: April 1l,20ll

RE: ORDINANCE - VARIATION - F'RONT AND CORNER SIDE YARDS.
Snrine-Gurie Schools. 1001 S. Sprinq Avenue. School District 105.

The petitioner, La Grange School District 105, has applied for avariation from front and corner side

yards in order to remove, rebuild and expand an existing parking lot at Gurrie & Spring Avenue
Schools. This project would allow them to expand an existing parking lot in order to accommodate

teacher and søff parking on-site. The subject property is located in the I-B Institutional Buildings
District and the surrounding neighborhood is zoned R-4 Single Family Residential.

The proposed parking lot would encroach into the required front yard by 7.5 feet (52nd Street) and

corner side yard by 9.5 feet (Catherine Avenue). The petitioners seek avariation from Paragraph 8-

209C (1) (Required Front and Comer Side Yards) ofthe ZoningCode. Subparagraph 14-30381 (a)

(Authorized Variations) allows the reduction of any required yard setback. The requested variation
falls within the authorized limits of the ZoningCode.

Spring- Gurrie Schools currently have 65 parking spaces - 38 spaces on the north end of the campus

and27 in the right-oÊway on the north side of 53'o Street. The Village Code requires 108 on-site

parking spaces (" 1 for each employee PLUS 4 þr visitor and guests"). The new site plan would
expand the north parking lot to 88 spaces for a total of I 15 parking spaces, including the 27 existing

diágonat spaces in the right-of-way on 53'd Street. Although the total number of spaces exceeds the

requirements, the total on-site parking spaces are less than the required spaces.

The District has increased staff to accommodate student population growth of 25o/o over the last l0
years and increased special needs children who are no longer taught in private facilities. Due to the

increased staff and limited on-site parking, approximately 30 teachers and staffpark on the street in
the surrounding neighborhood. From time to time, the Village and the School Districthave received

concerns from residents of the neighborhood about employee parking in excess of the posted time

limits; safety issues of buses unloading to drop off children who run through cars parked on the

stree[ and operational concerns such as cars blocking mailboxes.
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Spring-Gurrie campus also houses tennis courts and baseball fields. The tennis courts are owned and

maintained by the Park District. According to the petitioner, they are highly utilized by the

community and not used by the schools. The District has indicated that the easiest, most cost-

effective solution for the school would be to remove the tennis courts and replace with a new parking

lot; however, they feel that it is important to be good neighbors and provide the recreational areas for
the community. Maintaining recreational facilities is consistent with the Village's Comprehensive
Plan (2005). Several policies within the Plan guide improvement in this area, including, that
"Continued efficient use of existing recreational land andfacilities" and continued"collaboratíon
between the Park District of La Grange, local schools and the Village of La Grange."

According to the petitioners, expansion of the parking lot would allow them the opportunity to
provide on-site parking for its staff. The Distict has been working with the Village Manager's offrce

and Police Department for the past two years to develop a parking plan. One concept for parking on
Catherine Avenue, presented to the communþ in late 2010, met with many concerns about

increased congestion in the neighborhood. At that point, the school board started to look at options

for development of parking on-site. Their first choice was the tennis courts - they are the right size

area to accommodate the parking needs and they are not used by the school. We also note as a

matter of fact that under this option, the School District could demolish and build as a matter of
right. However, the school board decided to honor its partnership with the Park District and looked

toward other options. (See attached Memorandum from the School Board President.)

The plan presented at the ZoningBoard would provide on-site parking while maintaining the tennis

courts as well as the baseball fields. As a result, the proposed parking lot was an L-shaped expansion

of the existing parking lot to the east and south.

On February 24,2011, the Zoning Board of Appeals held a public hearing on this matter (see

Findings of Fact). At the hearing, the School District presented the application. A motion was made

by Commissioner Pappalardo and seconded by Commissioner Brenson that the Zoning Board

recoÍlmend approval of the variation. The resulting roll call vote was:

AYE:
NAY:

ABSENT:

Pappalardo and Brenson.
O'Connor, Naseef, Finder, Hoffenberg and Chairperson Brewin.
None.

The motion to recommend that the variation be granted failed. Pursuant to Subsection l3-202D of
the Zoning Code, at least four aye votes are required to decide in favor of any application.
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Those ZoningBoard members recommending denial felt that the location of the parking lot in the

existing green space adjacent to the baseball field and the proximity to the batting cages and stands

created a safety issue and that there might be another remedy.

The members voting in favor cited the following facts: the ZoningBoard should only look at the

corner side and the front yards. The proposal maximizes the contiguous green space. Forcing the

setback to 15 feet would take away additional green space and potentially inhibit the use of the

baseball fields.

Under the current application, the only approval sought is variation from corner side and front yard

setbacks. The applicant has articulated the need to expand the parking lot at the proposed location in
the site configuration. This proposed parking would benefit the residents of the neighborhood by
eliminating long term on-street parking.

Since the public hearing, revisions to the plans have been made in response to comments from the

ZoningBoard of Appeals and the residents ofthe neighborhood, including adding bollards to protect

the field area from vehicles, with chains between the bollards to protect against very young children
running into the parking lot, and reducing the number of parking spaces from 50 to 32 spaces to
increase green space (See attached letter from District 105 School Board President, Mark Smith
dated April l,20ll.

If you concur with the recommendation of the ZoningBoard of Appeals to deny the request, then a

motion to deny the variation is in order. No resolution or ordinance memorializing such action is

necessary. Conversely, should you choose to grant the variation, a motion to approve the attached

ordinance authorizing the variation would be appropriate.

Please note that in accordance with State Statute, the approval of any proposed variation which fails
to receive the approval of the Board of Appeals will not be passed except by the favorable vote of
two-thirds (2/3) majority vote by roll call of all Trustees currently holding office (four out of six

Trustees).

We have prepared the attached ordinance for your consideration, granting variation from front and

comer side yards. Representatives of School District 105 will be in attendance at the meeting to
answer any questions you may have regarding the application.

te -þ'
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ORDINANCE NO. O.11.

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A ZONING VARIATION
FOR EXPANSION OF A PARKING LOT

AT SPRING.GURRIE SCHOOLS, IOOI. S. SPRING AVENUE

WHEREAS, La Grange School District 105 is the owner (the "Owner') of the
property commonly known as Spring-Gurrie Schools, 1001 S. Spring Avenue, La Grange,
Illinois, and legally described as follows:

Parcel 1:

Lots 1 through 4 in Block 5 in Albert Anderson's Subdivision of the North 25 acres in
the East Half of the Southwest Quarter of Section 9, Township 38 North, Range 12

East of the Third Principal Meridian as recorded June 8, 1927 as Document
#9678334 and the east 33 feet of vacated Kensington Avenue lying west of said Lot 1

and 2 as recorded January 2, 1953 as Document#L55L7263, in Cook County, Illinois.

Parcel2:
Lots 1 through 20 in Block 1 in H.O. Stone & Co's 5th Avenue Manor, being a
subdivision in the East Half of the Southwest Quarter (except the north 25 acres
thereoÐ of Section 9, Township 38 North, Range 12 East of the Third Principal
Meridian as recorded November 4, L926 as Document#9455296 and the east 33 feet
of vacated Kensington Avenue lying west of said Lots 11 through 20 as recorded
January 2, L963 as Document #15517263, in Cook County, Illinois.

Parcel 3:
Lots 61 through 84 in Spring Gardens, being a subdivision in the East Half of the
West Half of the Northwest Quarter and the East Half of the Northwest Quarter of
the Southwest Quarter of Section 9, Township 38 North, Range 12 East of the Third
Principal Meridian and the west 33 feet of vacated Kensington Avenue lying east of
said Lot 61 through 72 as recorded January 2, 1953 as Document #15517263, in
Cook County, Illinois.

(the "Subject Property"); and

WHEREAS, the Owner has applied for variations from the front and corner side
yards required by Paragraph 8-209C 1 of the La Grange Zoning Code in order to construct a
parking lot that encroaches into the required front and corner side yards on the Subject
Property; and

WHEREAS, the La Grange Zoning Board of Appeals conducted a public hearing to
consider the application on February 24, 20LL, pursuant to proper public notice, and
thereafter forwarded its recommendation to the Board of Trustees of the Village of La
Grange;
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WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees have reviewed the record of the
public hearing and the Findings and Recommendation of the Zoning Board of Appeals and
have determined that the application satisfies the standards set forth in the La Grange
Zoning Code for the grant of a variation;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees of
the Village of La Grange, Cook County and State of Illinois, as follows:

Section 1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are incoryorated into this Ordinance as
findings of the President and Board of Trustees.

Section 2. Grant of Variation. The Board of Trustees, pursuant to the authority
granted to it by the laws of the State of Illinois and the La Grange Zoning Code, hereby
grants to the Owner a variation from the minimum required front and corner side yard
standards of Paragraph 8-209C1 of the La Grange Zoning Code to reduce the required front
yard on the Subject Property by 7.5 feet and to reduce the required corner side yard by 9.5
feet in order to expand a parking lot.

Section 3. Effective Date. This Ordinance will be in full force and effect from and
after (a) its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form as provided by law, (b)
execution by the Owner and recording of the covenant required by Subsection 2B of this
Ordinance, and (c) approval by the Village's Director of Community Development of
conforming plans for the parking lot as required by Subsection 2A of this Ordinance.

