AGENDA FOR THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Monday, May 2, 2016, 7:30 P.M.

Call to Order

Roll Call

Pledge of Allegiance

Human Power Re-Appointments

Kipling School — Leader in Me Program
Proclamation —Mayor’s Monarch Pledge
Proclamation — Preeclampsia Awareness Day
Promotion of Chris Fry and Juan Mazariegos to the Rank of Commander
Minutes of Previous Meeting

Treasurer’s Report

Bills and Payroll

Public Comment

REPORTS

16-41 Report and Recommendation of the Board of Zoning Appeals re: Request for a Fence Height
Modification at 705 Indian Hill Road for a Fence 10 Feet in Height Instead of the Permitted
Maximum Height of 7 Feet

16-44 Report and Recommendation of the Plan Commission re: Request for Approval of a Final
Development Plan for 7 Parkway North Center and to Amend the Parkway North Center Sign
Plan to Allow a Wall Sign at 7 Parkway North

16-45 Report and Recommendation of the Plan Commission re: Request for Approval to Amend the
Shoppers Court Commercial Planned Unit Development to Permit Major Renovations to the
636 Deerfield Road Building to Convert the Building into a Multi-Tenant Building, and
Changes to the West End of the Village Owned Municipal Parking Lot

CONSENT AGENDA

16-38-1 Ordinance Approving a Final Development Plan for 8 Parkway North in the Parkway North
Center — Quadrangle Development Company — 1R

OLD BUSINESS

NEW BUSINESS

16-46 Authorization to Award Contract for Phase II Engineering Consulting Services for the Kates
Road Bridge Rehabilitation Project

16-47 Authorization to Award the Construction Contract for the North Avenue Infrastructure
Improvement Project

16-48 Authorization to Execute Contract for Sidewalk Bump Grinding

Items for discussion by Mayor and Board of Trustees
Reports of the Village Manager
Adjournment



PROCLAMATION

WHEREAS, the monarch butterfly is an iconic North American species whose
multigenerational migration and metamorphosis from caterpillar to butterfly has captured the
imagination of millions of Americans; and

WHEREAS, 20 years ago, more than one billion Eastern monarch butterflies migrated to
Mexico, but populations of this iconic species have declined by 90% in the last two decades; and

WHEREAS, cities, towns and counties have a critical role to play to help save the
monarch butterfly; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Deerfield has taken the National Wildlife Federation’s
Mayors’ Monarch Pledge to demonstrate the Village’s commitment to creating a habitat and
educating citizens about how they can make a difference at home; and

WHEREAS, every resident of Deerfield can make a difference for the monarch by
planting native milkweed and nectar plants to provide habitat for the monarch and pollinators in
locations where people live, work, learn, play and worship; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, THAT I, HARRIET ROSENTHAL,
Mayor of the Village of Deerfield, do hereby proclaim May 2, 2016, as: “MAYORS’
MONARCH PLEDGE DAY” IN THE VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD and encourage residents
and Village staff to take steps to increase the planting of milkweed and nectar plants to preserve
and strengthen the monarch butterfly population.

PROCLAIMED this 2™ day of May, 2016.

Harriet E. Rosenthal, Mayor



PROCLAMATION

WHEREAS, preeclampsia is a dangerous condition of pregnancy that can, in its
severest form, lead to maternal and/or infant mortality or premature birth with significant health
risks for the mother and baby; and

WHEREAS, more than 350,000 cases of preeclampsia are diagnosed in America every
year with 25% classified as severe; and

WHEREAS, every 6 minutes of every day in America, a pregnant woman and her baby
face life threatening consequences because of preeclampsia; and

WHEREAS, globally, preeclampsia and other hypertensive disorders of pregnancy are a
leading cause of maternal and infant illness and death, with conservative estimates claiming
these disorders are responsible for 76,000 maternal and 500,000 infant deaths each year; and

WHEREAS, public awareness of the symptoms of preeclampsia (spikes in maternal
blood pressure, sudden swelling of face, feet, and hands, severe upper abdominal pain, blurred
vision) can help women recognize the condition and seek appropriate medical care; and

WHEREAS, many citizens of Illinois have joined with the Preeclampsia Foundation to
raise public awareness in order to minimize maternal and infant illness and death due to
preeclampsia.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, THAT I, HARRIET ROSENTHAL,
Mayor of the Village of Deerfield, do hereby proclaim May 15™ 2016, to be “Preeclampsia
Awareness Day” in the Village of Deerfield and applaud the Preeclampsia Foundation’s mission
to reduce maternal and infant illness and death due to preeclampsia and other hypertensive
disorders of pregnancy.

PROCLAIMED this 2™ day of May, 2016.

Harriet E. Rosenthal, Mayor



April 18,2016

The regular meeting of the Board of Trustees of the Village of Deerfield was called to
order by Mayor Harriet Rosenthal in the Council Chambers of the Village Hall on April 18,
2016, at 7:30 p.m. The clerk called the roll and announced that the following were:

Present: Harriet Rosenthal, Mayor
Alan Farkas
Thomas Jester
Robert Nadler
William Seiden
Dan Shapiro
Barbara Struthers

and that a quorum was present and in attendance. Also present were Kent Street, Village
Manager and Village Attorney Peter Coblentz.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE Lori Zwart led those in attendance in reciting the
Pledge of Allegiance.

HUMAN POWER APPOINTMENTS The Human Power Commission performed
interviews and recommends the following Board

and Commission appointments:

Daniel Moons — Appearance Review Commission
Zachary Raimi — Community Relations Commission
Jason Caplan — Community Relations Commission
Kenneth Stolman — Village Center Commission

Trustee Struthers moved to accept the appointments. Trustee Nadler seconded the motion. The
motion passed by the following vote:

AYES: Farkas, Jester, Nadler, Seiden, Shapiro, Struthers (6)
NAYS: None (0)

PROCLAMATION Mayor Rosenthal read a Proclamation declaring
April 29, 2016, as Arbor Day in the Village of
Deerfield and urged all citizens to protect the trees and woodlands.

Trustee Seiden moved to accept the Proclamation. Trustee Farkas seconded the motion. The
motion passed by the following vote:

AYES: Farkas, Jester, Nadler, Seiden, Shapiro, Struthers (6)
NAYS: None (0)
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Mayor Rosenthal presented the Proclamation to Public Works Analyst Justin Keenan. Mr.

Keenan presented Mayor Rosenthal with a plaque recognizing the Village as a five-year Tree
City U.S.A.

Mayor Rosenthal noted the Village will plant a tree at Deerfield High School, with cooperation
of the DHS Earthworks Club, on April 29, 2016, at 3:30 p.m.

PROCLAMATION Mayor Rosenthal read a Proclamation declaring
April 22, 2016, as Earth Day in the Village of

Deerfield.

Trustee Struthers moved to accept the Proclamation. Trustee Farkas seconded the motion. The
motion passed by the following vote:

AYES: Farkas, Jester, Nadler, Seiden, Shapiro, Struthers (6)
NAYS: None (0)

Assistant Village Manager Andrew Lichterman reported the Sustainability Commission has
grown the Village’s partnership with District 109 and has programs this week with six schools
regarding energy and water conservation. The Commission is working with the Earthworks Club
at DHS and will hold a sustainable trivia contest and a tap water vs. bottled water taste-test
challenge.

Mayor Rosenthal noted that on Saturday, there will be an electronics recycling event at the
Public Works facility from 9 a.m. to noon, a shredding event at the Farmer’s Market parking lot
from 10 a.m. to noon, and a ribbon cutting ceremony to unveil the new Village Center recycle
containers.

RECOGNITION Mayor Rosenthal recognized Lori Zwart for 17

years of service to the Village on the
Human/Community Relations Commission. The Village is sorry to see Ms. Zwart leave. Mayor
Rosenthal thanked Ms. Zwart for her years of service.

Ms. Zwart thanked the Village and residents of Deerfield for the privilege of serving on the
Commission. She was a 26-year resident.

FINANCE DEPARTMENT OBJECTIVES Finance Director Eric Burk presented highlights
from the Finance Department‘s six-month
objectives report. Mr. Burk reported the Village changed banks from Illinois funds to Deerfield
Bank and Trust. They finished the 2015 audit field work and are awaiting a draft. Mr. Burk
noted the budget and revenue projections were completed and sent to GFOA for their
distinguished budget award. As part of the budget process, they prepared the 2016 tax levy
ordinance. Mr. Burk noted they started working with the Village’s actuary to determine the
police pension payment. The police pension fund is funded at 75 percent on a market basis and
78 percent on an actuary basis. Mr. Burk stated the Village has recovered 5 percent of the IMET
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funds and, if the assets held by the receiver are distributed without being reduced, IMET
participants would recover 48 percent. He noted the Village issued an RFP for a financial
advisor and will be back with recommendations. Mr. Burk noted the department implemented
several healthcare insurance changes that reduced costs.

MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING Trustee Farkas moved to approve the minutes from
the April 4, 2016, Board of Trustees meeting.
Trustee Shapiro seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously on a voice.

BILLS AND PAYROLL Trustee Struthers moved to approve the Bills and
Payroll. Trustee Seiden seconded the motion. The

motion passed by the following vote:

AYES: Farkas, Jester, Nadler, Seiden, Shapiro, Struthers (6)
NAYS: None (0)

PUBLIC COMMENT There was no public comment on non-agenda
items.

REPORTS

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION The Plan Commission held workshop meetings on

OF THE PLAN COMMISSION RE: February 25, 2016, and March 24, 2016, to consider
APPROVAL OF A FINAL the request. The Plan Commission voted 6-0 in
DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR 8 favor of sending a favorable recommendation to the
PARKWAY NORTH IN THE Mayor and Board of Trustees.

PARKWAY NORTH CENTER —

QUADRANGLE DEVELOPMENT CO. The project’s developers provided an overview of
the project. Tim Sweeney, a principal with Quadrangle, stated the project’s development
schedule will be reduced from 24 months to 18 months.

Quadrangle Architect Stephen Wright presented the site plan and believes the project has a
continuity of design and architecture with the other buildings in the campus. This building will
share some facilities with 9 Parkway North, including loading ramps and transformers.

Trustee Struthers inquired whether there is enough screening for the parking lots. Mr. Sweeney
stated the existing berm between their property and Saunders Road will remain. They may add
additional planting materials, as well. Mr. Sweeney noted they may move their drive to the north
for better alignment.

Trustee Nadler questioned whether construction would need to start by a certain time. Mr. Street
indicated they have two years to start construction, but if there are changes, they would need to
come back to the Board.
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Trustee Jester moved to accept the Report and Recommendation of the Plan Commission.
Trustee Nadler seconded the motion. The motion passed by the following vote:

AYES: Farkas, Jester, Nadler, Seiden, Shapiro, Struthers (6)
NAYS: None (0)

CONSENT AGENDA

There were no items on the Consent Agenda.

OLD BUSINESS
There was no Old Business.

NEW BUSINESS
AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE Computer Systems Coordinator Matt Weiss
DATA STORAGE EQUIPMENT reported the current data storage equipment was

purchased in 2009 and is too small to meet current
Village needs. He solicited quotes from three resellers and the low quote was from Insight
Public Sector in the amount of $38,230.40. Mr. Weiss indicated the GSA contract price is nearly
double this amount.

Trustee Farkas questioned why the Village solicited hardware versus a cloud-based solution.
Mr. Weiss stated a lot of what they do is performance based, so they want to remove as many
bottle necks as possible. He indicated this is a budgeted item.

Trustee Shapiro moved to waive the competitive bidding process and authorize the purchase of
data storage equipment from Insight Public Sector in an amount not to exceed $38,230.40.
Trustee Struthers seconded the motion. The motion passed by the following vote:

AYES: Farkas, Jester, Nadler, Seiden, Shapiro, Struthers (6)
NAYS: None (0)

AUTHORIZATION TO AWARD Wastewater Reclamation Facility Supervisor
CONTRACT FOR DEVELOPMENT OF  Brandon Janes reported they requested statements
THE SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM of qualifications and interviewed companies for the

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM program and recommend Strand Associates, as they
appeared to be the most qualified. Mr. Janes noted
this is part of the overall budget for reducing Inflow and Infiltration.
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Trustee Nadler moved to award the contract for development of the sanitary sewer system capital
improvement program to Strand Associates in an amount not to exceed $47,000. Trustee Jester
seconded the motion. The motion passed by the following vote:

AYES: Farkas, Jester, Nadler, Seiden, Shapiro, Struthers (6)
NAYS: None (0)

DISCUSSION
NORTHWEST MUNICIPAL Trustee Shapiro went to Springfield as the Village’s
CONFERENCE representative for the Northwest Municipal

Conference Lobby Day. He indicated it was a great
experience.

NORTHWEST QUADRANT MEETINGS Mayor Rosenthal and Mr. Street met with the
stakeholders from the Northwest Quadrant. They
are getting closer to reporting to the Trustees.

ELECTRONICS RECYCLING Mayor Rosenthal reported SWALCO has
announced the electronics recycling would continue
through the end of the year in Highland Park.

BREATHE DEEP NORTH SHORE Mayor Rosenthal stated the Breathe Deep North
Shore event was held yesterday. This was their fifth

annual event and it was beautiful.

NEW SUPERINTENDENT Mayor Rosenthal and Mr. Street met with the
principal from Deerfield High School. He will be
the new superintendent of District 113. It was a very good meeting.

ADJOURNMENT There being no further business or discussion,

Trustee Nadler made a motion to adjourn the
meeting. Trustee Farkas seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously. The meeting
was adjourned at 8:32 p.m.

APPROVED:

Mayor

ATTEST:

Village Clerk



TREASURER’'S REPORT
March 31, 2016



|SALES TAX (non home-rule)*|

HIGHLIGHT REPORT
March 31, 2016

% CHANGE | TOTAL 12 % CHANGE
SALES RECEIPT 2014 2015 2016  PRIOR YR. | MONTHS ANNUAL
MONTH MONTH ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL PERIOD [ RUNNING TOTALS
3,863,801

October January 331,326 371,192 278,067 -25.1%|( 3,890,670 0.7%
November  February 268,123 270,906 315,746 16.6%| 3,869,852 -0.5%
December March 290,046 351,164 287,077 -18.2%| 3,848,695 -0.5%
January April 255,689 282,558 10.5%| 3,851,200 0.1%
February May 238,998 218,180 -8.7%| 3,836,803 -0.4%
March June 304,788 283,631 -6.9% | 3,877,603 1.1%
April July 298,666 301,171 0.8%| 3,822,491 -1.4%
May August 311,357 296,960 -4.6% | 3,720,354 -2.7%
June September 335,985 376,785 12.1%| 3,692,259 -0.8%
July October 348,688 293,576 -15.8%| 3,599,134 -2.5%
August November 431,169 329,032 -23.7% | 3,643,974 1.2%
September December 345,199 317,104 -8.1%| 3,579,887 -1.8%
TOTAL 3,760,034 3,692,259 880,890 -7.5%

YTD Subtotal 889,495 993,262 880,890
[MAJOR REVENUE SOURCES | Projected FY  Curent FY
Rewvenue ltems March Fiscal YTD YTD Variance Budget  Projection
Sales Tax (non-HR) 357,177 1,144,801 1,250,000  (105,199) 5,000,000 5,000,000
Home Rule Sales Tax 288,134 922,767 1,037,500 (114,733) 4,150,000 4,150,000
Water Sales 273,185 753,865 1,060,000 (306,135) 4,240,000 4,240,000
Interest* 23,420 43,077 46,250 (3,173) 185,000 185,000
Sewer Use Charge 193,682 550,009 717,500  (167,491) 2,870,000 2,870,000
Hotel Tax 146,111 406,647 475,000 (68,353) 1,900,000 1,900,000
Electric Utility Tax 108,435 337,480 312,500 24,980 1,250,000 1,250,000
State Income Tax 179,917 398,417 425,000 (26,583) 1,700,000 1,700,000
Building Permits 52,990 196,088 231,250 (35,162) 925,000 925,000

*All budgeted funds (excluding police pension)

OPERATING FUNDS (GENERAL, WATER, SEWER, GARAGE) SUMMARY
Revenues 2,255,194 6,041,890 6,433,599  (391,709) 29,444,253
Expenditures 1,847,209 5,345,023 6,669,090 (1,324,067) 32,126,113

29,444,253
32,126,113

REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES

Sales tax net of rebate decreased from the prior month and the same period of last year. However, next
month shows a significant increase. A portion of Cook County property tax and the upfront portion of the
Deerfield Road grant were received. Water and Sewer revenues continue to reflect lower usage months.
Hotel tax is consistent with the prior year. Electric Utility tax is consistent with the same period of last year,
but down slightly YTD. State Income tax increased from the same period of last year and YTD. E-911
revenue includes January & February receipts. However, March receipts are expected to be delayed until
April. Building Permit revenue decreased from last month, but is up YTD. Engineering and construction
costs are starting to come in and will increase going forward.

CASH AND INVESTMENTS

As of March 31, 2016, 100% of available cash was invested at an estimated average annualized interest rate
of 0.50 compared to an average rate of 0.29% for the 90-day Treasury bill.