PASSED this 

- 

day of 20LL, pursuant to a roll call vote as follows:

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED by me this 

- 

day of 2011

Elizabeth M. Asperger, Village President

ATTEST:

È

Thomas Morsch, Village Clerk
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F'INTIINGS OT'Í'^CT

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
OF THE

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
February 24,2011

President Asperger and Board of Trustees

RE: ZONING CASE. #5ol - V^RI^TION - l00l s. SPRING ^VF'N[IFÍ
SPRING-GIIRRIF, SCHOOI.. Í'RONT ANn CORNF'.R SInn'. V^Rns To PF'.RMIT

THF' T'.\¡PANSION OT' ^N F',\/ISTING PARKING I OT. WITHIN THF'. T-R

INSTITUTTONAI RUII.TìTNGS NISTRTCTI I.A GRANGT', SCHOOI. DISTRICT
105.

The Zoning Board of Appeals transmits for your consideration its recommendations for a request

of zoning variation necessary to expand a parking lot at Spring-Gunie School, 1001 S. Spring

Avenue.

I. THF'. STIR.TF"CT PROPF'RTY:

The subject property in question is an institutional lot fronting 52nd Street, Catherine

Avenue, 53td Street and Spring Avenue.

II. GHrRrGTF,RISTTCS OF,THÍ'. SURROUNTìING ARF A:

The subject properly is zoned I-B Institutional Buildings District.

IIT. VARIATIONS SOUGHT:

The applicant seeks a variation from Paragraph 8-209C1 (Front and Corner Side Yards).

Sub Paragraph l4-303E1 (o) (Authorized Variations) allows the reduction of any required

yard setback. The requested variations fall within the authorized limits of the Zoning

Code.

IV. THF'. PURI,IC HF'^ RING:

After due notice, as is required by law, (including legal publication, posting at the subject

property and courtesy notices to owners within 250 feet of the subject property) the

Zoning Board of Appeals held a public hearing on the proposed variations in the La

Grange Village Hall Auditorium on February 24,2011. Present were Commissioners

Nathaniel Pappalardo, Rosemary Naseef, Ian Brenson, Peter O'Connor, Michael Finder,

Jeff Hoffenberg and Chairperson Ellen Brewin presiding. Also present was Assistant

Community Development Director Angela Mesaros, Village Trustee Mark Langan and

Trustee James Palermo. Testimony was given under oath by the applicants and members

þþ
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RE: Spring -Gurrie School 1001 S. Spring Avenue

Variation -Front and Corner Side Yard
February 24,2011 -Page2

of the audience.

Chairperson Brewin swore in Glenn Schlichting, Superintendent of School District 105;
Louis F. Noto, Principal, DLA Architects; and Jason Green, Vice President, WT Civil
Engineering, LLC, who presented the application and answered questions from the
Commissioners:

Dr. Schlichting stated that the school has grown 25o/o over the last ten years. They
have also increased staff for special needs kids that used to be privately placed and
now attend the public schools. Currently, 20-30 staff members park on the street
within the neighborhood. Neighbors have raised concerns about violations of parking
rules by temporary staff such as substitute teachers and parent volunteers as well as

traffic congestion. Safety concerns as buses unload and drop-oft kids may run into
the street through the parked cars.

a

a

a

a

a

The School District has been working on traffic planning for at least the last two
years with the Village Manager's office and the Police Department. The school
developed an on-street parking plan with Andrianna Petersono Assistant Village
Manager. This was presented to the community, who raised concems about parking
on the street and traffrc congestion.

The School Board, based on comments and concerns from the community, then
developed a plan for on site parking. The most obvious and first choice would be to
locate the parking on the tennis courts, because it is the right size and the least
expensive option. However, the District has a partnership with the Park District for
use of that property. Therefore, they decided to pursue other options in order to be a
good neighbor to the Park District and the community.

The plan presented to the Commission is a more expensive plan that addresses some
of the community concerns with on site parking while preserving the recreational
facilities that are used by the community at large.

Jason Green, V/T Engineering, addressed the site plan. The parking lot setback as

proposed would be 7.5 feet from 52no Street and 5.5 feet from Catherine. Presently,
there is no existing parking along Catherine. The required setback is 15 feet. The
reason for their request for relief is due to the location of the existing ball fields on
their property. The space is tighter to the east than north, which allows an increased
setback to the north.

. _È.þ
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Mr. Green addressed storm water detention. Their plan is to divert from the

combined sewer to a separate storm sewer system. This would be a95Yo reduction in
flow to the sewer. Plans include restrictors in the pipes to reduce the time the water

drains and reduce flow. This plan has been approved by the Village Engineer and

Public Works Department.

The landscaping plan was presented to the Commissioners and residents. Heavy

evergreen plantings for year round screening are planned to accommodate the

decreased setback. The following exhibits are attached: Exhibit A the Landscape

Plan, Exhibit B the Plantings, Exhibits C and D, which are letters of recommendation

from the Village Engineer, Tom Heuer, to the Metropolitan Vy'ater Reclamation

District and the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency.

a

Chairperson Brewin solicited questions from the Commissioners:

Commissioner O'Connor asked if the School has had conversations with Cossitt

School about how they address parking. Answer: They learned about Cossitt's

policies through conversations with Andrianna Peterson, Assistant Village Manager,

who has evaluated Cossitt School parking in relation to some of the solutions they

have addressed.

Commissioner Brenson asked if any parking would be specifically designated for
visitors. Answer: No, they do not have enough spaces; the parking plan will not

resolve all parking needs. Commissioner Brenson further asked how many people

would have to park off site with the new improvements. Answer: At this point, there

will still be approximately ten to twelve off-sites parking spaces needed. They have

worked with the Village to designate areas and the signage plan would be part of the

follow up to this plan. There may still be some staff who choose to park off-site

because those spots may appear to be more convenient for them. They continue to

educate their staffso that the substitute teachers and parent workers would park in the

new parking lot.

Commissioner Brenson asked about studies as to the amount of use the tennis courts

receive. Answer: The School does not currently have a tennis program; however,

they do use the tennis courts as a dry area for students during recess when the grounds

are wet.

Commissioner Naseef asked about the nature of conversations with staff, i.e., whether

they considered alternatives such as carpooling, public transit or biking. Answer:

a
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No, most of the staff lives out of the area and they desire on site parking.

Commissioner Naseef asked about the history of working with the Village. Answer:
The District has worked with the Village for at least 2 years to develop a plan to
designate decentralized on street parking throughout the neighborhood and spaces

along Catherine to accommodate staff; however, the citizens who responded indicated

that on street parking is a problem and expressed conceffirs with safety. Those who

responded in the community urged on-site parking.

Commissioner Naseef asked about localized flooding in areas where the restrictors

are proposed. Answer: From time to time, there may be flooding. The plan is
intended to meet the 100 year flood level. However, it will improve the current

situation. Commissioner Naseef further asked if there were other attempts such as

rain gardens. Answer: These are small, and would not address the scale needed for
this site.

Commissioner Finder asked whether the parking spaces would meet Village standards

for size. Answer: Yes, it would be similar to the library parking lot.

Commissioner Hoffenberg asked about the proximity of the baseball players and

protection from a car being stopped. Answer: There would be 6.1 feet of space to

end of bench, and a curb and gutter with a six inch barrier and a one foot deep banier.

Commissioner Finder asked about the dimension from the north batting cages to the

curb of the parking lot. Answer: Less than two feet. He stated that it looks like a
tight walk between the north batting cage and the curb of the new parking lot.

Commission Finder further asked about circulation and whether they considered

another curb cut by Kensington. Answer: This is not possible due to changes in
grade and loss of trees.

Chairperson Brewin asked what would prevent children watching the baseball game

from running into the parking lot and around the cars from the baseball fields. She is

very concerned about the safety of kids playing in the area during baseball games as

cars are continually moving in and out of spaces during the baseball season.

Commissioner Naseef asked how they chose the number of parking spaces and if 45

would be the minimum needed. Dr. Schlichting stated that even with the new parking

lot, there would be overflow onto the street of approximately l0 to l2 parking spaces.

Chairperson Brewin asked about data related to community meetings and people

lr9'

a

a

í
Ê

a



a

FF --ZBA Case #591
RE: Spring -Gunie School 1001 S. Spring Avenue

Variation -Front and Corner Side Yard
February 24,2011 - Page 5

opposed to the on-street parking plan. Dr. Schlichting stated that that he hears
concems about on-street parking in his office personally probably once a week. He
has not collected specific data from the community at large and is relying on
anecdotal evidence from residents who proactively contact the school district to
express concems.

Commissioner Brenson asked if there was any residential feedback about the new
plans. Dr. Schlichting stated that the plans are posted on the website. They have
received a lot of positive feedback, but not specifically about the parking plan.

Chairperson Brewin solicited questions and comments from the Audience:

Jim Bergchneider, 920 S. Spring Avenueo stated that he has lived half a block north of
the school since 1973. He supports increasing parking on the property at Spring
School but does not like the plan as configured. He would like to see the Village put
up signage to restrict parking on Spring Avenue; however, he does not believe that
cars parked on the west side of Catherine are an issue. He further stated that he
would like to see diagonal parking in the parkway along 52nd to Catherine Avenue
similar to the existing diagonal parking along 53'd Street. As configured, he does not
support the proposed two exits and entrances moving cars in two locations into the
neighborhood.

Tom McAtee,745 S. Kensington, retired specialist logician, dealing in transportation
stated that he is a grandfather who drops off a child at Gurrie. From his perspective,
limiting parking on the 1000 block of Spring Avenue would be safer. If they were to
make any changes, he believes that they should extend the parking lot even further to
the south; he is very much in favor of this project.

a

a

a Matt Smith, 1003 S. Catherine, states that he is one of the young families with
children who live in the neighborhood. He has a daughter at Spring School. The
school has been good neighbors. Drop off and pick up has not been a problem, and
he is resigned to the fact that the School might need additional parking; however, his
concern is aesthetics. He sees this as yet another piece of asphalt put onto a lawn and
asked if perhaps there was a more visually pleasing plan. He submitted a new plan
that allows the corner to have more lawn space.