-1-



CASH POSITION ANALYSIS
March 31, 2016

TOTAL CASH AND INVESTMENTS

CURRENT MONTH PRIOR MONTH CHANGE EXPLANATION
OPERATING FUNDS
GENERAL 18,480,757 18,023,073 457,684 Property tax receipts
ENHANCED 911 1,044,323 1,106,317 (61,994)
WATER (1,279,658) (1,320,384) 40,726
SEWER 612,184 583,252 28,932
REFUSE 244 458 383,301 (138,843)
PARKING LOTS 262,989 266,833 (3,844)
GARAGE 7,779 (2,358) 10,137
VEH & EQUIP 5,001,983 4,965,291 36,692
DEBT SERVICE 253,401 84,351 169,050 Property tax receipts
TOTAL ALL OPERATING 24,628,216 24,089,676 538,540
CAPITAL FUNDS
INFRASTRUCT REPLACE. 9,344,622 5,027,674 4,316,948 DF Road Grant
BOND PROCEEDS 254,547 254,490 57
MOTOR FUEL TAX 468,225 429,660 38,565
TOTAL ALL CAPITAL 10,067,394 5,711,824 4,355,570
TOTAL CAP. AND OPER. 34,695,610 29,801,500 4,894,110
OTHER FUNDS
POLICE PENSION 40,742,000 38,914,387 1,827,613 Market Value Change
EAST SHORE RADIO 53,755 57,174 (3,419)
2011 B SINKING FUND * 2,922,097 2,946,145 (24,048) Annual sinking fund excess
IMET LIQUIDATING TRUST 651,616 651,616 0

* Restricted for payment of 2011B bonds in 2028
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Village of Deerfield

Expenditure Report - March 31, 2016 - 25% of Year

FUND/DEPARTMENT March Projected Actual Budget % of Prior
(function) Expenditures Y-T-D Y-T-D Variance 2016 Budget | Year %
10 GENERAL FUND
Finance 234,011 1,039,475 788,447 251,028 | 8,607,652 9.2% 18.0%
Administration 136,795 422,542 309,718 112,824 | 1,690,166 18.3% 17.4%
Comm. Development 81,836 314,000 257,427 56,573 | 1,256,000 | 20.5% 20.9%
Engineering 46,498 164,658 116,764 47,894 658,630 17.7% 14.3%
Street 242,005 698,724 736,131 (37,408)[ 2,794,894 | 26.3% 27.9%
Police 582,110 | 2,174,226 | 1,696,676 477,550 | 9,696,904 17.5% 17.7%
TOTAL GENERAL 1,323,255 4,813,623 | 3,905,163 908,460 | 24,704,246 15.8% 19.1%
54 SEWER
Administration 28,280 141,790 83,077 58,713 567,159 14.6% 15.6%
Cleaning & Maint. 18,597 75,625 60,548 15,077 302,500 | 20.0% 18.3%
Construction 31,978 93,300 87,168 6,132 373,200 | 23.4% 17.7%
Treatment Plant 122,966 412,297 326,719 85,578 | 1,649,186 19.8% 19.8%
TOTAL SEWER 201,821 723,011 557,512 165,499 | 2,892,045 19.3% 18.5%
50 WATER
Administration 39,796 156,722 112,236 44,486 626,888 17.9% 17.3%
Main & Hydrant Maint. 48,992 148,175 130,097 18,078 592,700 | 21.9% 28.3%
Distribution 175,711 689,925 517,944 171,981 | 2,759,700 18.8% 21.5%
Meter Maintenance 32,049 35,475 47,236 (11,761) 141,900 33.3% 18.0%
TOTAL WATER 296,548 | 1,030,297 807,513 222,784 | 4,121,188 19.6% 21.2%
70 GARAGE 25,585 102,159 74,835 27,324 408,634 18.3% 19.7%
TOTAL PUBLIC WORKS 765,959 | 2,554,190 | 2,175,991 378,199 (10,216,761 21.3% 22.2%
17 ENHANCED 9-1-1 17,078 114,472 52,704 61,768 457,887 11.5% 13.9%
58 REFUSE 106,717 369,550 329,094 40,456 | 1,478,198 | 22.3% 20.5%
60 PARKING LOT (village) 8,757 35,900 26,590 9,310 143,600 18.5% 16.5%
60 PARKING LOT (combined 8,955 44,613 27,098 17,515 178,450 15.2% 14.7%
22 INFRAS. REPLACE. 300,190 | 3,438,908 373,189 | 3,065,719 [ 13,755,632 2.7% 18.0%
14 MFT 0 123,500 0 123,500 494,000 0.0% 0.0%
80 POLICE PENSION 211,543 695,325 636,266 59,059 | 2,781,300 | 22.9% 23.3%
21 VEH/EQUIP REPLACE. 62,947 153,586 81,471 72,115 614,342 13.3% 6.8%
35 DEBT SERVICE 450 900 900 0| 4,130,774 0.0% 0.0%




Village of Deerfield
Revenues vs Expenditures

March 31, 2016
(Amounts x 1,000)

2016 2015
FUND: ACTUAL PROJECTED ACTUAL ACTUAL
Month Y-T-D Y-T-D Y-T-D
10 GENERAL
Revenues:
Property Taxes 162 187 187 0
St Income Tax 180 425 399 352
Sales Tax (non HR) 357 1,250 1,145 1,367
Electricity Tax 108 313 338 358
Telecomm Tax 196 313 534 215
HR Sales Tax 216 775 692 843
Hotel Tax 146 475 406 402
Interest Earnings 4 26 14 1
Fees & Fines 27 76 86 71
Vehicle Licenses 1 3 3 3
Building Permits 53 231 196 164
Other Rev 300 435 623 648
REVENUE 1,750 4,508 4,623 4,424
EXPENDITURES 1,323 4,814 3,905 4,115
Contribution to
Fund Balance 427 (306) 718
54 SEWER
REVENUES 197 731 560 573
EXPENDITURES 202 723 558 524
Contribution to
Fund Balance (5) 8 2
50 WATER
REVENUES 278 1,093 767 774
EXPENDITURES 297 1,030 808 1,007
Contribution to
Fund Balance (19) 63 (41)
70 GARAGE
REVENUES 30 101 91 89
EXPENDITURES 26 102 75 88
Contribution to
Fund Balance 4 (1) 16
22 REPLACEMENT
(Infrastructure)
REVENUES 4,479 4,712 5,118 402
EXPENDITURES 300 3,439 373 2,143
Contribution to
Fund Balance 4,179 1,273 4,745
14 MFT
REVENUES 40 107 121 121
EXPENDITURES 0 124 0 0
Contribution to
Fund Balance 40 17) 121
80 POLICE PENSION
REVENUES 2,039 399 1,002 868
EXPENDITURES 212 695 636 599

Contribution to
Fund Balance 1,827 (296) 366



2015

FUND: ACTUAL PROJECTED ACTUAL ACTUAL
Month Y-T-D Y-T-D Y-T-D
58 REFUSE
REVENUES 43 133 130 164
EXPENDITURES 107 370 329 308
Contribution to
Fund Balance (64) (237) (199)
35 DEBT SERVICE
REVENUES 170 198 197 97
EXPENDITURES 0 1 1 1
Contribution to
Fund Balance 170 197 196
60 PARKING
REVENUES 14 62 47 46
EXPENDITURES 18 81 54 57
Contribution to
Fund Balance (4) (19) (7)
17 ENHANCED 9-1-1
REVENUES 46 84 55 84
EXPENDITURES 17 114 53 87
Contribution to
Fund Balance 29 (30) 2
21 VEH/EQUIP REPLACE
REVENUES 62 188 187 171
EXPENDITURES 63 154 81 36
Contribution to
Fund Balance (1) 34 106

6,000

GENERAL FUND OPERATING RESULTS
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SALES TAX RECEIPTS - REGULAR 1%
CALENDAR YEAR BY RECEIPT MONTH
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BILLS & PAYROLL
FOR THE
MAY 2, 2016
VILLAGE BOARD MEETING



May 2, 2016 Board Meeting
Vendor

303 TAXI, L.L.C.
A LAMP CONCRETE CONTRACTORS
A-1 ROOFING COMPANY

ADVANCED TREECARE
ADVANCED TREECARE

AMERICAN WATER WORKS ASSN (NAT'L)
AMERICANEAGLE.COM INC

APCO INTERNATIONAL INC

ARLINGTON COMPUTER PRODUCTS INC

ARTHUR J. GALLAGHER RISK MNGMNT SRVCS INC

AUTOMATIC CONTROL SERVICES
AUTOMATIC CONTROL SERVICES

BADE PAPER PRODUCTS INC
BADE PAPER PRODUCTS INC
BADE PAPER PRODUCTS INC
BADE PAPER PRODUCTS INC

BELMONTI, JEFFREY AND GRETCHEN
BERMAN, ROSS OR MELISSA
BURK, ERIC

CALL ONE
CALL ONE
CALL ONE
CALL ONE
CALL ONE
CALL ONE
CALL ONE
CALL ONE
CALL ONE
CALL ONE
CALL ONE

CARMONA, KATHRYN
CATERED PRODUCTIONS
CDW GOVERNMENT INC

CHICAGO TRIBUNE MEDIA GROUP
CHICAGO TRIBUNE MEDIA GROUP
CHICAGO TRIBUNE MEDIA GROUP
CHICAGO TRIBUNE MEDIA GROUP
CHICAGO TRIBUNE MEDIA GROUP
CHICAGO TRIBUNE MEDIA GROUP
CHICAGO TRIBUNE MEDIA GROUP

CHRISTOPHER B. BURKE ENGINEERING LTD
CHRISTOPHER B. BURKE ENGINEERING LTD
CHRISTOPHER B. BURKE ENGINEERING LTD

CINTAS
CINTAS
CINTAS

CLASS C SOLUTIONS GROUP
CLCJAWA
COLLEGE OF DUPAGE

COMCAST CABLE
COMCAST CABLE
COMCAST CABLE
COMCAST CABLE
COMCAST CABLE
COMCAST CABLE
COMCAST CABLE
COMCAST CABLE

Invoice #

30642
15355
23440

1031-95671
1031-95691

7001189398
227668
312885
041516KS
1706185

3382
3450

201307-00
201307-00
201307-00
201307-00

497175/54495
535957
04072016

1119314-041516
1119314-041516
1119314-041516
1119314-041516
1119314-041516
1119314-041516
1119314-041516
1119314-041516
1119314-041516
1119314-041516
1119314-041516

534872
16-1005
CRV0342

CTCM473622
CTCM475696
CTCM476583
CTCM476966
CTCM489001
CTCM489002
CTCM494751

128277
128278
128311

022297145
022300216
022303308

8304844001
2018201
6933

0254464-041116
0254464-041116
0254464-041116
0254464-041116
0254464-041116
0254464-041116
0254464-041116
0254464-041116

Description

SENIOR TAXI SUBSIDY
BRIARWOOD VISTA/020116-040716/#15/FINAL
ROOF REPAIR/INSPECTION - WRF

PRKWY TREE PRUNING/TREE REMOVAL/STUMP REMOVAL
TREE REMOVAL/TREE PRUNING

MEMBERSHIP - JANES/2016

WEBSITE HOSTING & MAINT - APR 16

2016 DUES: GLOWACZ

RECYCLING EVENT SUPPORT/WALGREENS/04212016
PUBLIC OFFICIALS BOND - TREASURER

VFD ALARM AT NORTH FEED BOOSTER STATION
SCADA SERVICE CALL - WRF

PAPER SUPPLIES - PW/ENG
PAPER SUPPLIES - PW/ENG
PAPER SUPPLIES - PW/ENG
PAPER SUPPLIES - PW/ENG

935 NORTHWOODS - DEPOSIT REFUND
TREE APPLICATION REFUND
EXP REIMB - EMPLOYEE WELLNESS LUNCH AND LEARN

HARDLINE TELECOM - APR 16
HARDLINE TELECOM - APR 16
HARDLINE TELECOM - APR 16
HARDLINE TELECOM - APR 16
HARDLINE TELECOM - APR 16
HARDLINE TELECOM - APR 16
HARDLINE TELECOM - APR 16
HARDLINE TELECOM - APR 16
HARDLINE TELECOM - APR 16
HARDLINE TELECOM - APR 16
HARDLINE TELECOM - APR 16

TREE APPLICATION REFUND
FINE ARTS FESTIVAL PREVIEW PARTY/DEPOSIT
EXTERNAL HARD DRIVE - PD/INVEST

BID NOTICE - SEWER LINING

BID NOTICE - SPLITTER BOX

BID NOTICE - WRF SPLITTER BOX

PUBLIC NOTICE - BZA/04052016

LEGAL NOTICE: ABPN/041416/DRFLD REVIEW

LEGAL NOTICE: 636 DRFLD RD/041416/DRFLD REVIEW
LEGAL NOTICE: ABPN/041416/LC NEWS-SUN

KATES ROAD WTR TWR PAINTING: 022816-032616
DEERFIELD RD RECON/PH Il SUPPORT/022816-032616
DEERFIELD RD RECON/PH 11/022816-032616

MATS - WRF
MATS - VH
MATS - VH

HARDWARE - WRF
LAB TESTING - FEB/MAR 16
TRAINING: KROPP

INTERNET SERVICE: 04/18/2016 - 05/17/2016
INTERNET SERVICE: 04/18/2016 - 05/17/2016
INTERNET SERVICE: 04/18/2016 - 05/17/2016
INTERNET SERVICE: 04/18/2016 - 05/17/2016
INTERNET SERVICE: 04/18/2016 - 05/17/2016
INTERNET SERVICE: 04/18/2016 - 05/17/2016
INTERNET SERVICE: 04/18/2016 - 05/17/2016
INTERNET SERVICE: 04/18/2016 - 05/17/2016

Org

101210
222082
542052

102037
602038

542052
101210
106020
101210
101111

502031
542052

102010
102110
502010
542010

910000
100001
910000

101111
101330
102010
102110
106010
502010
542010
542052
602019
702050
930000

100001
101210
106010

102110
102110
102110
101330
101330
101330
101330

222082
222082
222082

542052
101111
101111

542052
502031
106034

101111
101210
101330
102010
102110
106010
502010
542052

Obj

5384
5910
5320

5365
5322

5330
5370
5330
5387
5350

5322
5322

5460
5460
5460
5460

2423
4232
2423

5540
5540
5540
5540
5550
5540
5540
5540
5550
5540
2150

4232
5387
5460

5336
5336
5336
5336
5336
5336
5336

5362
5362
5362

5320
5320
5320

5470
5365
5212

5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5550
5540
5540

1,960.00

1,704.34

Total Invoice

4,375.00

6,923.50

410.00
1,580.00

3,540.00

200.00

150.00

92.00

2,000.00

250.00
409.60
726.00

1,135.60
243.78
243.76
243.78
243.78

975.10

500.00

75.00

188.97
111.36
56.93
82.81
82.81
220.43
220.42
27.84
136.36
29.05
26.07

2,698.42

75.00

459.83

86.89
192.87
130.18
65.09
65.60
54.69
80.29
51.20

639.92
594.00
3,891.50
319.00

4,804.50
83.80
59.98
59.98

203.76

235.21

570.00

95.00
44.97
44.97
44.97
11.25
11.24
44.97
11.24
11.24

224.85
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Vendor

COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED
COMED

COOK COUNTY DEPT OF REVENUE
COOK COUNTY TREASURER
CRAFTWOOD LUMBER CO.

CREATIVE PRODUCT SOURCING, INC - DARE
CREATIVE PRODUCT SOURCING, INC - DARE

CUMMINS NPOWER LLC

DBR CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
DEERFIELD LOCKSMITH CO INC
DEERFIELD PARK DISTRICT
DEPENDABLE FIRE EQUIPMENT INC
DI VINCI PAINTERS INC

DOUGLAS TRUCK PARTS
DRESSER, SYLVIA OR RICHARD

ELEVATOR INSPECTION SERVICES COMPANY INC

ELSASS, DANIEL F.
EXTREME TOWING & RECOVERY LLC

FAMILY SERVICE: PREVENTION, EDUCATION & COUNSELING

FEDERAL EXPRESS CORP

FINANCIAL EXECUTIVES INTERNATIONAL

FITZGERALD, DAVID

FLINK COMPANY

FP MAILING SOLUTIONS
FRED PRYOR SEMINARS
GALLS LLC

GHA TECHNOLOGIES INC
GMIS INTERNATIONAL
GOLAN, MARK

GOLDBERG, JEREMY
GRAND PRIX CAR WASH
GT MECHANICAL, INC.
GUIDANCE SOFTWARE INC
HAQUE, REAZUL OR CHERYL

HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS
HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS

HERITAGE-CRYSTAL CLEAN INC

HIGHLAND PARK FORD
HIGHLAND PARK FORD

HIRKO, RHETT
HODGES, STACI OR CHRIS

HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICES

HUFF & HUFF INC

IAFCI
IAFCI

ICMA MEMBERSHIP RENEWALS

IL. POLICE ACCREDITATION COALITION
ILLINOIS DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
ILLINOIS TRUCK CENTRE INC

Invoice #

0233100028-030716
0233100028-040516
0593070056-042116
0603118092-031416
1398050042-030316
1398050042-030316
1398050042-030316
1398050042-030316
1398050042-040116
1398050042-040116
1398050042-040116
1398050042-040116
1476603014-042216
1695047076-030716
1695047076-040516

CCDOTAPPFEE
2016-1
214655

93259
93576

711-94519
16084

032578
03312016
177523

15915

13278

534924

56238
04192016
1257
041516-MAR16
5-375-02440
1363264
510043736
50522
RI102810567
19679821/19679825
005165287
978532
300003595
446922/52736
22-0415/REFUND
033116
1600011682
2016-2017
535359

F334439
F344546

13982238

105423
105510

527399/55677
535057

0025362
0025454
4103170
4163868
5172723

0717395

2016JCM
2016VLN

600948/2016
2016-17
109643
C50189

Description

AJC 0233100028 02/05/2016 TO 03/07/2016
AJC 0233100028 03/07/2016 TO 04/05/2016
AJC 0593070056 03/23/2016 TO 04/21/2016
AJ/C 0603118092 01/29/2016 TO 02/24/2016
AJC 1398050042 01/28/2016 TO 02/29/2016
AJC 1398050042 01/28/2016 TO 02/29/2016
AJC 1398050042 01/28/2016 TO 02/29/2016
AJC 1398050042 01/28/2016 TO 02/29/2016
AJC 1398050042 02/29/2016 TO 03/24/2016
AJC 1398050042 02/29/2016 TO 03/24/2016
AJC 1398050042 02/29/2016 TO 03/24/2016
AJC 1398050042 02/29/2016 TO 03/24/2016
AJ/C 1476603014 03/24/2016 TO 04/22/2016
AJC 1695047076 02/05/2016 TO 03/07/2016
AJC 1695047076 03/07/2016 TO 04/05/2016