Marjorie Newphen, l0l5 S. Catherine, stated that the area where the parking is
proposed is a picnic area for summer baseball grimes. She does not believe a six inch
berm would stop the children from going into the parking lot and this is extremely
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dangerous.

Tom McAtee,745 S. Kensington, stated that the true issue for the Zoning Board is to

recommend permission to grant the parking lot closer to the street than the allowable
setbacks; the other issues need to be taken up by the Village and the School and are

not appropriate for the Zoning Board to consider.

a Commissioner Pappalardo stated that procedurall¡ he believes the Zoning Board

should only look at the corner side and the front yards. Basic drainage, traffrc and

safety should not be up to the Zoning Board. The current parking lot as proposed

would be7.5 feet from 52nd and 5.5 feet from Catherine; the requirement is 15 feet.

He likes the proposal; it maximizes the contiguous green space. Forcing the setback

to 15 feet would take away additional green space and potentially inhibit the ball
fields. This is better as proposed with less of a setback. It is an optimum trade off.

He believes that diagonal parking would also be an eyesore and he would rather see

this than more blacktop pavement.

Commissioner Naseef stated that she believes this is a unique condition due to the

location of the ball fields and the tennis courts and that it would meet most of the

other criteria. She questions whether this is the minimum encroachment into the

space and whether this is the minimum number of spaces. She would also question

the no other remedy standard. Aesthetics are subjective, but she is not convinced that

all parking solutions have been looked at with community input and with the Village.

Chairperson Brewin stated that she agrees with Commissioner Pappalardo but thinks

that the Village should look closer at the safety issue. She questions whether there

might be another remedy and whether this plan addresses one public safety issue only

to create another.

Commissioner Hoffenberg stated that he lives three blocks away. His mother-in-law

lives across the street and has complained about this situation. He is in favor of
expanding the parking lot and understands that there are issues with on-street parking.

He is in agreement about further restrictions and signage along Spring Avenue.

However, he has serious concerns about the safety of the proposed parking lot. He is

concerned there may be another remedy.

a

a
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Commissioner Brenson stated that this application is diffrcult to fit within the seven

criteria; the nature of the building would require us to relax some of these standards.

He does not believe that we should look at one area of concem as a sole part of the

decision and that he has not heard a compelling argument that varying the setback

would cause any problem with safety.

Commissioner Pappalardo stated that the northern most ball field is too close to the

parking, but it would be even closer if the 15 feet setback were required. The location
of the ball fields creates an issue, which makes it paramount to get as close to
Catherine as possible. He likes the idea that this parking lot is isolated from the

school building. He likes the two entrances and he feels that the two drive scenario

makes the parking lot safer.

VI. F'INUNGS ANN RT',COMMF'NNATION

Under the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance, no varíation shall be granted unless the

applicant establishes that carrying out the strict letter of the provisíons of thß code would
create a particular hardship or practical dfficulty. Such a showing shall require proof that

the variation sought satisfies certain conditions. The þllowing facts were þund to be

evident:

l. Unioue Phvsical Condition:

The subject lot is a corner lot with principal frontage along four streets. According to the

petitioner, the school is land locked in a developed residential area with no available land to
expand to accommodate more students. A significant portion of the property is improved

with ball fields and tennis courts, which are important recreational resources for the

community. This is clearly a unique physical condition.

2. Not Self-Created:

The District has identified a need for additional parking based on accommodating additional

teaching staff necessary for increases in school population and community input on current
issues with congestion and safety. This is consistent the zoning requirements that are based

on number of teachers. The ball fields and courts, which are used by the greater communit¡
have been in place since approximately the late 1980s and the location has not been altered.

3. Denied Substantial Rights:

According to the petitioner, the proposed location of the parking lot is consistent with other

\
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parking lots nearby facing 52nd Street, including Hanis Back at SW corner of 52nd and S. La
Grange Road, and the VICORP Restaurant at NW corner of 52nd and S. La Grange Road.
Staffnotes that these parking lots are both located in a commercial district; therefore, they do
not have the same setback requirements as the subject properly, which is zoned institutional
and located within a single-family residential area.

4. Not Merely Special Privilege:

Petitioner argues that the variation is necessary to address neighborhood concerns as to safety
which led them to make a plan to accommodate on-site teacher parking to move teachers
from off-site parking on the street. Other safety concerns, however, have been raised by the
new plan so it is not clear that this requirement has been met.

5. Code and Plan Purposes:

The Village's parking ratio for elementary schools is based on the number of employees;
thereforeo with increases in teaching staff, the District is required by the Zoning Code to
provide additional palking. Although the proposed parking lot would not meet the yard
requirements, the parking lot would meet the required screening (3 feet in height) from the
residential neighborhood. In addition, maintaining the ball fields and tennis courts is
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, which recommends, "Continued effrcient use of
existing recreational land and facilities" and continued "collaboration between the Park
District of La Grange, local schools and the Village of La Grange."

6. Fssential Character of the Area:

There is a history of neighborhood concerns about vehicles parking on the streets

surrounding these schools as well as other schools in LaGrange. The concern is that parked

cars add to congestion and increased traffrc flow and potentially block the driver's view of
children crossing the street during pick-up and drop-off. Proposed parking would improve
area safety at the school so that children would not have to run between parked vehicles. In
addition, improvements would decrease discharge of storm r¡/ater during peak times by re-
routing significant portions of the site to separate storm sewer and providing new detention
area on the proposed surface parking lot.

At the hearing, there were several concems about the safety of the parking as proposed due to
the proximity of the parking lot to the ball fields. In addition, the new plan would pave an

arca that is currently used as green space. It is also not clear that all teachers who could
would ufilizethis space and would continue to park oflsite.

V
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7. No Other Remedy:

According to the petitioner, due to the land-locked nature of the site, off-street parking cannot
be provided without displacing site features such as the tennis courts and ball fields.
Remedies for construction of the parking lot in a location that meets the required yards would
include (1) removing the tennis courts, (2) removing the ball field. Both remedies would be
permitted without a variation; however, the District believes that these options would take
away open space and recreational facilities available to the public and enjoyed by the
community. Commissioners and Audience members asked about specific other options to be
considered such as additional safety measures, diagonal parking along 52ttd Street,
redesigning the corner for added green space, signage, and scattered parking throughout the
neighborhood. Given the above, there cannot be a finding at this time that there is "no other
remedy" even under an expansive view of that term.

There being no further questions or comments from the audience or the Commissionerso a

motion was made by Commissioner Pappalardo and seconded by Commissioner Brenson that the
Zoning Board of Appeals recommend to the Village Board of Trustees approval of the
applications for variation from front and corner side yards submitted with ZBA Case #591.

Motion Failed by a roll call vote (215/0).

AYE: Pappalardo and Brenson.
NAY: O'Connor, Naseef Finder, Hoffenberg and Brewin.
ABSENT: None.

Respectfully submitted:

ZoningBoard ofAppeals of the
Village of La Grange

t
BY: /,t-¿.2'1,.¿<-.' "-'

Ellen Brewin, Chairperson

,at\
t
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School District 105
Phoue: (708) 482-2700 . Fax (708) 482-2721

?01 South Seventh Avenue . LaGrange,f-60525-6706

APril 1, 2011

Dear President Asperger and Village Board of Trustees,

La Grange South school District 105 is applying for azoningva¡iation from Article # 8-209 (c)'

I of the Zoning ordinance requiring front and .õ*o side setbacks of 15 feet. Based on the

concems that wo Itu"" tt"uø frolll .ã..unity members, parents, and staffmembers about student

s¿fety, tlaffrs congestion, resident inconveuiãnce, and oniollment growth over the past several

yeafs, District 105 is *r-itt d to inoreasing oui on-site parking io remove long term parking

(more than ¡¡vo hours) from the streets *orro-d spring Avenue and Gurrie Middle schools'

Itfy'e realizo that addressing these patking concÊrns will have an impact on or¡r spring Avenue and

Gu¡rie Middle school neids. rne scnoot Distriothas a long standing commitnent to collaborato

;ith th; Vin"g" and the Park District in providing green space availability' After extensive

."*iããr"t","trr" p¡rri"t rtur concluded that an õnlsite loi on the northeast section of the spring

Avenue and Gurrie Middle school property wilt have the least impact on-the reo.reational space

itt"t*. presefve for our schools anã cómmunity. If granted this Zoning Variation, we will be

able to maint¿in th" i";tiq/ of *" balt fields ihut terv"ttte schools and community' By Village

oråio**, the Disnicì hä äe.ight to develop on-site eTk¡$. If we are not granted this

Variation, the district will have ió relocate thå northeast balt field and there will be a reduction in

th" ;;;b;e. This *iil utro cost the district an estimated additional $50,000 and presentnew

;;f"î, 
"on""*, 

by reducing tlre playing area, especially in rigþt field' We do not feel that the

movemett ofthis n"f¿ i, nä"ttäty *ín the best interests of the communþ or district'

Our Applioation for Zoning Variatíon was rcviewed by the La Grange ZnningBoard of Appeals

on February 24,Z0tf-.- fhãZon¡ng Board of Appeals did not.recommend the approval oftho

;il. W; i¡rt*å¿ oarefully to the õomments and questions raised by the Comrnissioners during

ãii" meuting. fhe pistri;t has compiled information and revised plans.fo¡ the on-site lot to

address the-çestions and concemi thut *"te expressed by the Commissioners'

The Zoning Boa¡d of Appeals asked questions about the District's consideration of other

remedies. The District iräs worked extiensively with its own arcbitects and Village of La Grange

staffand adminisnamrs lo inu"rtigut" muþlá parking options. With each option we a'alyzed

tn" ìtop*t on student safety, neigfibors, qufñ" flow, and oommunity a¡nenitics a¡rd green space'

This due diligence ** 
"ãiïA-q|æury 

reflected in our original application.. W." huy: compiled

information about tho work we ir"u" doo" to select the northeast lot as our best parking option'

The zoning Board of Appeals exprossed conceÍns about loss of green sp-ace 1nd 
theneed for the

,i"" ãitrr""proposed on-rite lot. öur on-site plans included S0additional stalls to bring our on-

site total to 115 søtls. As reflected in ou¡ aiplication, the Village ZoningCode for elementary

and middle schools calls for a minimum of ffig spaces based on the number of employees in the

Gurrie Middle anA Spring Avenue Sohools. Please note that the additional seven spaces \ryere

included in the propósedlot based on our efforts tro pfeserve a large tree'

\q
È

GURRIEMIDDTESCHOOL . HODGKINS . IDBAL' SEVENTHAVENTIB . SPRINGAVENUE

v



lVhile not presented to the ZoningBoard of Appeals, a revised plan to reduce the size of the lot

from 50 to 32 stalls has been authorized by the School Boa¡d. In response to Commissioners'

ooncerns, we have gathered data about long term (more than two hours) on-sheet parking around

the Spring Avenue and Gunie Middle School. Our data provide evidence that the proposed

reduction will meet our on-site parking needs while addressing Commissioners' concerns about

minimum encroachment into the space.

The Commissioners expressed concerns about the proximity of the proposed parking lot to the

northeast ball fîeld. Specificalty, a concern was raised that someone may drive inadvertently or
intentionally through the parking lot onto the batl field. To address this ooncern, the plans have

been revised to include bollards.

School District 105 has a rich history of partnership with the Village of La Grange. We truly
appreciate the cooperation and support of the Village adminishators and staffwith whom we have

worked throughout ttris process. Given the significant amount of factors that must be considered

and balanced" we realize that there are no perfect solutions to our parking neæds, but we can

assure you that we have thoughtfully considered the needs of our sohools and community at every

level of pl¡nning. We sfiongly believe that this variance is in the best interests of the community

and district.

Thank you very much in advanco for your consideration of ourApplication for aVariation from

Article # 8-209 (C), I of the Z,oningOrdinance requiring front and corner side setbacks of l5 feet'

Sinceteþ

i/i 
"it \'

Malk
'i 5t;;{
Smith

President of La Grange South School District 105

\6
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STAFF REPORT

CASE: ZBA#591- Gunie & Spring Avenue Schools, 1001 S. Spring Avenue - Front and

Corner Side Yards for parking lot, La Grange School District 105

BACKGROUND

(Note: This Staff Report is solely based on information presented in the application and on a physical

inspection of subject property and environs, and is not influenced by any other circumstance.)

The petitioner, La Grange School District 105, wishes to remove, rebuild and expand an existing
parking lot at Gurrie & Spring Avenue Schools. According to the District, they currently cannot

provide adequate off-street parking to accommodate all teachers and staff. As aresult, some teachers

and staff park on the street in the sunounding neighborhood. The school has a history ofmany years

of parking diffrculties between the community and the District - the Superintendent has indicated

that his office has intervened many times with neighborhood complaints about staff parking on the

street and received concerns about parking on a weekly basis. The Village has also received

complaints in the past from the residents about teachers parking on the street.

In late 20l0,the District held a community meeting to present proposed plans for additional parking.

Community feedback indicated a strong concern for the safety of children when parents and staff
park on the street and a desire for on-site parking. As currently configured, parent pick-up and drop-

off is on the street, kids exit and load buses on the street and cars are sometimes parked on both sides

of the street, which all adds to the congestion.

In order to address these parking issues, the district developed a phased plan that included moving its

offices to reduce staff as well as providing approximately 50 additional parking spaces on-site. Their

goal is to minimize the impact of parking on the neighborhood and maximize the number of on-site

parking spaces. As the flrrst phase, District 105 has recently moved its offices from Spring-Gurrie

School to Seventh Avenue School, which has freed approximately 15 spaces. The currently

application for expansion of the on-site parking lot is the second phase. The proposed expansion

features a new "L" shaped configuration, which would help to maintain the existing green spaces

including the ball fietds used by the Little League and the schools as well as the tennis courts owned

by the Park District. The final phase of the new parking plan is to minimize the amount of time that

vehicles stop in front of houses by improving student pick-up and drop-oft which will remain on the

street.

Also as part ofthis project, the District has been working with Department of Public Works staff and

the Village Engineer to address storm water concems of the neighborhood. Plans include re-routing

the combined sewer on 52nd Street to the storm sewer on Catherine Avenue with restrictors to assure

proper water flow and changing downspout locations to redirect storm water. The proposed plan has

been submitted for review and permifiing with the Village Engineer and Metropolitan Water

Reclamation District (MWRD).

Cunently the school has 65 parking spaces - 38 spaces on the north end of the carnpus and27 in the

right-oÊway on the north side of 53'd Street. The Village Code requires 108 on-site parking spaces

('' I fo, each employee PLUS 4 þr visitor and guests"). The new site plan would expand the north \q

te
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Staff Evaluation Criteria
ZBA#591- Spring - Gurrie Schools

Variation -Front & Corner Side Yards
Page2

parking lot to 88 spaces for atotal of 115 parking spaces, including the27 existing diagonal spaces

in the right-of-way on 53'd Street. Although the total number of spaces exceeds the requirements,
the total for on-site spaces is less than the required spaces.

Spring-Gunie campus also houses tennis courts and ball fields. The tennis courts are owned and

maintained by the Park District. They are highly utilized by the community and not used by the
schools. The District has indicated that the easiest, most cost-effective solution forthe school would
be to remove the tennis courts and replace with parking; however, they feel that it is important to be

good neighbors and provide the recreational areas for the community. Maintaining recreational
facilities is consistent with the Village's Comprehensive Plan (2005).

In order to preserve existing ball fields and tennis courts while at the same time accommodating
additional parking, they propose to expand the existing parking lot in an 'L' shape to the east and

south, maintaining the existing setbacks of 7.5 feet from 52nd Street with a setback of 5.5 feet from
Catherine Avenue. The Zoning Code states, "Offstreet parking spaces may be provided on surface
lots...and shall complywiththeyardrequirements made applicableto thembytheregulations ofthe
district inwhich they are located." The subject property fronts four streets. In the I-B Institutional
Buildings District, in which the school is located, required front and corner side yards are l5 feet. In
this case, the parking lot would not meet the required setbacks for front and comer side yards.

Therefore, a building permit could not be issued.

The petitioners seek avariation from Paragraph 8-209C (1) (Required Front and Comer Side Yards)

of the ZoningCode. The proposed parking lot would encroach into the required front yard by 7.5

feet (52nd Street) and corner side yard by 9.5 feet (Catherine Avenue). Subparagraph l4-303E1 (a)

(Authorized Variations) allows the reduction of any required yard setback. The requested variation
falls within the authorized limits of the Zoning Code.

VARIATION STANDARDS

General Standard - In considering a variation, be guided by the General Standard as outlined in our

Zoning Code "No variation shall be granted pursuant to this Section unless the applicant shall
establish that carrying out the strict lener of the provisions of this Code would create a particular
hardship or a practical dfficulty. Such a showing shall require proof that the variatíon being
sought satisJìes each of the standards set þrth in this Subsection."

Unique Physical Condition - "The subject property is exceptional as comparedto other lots subiect

to the same provisíon by reason of a unique physical condition, including presence of an exísting

use, structure, or sign, whether conþrming or nonconþrming; irregular or substandard shape or
size; exceptional topographicalfeatures; or other extraordinary physical conditions peculiar to and

inherent in the subject property that ømount to more than a mere inconvenience to the owner and

that relate to or arise out of the lot rather than the personal situation of the current owner of the

lot." p
. --0'
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Staff Evaluation Criteria
ZBA#591- Spring - Gunie Schools

Variation -Front & Corner Side Yards
Page 3

The subject lot is a corner lot with principal frontage along four streets. According to the petitioner,
the school is land locked in a developed residential area with no available land to expand to
accommodate more students. A significantportion ofthe subject property is improved with existing
ball fields and tennis courts, which are important recreational resources for the community.

Not Self-Created - "The aþresaid unique physical condition is not the result of any action or
inactíon of the owner or its predecessors in title and exísted at the time of the enactment of the
provisions from which a variation is sought or was created by natural þrces or wos the result of
governrnental action, other than the adoption of thß Code, þr which no compensation was paid."

The District has identified a need for additional parking based on accommodating additional teaching
staff necessary for increases in school population and community input on current issues with
congestion and safety. This is consistent the zoning requirements that are based on number of
teachers. The ball fields and courts, which are used by the greater community, have been in place

since approximately the late 1980s and the location has not been altered.

Denied Substantial Rights - "The carrying out of the strict letter of the provísion from which a
variation is sought would deprive the owner of the subject property of substantial rights commonly
enjoyed by owners of other lots subject to the same provision."

According to the petitioner, the proposed location of the parking lot is consistent with other parking
lots nearby facing 52nd Street, including Hanis Back at SW corner of 52nd and S. La Grange Road,

and the VICORP Restaurant at NW corner of 52nd and S. La Grange Road. Staff notes that these

parking lots are both located in a commercial district; therefore, they do not have the same setback

requirements as the subject properly, which is zoned institutional and located within a single-family
residential area.