COOK COUNTY DOT PERMIT APPLICATION FEE
TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINT: JAN 16 - MAR 16
CONCRETE FORM MATERIALS

DARE SUPPLIES
DARE SUPPLIES

GENERATOR INSPECTION

FAMILY DAYS - CHAMBER MEETING

REKEY DOORS - WRF

EMPLOYEE WELLNESS YOGA CLASSES

FIRE EXTINGUISHERS/ANNUAL INSPECTION - WRF
MEMORIAL SIGN MAINT

STOCK LIGHTS

TREE APPLICATION REFUND

ELEVATOR INSPECTION

EXP REIMB - TRAINING TRAVEL/NPELRA CONF
TOWED VEHICLE

EAP - MAR 16

SHIPPING

SUBSCRIPTION/MID 612591

EXP REIMB - IAMMA CONF REG

STOCK PARTS - BIG PLOWS
FOLDER/INSERTER MAINT: 04/18/2016 THRU 04/17/2017
SEMINAR - BEALER/BERMAN

APPAREL: KROPP

PRINTER TONER - SOCIAL SERVICES PRINTER
ANNUAL DUES

1157 LINDEN AVE - DEPOSIT REFUND

UTILITY ACCOUNT CREDIT BALANCE REFUND
SQUAD CAR WASHES: MAR 16

2016-2017 HVAC MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT
2016-2017 MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT

TREE APPLICATION REFUND

CLAMP/MANHOLE COVERS
MANHOLE COVER

PARTS WASHER CLEANING LIQUID

LIGHT - SQUAD #3
REPAIR PART - SQUAD #4

910 OSTERMAN - DEPOSIT REFUND
TREE APPLICATION REFUND

SEWER TRAILER HITCH
SEWER TRAILER PLUGS
SCREWS/BITS - WRF
SUPPLIES

SUPPLIES

DRFLD RD PUMP STN UST REPL DESIGN/THRU 032516

2016 DUES: MAZARIEGOS
2016 DUES: NICHOLS

ICMA MEMBERSHIP - LICHTERMAN/07012016
2016-17 DUES

DEERFIELD RD RECON/PMT #1/122215-030316
SWEEPER REPAIR

Org

102050
102050
102050
542052
102010
106010
602019
602038
102010
106010
602019
602038
542052
102050
102050

222082
102050
502050

106033
106033

106010
101210
542052
910000
542052
102037
702050
100001
101330
101111
106034
101111
106010
101111
101210
702050
101210
102110
106034
106010
101210
910000
500000
106034
106010
106010
100001

502050
502050

702050

702050
702050

910000
100001

702050
702050
542052
542031
542031

222082

106033
106034

101210
106010
222082
102050

Obj

5510
5510
5510
5510
5510
5388
5510
5510
5510
5388
5510
5510
5510
5510
5510

5362
5611
5421

5415
5415

5320
5386
5322
2423
5320
5914
5470
4232
5365
5211
5326
5365
5337
5213
5331
5470
5810
5210
5130
5460
5330
2410
1270
5326
5320
5370
4232

5421
5421

5322

5470
5470

2423
4232

5470
5470
5470
5421
5421

5362

5330
5330

5330
5330
5910
5326

Total Invoice

1,141.09
1,119.61
36.75
31.25
126.81
135.90
191.20
254.58
110.10
128.66
139.73
197.46
31.39
167.06
138.22

3,949.81

100.00

3,619.25

244.20
641.79
654.98

1,296.77

322.80

19.00

708.85

193.84

1,226.25

750.00

79.65

75.00

19.00

479.70

240.00

100.00

28.58

480.00

75.00

657.76

399.00

398.00

43.23

72.02

175.00

2,000.00

99.55

116.00

4,225.00

674.18

75.00
1,031.60
440.00

1,471.60

481.12
382.13
254.47

636.60

500.00

75.00
30.87
39.90
167.95
68.87
36.84

344.43

1,668.50
105.00
105.00

210.00

175.00

50.00

679,647.67

2,629.69
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Vendor

JG UNIFORMS, INC
JG UNIFORMS, INC
JG UNIFORMS, INC
JG UNIFORMS, INC
JG UNIFORMS, INC
JG UNIFORMS, INC

KAPLAN, DOUG OR ANDREA
KARSTROM, JOHN
KATTEN MUCHIN ROSENMAN LLP

KONICA MINOLTA BUSINESS SOLUTIONS
KONICA MINOLTA BUSINESS SOLUTIONS
KONICA MINOLTA BUSINESS SOLUTIONS

KONKE ELECTRIC INC

LAKE COUNTY CLERK

LITTLE TOMMY'S PLUMBING SHOP
LUBY, WILLIAM

MAZARIEGOS, JUAN
MAZARIEGOS, JUAN

MEDLEY PRINTING INC

MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.
MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.
MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.
MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.
MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.
MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.
MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.
MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.
MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.
MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.
MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.
MENONI & MOCOGNI, INC.

METLIFE
METLIFE
METLIFE
METLIFE
METLIFE

MIDWEST METER INC

MIDWEST TIME RECORDER INC
MIDWEST TIME RECORDER INC
MIDWEST TIME RECORDER INC
MIDWEST TIME RECORDER INC

MOSCONI - ENRICO LANDSCAPE CONTRACTORS INC

MOTION INDUSTRIES, INC

MUTUAL SERVICES OF HIGHLAND PARK
MUTUAL SERVICES OF HIGHLAND PARK

NAPA AUTO PARTS - WHEELING
NAPA AUTO PARTS - WHEELING
NAPA AUTO PARTS - WHEELING
NAPA AUTO PARTS - WHEELING

NELS J JOHNSON TREE EXPERTS INC
NORTH CENTRAL LABORATORIES
NORTH SHORE GAS

NORTH SHORE GAS

NORTHEASTERN ILLINOIS REGIONAL
NORTHSHORE UNIVERSITY HEALTHSYSTEM
NORTHWEST MUNICIPAL CONFERENCE

NORTHWEST POLICE ACADEMY
NORTHWEST POLICE ACADEMY

NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY

Invoice #

42188
42266
42267
42268
42269
42270

534981
169
1301286871

239015724
239016110
9002276179

2090
04252016
1190-26775
536097

040116
040816

71575

1174237
1175549
1175559
1175577
1175991
1176258
1176261
1176308
1176318
1176460
1177079
1177169

APR16
APR16
APR16
APR16
APR16

0076598-IN

146705
146705
146705
146705

T33070
IL33-745158

514583
520607

386100
386789
386804
386938

535622
371096
3500001963721-031716

3500074646765-041916

954
203998166-032816
9958

021116
041416

6383

Description

APPAREL: HURY
APPAREL: SALATO
APPAREL: GLOWACZ
APPAREL: OBRZUT
APPAREL: FOSTER
APPAREL: HILL

TREE APPLICATION REFUND
BOARD MEETING TV PRODUCTION - APR 16
LEGAL SERVICES/IRS AUDIT OF 2011B QECB

MFP MAINT/DISPATCH/013016-033116
MFP MAINT/PW-STREETS/031316-033116
COPIER MAINT/PW-ENG/MAR16

ELECTRICAL REPAIR - RICHFIELD PUMP STATION

TOP TAXPAYERS REPORT/VOD/TY2014
BOILER REPAIR - TRAIN STATION
TREE APPLICATION REFUND

TRAVEL EXP REIMB
TRAVEL EXP REIMB

LICENSE APPLICATIONS (5,000)

MULCH

MULCH - WRF
MULCH - WRF
MULCH - WRF
STAKES/REBAR
SLEDGE HAMMER HANDLE
MULCH - WRF
MULCH - WRF
MULCH - WRF
BLACK DIRT
BLACK DIRT
GRASS SEED

DENT/APR16/KM057128160001
DENT/APR16/KM057128160001
DENT/APR16/KM057128160001
DENT/APR16/KM057128160001
DENT/APR16/KM057128160001

WATER METERS

TIME & ATTENDANCE SERVICE - DEC 15
TIME & ATTENDANCE SERVICE - DEC 15
TIME & ATTENDANCE SERVICE - DEC 15
TIME & ATTENDANCE SERVICE - DEC 15

TREE PREP & INSTALLATION
COUPLINGS - WRF

SUPPLIES
SUPPLIES

SUPPLIES - WRF

SEWER TRAILER BALL

CREDIT MEMO - RETUNED ITEM/NEW PART
FLOOR MATS

TREE APPLICATION REFUND - 45 CODY LANE
LAB SUPPLIES
AJC 3 5000 0196 3721 02/16/2016 TO 03/15/2016

AJC 3 5000 7464 6765 03/17/2016 TO 04/19/2016

2016/2017 MEMBERSHIP ASSESSMENT
NIPAS PHYSICAL: HARDT
MEAL COSTS - SPRINGFIELD LOBBY DAYS

TRAINING (4)
TRAINING (2)

SPP TRAINING: KUPSAK

Org

106034
106034
106020
106034
106034
106020

100001
101210
101111

106010
102010
102110

502031
101111
102038
100001

106033
106033

101111

102037
542052
542052
542052
502050
542051
542052
542052
542052
502050
502050
502050

100000
100000
100000
100000
730000

502054

102010
502010
542010
542052

102037
542052

502050
542031

542052
702050
702050
702050

100001
542052
542052

542052

106010
106010
101210

106034
106010

106034

Obj

5130
5130
5130
5130
5130
5130

4232
5364
5365

5322
5335
5450

5320
5365
5321
4232

5211
5211

5335

5914
5421
5421
5421
5421
5421
5320
5320
5320
5421
5421
5421

1613
2437
2438
2439
2061

5810

5370
5370
5370
5370

5365
5322

5421
5421

5470
5470
5470
5470

4232
5460
5520

5520

5390
5387
5387

5212
5212

5212
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Total Invoice

109.98
147.07
225.80
312.50
269.00
62.95

1,127.30

75.00

230.00

4,600.00
200.16
22.45
69.33

291.94

340.00

5.00

1,520.00

75.00
59.39
61.60

120.99

397.31
321.30
276.42
267.58
299.88
440.25
15.85
262.48
246.16
235.62
79.31
148.67
705.00

3,298.52
(1.24)
1,680.02
1,203.48
3,882.15
10,217.10

16,981.51

3,582.50
41.53
41.53
41.52
41.52

166.10

600.00

334.70
20.22
36.68

56.90
15.64
17.98
(5.40)
24.99

53.21

75.00

398.92
2,407.20
40.15

2,447.35

27,298.00

540.00

115.76
100.00
50.00

150.00

900.00
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Vendor

OFFICE DEPOT
OFFICE DEPOT
OFFICE DEPOT
OFFICE DEPOT
OFFICE DEPOT
OFFICE DEPOT

ON THE MARK WATER SERVICES INC

PETTY CASH - POLICE
PETTY CASH - POLICE
PETTY CASH - POLICE
PETTY CASH - POLICE
PETTY CASH - POLICE
PETTY CASH - POLICE
PETTY CASH - POLICE
PETTY CASH - POLICE
PETTY CASH - POLICE
PETTY CASH - POLICE

PREBISH, RONALD

PRECISION SERVICE & PARTS INC
PRECISION SERVICE & PARTS INC
PRECISION SERVICE & PARTS INC
PRECISION SERVICE & PARTS INC

PROSAFETY INC
PROSAFETY INC
PROSAFETY INC

QUILL CORPORATION
QUILL CORPORATION
QUILL CORPORATION

REYNOLDS, DAVID OR JEAN
RIGHI, LUCI

RUNNING AWAY MULTI SPORT
RUNNING AWAY MULTI SPORT

SAFE STEP LLC

SAMANTHA'S WAY INC
SANGER, JOSEPH OR DEBBIE
SCHWARTZ, STEPHEN

SCIARRETTA ENTERPRISES, INC
SCIARRETTA ENTERPRISES, INC
SCIARRETTA ENTERPRISES, INC
SCIARRETTA ENTERPRISES, INC
SCIARRETTA ENTERPRISES, INC
SCIARRETTA ENTERPRISES, INC
SCIARRETTA ENTERPRISES, INC
SCIARRETTA ENTERPRISES, INC
SCIARRETTA ENTERPRISES, INC

SE LAKE COUNTY FAITH IN ACTION

SHAPIRO, DAN OR JILL
SHAPIRO, DAN OR JILL

SHI INTERNATIONAL CORP
SIKICH LLP

SLIOZIS, JOHN J

STAHL, DAVID

STANDARD EQUIPMENT CO
STANDARD EQUIPMENT CO

STREET, KENT

SWALCO

SYNAGRO-WWT INC

THE BLUE LINE

THELEN MATERIALS LLC

THOMAS ENGINEERING GROUP LLC
THOMSON REUTERS - WEST

TWO BROTHERS DRY CLEANERS INC

Invoice #

832121822001
832257348001
832999228001
832999428001
832999429001
832999430001

1245

042216
042216
042216
042216
042216
042216
042216
042216
042216
042216

535932

30CN020006
301v087187
301v088286
301V089414

2/819730
2/819730
2/819730

4685503
4853094
4863927

534713
534970

61-5305/REFUND
61-5585/REFUND

2452
535909/TMR
535171
04082016

16-181873
16-181890
16-184870
16-184875
16-184878
16-184891
16-184892
16-184893
16-184894

04062016

3219431399
10394604072016

B04844728
249514

040716
36-0030/REFUND

A45033
C12210

04202016
920002063
20-126821
33831
332512
4(16-065)
833761436
TA-04-000076

Description

TOW RECEIPTS (500)

DONALD GEHRIG AWARD PLAQUE
OFFICE SUPPLIES

OFFICE SUPPLIES

OFFICE SUPPLIES

OFFICE SUPPLIES

VALVE REPAIR

RECONCILE & REPLENISH PETTY CASH
RECONCILE & REPLENISH PETTY CASH
RECONCILE & REPLENISH PETTY CASH
RECONCILE & REPLENISH PETTY CASH
RECONCILE & REPLENISH PETTY CASH
RECONCILE & REPLENISH PETTY CASH
RECONCILE & REPLENISH PETTY CASH
RECONCILE & REPLENISH PETTY CASH
RECONCILE & REPLENISH PETTY CASH
RECONCILE & REPLENISH PETTY CASH

TREE APPLICATION REFUND

CREDIT MEMO - BATTERY CORE RETURN
SWITCH - SQUAD #10

SWAY BAR BUSHINGS - #603

STOCK - AIC PARTS

SAFETY CONES
SAFETY CONES
SAFETY CONES

OFFICE SUPPLIES
OFFICE SUPPLIES - CD
OFFICE SUPPLIES - CD

TREE APPLICATION REFUND
TREE APPLICATION REFUND

UTILITY ACCOUNT CREDIT BALANCE REFUND
UTILITY ACCOUNT CREDIT BALANCE REFUND

SIDEWALK SAFETY PROGRAM

215 WILMOT - TREE MITIGATION REFUND

TREE APPLICATION REFUND

DAMAGE REIMB/TIRE/DEERFIELD RD RECON PROJECT

SNOW & ICE CONTROL - TRN STN /040216

ICE CONTROL - TRN STN / 040816

GARBAGE CLEAN UP - GREENBRIAR DR

GARBAGE CLEAN UP - FORESTWAY DR/RIVERSIDE DR
GRAFFITI REMOVAL - KATES RD BRIDGE

REPAIR BRICK MAILBOX - PLOW DAMAGE

GARBAGE CLEAN UP - LAKE COOK RD/MEDIAN @ WKGN RD

GARBAGE CLEAN UP - MULTIPLE LOCATIONS
GARBAGE CLEAN UP/POWER WASH - TRAIN STATION

SUPPORT FOR DEERFIELD RESIDENT SERVICES

TRAVEL EXP REIMB - SPRINGFIELD LOBBY DAY/LODGING

TRAVEL EXP REIMB - SPRINGFIELD LOBBY DAY/GAS

IT DIVISION LAPTOPS

PROGRESS BILLING - FY15 AUDIT

TRAVEL REIMB

UTILITY ACCOUNT CREDIT BALANCE REFUND

REPAIRS - VACTOR SEWER CLEANER/#702
HOSE GUIDES

BOARD/COMMISSIONS DINNER

2016 ELECTRONICS RECYCLING PROGRAM FUNDING
SPRING BIOSOLIDS HAUL OUT

AD: LATERAL OFFICER

CONCRETE DUMP

DEERFIELD RD RECON/PH 111/022816-032616

CLEAR PLUS: MAR 16

BLANKET CLEANING: MAR 16

Org

106010
106010
106010
106010
106010
106010

502050

106010
106010
106020
106033
106033
106033
106033
106034
106034
910000

100001

702050
702050
702050
702050

102050
502050
542051

102110
101330
101330

100001
100001

500000
500000

222082
100001
100001
222082

102036
102036
102050
102050
102050
102050
102050
102050
102038

101210

101210
101210

101210
101111
106010
500000

211150
542031

101210
101210
542052
106010
502050
222082
106010
106010

5365

5212
5460
5211
5211
5212
5415
5420
5130
5211
2452

4232

5470
5470
5470
5470

5421
5421
5421

5450
5460
5460

4232
4232

1270
1270

5911
4462
4232
5910

5390
5390
5365
5365
5421
5365
5365
5365
5320

5387

5387
5387

5810
5365
5211
1270

5810
5421

5387
5365
5365
5387
5421
5362
5370
5322

Total Invoice
75.00
15.83
75.50
31.88
7.99
23.99
230.19
3,300.00
40.00
142.81
58.00
76.93
30.00
63.14
44.05
50.00
86.31
30.00
621.24
75.00
(22.00)
19.89
18.65
272.50
289.04
583.34
583.34
583.32
1,750.00
59.86
168.31
15.47
243.64
75.00
75.00
85.05
86.56
171.61
20,000.00
2,412.50
75.00
500.00
392.50
175.00
145.00
145.00
550.00
735.00
165.00
1,742.50
997.50
5,047.50
1,250.00
324.16
22.59
346.75
4,234.00
26,000.00
63.72
110.46
22,708.27
132.81
22,841.08
654.05
3,000.00
20,185.00
199.00
220.00
160,165.75
182.99
70.00
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Vendor

TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC
TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC
TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC
TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC
TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC
TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC
TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC
TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC
TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY LLC

URBAN FOREST MANAGEMENT INC
URBAN FOREST MANAGEMENT INC
URBAN FOREST MANAGEMENT INC

USABLUEBOOK
USABLUEBOOK
USABLUEBOOK

VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS
VERIZON WIRELESS

Invoice #

26297433
26297443
26297446
26297447
26297448
26297449
26297450
26297451
26297465

160304
160305
160306

911266
922972
923334

9760798882
9760798882
9760798882
9760798882
9760798882
9760798882
9760798882
9760798882
9760798882
9760798882
9760798882
9760798884
9760798884
9760798884
9760798884
9760798884
9760798884
9760798884
9760798884
9760798884
9762439995
9762439995
9762439995
9762439995
9762439995
9762439995
9762439995
9762439995
9762439995
9762439995
9762439995
9762439997
9762439997
9762439997
9762439997
9762439997
9762439997
9762439997
9762439997
9762439997
9763583289
9763583289
9763583290
9764080840
9764080840
9764080840
9764080840
9764080840
9764080840
9764080840
9764080840
9764080840
9764080840
9764080840
9764080841
9764080841
9764080841
9764080841
9764080841
9764080841
9764080841
9764080841
9764080841

Description

ALARM SERVICE/1959 WAUKEGAN RD/MAY16 - APR17
ALARM SERVICE/860 DEERFIELD RD/MAY16 - APR17

ALARM SERVICE/465 ELM ST/MAY16 - APR17
ALARM SERVICE: 700 KATES RD/MAY16-APR17
ALARM SERVICE/1900 HAWTHORN/MAY16 - APR17
ALARM SERVICE: 1500 ARBOR VITAE/MAY16-APR17
ALARM SERVICE/1045 HACKBERRY/MAY16 - APR17
ALARM SERVICE/1045 HACKBERRY/MAY16 - APR17
ALARM SERVICE/297 RIVER RD/MAY16 - APR17

FORESTRY SERVICES - AD HOCS/MAR 16
FORESTRY SERVICES - PARKWAY TREES/MAR 16
FORESTRY SERVICES - INSPECTIONS/MAR 16

OXYGEN SENSOR - WRF

DYE WAX/DYE WAX CAKES/HAND CLEANER TOWELS

SAFETY MANHOLE GRATE COVER

MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - FEB 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - FEB 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - FEB 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - FEB 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - FEB 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - FEB 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - FEB 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - FEB 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - FEB 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - FEB 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - FEB 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - FEB 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - FEB 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - FEB 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - FEB 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - FEB 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - FEB 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - FEB 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - FEB 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - FEB 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - MAR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - MAR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - MAR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - MAR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - MAR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - MAR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - MAR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - MAR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - MAR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - MAR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - MAR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - MAR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - MAR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - MAR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - MAR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - MAR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - MAR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - MAR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - MAR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - MAR 16
SCADA CELLULAR SERVICE - APR 16

SCADA CELLULAR SERVICE - APR 16

PW MESSAGE BOARDS CELLULAR SERVICE - APR 16

MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - APR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - APR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - APR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - APR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - APR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - APR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - APR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - APR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - APR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - APR 16
MONTHLY CELLULAR TELECOM - APR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - APR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - APR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - APR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - APR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - APR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - APR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - APR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - APR 16
CELLULAR SERVICE FOR DATA DEVICES - APR 16

Org

502031
102038
102010
502031
502031
502031
542052
542052
542052

102037
102037
102037

542052
542031
542031

101111
101210
101330
102010
102110
106010
106034
502010
542010
542052
702050
101210
101330
102010
102110
106034
176020
502010
542010
542052
101111
101210
101330
102010
102110
106010
106034
502010
542010
542052
702050
101210
101330
102010
102110
106034
176020
502010
542010
542052
502010
542052
102110
101111
101210
101330
102010
102110
106010
106034
502010
542010
542052
702050
101210
101330
102010
102110
106034
176020
502010
542010
542052

Obj

5320
5320
5320
5320
5320
5320
5320
5320
5320

5365
5365
5365

5470
5421
5421

5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5550
5550
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5550
5550
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5550
5550
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5550
5550
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5550
5550
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5540
5550
5550
5540
5540
5540

Total Invoice

420.00
420.00
2,276.74
420.00
420.00
765.00
480.00
444.96
721.77

1,147.50
127.50

1,225.00

208.00
416.47
507.82

18.31
179.73
179.96
250.72
240.16
600.63
241.17
213.03
192.14
192.57

77.99

42.38

42.38

42.38

21.19
211.89
148.32

63.57

21.19

21.18

20.19
191.22
183.44
260.39
246.06
611.75
252.48
221.13
197.36
200.53

79.73

42.38

42.38

42.38

21.19
211.89
148.32

63.57

21.19

21.18
111.90
241.80

20.04

20.10
182.31
183.41
264.40
245.69
611.11
252.37
22273
202.65
200.87

79.71

42.38

42.38

42.38

21.19
211.89
148.34

63.57

21.19

21.18
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6,368.47

2,500.00

1,132.29

9,5633.24
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Vendor

WALLK. JEFFREY
WOODVIEW APARTMENTS
ZIEBELL WATER SERVICE PRODUCTS

Pre-Paid Wire Transactions

AUTHORIZE.NET
AUTHORIZE.NET

DEERFIELD BANK & TRUST
DEERFIELD POLICE PENSION

FEDERAL TAXES
FEDERAL TAXES
FEDERAL TAXES
FEDERAL TAXES
FEDERAL TAXES
FEDERAL TAXES
FEDERAL TAXES
FEDERAL TAXES

ICMA
ICMA
ICMA
ICMA

ILLINOIS DEPT OF REVENUE
ILLINOIS DEPT OF REVENUE

NORTHBROOK BANK & TRUST
NORTHBROOK BANK & TRUST

Invoice #

536188
61-0230/REFUND
232714-000

PSPRTAUTHNET/MAR16
PSPRTAUTHNET/MAR16

BAF1010APR16
POLPEN04152016

PR04012016
PR04012016
PR04012016
PR04012016
PR04152016
PR04152016
PR04152016
PR04152016

ICMAREG04012016
ICMAREG04152016
ICMAROTH04012016
ICMAROTH04152016

PR04012016
PR04152016

IMRFMAR16
IMRFMAR16
IMRFMAR16

PSPRTCC/MAR16
PSPRTCC/MAR16

Description

TREE APPLICATION REFUND

UTILITY ACCOUNT CREDIT BALANCE REFUND

WASHERS & GASKETS

PASSPORT AUTHNET FEES - MAR 16
PASSPORT AUTHNET FEES - MAR 16

BANK ANALYSIS FEE/1010/APR 16
POLPEN CONTRIBS 04/15/2016 PR

FICA/MC/FIT 04/01/2016 PR
FICA/MC/FIT 04/01/2016 PR
FICA/MC/FIT 04/01/2016 PR
FICA/MC/FIT 04/01/2016 PR
FICA/MC/FIT 04/15/2016 PR
FICA/MC/FIT 04/15/2016 PR
FICA/MC/FIT 04/15/2016 PR
FICA/MC/FIT 04/15/2016 PR

ICMA REG 04/01/2016 PR
ICMA REG 04/15/2016 PR
ICMA ROTH 04/01/2016 PR
ICMA ROTH 04/15/2016 PR

SIT 04/01/2016 PR
SIT 04/15/2016 PR

IMRF MAR 2016
IMRF MAR 2016
IMRF MAR 2016

PASSPORT CC FEES - MAR 16
PASSPORT CC FEES - MAR 16

Org

100001
500000
502050

Obj

4232
1270
5421

Total Invoices

602019
602038

730000
730000

730000
730000
730000
730000
730000
730000
730000
730000

730000
730000
730000
730000

730000
730000

101111
730000
730000

602019
602038

5390
5390

2801
2066

2011
2031
2032
2033
2011
2031
2032
2033

2042
2042
2042
2042

2051
2051

5140
2030
2092

5390
5390

15.43
15.42

490.55

49,891.49
29,563.72
6,914.12
4,084.30
48,933.60
29,427.12
6,882.16

17,689.92
17,424.29
6,457.68

12,400.87

(0.05)
89,321.58

128.82
128.81

Total Pre-Paid Wire Transactions

Grand Total

Total Invoice

75.00
9,784.95
28.25

$ 1,111,332.33

30.85

14,853.62

15,344.17

3,893.92

179,590.43

6,457.68

48,029.57

12,150.52

24,551.39

22,349.97

111,671.50

257.63
$ 379,475.54

$ 1,490,807.87
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Village of Deerfield Payroll Summary Report

FUND 10 GENERAL FUND

FINANCE DEPARTMENT
101111 5110
101111 5111
101111 5112

ADMINISTRATION

APRIL 2016

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES

101210 5110
101210 5111
101210 5112
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
101330 5110
101330 5111
101330 5112
STREET ADMINISTRATION
102010 5110
102010 5111
102010 5112
STREET SNOW & ICE REMOVAL
102036 5110
102036 5111
102036 5112
STREET FORESTRY
102037 5110
102037 5111
102037 5112
STREET TRAIN STATION MAINT
102038 5110
102038 5111
102038 5112
STREET MAINTENANCE
102050 5110
102050 5111
102050 5112
ENGINEERING DIVISION
102110 5110
102110 5111
102110 5112

OVERTIME SALARIES

77,087.46

69,615.83
3,409.57

84,713.31

729.21

29,530.69

1156.71

55.14

40.47

825.97

62,573.30

2,508.48

29,487.40

694.39
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Village of Deerfield Payroll Summary Report
APRIL 2016

POLICE DEPT ADMINISTRATION

106010 5110 REGULAR SALARIES

106010 5111 PART TIME SALARIES

106010 5112 OVERTIME SALARIES
POLICE DEPT COMMUNICATIONS

106020 5110 REGULAR SALARIES

106020 5111 PART TIME SALARIES

106020 5112 OVERTIME SALARIES
POLICE DEPT INVESTIGATIONS

106033 5110 REGULAR SALARIES

106033 5112 OVERTIME SALARIES
POLICE DEPT PATROL

106034 5110 REGULAR SALARIES

106034 5111 PART TIME SALARIES

106034 5112 OVERTIME SALARIES
POLICE DEPT SPEC DETAIL (REIMBURSED)

106061 5112 OVERTIME SALARIES

TOTAL FUND 10

FUND 50 WATER FUND
WATER DEPARTMENT ADMINISTRATION

502010 5110 REGULAR SALARIES

502010 5111 PART TIME SALARIES

502010 5112 OVERTIME SALARIES
WATER DEPT DISTRIBUTION

502031 5110 REGULAR SALARIES

502031 5112 OVERTIME SALARIES
WATER MAIN MAINTENANCE

502050 5110 REGULAR SALARIES

502050 5111 PART TIME SALARIES

502050 5112 OVERTIME SALARIES
WATER METER MAINTENANCE

502054 5110 REGULAR SALARIES

502054 5111 PART TIME SALARIES

502054 5112 OVERTIME SALARIES

TOTAL FUND 50

$ 54,734.61

75,899.82
5,875.35
3,372.78

77,332.77
4,685.55

368,062.02
9,610.70
12,963.67

7,500.00

$ 981,424.20

$ 27,091.63

396.91

9,269.01
1,378.27

24,027.47

2,425.74

7,130.95

538.64

$ 72,258.62
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Village of Deerfield Payroll Summary Report

FUND 54 SEWER FUND
SEWER ADMINISTRATION

APRIL 2016

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES

542010 5110
542010 5111
542010 5112
SEWER LINE MAINTENANCE
542031 5110
542031 5111
542031 5112
SEWER CLEANING
542051 5110
542051 5111
542051 5112
WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITY
542052 5110
542052 5111
542052 5112

FUND 58 REFUSE FUND

REFUSE LEAF COLLECTION

582053 5110
582053 5111
582053 5112

OVERTIME SALARIES
TOTAL FUND 54

REGULAR SALARIES
PART TIME SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES
TOTAL FUND 58

FUND 60 PARKING LOTS - RESIDENTIAL

COMM PARK COMBINED REVENUE

602019 5110
602038 5110
602038 5112

FUND 70 GARAGE FUND

REGULAR SALARIES
REGULAR SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES
TOTAL FUND 60

GARAGE FUND EXPENDITURES

702050 5110
702050 5112

REGULAR SALARIES
OVERTIME SALARIES
TOTAL FUND 70

$ 17,547.29
46.42
22,292.16
431.24
17,777.86
1,219.46
74,406.95
2,222.60
$ 135,943.98
$ -
$ -
$ 1,375.24
1,375.24
$ 2,750.48
$ 17,780.10
234.92
$ 18,015.02

TOTAL ALL FUNDS $1,210,392.30
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To the Finance Director:

The payment of the above listed accounts has been approved
by the Board of Trustees at their meeting held on May 2, 2016 and
you are hereby authorized to pay them from the appropriate funds.

(Treasurer)



REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

Agenda ltem: 16-41

SUBJECT: Report and Recommendation of the Board of Zoning Appeals RE:
request for a fence height modification of Brooke and Brian Jacobs of 705 Indian
Hill Rd., Deerfield, lllinois who are seeking relief from Article 2.04 — H, paragraph
3, (b) of the Deerfield Zoning Ordinance for the property located at 705 Indian Hill
Rd. The modification if granted would permit the installation of a ball containment
fence in the rear yard 10-0’ in height in lieu of the permitted maximum height of
7-0’ as specified in the Deerfield Zoning Ordinance.

Action Requested: Acceptance of the BZA Recommendation

Originated By: Board of Zoning Appeals

Referred To: Mayor and Board of Trustees

Summary of Background and Reason for Request:

Presentation was made by the petitioners requesting a fence modification to
allow a 10-0’ ball containment fence within the rear yard. The petitioners
addressed all standards as presented in the Zoning Ordinance for the fence
modification as follows: The implementation of their request would not be
undesirable. The approval of their request would not be detrimental to the
character of the neighborhood. There have been no neighboring property owners
who spoke in opposition to the petitioner’s request.

On the motion to recommend granting the modification as requested, the vote
was 4 to 0 in favor of recommending approval to allow the installation of a ball
containment fence accessory to a sport court in the rear yard with a height not to
exceed 10-0'.

Reports and Documents Attached:

Minutes, Recommendation, Exhibits, Legal Notice, Map

Date Referred to Board: May 2, 2016

Action Taken:




Board of Zoning Appeals

Minutes of Public Hearing April 5, 2016

The Deerfield Board of Zoning Appeals held a Public Hearing on Tuesday, April 5, 2016
at 7:30 p.m. at the Village Hall Conference Room, 850 Waukegan Road, Deerfield,
lllinois. Chairman Robert Speckmann called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.

Present were:

Chairman Bob Speckmann
Len Adams

Karen Bezman

Herb Kessel

Absent was:
Jeff Auerbach
Ted Kuczek
Karen Scott

Also present:
Clint Case, Code Enforcement Officer
Jeff Hansen, Assistant Code Enforcement Supervisor

Ch. Speckmann confirmed the mailings were in order for the petition and the Public
Hearing was properly advertised and listed. Ch. Speckmann swore in the petitioners
and opened the Public Hearing to consider the request of Brian and Brooke Jacobs for
the property located at 705 Indian Hill Road, Deerfield, lllinois.

The petitioners are seeking relief from Article 2.04-H, 3, b of the Deerfield Zoning
Ordinance for the property legally described as follows: Lot 3 in Deerfield Park unit
number 5, being a subdivision of part of the northwest quarter of Section 32, Township
43 north, Range 12, east of the Third Principal Meridian, according to the Plat thereof
recorded August 28, 1956 as document number 921076, in Book 33 of Plats, page 118,
in Lake County, lllinois.

Said property is commonly known as 705 Indian Hill Road, Deerfield, Illinois, 60015.

The modification, if granted, would permit the construction and installation of a fence
within the required rear yard of 10-0 feet in height in lieu of the permitted maximum
height of 7-0 feet as specified in Article 2.04-H, 3, b of the Deerfield Zoning Ordinance.

Mr. Jacobs explained they are requesting the ball containment netting surrounding their
sports court to remain. They installed the netting to keep the balls and pucks out of
their neighbor’s yards and provide safety to their children. Ch. Speckmann believes the
submitted documents do not match what is installed, as it is 90° from what is shown on
the drawings. He noted the drawings suggest the netting should be on the east



Board of Zoning Appeas
April 5, 2016
Page 2 of 2

property line. Mr. Kessel believes the drawings are correct, after discussion Ch.
Speckmann concurred. There is a 10’ backstop for the basket. Ms. Bezman indicated
the netting is completely see-through.

Mr. Kessel noted the netting has been installed. Mr. Jacobs indicated aside from
basketball, their children also play hockey. Mr. Kessel questioned if the neighbors have
complained due to noise. Ms. Jacobs explained the neighbors have stated they are
happy the children are playing. Mr. Jacobs noted their children are very young.

Mr. Kessel does not believe the netting appears to be a fence, as it is barely visible and
is only 27’ of the backyard. The rest of the backyard is unobstructed. Mr. Kessel
believes the netting is visually inconsequential.

Mr. Case explained the current Ordinance includes barriers for tennis balls and golf
balls. There is no clear definition for a sports court. Mr. Case indicated they are looking
to change the Zoning Ordinance.

Ms. Hoffman, 1401 Bayberry Lane, lives north of the property. She is supportive of the
sport court and netting. Ms. Hoffman questioned whether a 10’ regular fence would be
allowed if the Zoning Ordinance were amended. Ch. Speckmann explained the allowed
fence height would still be 7° high.

Ch. Speckmann closed the information gathering portion of the Public Hearing.

Mr. Kessel moved to send a favorable recommendation to the Mayor and Board of
Trustees. Mr. Adams seconded the motion. The motion passed by the following vote:

AYES: Adams, Bezman, Kessel, Speckmann (4)
NAYS: None (0)

Ch. Speckmann noted the BZA recommendation would be considered by the Mayor and
Board of Trustees on May 2, 2016 at 7:30 pm.

There being no further business or discussion, the meeting was adjourned at 7:37 pm.
Respectfully submitted,

Jeri Cotton
Secretary



RECOMMENDATION

TO: Mayor and Board of Trustees
FROM: Board of Zoning Appeals
DATE: April 5, 2016

SUBJECT: Modification for fence height 705 Indian Hill.

We transmit for your consideration a recommendation adopted by the Deerfield Board
of Zoning Appeals on the petition of Brooke and Brian Jacobs, 705 Indian Hill Rd.,
Deerfield, lllinois. The petitioners are seeking relief from Article 2.04-H, Paragraph 3 (b),
of the Deerfield Zoning Ordinance for the property at 705 Indian Hill Rd. The
modification if granted would permit the installation of a 10-0" ball containment fence,
accessory to a sport court within the rear yard in lieu of the maximum 7-0’ fence
permitted by the Zoning Ordinance.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. R-3 Zoning District.
2. The property is an interior lot.
3. The sport court is unlit and is located in the southeast corner of the rear yard,

away from the neighbor’'s home to the south.

CONCLUSIONS

1. The petitioner addressed all four standards as presented in the Deerfield Zoning
Ordinance.
2. The petitioner delivered proper notice to the surrounding property owners, no

opposition was presented.

3. A letter of support was submitted from a neighbor who was not in attendance,
stating no objection to the existing ball containment fence but expressing some
concern about any other 10 foot high fencing being established later.

4. The proposed ball containment fence is made up of a netting like material which
fulfills the definition of a fence.



Board of Zoning Appeals Recommendation (705 Indian Hill Rd)
Page two
April 5, 2016

MOTIONS AND VOTE

A motion was made to recommend approval of the requested modification.
The vote was as follows:

AYES: (4) Adams, Bezman, Kessel, Speckmann
NAYS: 0)

Motion passed.

RECOMMENDATION

Accordingly, it is the recommendation of the Board of Zoning Appeals that the
requested modification be granted to permit the installation and construction of a 10-0’
ball containment fence within the rear yard in lieu of the permitted 7-0’ height as
permitted by the Deerfield Zoning Ordinance.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert Speckmann, Chairman
Deerfield Board of Zoning Appeals
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Drear Deerfield hoard of zoning appeals,

| was born and raised in Deerfield and have been raising our three children here for the
past ten vears. | cannot imanine raising my children anvwhere else. We are mpErapth
building & new home here with plans of fiving there the rest of our lives. We have Luilt &
sport court in our backyard far our children and their friends to play on. Qur children are
avid ternis and hockey players so we designed a court that coukd accommadate these
sports in the safest manner, Prior to construction we submitted a permit for a sport court.
The permit was aporoved as a sport court, The issue that has arose is the herght of the ball
containment netting. This was not submitted as pait of the perenit. This was not intentional
but rather assumed that ball cantainment is part of a sport court. The ball containment
netting is 10 feet high which is industry standard for sport courts. In addition we looked at
ather sport courts in Deerfield prior to submitting our permit and they had ball containment
at 10 feet. Because there is na current ordinance far soart courts, the netting is beng
considered a fence which cannot be higher than 7 fest. However our spoit cowt is
designed to allow the children o play tennis and hockey in addition to basketball and 7 feet
is not safe or adequate o prevent frequent mterference intt our neighbars yards. After
speaking with our new neighbors they are not opposed to the ball containment and think it
is 2 good idea to help keep balls and children from frequently entering their vards. We
strangiy feei that we iave met gach and every reguiremaint outlined by the zoning board
and ask for your approval ta allow us to keep the current ball containment netting. Thank
vou for your time and consideration,

Sincarely,
Brooke and Brian Jacobs




PLAT OF SURVEY

10T 3 IN DEERFIELD PARK UNIT MUMBER 5, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 43 NORTH, RANGE 12 EAST OF THE THIRD
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED AUGLIST 28, 1936 AS DOCUMENT 921076, IN BOOK 33 OF PLATS, PAGE 116, IN LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
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ON BEHALF OF BLECK ENGINEERING CO,, INC., |, JACK R. BLECK, DO HEREHY CERTIFY THAT THE PROPERTY

DESCRIBED IN THE ABOVE CAPTION WAS SURVEYED AND STAKED BY ME, OR UNDER MY DIRECTION, AND THE PLAT
DRaVWN HEREON IS A TRUE AND GORRECT REPRESENTATION OF SAID SURVEY,

MEASUREMENTS ARE GIVEM IN FEET AND DECIMAL PARTS THEREOF. THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICE CONFORME TO THE
CURRENT ILLINOIS MINMUM STANDARDS FOR A BOUNDARY EURVEY.

DATED AT LAKE FOREST, 'LLINOIE, THIS GTH DAY CF APRIL AD.. 2015,

BY
REGISTE ILLINQIS LAND NO.

T47,298 5200 F 472952081
wrowlslecheng.com
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GRADING PLAN - 705 INDIAN HILL RCAD
Sports Court Addition

s
J " ' © & TEWP, FENCE — SEE
3 CONSTRUCTION NOTE 2
L=t CH - LoT2  [SLT FENGE (¥Pe B)
= |11l o < o i e 0430 TREE PROTECTICN FENCE
T | IIII <L | III ] : B Zdueadiemas
i wl] ] - =
- : . (— p RN Sl . T R
-~ _EH ='i i iy ‘ 2009 ——| Ses20 . .—T
B gll I3 - mf Eo - = ’
ata i zi = ) ] e o &
[T~ g
NI -
e i 0 [, T
S H—t vt -t
H 3
< i -]
° [l - 1
1l
1l
H ’ M}
_ﬁ_.'.’s,“"_'”."‘
. it
[
s il
Eog0e .
£
| 4[
I
]

NEW SPORTS COURT:
BCC PAVENENT, 47
AGOR. BASE CSE, #f

PROVIDE NEW CLEANOUT|
ADDITIONAL PERFORATED DRAINTILE

1
N

1. JULIE shel b contacied (1-800-012-027 dor wility Jocuoms ity-#ighl (45) hus prior b axpavasion.
2 Ajwemocsry B joigh che-n ok Saoce il e mmnmmm»nmum l Fanoe Ondoaccs.

a umﬂﬂmmhh_ﬁhhﬂmhwmm
wmmmmmmm-a

inaiuding the backi,
5. AN 3ursp pumps and mmuhmu—mrumu am ¥ svaliabia witttn 200 of & ropedy How. IF tlorm sewrer i 9T @vel e, tha dihame Lna must sptssh oh pmos in 4 manner that wil not resuk Inen
acvarse dminage Impsct o e right-oPany.
B. Prior of Dw achetule 8 pre-pour drhmway Frapection.
e plated i S STy 2pAO0.

4 mumm.:“ +7ell e - Yot with & da publle ba e ared with 5 PG Glisod 81 ¢4l 3 CA§ baza within 5 days. of completion of work In 2sid ars,
anpsther

i Farer wintihg the e, U, i sy pemmt

ey .

o [ L

Exip. O = {205 of x £) + (453 of ¥ 747} { 17084 +f = 782
Prop. CH = §ai13 902 00 + (234 x T4}/ 12051 of= 822

Exig. Excass Pracipinsion Runof ERCH of 79.2 = 4,145 (100 Ye)
Prarp. Exgetn Prackation Rurick QCN of 82.2 = £4RF (100 Y9

iwietion Ve equibod {100 ey =
(A7 40 x (112 12051 o = 3M Rt

& 0 Sturm Pips ¥-5 Ares = 0.30 s t; B2 LF x 020 i = 10 cul
1AB" (3 Gl Pipes X-5 Aren = 177 st SILF ¥ 17740 = B cugr.
24 B 5t Pipe 15 Area = 314 sqdt; 84 LF ¥ 3,4d of = 354 e,
Dwinndion Volume Provised « 353 ¢ it

‘AddNions? Gtumge Added:
EBMWHMﬂw%MLﬂmu-Wm

meumm-mmnzsmm,‘m-mm
Totnd Additonal Velure added = 115 cul

T w n @9
Scale "2
A October 2, 2014
Revised: August 27, 2015
Project No. 170-066

engineers | svayom

Bleck Englnesring Compeny, Inc,
1375 North Westem Avenue
Lake Forest, Hlinois 50045

T£47.2955200 F 847.295.7081
www.bleckeng.com




Revision: 3

SnapBack™ 10X10 & 10X15 SnapSports™
Adjustable Rebounder System

System Options:
SnapBack™ 10’ X 10’ Rebound System

SnapBack™ 10’ X 15’ Rebound System

Frame Attributes:
Frame Poles: 1-5/8” Galvanized Pipe
Corner Connectors: 1-7/8” Galvanized
Pipe

Net Attributes:
SnapBack™ 10’ X 10’ Rebound System
Net Size: 8’ 6" x 9" 10"
Material: %" Mesh #420 UV Stable,
Black Polyester

SnapBack™ 10" X 15’ Rebound System
Net Size: 8'6" x 14’ 4"
Material: 34" Mesh #420 UV Stable,
Black Polyester

Color:
Semi-Gloss Black Vein Powder Coat Finish

Anchor System:
2- 1" x 3’ Schedule 40 Galvanized Pipe (1.315” 0.D.)
Anchor Placement:

SnapBack™ 10’ X 10’ Rebound System ~ 131.5” Center of Posts
SnapBack™ 10’ X 15’ Rebound System — 188.5” Center of Posts

Special Features:
Adjustable 10° Forward and Backward Tilt
Seamless Integration with Ball Containment System

SnapSports Co. 2330 West California Ave Salt Lake City, Utah 84104  Phone (801) 746-7555 o Fax (801) 746-7559



Revision: 2 Drate: 010207

Ball Containment SnapSports™

System Optionsg;
10° Tall Ball Cont#nment System
& Tall Ball Containment System

Frame Attributes;
Frame Poles: 1-5/8° Galvanzed Pipe

Corner Rail Conneclor: Dis Cast Rall
Clamp For 30* Connaction

Straight Rail Connedor Die Cast Rail
Clamp For Linear Connection

End Rail Connector: Die Cast Rail
Ciamp For Containmment End I

Net Attributes:

1% Ball Containrnent System
Mat Size: 9'4" X 150 Rolls
Matarial: 1 %" Mesh #420 UV
Stabia, Black Polyester

5 Ball Contzinment System
Mel Size: 4' 3% X 150" Rolls
Matarlal: 132" Maszh #420 LV
Stabls, Black Palyaster

Color:
Semi-Gloss Black Vain Powder Coat Finksh

h

1° x 3' Schedule 40 Galvanized Fipe (1.315"Q.D)
Anchor Placemant:

g’ B8° Center of Posts or Shorter (Trim Horzontal Poles if Necessary)

SnapSports Co. 2330 West California Ave Salt Lake City, Utah 84104 » Phone (801) 746-7555  Fax (801) 746-7559
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Address number Street name Unit City

675 Appletree Ln
701 Appletree Ln
707 Appletree Ln
703 Appletree Ln
1410 Bayberry Ln
1407 Bayberry Ln
1354 Bayberry Ln
1430 Bayberry Ln
1406 Bayberry Ln
1401 Bayberry Ln
1441 Bayberry Ln
1350 Bayberry Ln
1400 Bayberry Ln
1431 Bayberry Ln
1357 Bayberry Ln
1420 Bayberry Ln
701 Indian Hill Rd
704 Indian Hill Rd
700 Indian Hill Rd
680 Indian Hill Rd
665 Indian Hill Rd
670 Indian Hill Rd
685 Indian Hill Rd
675 Indian Hill Rd
708 Indian Hill Rd
660 Indian Hill Rd
705 Indian Hill Rd
711 Timberhill Rd
705 Timberhill Rd
680 Timberhill Rd
720 Timberhill Rd
700 Timberhill Rd
719 Timberhill Rd
704 Timberhill Rd
710 Timberhill Rd
699 Timberhill Rd
686 Timberhill Rd

Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield

State ZIP code PIN

60015 16-32-106-007-0000
60015 16-32-106-006-0000
60015 16-32-106-004-0000
60015 16-32-106-005-0000
60015 16-32-103-015-0000
60015 16-32-107-001-0000
60015 16-32-103-018-0000
60015 16-32-103-013-0000
60015 16-32-103-016-0000
60015 16-32-107-002-0000
60015 16-32-106-001-0000
60015 16-32-103-019-0000
60015 16-32-103-017-0000
60015 16-32-106-002-0000
60015 16-32-107-003-0000
60015 16-32-103-014-0000
60015 16-32-107-006-0000
60015 16-32-106-017-0000
60015 16-32-106-018-0000
60015 16-32-106-019-0000
60015 16-32-107-009-0000
60015 16-32-106-020-0000
60015 16-32-107-007-0000
60015 16-32-107-008-0000
60015 16-32-106-003-0000
60015 16-32-106-021-0000
60015 16-32-107-005-0000
60015 16-32-108-004-0000
60015 16-32-108-005-0000
60015 16-32-107-022-0000
60015 16-32-107-004-0000
60015 16-32-107-020-0000
60015 16-32-108-001-0000
60015 16-32-107-019-0000
60015 16-32-107-018-0000
60015 16-32-108-006-0000
60015 16-32-107-021-0000

Property owner

S Munic F Sanchez

Paul F & Maria De Lucia
Michael B & Donna J Spector
Sandra Baron

Steven Markoff

Anthony Myers

Alan & Nancy Singer

Henryk & Gabriella Flicker
Robert D Reinish

Thomas & Elaine F Hoffman
Harold Katz

Sanjeev Lulla

Stuart & Susan Slutzky

Jeffrey A & Nancy S Zimmerman
Trust # 8002350347

Adam Picklin

Cheryl Guttman

Burton L & Claire L Stern
Christopher M Morgan

Mark E & Kathy L Weinstein
Michael A & llisa E Brown
Jordan Stiebel & Jennifer Frazin
303 Funding Llc

llese M & Paul Flamm

Paul F & Barbara D Roman
Andrea L & Stephen G Pawlow
Brian J & Brooke M Jacobs

Erin Pollyea & Mikeal D Lane
Daniel L Spencer

Kenneth S & Amy E Brown
Invitation Homes

Luca & Allison Pugina

Robert Allen

John & Taru Berg

Jeffrey E & Vanessa L Fjeldheim
Beatrice A Murphy Trustee
Jeffrey S & Maureen E Muldrow

Mailing address

675 Appletree Ln Deerfield IL 60015
701 Appletree Ln Deerfield IL 60015
707 Appletree Ln Deerfield IL 60015
703 Appletree Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1410 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1407 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1354 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1430 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1406 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1401 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1441 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1350 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1400 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1431 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1357 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1420 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
701 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
704 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
700 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
680 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
665 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
670 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
685 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
675 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
708 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
660 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
705 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
711 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
705 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
680 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
720 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
700 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
719 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
704 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
710 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
699 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
686 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015



LEGAL NOTICE

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT A PUBLIC HEARING WILL BE HELD BY THE
DEERFIELD BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS ON APRIL 5, 2016, AT 7:30 P.M. IN THE
ROBERT FRANZ COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 850 WAUKEGAN ROAD DEERFIELD,
ILLINOIS TO HEAR THE REQUEST OF BROOKE AND BRIAN JACOBS, 705 INDIAN
HILL RD., DEERFIELD, IL. THE PETITIONERS ARE SEEKING RELIEF FROM
ARTICLE 2.04 — H, 3, b OF THE DEERFIELD ZONING ORDINANCE FOR THE
PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

LOT 3 IN DEERFIELD PARK UNIT NUMBER 5, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF
THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 43 NORTH, RANGE 12,
EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT
THEREOF RECORDED AUGUST 28 1956 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 921076, IN
BOOK 33 OF PLATS, PAGE 118, IN LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

SAID PROPERTY IS COMMONLY KNOWN AS 705 INDIAN HILL RD.

THE MODIFICATION IF GRANTED WOULD PERMIT THE CONSTUCTION AND
INSTALLATION OF A FENCE WITHIN THE REAR YARD OF 10-0 FEET IN HEIGHT
IN LIEU OF THE PERMITTED MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF 7-0 FEET AS SPECIFIED IN
ARTICLE 2.04 —H, 3, b OF THE DEERFIELD ZONING ORDINANCE.

AT SAID PUBLIC HEARING AND ANY ADJOURNMENT THEREOF, ALL PERSONS
INTERESTED ARE INVITED TO BE PRESENT AND HEARD.