Not Merely Special Privilege - "The alleged hardship or dfficulty is not merely the ínability of the

owner or occupant to enjoy some special privilege or additional right not available to owners or
occupants of other lots subject to the same provision, nor merely an inability to make more money

from the use of the subject property; provided, however, that where the standards herein set out
exist, the existence of an economic hardship shall not be a prerequisite to the grant of an authorized
variation."

The variation is necessary to address neighborhood concems to accommodate on-site teacher parking

where they are currently parking on the street.

Code and Plan Purposes - "The variation would not result in a use or development of the subject
property that would be not in harmony with the general and specific purposes þr which this Code

andthe provisionfromwhich avariation is soughtwere enactedor the general purpose andintent of
the Oftcial Comprehensive Plan." \2,
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Staff Evaluation Criteria
ZBA #591 - Spring - Gunie Schools

Va¡iation -Front & Corner Side Yards
Page 4

The Village's parking ratio for elementary schools is based onthe number of employees; therefore,

with increases in teaching staff, the District is required by the Zoning Code to provide additional
parking. Although the proposed parking lot would not meet the yard requirements, the parking lot
would meet the required screening (3 feet in height) from the residential neighborhood. In addition,
maintaining the ball fields and tennis courts is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, which
recommends, "Continued efficient use of existing recreational land and facilities" and continued

"collaboration between the Park District of La Grange, local schools and the Village of La Grange."

Essential Character of the Area - "The variatíon would not result in a use or development on the

subject property that:

Would be materiaþ detrimental to the public welfare or matertally injurious to the

enjoyment, use, development, or value ofproperty or improvements permitted in the vicinity;
or
Woutd materially impair an adequate supply of light and air to the properties and

improvements ín the vícinity; or
Would substantioþ increase congestion in the public streets due to traftìc or parking; or
I|tould unduly increase the danger oftlood or fire; or
llould unduly tax publíc utilities andfacilitates in the qrea; or
llould endanger the public health or safety."

There is a history of neighborhood concerns about vehicles parking on the streets surrounding the

school. The concem is that parked cars add to congestion and increased traffic flow and potentially

block the driver's view of children crossing the street during pick-up and drop-off. Proposed parking

would improve area safety at the school so that children would not have to run between parked

vehicles. In addition, improvements would decrease discharge of storm water during peak times by

re-routing significant portions of the site to separate storm sewer and providing new detention area

on the proposed surface parking lot.

No Other Remedy - "There is no means other than the requested variation by which the alleged

hardship or dfficutty can be avoided or remedied to a degree suffìcient to permit a reasonable use of
the subject property."

According to the petitioner, due to the land-locked nature of the site, off-street parking cannot be

provided without displacing site features such as the tennis courts and ball fields. Remedies for
construction of the parking lot in a location that meets the required yards would include (1) removing

the tennis courts, (2) removing the ball field. Both remedies would be permitted without a variation;

however, the District believes that these options would take away open space and recreational

facilities available to the public and enjoyed by the community.

2,
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tJ.r\l(COil

II.}'IIIE III.ESÍÐNTTANT' ßQÂRÐ OT TRIjITTEES
V¡f.f ,Af.tb OF r.À üR¿{T\CE,ILLNOIS

þlunsc tygu sr pr,ir¡t)
LaGrange School District 105Applicarion is lrcrc þ ltade

rtddrçs¡ 1001 South SpringAvenue, LaGra nge, lL 60525 ¡,¡or,-. 708 482-2700

()u'tter of pro¡eny inç¿rÈ¡l L00L South SpringAvenue, LaGrange, lL 60525

Pcrnrs.Dsrl Rç{rl Esuito Indcê( l(o:--.
1_9-09-312-00L

hercnt Zø:ing clnssífïcatiou:. lB 
¡'r€sÉnr ur", Stho.9l

0¡rtiunuce Provl¡lr¡¡¡ for Vad¡lio¡r rrour ¿¡fcre s-8;299ltL1of T,rnring Clrdioorroe, io wjt: -
minimum required front and corner side setbacks L5 feet

rl. Mi¡¡iuuur Yr.riatlo¡¡ ofZooil-g ru¡uircrucut ucccssrq to ¡xrnrit rJu ¡roposed rue, courtnrctiou. s¡ d'.:rchrprnenl:

Construction of the new parking lo! as proposed, requires one var¡ation: Required front

yard setback, to maintain the setback of 7.5 feet at the closest point to 52nd Street, and

5.5 feet to Catherine Avenue.

S. Tl¡epurpoec Provide additional park¡ns spaces for proposed s ite improvements.

C. 'l'l¡e epeelllc fealurro(r) of Jre proposrd usc, qun$kççliqrrr, (u'developmclt tlurt lcquirc n venulirrn:-
Variatíon required for proposed extended parking lot along 52nd street and Catherine

Avenue
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PL¡tl'Ot $UR\¡|..Y rnr¡st trc r¡¡-hnrittcd,fvitnqpnlfuAlilr.rt TLu ¡lirt shoulrl slruwarry o;iuting brdkling* un ll¡ÈÞer.ilioned

frrr)pctfu- r¡¡t r+ull u+ flny ;xisrirrg bruìldiqq,.r ül Þr'olrrrt}.- ftruncdilrtcly a{iaccnt, It should alsc sJrow atr¡' ¡:n4>usctl ne'a'

unnskrutiun iu connoctlon witft the mrintinn. includilg landscaping. têncin-q, etc-

l. (iencrul litund¡r'd^ Ilrc Pc,'irioncr ¡uust list bclorv ÍÁ.C'fS ^åNÐ RIIC,SOI{S sulxtutial!- suppo¡tinB $ush ul'lhc
ftrllnwíng- rrrnidusio¡x or rhe ¡xtition for vnrjatiol råruìoî be Eanred- (if uecesscrl.- usc addiÊion¡l pase)

ru- fitul"' or rrcn{cl for¡ruu
retrrlnlior:s, lo re ce en

north side, and Catherine Av-enue at the East side, to fit new parking lot, without removing

publically available, and important for community tennis courts and f or ball field(s).

h- ,4 rç.rso.nablç rstun: or usc of yorl' ÞüDp{rt}' is u+t lros¡iblc r¡udr;¡ lhr: r;xistiru¡ rçgululirrns, }xlc¡¡u*c

Because of school population (students and, subsequently teachers) increased, to meet parking quant¡ty
requirements - 1 parking stall for each employee plus 4 for visitors and guests, school need bigger parking
lot. ln ex¡st¡ng condition school have only 65 stalls, required per Village ordinance for elementary and
middle schools 108 stalls, proposed parking will include 115 stalls.

c. Yotu siru¿tirrrr is uniqr.rc (nrrt u¡rpliuuhlr rrr+ûrerptt¡ertie.¡ 
'¡'r,thi¡t tlt¿t z:ning districtor¿rea) intlte follouirlu

respecr(sJ: Because school land locked and need to accept more students, this situation is

unique.

2. UU-igg-fhvf,¡ca¡lqqXêEÊt. The suhjcrt ¡rûtìÈrt! is exceprional rs uornpar;d $ otlril lors subioct to t[:c sunç
provisior: by rtrrerrrr ul'l unii,¡uc phynicul r:onrtilirm. inclutlirrg, prus*¡lr:e cf ¿n existitg lue, stnrctruÊ, or sigrr, wficlh+r
curttì:nning rrr noni;gnlirrming; irrrgulur or uríb,rù¡ndr¡'rl shu¡rc lr sírc; r.rwpciunal tupugrapbicat feanuus; oJ otbcr
exrt'aorüirnr¡, ph¡,siuxl çr¡ndÍlirrns p:t:rrlinr l¡¡.rn¡l inhrrr:nl in lhc srr.bjrct prrr¡ru[" tltût atnf]ut¡t It) l:hrJs ttra¡¡ a mcn:
itlcttfivcniuncalo tlrc orlrrcrcrrl tbal rclalc lo orsrisc or¡t o l'fhclorrulhcr tlrun thc¡rsr*rrnol silu¿tian o:'rtie cunent oçu:r
t¡l'tl\c lDl-

The sqþ.is.ct property is exceptional as comqgr.qq_t_q ect to the same provision

by reason of location of existing ball field at the northeast corner of the site, also school land

in uttnyi::g ort tln slritt lctlçtoI'thszlrni:rli
ne ball field and 52nd street at the

locked in residential area, and need to accept more students. According to Aerial

photography dated 1988, this ball fíeld has existed in current location for more than 22

years.
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J. I¡$lÁslL(bdCd, 'llre ¿fi:te¡oirl uoigur ¡rlrynico! rxrnclirion js t.:¿ llre rerule of orty ¡rctictt c¡r inortioo of tlte ot*rrr
or ifu prcclcocssort in ritlc ¿¡rl criuty{ +t thc timc of tl¡e cnrntment uf t]tc pruviairrn+ fïr\ìm rvhjçh tr s+riulirm is sought

or l1"¡ls rlrelted t ¡r nil.rrnal lrxr:r:s çrwns thi; rusuliuf gJvcmmur:rl u<,lirrn, tlhurlhuu ltrc nd.tplirru oJtlhis Crtil+. lir¡ wtict¡
no crlrnpens4firrn uas frairl

School population (students and, subsequently teachers) increased, to meet parking quantity

requirements, school need bigger park¡ng lot. The or¡ginal ballfield's location has been in place

s¡nce approximately the late 1980s. The petitioner has not altered the location of the ballfields.

Existing Ball fields and Tennis courts is publically available and important for community.