ROBERT SPECKMANN, CHAIRMAN
DEERFIELD BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT JEFFERY HANSEN, ASST. BUILDING
AND CODE ENFORCEMENT SUPERVISOR AT 847-719-7471.

PUBLISH: MARCH 10 2016
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Address number Street name Unit City

675 Appletree Ln
701 Appletree Ln
707 Appletree Ln
703 Appletree Ln
1410 Bayberry Ln
1407 Bayberry Ln
1354 Bayberry Ln
1430 Bayberry Ln
1406 Bayberry Ln
1401 Bayberry Ln
1441 Bayberry Ln
1350 Bayberry Ln
1400 Bayberry Ln
1431 Bayberry Ln
1357 Bayberry Ln
1420 Bayberry Ln
701 Indian Hill Rd
704 Indian Hill Rd
700 Indian Hill Rd
680 Indian Hill Rd
665 Indian Hill Rd
670 Indian Hill Rd
685 Indian Hill Rd
675 Indian Hill Rd
708 Indian Hill Rd
660 Indian Hill Rd
705 Indian Hill Rd
711 Timberhill Rd
705 Timberhill Rd
680 Timberhill Rd
720 Timberhill Rd
700 Timberhill Rd
719 Timberhill Rd
704 Timberhill Rd
710 Timberhill Rd
699 Timberhill Rd
686 Timberhill Rd

Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield
Deerfield

State ZIP code PIN

60015 16-32-106-007-0000
60015 16-32-106-006-0000
60015 16-32-106-004-0000
60015 16-32-106-005-0000
60015 16-32-103-015-0000
60015 16-32-107-001-0000
60015 16-32-103-018-0000
60015 16-32-103-013-0000
60015 16-32-103-016-0000
60015 16-32-107-002-0000
60015 16-32-106-001-0000
60015 16-32-103-019-0000
60015 16-32-103-017-0000
60015 16-32-106-002-0000
60015 16-32-107-003-0000
60015 16-32-103-014-0000
60015 16-32-107-006-0000
60015 16-32-106-017-0000
60015 16-32-106-018-0000
60015 16-32-106-019-0000
60015 16-32-107-009-0000
60015 16-32-106-020-0000
60015 16-32-107-007-0000
60015 16-32-107-008-0000
60015 16-32-106-003-0000
60015 16-32-106-021-0000
60015 16-32-107-005-0000
60015 16-32-108-004-0000
60015 16-32-108-005-0000
60015 16-32-107-022-0000
60015 16-32-107-004-0000
60015 16-32-107-020-0000
60015 16-32-108-001-0000
60015 16-32-107-019-0000
60015 16-32-107-018-0000
60015 16-32-108-006-0000
60015 16-32-107-021-0000

Property owner

S Munic F Sanchez

Paul F & Maria De Lucia
Michael B & Donna J Spector
Sandra Baron

Steven Markoff

Anthony Myers

Alan & Nancy Singer

Henryk & Gabriella Flicker
Robert D Reinish

Thomas & Elaine F Hoffman
Harold Katz

Sanjeev Lulla

Stuart & Susan Slutzky

Jeffrey A & Nancy S Zimmerman
Trust # 8002350347

Adam Picklin

Cheryl Guttman

Burton L & Claire L Stern
Christopher M Morgan

Mark E & Kathy L Weinstein
Michael A & llisa E Brown
Jordan Stiebel & Jennifer Frazin
303 Funding Llc

llese M & Paul Flamm

Paul F & Barbara D Roman
Andrea L & Stephen G Pawlow
Brian J & Brooke M Jacobs

Erin Pollyea & Mikeal D Lane
Daniel L Spencer

Kenneth S & Amy E Brown
Invitation Homes

Luca & Allison Pugina

Robert Allen

John & Taru Berg

Jeffrey E & Vanessa L Fjeldheim
Beatrice A Murphy Trustee
Jeffrey S & Maureen E Muldrow

Mailing address

675 Appletree Ln Deerfield IL 60015
701 Appletree Ln Deerfield IL 60015
707 Appletree Ln Deerfield IL 60015
703 Appletree Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1410 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1407 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1354 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1430 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1406 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1401 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1441 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1350 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1400 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1431 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1357 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
1420 Bayberry Ln Deerfield IL 60015
701 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
704 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
700 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
680 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
665 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
670 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
685 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
675 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
708 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
660 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
705 Indian Hill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
711 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
705 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
680 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
720 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
700 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
719 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
704 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
710 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
699 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015
686 Timberhill Rd Deerfield IL 60015



REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

Agenda Iltem: 16-44

Subject: Report and Recommendation of the Plan Commission to Amend the
Parkway North Center Sign Plan to Allow a Wall sign and Approval of the
Final Development Plan for 7 Parkway North in the Parkway North Center —
American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology (ABPN)

Action Requested: Approval of Recommendation
Originated by: Plan Commission
Referred to: Mayor and Board of Trustees

Summary of Background and Reason for Request:

The petitioners are requesting an amendment to the Parkway North Center sign plan to
allow a wall sign and approval of the Final Development Plan for 7 Parkway North in the
Parkway North Center Planned Unit Development. In 1997, the Parkway North Center
Development received approval of a Preliminary Development Plan. According to the
Parkway North Center annexation agreement, the Preliminary Development Plan (for the
northwest corner of the Parkway North Center) is good for the life of the annexation
agreement which is in effect until 2023. Because the Preliminary Development Plan has
been previously approved, the petitioner is now seeking approval of the Final Development
Plan. The Plan Commission is recommending approval of the petitioner’s plan.

Reports and Documents Attached:

Report and Recommendation

Plan Commission Minutes — 4/14/16, 2/25/16
Airphoto

Zoning Map

1997 Previously Approved Preliminary Site Plan
Petitioner’s Material

Date Referred to Board: May 2, 2016

Action Taken:




RECOMMENDATION
To: Mayor and Board of Trustees
From: Plan Commission
Date: April 14, 2016

RE: Request for Approval to Amend the Parkway North Center Sign Plan to Allow a Wall Sign at 7
Parkway North in the Parkway North Center and Approval of a Final Development Plan for 7 Parkway
North Center (American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology).

We transmit for your consideration a recommendation adopted by the Plan Commission of the Village of
Deerfield on the request of the petitioners for an amendment to the Parkway North Center sign plan to
allow a wall sign at 7 Parkway North, and approval of a Final Development Plan for 7 Parkway North
Center for the American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology. The Plan Commission held a public hearing
on April 14, 2016. At that public hearing, the petitioners presented testimony and documentary
evidence in support of the request. A copy of the public hearing and workshop minutes are attached.

In support of its request, the Plan Commission makes the following findings of fact and conclusions:

FINDINGS OF FACT

Subject Property

The Subject property consists of the Parkway North Center. The property is approximately 86 acres and
is located at the southeast corner of Deerfield Road and Saunders Road. The subject property is zoned I-
1 Office, Research, and Restricted Industrial District. The site is currently developed with six office
buildings (building’s 1, 3, 4, 6, 9 and 10) a Marriott Suites Hotel (2 Parkway North), and a child care
facility and health club in a one story building (5 Parkway North). The annexation agreement sets out
the development requirements for the Parkway North Center Planned Unit Development. These
development requirements for the proposed office building will be analyzed in a section below.

The specific property to be developed is an interior lot in the west half of the Parkway North Center. It
is a vacant parcel between 5 and 6 Parkway North and north of Parkway North Boulevard. The total
acreage involved for the proposed 7 Parkway North development is 2.84 acres.

Proposed Plan

The petitioners are proposing to construct a two-story office building (known as Seven Parkway North)
on the northern half of the site for use by the American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology (ABPN). The
proposed office building will be 36,732 square feet in gross leasable area, and 41,139 square feet in
gross buildable area. A total of 58 parking spaces will be provided for the office building in a landscaped
parking lot (18 spaces at grade including 2 accessible spaces), and in an underground parking garage
below the building (40 spaces including 2 accessible spaces). The petitioner’s material indicate that the
58 parking spaces they will be providing will meet their actual parking needs thereby landbanking 92



parking spaces resulting in additional landscaped areas and providing more sustainable stormwater
management. The entrance to the underground parking garage will be via a ramp located on the north
side of the building. A vehicle drop-off area will be provided at the south side of the building where the
main entrance to the office building is located. A landscaped patio area will be provided on the north
side of the building with a view of the existing pond. A trash enclosure with a roof is located on the east
side of the building. Loading will occur at the south of the proposed office building.

Final Development Plan

The petitioners are seeking approval of a Final Development Plan for Seven Parkway North. In 1997, the
Parkway North Center development received approval of a Preliminary Development Plan for the
buildings shown on the attached Preliminary Development Plan along with Final Development Plan
approval for office building 6 to the east (which has been constructed). Office building 9 on the north
side of the pond has also been granted Final Development Plan approval in 1999 and is constructed. At
the time of Preliminary Development Plan approval in 1997, the petitioners contemplated that the
buildings on the west side of the pond (building’s 7A and 7B on the attached Preliminary Development
Plan) could become a larger combined building.

According to the Parkway North Center annexation agreement, the Preliminary Development Plan
(which was approved for the northwest corner of the Parkway North Center in 1997) is good for the life
of the annexation agreement which is in effect until 2023. Because the Preliminary Development Plan
has been previously approved, the petitioner is only seeking approval of the Final Development Plan.
According to the annexation agreement, a Final Development Plan remains in effect for a period of two
years before it expires.

A Final Development Plan for a five-story office building was previously approved at the west side of the
pond in this area in 2001, but it was never constructed and the Final Development Plan expired.

Parkway North Center Annexation Agreement Compliance

The Parkway North Center annexation agreement, which controls the development of this property, sets
out the parameters with which the proposed development must comply.

Building Height: The annexation agreement permits building heights up to 75 feet plus elevator

equipment override not to exceed 4 feet and sky lighting not to exceed 6 feet. The height of the
building is 47 feet to the top of the screen wall, and 46 feet to the top of the parapet wall.

Setbacks: The Annexation Agreement calls for the setbacks to be 300 feet along Saunders Road
and 250 feet along Deerfield Road, measured from the centerline of each road. The petitioner’s
plans show that the proposed office building far exceeds these requirements.

Parking Setbacks: The annexation agreement allows parking within the setbacks along the

northern, southern and western frontages of the property, except that at no time will parking be
permitted with 100 feet of Deerfield Road and Saunders Road as measured from the centerline
of these roads. The petitioner’s plan far exceeds this requirement.
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Parking: The annexation agreement requires the petitioners to provide parking at 3.3 spaces
per 1,000 square feet of gross leasable area (gla) with a condition that an additional .7 spaces
per 1,000 square feet of gross building area (gba) will be landbanked. The landbanked spaces
would need to be put in if required to meet future parking demands as reasonably determined
by the Village. Until such as the additional parking is needed, the landbanked area is to remain
landscaped. The proposed office building would require a total of 150 spaces based on the
following:

36,732 glax 3.3/ 1,000 = 121.22 spaces for the building
41,139 gbax.7 /1,000 = 28.80 spaces to be landbanked
Total = 150 spaces required (121.22+ 28.80 = 150.02 = 150) spaces

Gross leasable area (gla), as defined by the annexation agreement, is measured from the interior
faces of the interior walls, excluding any area utilized for elevator shafts and stairwells; floor
spaces and shafts used for mechanical, telephone and electrical equipment; space devoted to
off street parking or loading facilities; entrance lobbies and atrium type areas; public
washrooms; mechanical penthouses; interior balconies and mezzanines; and enclosed porches.

Gross buildable are (gba), as defined by the annexation agreement is measured from outside
glass line to outside glass line, excluding atrium areas above grade or first floor and excluding
the areas defined in Article 8, Section 8.02-D, 1a through c of the Village Zoning Ordinance.

The petitioner’s will be providing a total of 58 parking spaces (18 spaces at grade and 40 spaces
in the garage underneath the building) for the new office building, which less than the
requirements of the annexation agreement. The petitioner’s material indicate that guests and
volunteers will stay off-site and be transported by shuttle bus or taxi to the American Board of
Psychiatry and Neurology (ABPN) facility and the 58 parking spaces represent the actual parking
needs for the 48 full-time staff, 5 guests spaces and 5 overflow spaces. Since 92 parking spaces
are being landbanked at a ratio of 4 spaces per 1,000 square feet, the annexation agreement
will not have to be amended.

A total of 3 handicapped parking spaces are required by code. The petitioners are providing 4
handicapped parking spaces as required.

Parking Stall Size and Aisle Width:

Under the annexation agreement, the size of the parking stalls was allowed to be reduced to 8 %4
feet in width by 18 feet in length. The petitioner’s plans indicate that they will meet or exceed
the 8 % foot wide by 18 foot long parking stall in the proposed site plan and in the landbanked
site plan. The petitioner’s plans also indicate that the underground parking stalls will meet or
exceed the 8 % foot wide by 18 foot long parking stall in proposed lower level floor plan.



Traffic

The petitioner’s traffic study indicates that the proposed office building will have no adverse
impact on peak hour traffic conditions along Parkway North Boulevard. The parking study takes
into account trip assignments noting that the future vehicular trips that are generated by the
development were distributed to the area roadways based on the directional distribution
analysis and the proposed site plan. These trips include ABPN employee traffic volumes to the
parking garage, visitor shuttle traffic volumes and the additional amount of traffic generated on
Parkway North Boulevard by the Woodview apartments which are under construction. The total
traffic volumes is the sum of the existing traffic volumes, projected site traffic volumes and the
Woodview apartment traffic. The parking study indicates that capacity analysis for the
intersections along the north-south circulation road show good levels of service and that it can
accommodate additional traffic volumes.

Density: The total gross leasable area (as defined above) allowed by the sixth amendment to
Annexation Agreement is 1,585,583 square feet. The data below details the square footage
constructed at the Parkway North Center:

Constructed:

Office Building 1 (5 stories) 226,996 gla
Marriott Suites Hotel (6 stories) 171,090 gla
Office Building 3 (5 stories) 216,973 gla
Office Building 4 (5 stories) 152,434 gla
Office Building 6 (4 stories) 92,439 gla
Office Building 9 (5 stories) 115,785 gla
Office Building 10 (3 stories) 93,027 gla
Day care and health club building 18,290 gla
Total Constructed GLA to Date 1,087,034 gla

The total with proposed gla for Parkway 7 is 36,732 gla, bringing the total square gla in the Parkway
North Development to 1,123,766 gla.

Access

Access to the Parkway North Development is from an access point on Saunders Road, and an access
point on Deerfield Road. On Saunders Road, there is an existing signalized access point at Saunders
Road and Parkway North Boulevard, and a new unsignalized access point on Saunders Road that will be
provided when the new office building for site 8 is constructed. This new full access unsignalized access
point has been approved by Lake County Highway Department (who has jurisdiction over Saunders
Road). On Deerfield Road and Parkway North Boulevard, a signalized access point currently exists which
became operational a few months ago.



Signage

The petitioner will follow the previously approved Parkway North Center signage plan for their
monument sign, but is seeking a new proposed wall sign on the south side of the building. The
maximum surface area for a common entrance wall sign in the |-1 Office, Research, Restricted Industrial
District, Planned Unit Development (Zoning Ordinance 9.02-C, 1b) is not to exceed one percent (1%) of
the gross surface area of the wall to which it will be affixed, or 100 square feet, whichever is lesser. In
this case, the total surface wall area on the south building elevation is taken into consideration which is
9,086 square feet. One percent (1%) of the total wall surface is 90.98 square feet or 91 square feet. The
petitioner is requesting a wall sign of 90 square feet or just less than 1.0% of the total south wall surface,
meeting the size requirement in the zoning ordinance.

A Public Hearing was necessary for the proposed wall sign which is a new signage that did not fall within
the previously approved sign plan for the property. The request for approval of the Final Development
Plan for 7 Parkway North in the Parkway North Center was not part of the public hearing, but was
handled in a workshop meeting.

Landscape Plan

The petitioner’s landscape plan indicates the proposed landscaping in the new parking lot and around
the building. The plan shows the type, location, and quantities of the proposed landscaping for the
proposed two story office building. Pedestrian paths will be provided as shown on the plans.

Trash Area Screening

The Zoning Ordinance requires that all refuse areas be fully screened by a fence or landscaped screening
of a height sufficient to screen the containers from view. The trash area is located on the east side of
the building and is enclosed on three sides and will have a roof.

Utilities

As part of the approval of the Parkway North Development, the Village approved an overall plan for the
various utilities required for the development. These utilities included water and storm water
detention. Water service will be provided by the Deerfield /Riverwoods water system. Sanitary sewer
facilities are not provided by the Village, but will be provided by Lake County’s Special Service Area #5.
Storm water will be conveyed to the existing storm water detention pond which is also an amenity to
the site. The petitioner has provided an engineering narrative as part of their submittal. Existing utilities
on the will need to be rerouted as indicated on the plans and the petitioners are working on establishing
new easements for these utilities.

Lighting/Photometrics Plan

The petitioners have submitted a lighting plan for the subject property. The proposed light fixtures are

described in the petitioner’s lighting fixture schedule and the locations of the light poles and lit bollards

are shown on the photometric plan. The light poles will be 25 feet in height in the main parking lot, and

along the new driveway off of Parkway North Boulevard. Pre-cast concrete bollards will also be utilized
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at the front of the building and they will be 36” in height. The photometric plan shows that lighting will
approach zero at the development property lines and not spill onto adjacent properties.

Screening of HVAC Rooftop Equipment

The petitioner’s plan indicates that the rooftop HVAC equipment /mechanicals will be screened as
shown on the petitioner’s drawings.