.f , .D'¡nieti liufxt¡nLi¿l Ri$lrts, Thc cnnying o'¡i of tho rih'içu lctlel crf tlrc Prr:viuirrn ti'cn: ubich rr vtniutÛ.n is souglrt

ttrutdde¡rire thr ¡¡srrr ¡rf thu suhjrcr propcfly ofstrbrlllntial ri.qhls r:rrmnronly cn-irryr:tf hy <r'rrt:rs ttftrll¡r lrr;t *tIbj¿ct
1o the ¡u¡rlc l¡rrvisi(rn,

The location of proposed parking lot would be consistent with other parking lots nearby that face

52nd Street i.e. Harris bank at SWC of W 52nd St. and S. La Grange Rd., Vicorp Restaurant at NWC

of W 52nd St. and S. La Grange Rd.

5- Not Mcr$Lr'-$f.çc_i¡-l ltivilcæ. 'lhc nllcgcd hardship or difüc,rrlty is ncinrorcly inabilitt oftl¡c oru¡cr o[ (roçt¡ptn( trr

enjrry .rrrmu sp{uirr! privitcgp or nddidonal ilgln uoc aruilnl¡lc lu ostc¡s or ocl;irpflnts of othcr lots suhjt*t ttt lht' tamr
prt¡vision. ucl'rucruly ar: :¡r,abiljB t'J analce jnore rrrrreÏ ùoru thc mc of tltc srr.rjcct þuþperry*; ppridcd, Í¡ctti:vcr, that
rvh(irç thc stnndards lrcrcjn sr't <rut exi*t, the existsu*c ot'o.l '¡conou¡ic harüsaip ¡hnll oqc bc o crtrsqulsiîc tc tl,c grat:t

uf å¡ uuthorizÐd varioüal.

The proposed parking lot location is not a special privilege. Several properties in the vicinity

also have legal non-conforming parking lots that exceed the current standards for allowable

setback, i.e. Harris bank at SWC of W 52nd St. and S. La Grange Rd., Vicorp Restaurant at NWC

ofW 52nd St. and S. La Grange Rd.

6. û;¡lu nld l¡lnntlu'poses. 'll¡e variatiotrv'orúd ¡¡,¡t resutt in a usc or devclo,prncnt ofthc s';rirjcctprtrpurl-v- tì'rl 'a'r'rild

bç uot iu l¡¡rmon¡'rvitlr the gerleral ond s¡cuilìu frr{Ð$Ês fol'tr'lúch rlús Code cud the plovj¡io¡r frornç,ilich a v*riction
is sougJrt tuÈtÈ e¡r¿¡ü(ed r¡r thc tçnçr*l F$rIìLr:iÉ rurd int=:r:- <¡l'ttrc ()fficiol Cr:rnprc,lreosiue I'lan,

Proposed parking lot will help to meet Village parking stalls requirements, 1 parking stall for each

employee plus 4 for visitors and guests; in existing cond¡tion school have only 65 stalls, required per

Village ordinance for elementary and middle schools L08 stalls, proposed parking will include 1.15 stalls.

This will decrease parking on the street, which will improve area safety especially at school where

children darting out between vehicles, will help to maintain the street. Proposed improvements would

significantly decrease peak storm water discharge rates by re-routing significant portions of the site from

combined sewer to separate sewer, and decreasing peak discharge rate to separate storm sewer ¡n

comparison to the existing condition, by providing detention pond on the parking lot surface.
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?. Esçetrti¿l [;h¡u'¡rutm u[ lhu.åfc¡t. Thc rariuliun rvurdrlnol ¡rrtrlc in { u},Èfi'dÊ\'Ël(rl}nìÈrìt(}rì rhe drjecc propc.rtv tärtt:

(u) Would bc mnteri¡tly cctritncutal to thc public rvctfurc or mrtoriully injurjr¡*r ¡ç lhr trjoyrtìÊnir usê{

ifuudupr-1rt1, ot talue of pmperty or :mp¡ovemcnts pc.rrnittcd in *rc vicinitp ur

(b) lïould ntaterially int¡nir an år*qualê supply of l¡glrt and nir (o rhc propcrllos nnd improlsrÐ+nh in the
uiciniq..: nr'

(r-') Voutd ruhstantiall.r ilcrursê ürrnÊicritit:rì ûr rhe lrul>lic slrects dnc ro trnffic or par*ingi cl
There has been a long term neighborhood concern about vehicles parking on the streets that envelop

the site. The concern is that parked cars can add to congestion of traffic flow and potentially veil

pedestrian traffic from driver's views (i.e. children darting out from between parked vehicles). ln

addition, a haphazard opening of a parked driver's side door in front of oncoming traffic could result

in property and, more importantly, bodily injury. Due to the landlocked nature of the site, off street

parking cannot be provided without either displacing a site features (tennis court or ballfield) unless a

variance is granted in order to allow for a reduced parking setback. The proposed plan will increase

the onsite parking by 50 spaces (65 exist and the site plan increases this to 115), thus greatly reducing

the likelihood of on street parking from occurring.

8. N$¡-Qthql¡fimadT, Tlrsrcis no nrcf,nd othor thiln thc rcquulr*l vrrialiott hy rvh¡th lhe ûllegÊd hnrrdship ordifücult¡r
c¡m bc *voirJt:rl ¡x'Emodicd to ír (hcmc slni{:jffit ru nçrmil r¡ rç¡r,r\rrqblç usc r¡f úte sul¡iect ¡ìftittÈrty.

Remedies for a construction of additional parking spaces on the subject property would include, (1)

removing publically available tennis courts, to replace with additional parking lot, or (2) removing publically

available ball field(s), to fit additional parking lot, both remedies would be materially detrimentalto the

public welfare and materially injurious to the enjoyment use, development, and value of property.

N(}TI[E: 'lhir npplic*lion mu$Lbsfilcrl rr.ith the ulficc t¡f úteCslnrnunilyDer.elopureritDirscÐr, ascomprnialh"u
rlÞ{:e$$üry drdu enllcd for ¡rbovc unil thc ruluirrxl lilin-q lËe r:l'Fite l'lutd¡ed Dolla¡s ($5U0,00).

Thç uht¡u¿ minl mum fcç sh u ll lre ¡rynblc ut tfte ú mc ol the fi ling of such requcst. ll is alrü unclcrstsod fi"rt lho n¡rplir:ant
*hrrll rcimhune thc Vilìngo un¡ rrrÏJilicrnul çusl,s uv¿r ¿rt¿l olrove tlrese n¡jnimu:¡s rvlúch nm incur¡cd by th+ Villuge.
i¡tcl¡¡,rlirr$h*t u(rt [irnilËd lu ths ltrllnwing.:

(¡rl Ï-cgll Fuhliualiorr i.direct sost)i

(h) Rc+onüng $urur,u¡iul Serviu*.c (dittrct cost)¡

(ci üou:r Repolær (d;rcct crxt);

È
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(.d) Admi¡:isa¿tivç Rovi¿w *nd Ìwparatlon.(hou:l.u salary tintcs a mrthiPliçr suffi'cicnt to

rec.Jrter 1 00 ¡rurccnt of rh¿ dircui and inrlilect cost Þl' sucl¡ scn'icc):

(çl l)ocuniuflt Prepnraton nn<lltcvicw'Êroul'ly *al+ry :-irnÈf.û rrlulCiFlirrälrflicientlÞ tçcorcr

i0'i prr."," oi ahç (l¡rËêt a.lxl inrfitoct cosl pJ'br¡sh *en'icc);

líl Prulþasional.rRrIT¿cF¡icat (jonsilltnnt scrvlc*r (dirctt cutt)i

G) Ltgnl Revic.rv, C¡¡nrultntiun, urtd 'ldvicc ttlircct cost];

(h) Co¡ry ftcpro<Juction idircut€L\st)l nnd

ttl Do$ttrfieflt l(eco¡tlstic'n idinnrt cnst!; arcl

ü) Foctngc Üuuts {direst cost)-

iucJr ndttjtitrnul o"r*tr shnli bp ¡ui:l by tlrr; applicuru pnrr tu úe For¡rrl of 'l'rustçcs mntrirrg a rlucirit:n rtgaalirrg tttc

rquçst.

i, r.nc underslgri:tl, guherelry ccrtifr thnt t arn thc ure]nÊrr or ctrarract ptnvlruser(Etirlenet ¡¡f tllle or utftw iilercatyou

hryc in lbe +ulrjer,:f pto¡riiry, ì*ic of nct¡uiritiun of such inl€rreetr +nd lhe rpesífic nttunB of rut'h lnrerert m¡¡gt

U, *ulrritr*A *.î*, opptir+tiìrn.) anrl clo hcreby ccrtiþ ùacrhc ah,.r* ¡itÁrtulcÐtr qre trrlc ltrd cr¡rruct to thc hc* o¡ my

r:oulcxJgc-

701 S..-,SeveqPh Av.

f Sigr-atr¡rç rril)l*'ßêf or (iontruct l¡nrstra.rcr) {Åtldress)

LaGrange lllanoas 60525

çñ coc+l(ciil) i5rârÊ j

$rrb:*,ribcd a¡J .:wonr ro bet'ore ** ¡iis -2lst rlay of Janu?ry 

-) 

¿0-1-!-'

fNotirtl I'ublic)

OFFICIAL SEAL

DENISE L STRUVE

) HOTENV PUBLTC SÍATE )F TLLINOIS

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 08i24/14
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Spring/Gurrie Parking Related Data
Parking Spaces
There are currently 65 on-site parking spaoes for Gunie-Spring. Tho proposed plan will add 32

spaoes to bring the total to 97.

PøHngData
The diyrriot has been gathering dat¿ about the number of ca¡s parked long term (more than two
hours) on the streets surrounding the Spring-Gunie facility since the hningBoard of Appeals
meeting on February 24,2011. ltVe have counted cârs on fÏfteen different occasions, being
careful to gather data on different days of the week and at different times of the day. This data is

summarized inthe table below:

Cars Parked Long Term on Streets

Surrounding Schools
Ranee 14-3 1

23Median
Average 22

Our dataprovides evidencethat adding 32 spaces will meet the sunent long term (more than two
hours) parking needs of Spring-Gurrie and provide some flexibility for growth. The proposal

made to the Zoning Board of Appeals included 50 additional parking spaoes based on Village
guidelines. This reduction is based on our data and our desire to preserve green space in the
community.

Stofmg
With the additional on-site parking we will require all staffmembers with regularly scheduled

hours, substitrfes, and any visitors on site for more than two hours to use the lots and stay offof
the sheets. The proposed plan will provide the necessary spac€s for this requirement. We plan to
work with the Village to develop an on strest short tenn parking plan. Below is information
aboutthe size of our staff.

85Full Time Day Staff
3-5Str¡dent Teachers (varies each semester)
¡ 5 at 2.25 hou¡s
t 2 at4.5 hours

Lunch Room

o 4at2 days
o 5 at3 days
. I at 2.5 days
o 1at5 days-AMonly
o 1at5 days-PMonly
o 2 LADSE soordinators

- va¡ies

Itinerant Special Services (number and selice
times vary from year to year) and Part Time
Staff

þ
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Growth
Spring's enrollment is cunentþ 320. Over the last ten years, Spring's enrollment has grown by
48%. Its recent growth pattern is consistent with the high end of the 2010 Kasarda Enrollment
Study tlatprojects enrollments as high as 380 in 201+15 (the final year of 2010 elementary
sohool projeotions). This represents a potential 19% incrcase over curent enrollmeut.

Gurrie's emoll¡nent is curre,ntly 279. Ovetthe last ton years, Gurrie's enrollmont has grown by
32%. Iß recent growthpattern exceeds the high end of the 2010 Kasarda Enrollment Study that
projects enrollments as high as344 in2017-2018. This represonts apoûential incrcase ofZ3o/o
over ourent e'nrollment.

Programming
Programming impacts staffing pattems and parking needs eaoh year. For example, we are
anticipating an Early Childhood Eduoation classroom at Spring Avenue next year. llis program,
designed for our neediest early childhood students, provides many relaæd services. This
generally includes 4 fì¡ll time staff, speech at 2 da1æ aweeþ physical therapy at I day a rveekn

and occupational therapy at2 daysa week.
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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Finance Department

REP RT

Village President, Village Clerk, Board of Trustees,
Village Attorney and Village Comptroller

FROM: Bob Pi lipis zy n, Y illage Manager,
Lou Cipparrone, Finance Director,
Joe Munizza, Assistant Finauce Director

DATE: April7,20ll

RESOLUTION - APPROVING THE FY 2OT I-12 OPERATING
AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS BUDGET

Please find attached a resolution approving the Village of La Grange's annual Operating and

Capital Improvements Budget for the fiscal year beginning May I ,201I. Several workshops

have been conducted over the past six months to develop this final FY 2011-12 Five-Year
Operating and Capital Improvement Budget document. In addition, a public hearing was held

earlier this evening to provide residents with a final opportunity to comment on the proposed

budget document.

The format for this budget document includes revenue, expenditure and fund balance projections,

by fund and account, for each of the Village's 14 funds for the five-year period ending April 30,

2016. The budget document also includes a report on consolidated revenues and expenditures
without interfund transfers and a schedule of anticipated property tax levies.

Only the FY 2011-12 operating and capital improvement budget is required to be adopted

tonight. Subsequent fiscal year budgets through FY 2015-16 are presented for informational
purposes. The five year projections provide a comprehensive planning tool for forecasting
revenues and expenditures for future years, in order to maintain the Village's strong financial
position over the long term.

The struggling economy continues to challenge Village finances. The Village is experiencing
fiscal stress primarily within its General Fund. It has been created by a decrease and flattening
across our major revenue streams (e.g. income tax, sales tax, building permits, etc.) due to
macro-economic conditions and major operating expenditures (such as salaries, health insuranca,

and police and fire pension contributions) in excess of those reduced revenues. While we are

beginning to see some revenue recovery, many revenue streams are still below actual annual

revenue levels prior to the recession. Furthermore, the Village has had to offset the lost revenue

with the use of its reserves, which have yet to be replenished.

In response to current and projected financial conditions and in an effort to maintain the

Village's financial health over the long term, the Village has taken steps to reduce operating
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Resolution - FY 2011-l2Budget
April 7, 201I

Page2

expenses. As personnel expenses (salaries and benefits combined) account for 85% of our

General Fund expenditures, a controlled approach to reducing those expenses was required. A
comprehensive cost-containment strategy, largely involving reduced personnel expenses, has

been enacted within this fiscal year and will continue to be implemented over the course of the

Village's five-year frnancial plan to stabilize Village finances.

It is projected that the Village will realize approximately $500,000 of savings per year for the

next five years with the following personnel expense reductions:

Not filling vacancies as they occur. The concept is to maintain one full-time vacancy

among "the big three" - Police, Fire and Public V/orks. V/e have accomplished that in the

Fire Department and Public Works by virtue of promotions and retirements/resignations,
respectively. Public Works will carry two vacancies until such time that an opportunity
to not fill a vacancy occurs in the Police Department. We have also not filled a part-time
vacancy in the Community Development Department.

Vy'e are evaluating several administrative positions for re-structuring. Related to this

objective, we continue to emphasize the use of technology to optimize staff efficiency. In
the meso-terrn, we are exploring alternative organizational models.

As part of the cost-containment plan, salaries for the Village's management team will not

be increased for at least one year. The Village Manager will neither receive a general

wage adjustment nor a merit increase for at least two fiscal years (FY 2010-ll & FY
20ll-12). Department Heads and the Assistant Village Manager will neither receive a
general wage adjustment nor a merit increase in FY 20ll-12.

For all other employees, both non-union and union, we have proposed that all employees

receive a uniform 2.0Yo general wage increase effective May 1,2071, rather than receive

salary increases as stipulated by contract, or as budgeted, which range from 2.7o/o to

3.0%. At the time of this writing, discussions either have been or are scheduled to be

initiated with each of the Village's four collective bargaining units. Agreement on such

an across-the-board proposal is subject to negotiations with the individual units.

Effective May I ,2011, employee contributions towards group health insurance will be

increased to l0oÁ of total premiums.

Employee wellness programs, specifically YMCA membership and the Employee

Assistance Program, will be eliminated no later than May l,20ll.

As we stabilize and recover, we will review our conservative budget assumptions and consider

adjustments as maybe appropriate. Until then, we need to allow the cost containment plan to
work in order to realize its benefrts.

2.
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Resolution - FY 201l-l2Budget
April7,20ll

Page 3

By reducing the Village's operating expenses as described above, the General Fund's reserve

balance at the conclusion of FY 2011-12 is estimated to be $6.6 million or 53.3 percent of annual

operating expenses. It is advisable to retain an adequate fund balance for contingencies and

emergencies. Adequate reserve funds are required in order to maintain the Village's exceptional
bond rating as a non-home rule community, to continue to provide essential Village services, and
to meet cash flow requirements. At the end of the five-year financial plan, the General Fund
reserve balance is estimated to be 45.9yo, which is below the targeted reserve range. As the
economy begins to recover and revenues return to previous levels, it is our intention to remain
fiscally conservative with general operating expenditures in order to return to well within the
targeted fund balance range of 50% to 7 SYo of annual operating expenditures.

Although the Village's operating budget has been impacted by softening revenues and increasing
expenditures in excess of property tax caps, capital expenditures of approximately $6.2 million
remain budgeted in FY 20ll-12. This total consists of $2.3 million for water pumping station
improvements and a water meter replacement program, funded by alternate revenue bonds; $1.7
million in street resurfacing and reconstruction; $1.0 million for the renovation of Stone Avenue
Station; $450,000 for Village Hall HVAC improvements; $303,000 for the street light
replacement program debt service; $145,000 for sewer improvements; and approximately
$250,000 in miscellaneous public improvements and major maintenance activities including
pedestrian safety and signal improvements, thermoplastic street markings, and tree planting.

The Village is able to maintain this progressive capital improvements plan primarily due to grant
funding secured through State agency appropriations and State capital bill, and Federal stimulus
monies. Over the past five years the Village has secured over $10.5 million in grant funds which
leveraged over $22.0 million in capital improvements. The Village will continue to pursue

funding opportunities for capital expenditure consistent with the substance and spirit of our
proposed frnancial plan and the Village Board's strategic priorities.

Please find attached a summary of revenue and expenditure adjustments which reconciles the
preliminary FY 20ll-12 budget to the frnal FY 20ll-12 budget. Adjustments reflected in the
reconciliation are as follows:

1) At the direction of the Village Board, the Legal Special line item was increased to
better reflect previous experience. The new legal services agreement will be

reviewed annually to determine its effectiveness on controlling these specialized legal
services performed by the Village Attorney.

2) Pursuant to Village Board direction, funds allocated in the amount of $50,000 for a

community branding effort were eliminated from the Economic Development line
item budget in the Community Development Department. Funds in the amount of
$5,000 were added to this departmental budget for increased marketing efforts,
resulting in the net decrease in expenditures of $45,000 in the Community
Development Department.
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Resolution - FY 201l-l2Budget
April 7, 2011

Page 4

3) The Fire Department Improvements line item budget and General Fund grant
revenues were both increased by $57,000 due to receipt of a federal Assistance for
Firefighter Grant (AFG). The Fire Department will utilize the grant funds to improve
firefighter safety and operational efficiencies by providing an effective means to
access critical data and information in pre-incident plans and maintain command,
accountability and control during emergency incidents. Expenditures include two
Toughbook Mobile Data Terminals (MDT) for the Fire Chief and Command vehicles;
and a Mobile Data Interface with the Dispatch Center CAD system and lncident
Command System software.