Bike Facilities

The Zoning Ordinance requires that, where appropriate, all developments in the I-1 Office and Research
District have to provide for bicycle storage, safe and smooth internal circulation, and connections to
adjacent developments and bike paths. The petitioner’s plans indicate they will not provide bike racks
as they do not anticipate employees will bike to work but they could install bike racks if their needs
change in the future. A few years ago, Deerfield Road was designated a regional bike corridor by the
Northwest Municipal Conference. In the last few years, an underpass was created for bikes and
pedestrians to cross under the Tollway ramp on the north side of Deerfield Road, and further west on
Deerfield Road in Riverwoods a new bike path and bridge over the Des Plaines River was created by Lake
County. The north side of Deerfield Road is part of Deerfield's bike route in the Village's Comprehensive
Plan, and bikes (and pedestrians) can now easily cross Deerfield Road with the new traffic signal that
became operational a couple of months ago at the intersection of Deerfield Road and Parkway North
Boulevard.

Fire Department Approval

The Deerfield Bannockburn Fire Protection District has approved the site plan for emergency vehicle
accessibility for the public meeting. The petitioners have provided a letter from the Deerfield-
Bannockburn Fire Protection District stating that their preliminary site plan has been approved as
submitted provided that the building is equipped with an automatic sprinkler system and the fire
department connection for this system be located on the street side of the building within 100 feet of a
municipal fire hydrant.

CONCLUSIONS

The preliminary development plan for an office building in this area of the Parkway North Center was
approved many years ago and the Parkway North Center annexation agreement allows the preliminary
development plan to be good for the life of the annexation agreement. The American Board of
Psychiatry and Neurology which purchased this site is now coming back to the Village for approval of the
final development plan for the proposed office building, and is also seeking a wall sign for the office
building that was not part of the previously approved sign plan.

The Plan Commission has reviewed the final development plan for the property and they believe the
petitioner’s request for approval of a final development plan is appropriate. The Plan Commission
believes the final development plan is in keeping with the high quality development that the Village
desires. The Plan Commission believes the proposed development is well planned and will be an asset
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to the Parkway North Center and to the community. The Plan Commission believes the architecture of
the proposed office building is aesthetically pleasing and reflects the high standards of visually quality,
the site is well landscaped, and is the proposed office development is consistent with the existing high
quality development in the Parkway North Center. The Plan Commission believes the proposed office
building is well planned and will not create a negative impact on surrounding properties. The proposed
development meets all of the requirements of the Parkway North Center annexation agreement. The
Plan Commission is pleased that a lot of the parking area will be landbanked rather than paved. ABPN
can landbank so much of the parking area on the site because less parking is needed due to the small
number of full time employees (40 on a daily basis) and conference attendees will be shuttled to and
from the property from hotels rather than driving.

Aside from a very favorable land use plan for their property, the American Board of Psychiatry and
Neurology is a very prestigious organization to locate in Deerfield. The proposed office building will
have a sufficient amount of conference space on site so that ABPN can host their conferences in the
fields of psychiatry and neurology that are attended by experts from the United Stated and
internationally.

RECOMMENDATION

Accordingly, it is the recommendation of the Plan Commission that the American Board of Psychiatry
and Neurology’s request to amend the Parkway North Center sign plan to allow a wall sign at the new
office building for ABPN, and approval of a final development plan for ABPN at 7 Parkway North Center,
be approved.

Ayes: (6) Benton, Berg, Bromberg, Jacoby, Shayman, Oppenheim
Nays: (0) None

Respectfully submitted,
Mary Oppenheim, Chairperson
Deerfield Plan Commission



PLAN COMMISSION
VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD

The Plan Commission of the Village of Deerfield held a Public Hearing Meeting at
7:30P.M. on April 14, 2016 at the Village Hall, 850 Waukegan Road, Deerfield, lllinois.

Present were: Mary Oppenheim, Chairperson
Larry Berg
Al Bromberg
Elaine Jacoby
Stuart Shayman

Absent were: Bob Benton
Jim Moyer

Also present: Jeff Ryckaert, Principal Planner
Dan Nakahara, Associate Planner

Public Comment on a Non-Agenda ltem

No public comment on a non-agenda item

(1) Public Hearing re: Request for Approval to Amend the Parkway North Center
Sign Plan to Allow a Wall Sign at 7 Parkway North Center and Workshop
Meeting re: Request for Approval of Final Development Plan for 7 Parkway
North (American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology)

Donna Pugh, Attorney, Foley & Lardner LLP, submitted proof of mailing, stated that the
Petitioners are seeking an Amendment to the Parkway North Sign Plan to allow a wall
sign. The proposed wall sign for ABPN will not exceed one percent of the south
building wall. Ms. Pugh then introduced Dr. Larry Faulkner, President and CEO of the
American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology (ABPN), the owner of the 7 Parkway
North property, to speak on ABPN’s goals for the property.

Dr. Faulkner identified ABPN as one of twenty-four member boards of the American
Board of Medical Specialists, which provides board certification and maintenance of the
certification for physicians throughout the United States. ABPN focuses on two of those
specializations: psychiatry and neurology. ABPN’s main function is to determine the
characteristics and qualifications of individuals who seek to become Board Certified in
psychiatry and neurology and to develop examinations to determine their competence in
providing quality patient care in psychiatry and neurology. APBN is the only recognized
Board in the United States that develops and maintains the examinations that certify



Public Hearing
April 14, 2016
Page 2

psychiatrists and neurologists. ABPN will use their proposed 7 Parkway North building
as a meeting place to develop the certification examinations for psychiatry and
neurology, host small conferences throughout the year in the fields of psychiatry and
neurology to gather and assist in writing the examinations. There will also be larger
conferences a few times a year for individuals from all of the major associations and
professional organizations in psychiatry and neurology to assess certain important
controversial issues in regards to developing, identifying and evaluating the competence
of psychiatrists and neurologists.

Chairperson Oppenheim asked the petitioners explain their request to land bank the
majority of their parking spaces. Nate Koschmann, Architect, Perkins Eastman,
commented that their decision to land bank the majority of the parking spaces was
based on ABPN’s use of the property, in which there will be a small number of full time
employees whose offices are located in the building while the vast majority of
individuals visiting the building are going to be conference attendees flying in from out of
town and staying in nearby hotels. He added that based on the function of ABPN’s
programs and conferences, the petitioners are confident that only fulltime employees
will be driving to the facility on a daily basis, whereas conference attendees will be
coming from nearby hotels, or be transported by hotel shuttles or taxi services. The
landbanking plan demonstrates how the landbanked area will meet the parking
requirements should their needs change in the future. The number of required parking
for the proposed office building is 150 parking space, with 48 parking spaces provided
and 92 parking spaces being landbanked.

Mr. Koschmann commented that there is not a current demand for bike racks among
the fulltime ABPN employees, and it is not foreseen that any of the conference
attendees will be using bikes to travel to and from their building, so they are not
planning on installing bike racks on-site. Chairperson Oppenheim commented that the
conference attendees are going to be flying in from out of town and staying in nearby
hotels, and are not likely to use bicycles to travel from the hotel to ABPN’s facility. Mr.
Koschmann commented that it was a very short distance from the hotel (referring to the
Marriot Hotel within the Parkway North Center) to the 7 Parkway North property, and
conference attendees are foreseen to walk over or be dropped off by the hotel shuttle.
Chairperson Oppenheim commented that bike storage was put into the Village’s Zoning
Code as an effort to encourage biking as a mode of transportation. She asked if there
was a place to put a bike rack on the 7 Parkway North property in the future if there
were employees that expressed interest in riding their bikes to work. Mr. Koschmann
confirmed that they would be able to find an area for bike storage should the need arise.

Mr. Koschmann presented the Plan Commission with the building materials samples for
the exterior of the building (brick, metal and glass building samples). He noted that the
brick will be a Norman brick size to achieve a more linear look to the building. The
design and materials of the 7 Parkway North building are meant to keep with the design
and look of the other buildings in the Parkway North Center. Mr. Koschmann noted that
they addressed the special use standards as part of their submission. Mr. Koschmann
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clarified that of the150 parking spaces, 92 parking spaces will be landbanked.
Chairperson Oppenheim asked if the Petitioners were still planning on providing 18
parking spaces at grade, and 40 underground parking garage spaces for the 7 Parkway
North property. Mr. Koschmann confirmed this and that the number of parking spaces
they will be providing has not changed.

Craig Soncrant, Landscape Architect, Wolff Landscape Architecture, commented that
there have been minor adjustments to the landscape plan since the prefiling conference
but overall landscape design is consistent with the landscaping throughout the Parkway
North Center. There is an informal landscape approach at the outer areas of the subject
property, and the landscaping becomes a little more formal in nature closer to the
building. The landscape design at the approach coming in off of Parkway North
Boulevard creates a guiding path towards the entrance of the building. The parking area
will be well landscaped and screened, with a large grass area (the land banked area) in
front of the parking lot, which creates a softened look between the building and the
parking lot. There is a patio at the back of the building that approaches the Parkway
North pond, with some additional screening on the north side of the building.
Chairperson Oppenheim commented that the tree preservation plan has a number of
existing, reasonably healthy ash trees that are going to stay on the property. Mr.
Soncrant confirmed that upon initial inspection the trees appeared to be in decent
shape; and that their plan is to preserve those ash trees.

Steve Corcoran, Traffic Engineer, Eriksson Engineering Associates LTD, prepared the
parking and traffic study for the 7 Parkway North property. Mr. Corcoran considered the
traffic study for the new proposed building for the 8 Parkway North property in his traffic
study, and found that the road system within the Parkway North Center can handle the
traffic from both the 7 Parkway North and the proposed 8 Parkway North properties, as
well as the traffic generated by the Woodview apartment building. Mr. Corcoran
reiterated that their proposal to landbank much of the parking area was based on
ABPN'’s low demand for parking at the facility due to the unique use of the building. He
noted that there will be 58 parking spaces on the property, but the landbanked area
would allow for an additional 92 parking spaces for a total number of 150 parking
spaces. There are two access easements for the property: One easement is to the east,
the Walgreens Property at 6 Parkway North, which is a relocation of an existing
easement to allow for Walgreens to have a second access in and out of their parking
lot, as well as to provide a cross emergency access for the fire department to access
both properties in case the main driveways are blocked. The second easement is being
worked out to the west, off of the main north/south road (property of 8 Parkway North) to
allow 7 Parkway North access to and from their parking garage and visitor lot.

Mike Renner, Principal, Engineer, Eriksson Engineering Associates LTD, commented
that the petitioners are currently working on finalizing the agreements for the 7 utilities
and 4 easements; and pointed out that the utilities and easements are not only going to
be beneficial to 7 Parkway North, but to the other Parkway North Center properties as
well. Mr. Renner commented that the dry utilities including electric, telephone and cable
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TV are going to be relocated as well; however, they are working with their neighbors to
ensure that their business operations are not inconvenienced during the relocation, and
are going to perform the relocations after work hours or on the weekends. 7 Parkway
North has been working with the Village as well as 8 Parkway North on the sewer water
to ensure that there is adequate retention provided (with consideration of the land
banked spaces). Mr. Renner reiterated that their parking and traffic study found that the
infrastructure and roadway improvements made for the property are adequate to serve
the building.

Chairperson Oppenheim asked staff for clarification on if there is an understanding that
the easements and agreements need to be accomplished by the first or second reading
of the ordinance. Mr. Ryckaert commented that standard practice was that the
easements and agreements would need to be completed by the seconded reading of
the ordinance with the Board of Trustees. Ms. Pugh commented that the easements are
completed, and they are all out for signature, as well as under review by the Village’s
Engineering Department.

Chairperson Oppenheim asked the petitioners to speak on their request for approval to
Amend the Parkway North Center Sign Plans to allow a Wall Sign at 7 Parkway North
Center, and commented that the sign is in conformance with the Village’s Code, but the
reason the sign needed a formal approval was that it was not a part of the preliminary
approval for the 7 Parkway North site. Ms. Pugh commented that the sign is very
understated and tasteful. Chairperson Oppenheim commented that the sign identifies
the building and the tenant (ABPN).

Z})\Zublic Hearing re:Request for Approval to Amend the Shoppers Court 9/83/
ommercial Planned Unit Development to Permit Major Renovations to th 6
Deexield Road Building to Convert This Building Into a Multi-Tenant Buitding
and Rensyations to the Sidewalk at the West End of the Village Qwhed Parking
Lot; and a Spscial Use for a Self-Improvement Facility for Shredd415 Deerfield
LLC. (The SpeciatUse Portion for Shredd415 Was Contirflied Because the
Petitioner Is Not Readyo Proceed.)

plan is to re-lease the preperty and in order to do this the entire_building needs to
undergo a complete-renovation. The addition of store front windows_and doors on the
east and wesg.sfde of the building will allow the building owners to divide_the property
into smaller"spaces (smallest space being 1,800 square feet) with as many~as five
tengmts. The petitioners are confident that there is a demand for smaller tenantspaces
of Deerfield. Mr. Berger noted that in order to put doors on the east fagade, the Village-



PLAN COMMISSION
VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD

The Plan Commission of the Village of Deerfield held a Workshop Meeting at 7:30 P.M.
on April 14, 2016 at the Village Hall, 850 Waukegan Road, Deerfield, lllinois.

Present were: Mary Oppenheim, Chairperson
Larry Berg
Al Bromberg
Elaine Jacoby
Stuart Shayman

Absent were: Bob Benton
Jim Moyer

Also present: Jeff Ryckaert, Principal Planner
Dan Nakahara, Associate Planner

(1a) Discussion of Wall Sign and Final Development Plan for 7 Parkway North in the
Parkway North Center on Site 7 (American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology)

Chairperson Oppenheim explained that the petitioners are requesting the Plan
Commission’s favorable recommendation to the Board of Trustees based on their
substantial conformance with their previously approved Preliminary Development plan
and approval to amend the Parkway North Center Sign Plan to allow a wall sign at 7
Parkway North. The Commissioners were in favor of the requests and thought that the
proposed building will be an asset to the community. The Commissioners also felt that
the wall sign was appropriate for the building and did not have any issues with it.

Commissioner Bromberg motioned to approve the Amendment to the Parkway North
Center Sign Plan to allow a Wall Sign at 7 Parkway North, and the Final Development
Plan for 7 Parkway North in the Parkway North Center on Site 7. Commissioner Jacoby
seconded the motion. The vote was as follows:

Ayes: (5) Berg, Bromberg, Jacoby, Shayman, Oppenheim
Nays: (0) None

The motions passed and will be on the May 2" Village Board Meeting agenda.
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Y eeney stated that the parking study was conservative in that the counts forja
Parkway™mggh building remained in the study despite the fact that the buildi®®Wwould be
be removed persagtinal Development Plan of the 8 Parkway Norijse#.

Chairperson Oppenheim thanK®ekte Petitioners for giefg the Plan Commission a very
complete packet with their proposed FimadDexe®pment Plan. Chairperson Oppenheim
clarified for the record that the Prelimiga®FDeMsgument Plan was previously approved
during the initial development gis#fe Parkway North C®eégr. and that the proposed Final
Development Plan waggeMarily staying within the paramete™saf{the previously
approved Preligg®y Plans. The next step in the process is for the P®sgQners to return
to the Plg@€ommission for a final workshop meeting to ask for the CommisSteg,
gweTable recommendation for the Final Development Plan for the 8 Parkway North S%4.

(3) Prefiling Conference: Request for Approval of a Final Development Plan for 7
Parkway North in the Parkway North Center on Site 7 (Parkway North Center
and American Board of Psychiatry and Neuroloqgy)

Donna Pugh, Attorney, Foley & Lardner LLP, identified the American Board of
Psychiatry and Neurology (ABPN) as the owner of the 7 Parkway North site; and
introduced: Dr. Larry Faulkner, President and CEO of ABPN; Julia Randles,
Preconstruction Manager at Berglund Construction; Jerry Walleck, Principal at Perkins
Eastman; Nate Koschmann, Senior Associate at Perkins Eastman; Ted Wolff,
Landscape Architect at Wolff Landscape Architecture; Steve Corcoran, Director of
Traffic Engineering at Eriksson Engineering Associates LTD; and, Mike Renner,
Principal and Vice President of Eriksson Engineering Associates LTD.

ABPN has been the owner of the 7 Parkway North site for over 2 years, and has looked
forward to the development of the property for a long time. ABPN was founded in 1934,
and serves the public interest by promoting excellence in the professions of psychiatry
and neurology through certification and maintenance of the certification process. The
Final Development Plan for the 7 Parkway North site includes a 41,000 square foot
office building with 58 parking spaces (40 of which are underground parking spaces).
The petitioners worked very closely with the neighboring properties on the relocation of
easements, as well as accesses to and from the property. Ms. Pugh stated that they
have received a tentative approval of the design for the Final Development Plan for the
7 Parkway North site from the Parkway North Center Association with two conditions:
1.) Must ultimately reach an agreement with the other Parkway North property owners
on the relocations of easements; and, 2.) Reach an agreement, and provide proper
documentation of the relocation of the utilities. She presented the tentative approval
letter to the Plan Commission.

The petitioners are seeking: 1.) Approval of the Final Development Plan for the 7
Parkway North site; and, 2.) Approval to landbank much of the required parking for their
proposed office building. Ms. Pugh explained that the ABPN’s use of the building would
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not warrant the need for very much parking, as the majority of the individuals visiting the
building would not be driving to the location, but rather taking public transportation or
hotel shuttle/taxi services to the office building. The petitioners noted that the required
number of parking spaced based on the Village’s Code and the Annexation Agreement
far exceed the number of parking spaces actually needed based on the actual use of
the building. The Final Development Plan for the 7 Parkway North site reflects the
property’s ability to accommodate all of the required parking through landbanking. They
will be able to provide the required parking if it becomes needed in the future. The Final
Development Plan provides 58 parking spaces (40 of which are underground) and
landbanking 93 parking spaces.