4) The Medical Reserve Corps (MRC) line item budget and General Fund grant
revenues were also both increased by $5,000 in FY 2010-l l and in FY 20ll-12 ú¡e
to awards from the National Association of County and City Health Officials
(NACCHO). The MRC Building Awards will help tund additional costs of
implementing concepts and strategies to build the organization and thereby enhance
the community for emergency preparedness. Funds are not reflected in subsequent
year budgets due to the uncertainties regarding the availability of award funding for
the program.

5) ETSB New Equipment expenditures have been reduced by $13,000 as funds
previously budgeted for the purchase of the Toughbook Mobile Data Terminals are

now begin funded by the Assistance for Firefighter grant.

6) Part-time salary allocations in the'Water Fund have been corrected due to an error in
the detail budget spreadsheets which resulted in the part-time salary allocations being
out of balance with the Finance Department in the General Fund.

In summary, the proposed budget is a responsible budget. It is one that is balanced between
recognizing the downward pressure on our financial means, being sensitive to financial
challenges being experienced by taxpayers, while at the same time, maintaining community
vitality.

We recommend that the attached resolution, adopting the FY 2011-12 Operating and Capital
Improvements Budget, be approved.

b
v

fìlename:users/finance/budget resolution I l-l2.brd
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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE FY 20I1.12 OPERATING
AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS BUDGET

RESOLUTION R-l1-

BE IT RESOLVED that the President and Board of Trustees of the Village

of La Grange adopt the FY 20ll-12 Operating and Capital Improvements

Budget as set forth in the budget documents as attached hereto and made a

part hereof.

Adopted this l lth day of April,2}ll, pursuant to a roll call vote as follows:

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

Approved by me this I lth day of April,20l l

Elizabeth M. Asperger, Village President

ATTEST:

a

Thomas Morsch, Village Clerk

fú
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VILLAGB OF LA GRANGE - VILLAGE BUDGET ADJUSTMENTS
FY 2OIO-II THROUGH FY 2015-16

SUMMARY OF ADJUSTMENTS

REVENUES.ALL FUNDS
Proposed All Funds Revcnues
Revised All Funds Revenues

2010-l I

EST ACT
20tt-t2

BUDGET
20t2-t3

BUDCET
20t3-t4

BUDGET

26,3 16,033

26.3 16.033

2014-t5
BUDGET

25,5'18,544
25.578.544

20ls-ló
BUDGET

27,2t4,t51
27 _2t4.t5t

22,8'r3,026
22,8'18,026

28,579,009
28,641,009

24, I 00,820
24, l 00,820

All Funds-Revenue Adjustments Increase (Decreæe) 5.000 62.000 (0) 0 0 t0)

EXPENDITURES-ALL FUNDS
Proposed All Funds Ependitures
Revised All Funds Expenditures

Q3,293,223)
Q3.298.804\

(28,798,t01)
128.8s3.073)

(22,704,030)
(22.754.852\

(27,s18,836) Q3,403,052) (26,2st,4s3)
(),7 569 701 \ 01 4s3 967\ (26102.4 ll

All Funds-Expenditures Adjustments Increase (Decrease) (5,581) (54,972) (50,822) (50,865) (50,91 l) (50,958)

DE'I AIL OF ADJUSTIUEN'TS

REVDNUES - GENERAL FUND

Fund Account Description

General 0l -00-53-53 I 5 Crants - AFC lìire Dept Grant
Grants - NACCHO Fire Dept Grant

Total Gencral Fund Revenue Adjustments

REVENUES - OTHER FUNDS
nla nla nta

Total Other Funds Rcvcnue Adjustments

Total All Funds Revenue Adjustments

BXPENDITURES - GENERAL FUND

2010-l I

EST ACT

5,000

20tt-12
BUDGET

2012-t3
BUDGET

20t3-t4
BUDGET

20r4-15
BUDCET

201 5-l 6

BUDCEl'

57,000
5,000

5,000 62,000

5,000 62,000

20¡0-l I

ESI'AC'n
20tt-12

BUDGE'T
2012-13

BUDOET
2013-t4

BI.JDCET
20t4-t 5

BUDGET
2015-t6

BUDGET
Fund Account

Legal 0l-04-62-6235
Description

Legal Special - lncrcase pursuant to
Village Board direction at budget workshop

Economic Development - Eliminate new
community branding effort

lmprovemcnls-AFG Grant funded eqpmntFire

Com Dvlp 0l-06-62-6239

0l-09-66-660r
0t-09-62-6254 Medical Rescrve Corps-NACCHO

Grant funded expenditures

'fotal Ceneral Fund Expenditure Adjustments

EXPENDITURE - OTHER FUNDS
ETSB 24-00-66-6600 New Equipment - Omit MDT's purchased

with AFG Grant funds
Water 50-00-60-6001 Correct part-time salary allocations

Total Other Funds Expenditure Adjustments

Total All Funds Expenditure Adjustments

(50,000)

45,000

(s0,000) (s0,000) (s0,000) (50,000)

(s,000)
(57,000)

(5,000)

(5,000) (67,000) (s0,000) (s0,000) (50,000) (50,000)

t58l)

13,000

(9721 (822\ lr65ì (9 rssSl

(s8r) t2,028 (822) (86s) (er r) (e58)

(5,s8r) (s4,972) (s0,822) (s0,865) (s0,91 r) (50,958)

GENERAI, FUND SURPLUS/(DBFICTT)
Proposed Gencral Fund Surplus/(Deficit)
ADD: Gcneral Fund Revenue Adjustmcnts

LESS: General Fund Expenditure Adjustrnents

Revised General Fund Surplus/(Deficit)

Q99,s02) (t90,9s2) ó9,839 5,027 4,008 (71,l ss)
5,000 62,000
(5,000) (67,000) (s0,000) (s0,000) (s0,000) (s0,000)

(299,502\ 095,952) 19,839 (44,9731 (45,992) (121,155)

.þ.5
le
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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Finance Department

BOARD REPORT

TO Village President, Village Clerk
Board of Trustees and Village Attorney

FROM: Bob Pi lipis zy n, Y illage Manager
Ryan Gillingham, Public Works Director
Lou Cipparrone, Finance Director

DATE: April 7,2011

ORDINANCE. WATER RATE INCREASE

The V/ater Fund was established as an enterprise fund to finance the cost of operating,
maintaining and replacing the Village's water distribution system. In recent years, the Water
Fund has been active in the replacement of water mains as part of the neighborhood street
replacement program and where defrciencies within the system were known to exist. The
Village's goal is to maintain reserves at approximately 50 percent of operating expenses.

In order for revenues to keep pace with projected operating and capital expenditures, rebuild
adequate reserves and provide funding for the bond issue recommended in FY 20ll-12 for the
replacement of water meters and rehabilitation of the pumping station, the Water Fund includes a

rate increase of l0 percent each year for the next two years. The first of the rate increases will be

effective with the start of the new fiscal year, beginning May I ,2011. It is estimated that these
increases will cost homeowners approximately $65 annually.

The water rate increase was discussed at the Capital Projects workshop in February and has been
included as part of the FY 201l-12 Operating and Capital Improvements Budget. Attached is an

ordinance which increases La Grange's existing water rates by l0% from $5.286 per one
hundred cubic feet to $5.815 per one hundred cubic feet. It is recommended that the attached
ordinance be approved.

Sewer service fees are based on the cubic feet of water used by a property owner multiplied by a
separate sewer rate. Therefore, an increase in the water rate does not affect sewer revenues.

We recommend approval of the attached ordinance increasing the Village's cunent water rate by
l0 percent from $5.286 per one hundred cubic feet to $5.815 per one hundred cubic feet.

RE:

F:\USERS\FINANCE\Water Rate Increase t20 l Lbrd.doc
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ORDINANCE NO. O-I I-

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING
CHAPTER 52/WATER SERVICE

OF THE LA GRANGE CODE OF ORDINANCES

Published in pamphlet form by the authority of the Board of Trustees of the Village of La
Grange, County of Cook, Illinois and legally, this 

- 

day of 20tt.

BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of La Grange,

County of Cook, State of lllinois, that its Code of Ordinances be amended as follows:

SECTION I : That Sectio n 52-72, Water Rates, of Chapter 52, V/ATER SERVICE, of the

La Grange Code of Ordinances, as amended, be further amended by adding thereto:

(a) (Rates based on actual consumption)

(l) Low to normal users. The rates for water supplied by the Village,
except for water used in building construction work shall be as

follows for water used and billed in each bi-monthly period:

Minimum charge per meter (600 cubic feet) .......... $38.731
All over 600 cubic feet, per 100 cubic feet ............... $5.815

(2) Iìigh water users. The rates for water supplied by the Village,
except for water used in building construction work, for all
accounts with an average monthly water usage in excess of three

thousand, three hundred, thirty three (3,333) cubic feet, shall be as

follows for water used and billed in each monthly period:

a.

b,

Minimum charge per meter (300 cubic feet) .......... $19.370
All over 300 cubic feet, per 100 cubic feet $5.81s

SECTION 2: That all other provisions of said Chapter 52 shall remain in full
force and effect.

a

b

to'Ô'



SECTION 3: This ordinance shall be in full force and effect ten (10) days after its
passage, approval and publication in pamphlet form for review at the La Grange

Village Offices and the La Grange Public Library.

PASSED AND APPROVED this day of 20tt.

AYES

NAYS

ABSENT

Elizabeth M. Asperger, Village President

ATTEST:

Thomas Morsch, Village Clerk

F:\USERS\FINANCE\WaIer Rate Increase 5-201 0.brd.doc
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