Jerry Walleck commented that the design of the 7 Parkway North building is based on
ABPN’s aspirations for the site. The design of the building is different from a traditional
office building, with two major differences: 1.) The offices are more open with external
window views; and, 2.) There is more conference space (a demand based on the
design of ABPN’s programming).

Nate Koschmann noted that ABPN certifies psychologists and neurologists in the United
States and the organization’s objective is to stay up to date on the science of psychiatry
and neurology. To do this, they are constantly developing testing materials on current
methods and practices. A lot of the implementation in developing certification tests
involves conference attendees coming from different parts of the country. The ABPN’s
current office location does not have the space needed to host their conferences on
site, and they have resorted to hosting their conferences at off-site locations. The
design of the 7 Parkway North property was based on a vision to develop an office that
better suits ABPN employee’s daily needs, as well as a sufficient amount of conference
space so that APBN can host their programs in-house. ABPN is planning on providing
their conference attendees with overnight accommodations at a nearby hotel, ideally the
Marriott Hotel located within the Parkway North Center, which would allow attendees to
easily commute to and from the 7 Parkway North site by taking hotel shuttle services or
walking. The interior building space is arranged to accommodate the 48 full time
employees and up to 75 conference attendees. Based on the small number of year-
round fulltime employees, and the projection that conference attendees will be shuttled
to and from the property (rather than driving their own vehicles); the petitioners have
determined that there is not a great demand or need for parking. The petitioner would
like to create a sustainable landscape in place of the unneeded parking spaces.

Mr. Walleck reiterated that the building is sectioned so that part of the building is an
office space, and part of the building is a conference center. The conferences are
generally made up of a group of between 15 to 25 attendees who participate in the
writing of the tests. The ABPN also hosts larger conferences for around 75 attendees a
couple of times a year. The underground parking garage has 40 spaces for employees
that working in the building on a daily basis. The annexation agreement requirement for
the number of parking spaces for a 41,000 square foot office building is 4 parking
spaces per 1,000 square feet. Mr. Walleck reiterated that they are seeking approval to
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provide fewer parking spaces than what is required, and landbanking the rest of the
parking in landscaping.

Chairperson Oppenheim asked if the landscaped area in front of the parking lot was
considered the “landbanked” area. Mr. Walleck confirmed, and added that the building
was actually positioned so that the landbanked area is the yard of the 7 Parkway North
building. The structure of the building is L-shaped, creating the opportunity for a front
yard and a back terrace. The L-shape also provides a protected outdoor space so that
employees and conference attendees could work outside with a little more privacy than
being out in the open. The offices are located at the front of the building looking out onto
the front yard so that employees can enjoy the landscaped greenery from inside the
building as well. The building design takes into account ABPN’s employees and
conference attendees’ creative needs, as well as the specific uses of the building. The
first floor building layout has a landscaped area in the front yard, entry to the building to
a reception area, a first floor conference center, and an outdoor terrace area with views
of the pond. Mr. Walleck explained that the first floor is primarily designed for the visiting
conference attendees’ users.

Mr. Koschmann explained that the 7 Parkway North site is located at the corner of the
pond, so the L-shaped architectural design allows the building to be positioned in a way
that maximizes the views of the pond. He noted that they are negotiating an easement
with the Quadrangle property (8 Parkway North) to allow for permanent access to the
underground garage on the north side of the building. The trash enclosure is on the
east side of the building and the Walgreens building (6 Parkway North building).

Mr. Walleck commented that the upper floor is designed for the fulltime employees’ office
uses. The upper floor includes an office area, a café and a small conference space area.
The building has an atrium facing the terrace, and stairs connecting the first and second
floor. Mr. Walleck noted that a lighter color palette was used for the building in order to
blend in with the rest of the buildings in the Parkway North Center development. He added
that because the 7 Parkway North building is a smaller scale the they decided to use brick
instead of precast. They feel that this material is a little more intimate with the scale of the
building. The building is a combination of brick, glass, metal panels and stone. The
monument signage at the front of the site is in accordance with the standards of the
Parkway North Center; and nothing different is being done with the signage there. There is
an additional signage opportunity at the building entryway and they are proposing a type of
limestone wall sign on the building.

Mike Renner commented that there are many different utilities that are within the subject
property within easements, and a utility owned and maintained by the Village (water
main). The Petitioners intend to reroute all of the utilities, and explained that existing
easements need to be relocated and the utilities need to be built to provide continuous
services for the other buildings within the development.
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Mr. Renner noted that a storm water utility is in an easement. Currently, storm water from
the 5 Parkway North building is routed through their property, and discharges out to the
retention basin. He added that the development team for the 8 Parkway North site has
conveyed their plans to remove the 5 Parkway North building and replace it with a parking
lot. The two development teams have will be comparing drawings in regards to the existing
storm sewer, so the petitioners have yet to determine if the storm sewer is going to remain
or not. At this point, the Final Development Plan maintains the 8 Parkway North site’s
sewer that comes through the 7 Parkway North property (as it is within an existing
easement). Mr. Renner identified a manhole that exists within the Walgreens property (6
Parkway North), and explained that not only does the storm sewer from the 5 Parkway
North building come through the 7 Parkway North property, but it's also routed through the
Walgreen’s property as it makes its way to the retention pond; and stated that there are a
lot of entities involved with the civil engineering part of this project. Mr. Renner stated that
there is adequate storm water detention in the basin; however, with the location of the
basin being on the north side of the 7 Parkway North property, developing a route for the
water from the parking lot to travel past the building (and avoid flooding the land banked
area) has proved to be a challenge. The petitioners are proposing to build a storm sewer
that has adequate capacity for the parking lot storm water overflow. He commented that
although they will be landbanking the majority of the required parking spaces, the storm
sewer will be capable of conveying the storm water in the event that those parking spaces
are ever constructed in the future. Mr. Renner noted an existing stub within an easement
that runs east towards the Walgreens property that they will connect to. The dry utilities
include: electrical, telephone, cable TV and gas; and based on the easements and the
property’s utility needs the dry utilities are either being relocated or remaining in their
current location(s).

Mr. Renner reiterated that the trash enclosure is on the east side of the building facing 6
Parkway North, the Walgreens property. They are proposing to reconstruct some of that
pavement in order to accommodate their trash enclosure area, as well as handle storm
water overflow from the Walgreens property. Currently, there is an overflow route that
discharges storm water from part of the Walgreens parking lot across the 7 Parkway North
property as it travels to the retention pond. They are planning on accommodating the
overflow from Walgreens parking lot by picking the water up within the storm sewer, and
conveying to the pond. He noted that the accessible parking spaces are located at the
entry leading up to the front door of the building and if there is a need for more
handicapped spaces in the future, there are landbanked spaces in the front of the building
that can be transformed for that purpose. Mr. Renner pointed out a new median cut in
Parkway North Blvd. that will provide northbound left turns into their property and left turns
out of their property. Emergency fire equipment accessibility has been discussed with the
Deerfield Bannockburn Fire District in regards to their site plan and the proposed median
cut in Parkway North Blvd.

Ted Wolff noted that they have taken a survey of existing trees on the property in order
to create a landscape that’s integrated with the Parkway North Center as a whole, so
that the 7 Parkway North site is a seamless part of the property. The petitioner’s goal is
to create a beautiful and functional landscape plan, in which both the building and the
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site are considered a part of the landscape. The landscape plan is designed to create
seasonal interest with flowering trees and evergreen plants, as well as species diversity
with cognitive, educated decisions made on the types of plants selected for the site.
There is going to be some screening between the 7 Parkway North site and their
neighbors to the north and west.

Mr. Wolff reiterated that the site will provide terrific employee amenity areas, driven by
the understanding of ABPN and their programing. ABPN employees and conference
attendees are not only going to use areas within the building to perform their work, but
also utilize the outdoor area as a part of their work environment. Mr. Wolff also noted
the importance that ABPN placed on maintaining views to the pond, which influenced
the decision to orient the building to frame the view of the pond with the L-shape
architectural design. He commented on the physical connection to the pond with a
walkway, the orientation of the courtyard. Another focus is providing external lighting
throughout the property with beautiful, functional and attractive qualities. Most of the
existing trees on the property are being maintained, however, some trees will be
removed due to functional purposes, such as the trees that conflict with the new curb
cut. The plan extends the existing Parkway North landscaped area to continue along the
private drive to the south and the east-west drive that goes towards the 8 Parkway
North site. Mr. Wolff pointed out that the driveways within the Parkway North Center
function as a loop road, which allows vehicles to easily move around the Park. The
access to the front of the 7 Parkway North building from the “loop road” works well in
with the drop off area. The parking lot is both landscaped on the perimeter as well as
slightly screened from the building with multi stemmed trees. The building entry is
designed to create a welcoming atmosphere as the visitor enters into the building with
white spire birch trees decorating both sides of the entryway. The space flows from the
building entry through the atrium and back out to the courtyard. The layout of the
courtyard is designed to accommodate both large and small groups. The connection to
the pond has a slight grade change, which is integrated with some steps, as well as an
accessible route, leading down towards the pond. Mr. Wolff pointed out that the
sidewalk at the drop off location at the entrance to the building will have a zero curb and
a textured accessible sidewalk surface that separates the sidewalk from the curb.

Mr. Wolff pointed out that the landscaping for the Final Development Plan is currently a
detailed schematic design, and they are looking forward to further enhancing the design
for the next meeting based on the Village’s feedback. Chairperson Oppenheim
commented on the impressive amount of landscaping conveyed in their plan, and is an
advocate of the petitioner's commitment not to paving in areas that don’t warrant the
need. She supports their request for landbanking unneeded parking spaces in favor of
creating more landscaped areas on the property.

Steve Corcoran clarified that the traffic signal on Deerfield Road was in operation during
their traffic study noting that traffic generated on Deerfield Road with the traffic signal
was a part of the traffic counts. He also noted that their study includes traffic generated
from the road between the Walgreen'’s site, and the north-south road that travels
through the 8 Parkway North site. Mr. Corcoran commented that the north-south road
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currently generates a relatively low amount of traffic. Mr. Corcoran noted that most of
the visitors are anticipated to come to the subject property will come from the Parkway
North Marriott Hotel Property. He noted that the reality is that there not a large volume
of traffic that will be generated from the 7 Parkway North building.

The total traffic volumes for the 7 Parkway North site were generated in several ways
including traffic generated by the 7 Parkway North site. Mr. Corcoran explained that
there is going to be a very specific pattern of traffic for employees and conference
attendees traveling to and from the site. There will be approximately 48 to 50 fulltime
employees working from the site, which is a relatively small number of fulltime
employees for a 41,000 square foot office building. The daily traffic generated by
fulltime employees is going to be far less traffic than would typically be anticipated for
an office building of this size. Mr. Corcoran explained that the 7 Parkway North building
is not a “public building” and not open to the public. The conferences that ABPN will
host at the 7 Parkway North property generate a specific number of attendees (once a
week small group conferences have 15 to 25 attendees; and larger, periodical
conferences have around 75 attendees). Conferences are scheduled and attendees will
be on specific schedule traveling to and from the building at specific times of the day.
The traffic study considered the traffic generated by fulltime employees, as well as the
traffic generated by conference attendees, and concluded that the 7 Parkway North will
be a low traffic generator. The traffic study also considered the traffic generated by the
Woodview Apartments, assuming total building occupancy. Mr. Corcoran explained that
the traffic numbers for the 8 Parkway North site were not a part of the traffic study report
presented to the Plan Commission, but assured the Plan Commission that he generated
a new capacity analysis report which considered the traffic generated by the 8 Parkway
North site, and concluded that the results don’t change. Mr. Corcoran pointed out that
the traffic generated by the 5 Parkway North building (which is going to be removed,
and replaced by a parking lot) was also considered in the traffic study, and noted that
that building generates far more traffic than the 7 Parkway North building is anticipated
to generate. The traffic study determined that there is no traffic capacity issue in regards
to the current road infrastructure being able to accommodate the low amount of traffic
generated by the proposed 7 Parkway North ABPN office building.

Mr. Corcoran explained that the road that connected to the Walgreens property was
moved down to the south closer to Parkway North Blvd., which is going to serve as a
secondary access into their property for emergency purposes, with their main entrance
remaining further to the east on Parkway North Blvd. Mr. Corcoran reiterated that the
Fire District has given the plan their preliminary approval. There is going to be a one
lane in-and-out driveway to the employee parking garage that can be accessed from the
north-south road; it's anticipated to be the heaviest traveled driveway. Visitor access is
going to be provided through a driveway on Parkway North Blvd., which continues
around and exits onto the north-south circulation road.

Mr. Corcoran explained that the Parkway North Center limits the number of directional
signs, specifically in regards to the address. The address for the 7 Parkway North
building is going to be by the Parkway North Blvd. entrance so that it is visible from the
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road. The Final Development Plan is proposing a median cut by the Parkway North
Blvd. entrance so that visitors and/or delivery services can easily make a direct turn into
the property, rather than passing the site on the north-south route and having to make a
U-turn further up. The access provided by the median cut would also serve as an
emergency access allowing the Fire Department to enter the property from either
direction. Mr. Corcoran reiterated that the Final Development Plan proposes providing
58 parking spaces and landbanking the remaining 93 required parking spaces. He
noted that the building’s demand for parking spaces is far less than a typical building of
its size based on the small number of fulltime employees.

Ms. Pugh introduced Dr. Larry Faulkner, President and CEO of ABPN for comment. Dr.
Faulkner stated that ABPN was planning on running their programs out of the 7
Parkway North site for many years to come, and expressed their enthusiasm about the
site and the design of the building. He feels that this site and the building are going to
make a positive statement in their profession of psychiatry and neurology, and with their
hundreds of visitors every year.

Chairperson Oppenheim explained that the Petitioners proposal for approval of the 7
Parkway North Final Development Plan should: 1.) Provide documentation of
agreements confirming the relocation of easements and utilities; 2.) Clarify the rationale
for landbanking parking spaces rather than building out the required number of parking
spaces; 3.) Clearly note that the land banked parking area can be paved if additional
parking spaces were needed in the future; 4.) Emphasize the fact that the storm sewer
is being built to accommodate the runoff from the parking lot if the land bank area is
eventually paved. Commissioner Benton also advised the petitioners to mention that the
engineering changes that are being proposed is to relocate the easements accordingly
are not only going to benefit the 7 Parkway North property, but the other properties
within the Parkway North Center as well. Ms. Pugh commented that the utilities’ current
infrastructure was designed as if there would be one owner for the entire development,
which is why cross-easements exist across the different properties within the Parkway
North Center. This is also why they have a complicated easement and utilities situation
to figure out. Chairperson Oppenheim inquired as to whether the 8 Parkway North site
and the 7 Parkway North site would be built out at the same time. Mr. Sweeney,
Quadrangle, commented that the development of the 8 Parkway North site would likely
occur after the construction of the 7 Parkway North site, as 8 Parkway North has yet to
secure a tenant for their proposed 8 Parkway North building.

The Plan Commission approve
motion passed by voice vote.

ruary 11, 2016 meeting. The




















































































































































































































































REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

Agenda Iltem: 16-45

Subject: Report and Recommendation of the Plan Commission re: Request for an
Amendment to the Shopper’s Court Planned Unit Development to Permit
Renovations to 636 Deerfield Road Building and Renovations to the
Sidewalk at the West End of the Village Owned Parking Lot.

Action Requested: Approval for Recommendation
Originated by: Plan Commission
Referred to: Mayor and Board of Trustees

Summary of Background and Reason for Request:

The petitioners are requesting approval to allow an amendment to the Shopper’s Court
commercial planned unit development to permit major renovations to 636 Deerfield
Road Building to convert this building into a multi-tenant building, and allow renovations
to the sidewalk at the west end of the Village-Owned parking lot. The Plan Commission
is recommending approval of the plans.

Reports and Documents Attached:

Recommendation

Public Hearing & Workshop Minutes 4/14/16

Prefiling Conference Minutes 2/11/16

Appearance Review Commission Minutes 2/22/16, 1/25/16
Airphoto

Zoning Map

Petitioner’s Materials

Date Referred to Board: May 2, 2016

Action Taken:




RECOMMENDATION
TO: Mayor and Board of Trustees
FROM: Plan Commission
DATE: April 14, 2016

RE: Request for approval to amend the Shoppers Court commercial planned unit
development to permit major renovations to the 636 Deerfield Road building to convert
the one tenant building into a multi-tenant building,and changes to the west end of the
Village owned municipal parking lot — Bensenville Associates, LLC

We transmit for your consideration a recommendation adopted by the Plan Commission
of the Village of Deerfield on the request of the petitioners for an amendment to the
Shoppers Court commercial planned unit development to permit major renovations to
the property and changes to the west side of the Village owned property. The Plan
Commission held a public hearing on April 14, 2016. At that public hearing, the
petitioners presented testimony and documentary evidence in support of the request. A
copy of the public hearing and workshop minutes are attached.

In support of its request, the Plan Commission makes the following findings of fact and
conclusions:

FINDINGS OF FACT

Subject Property

The subject property consists of Deerfield Shopper’s Court. The property is zoned C-1
Village Center District and consists of two buildings and two separate parking areas.
The buildings in Shopper’s Court consist of approximately 24,973 square feet total and
the Shopper’'s Court property is approximately 71,874 square feet in area (1.65 acres).
The easternmost building contained the former Overstock Furniture Sales with
approximately 13,853 square feet. The westernmost building consists of the Deerfield
Bank and Trust of approximately 2,892 square feet; the former RHT kitchen and bath
store of approximately 1,450 square feet; the Koenig & Strey real estate office of
approximately 1,600 square feet; a Chinese restaurant (Golden Star Chinese Food) of
approximately 1,070 square feet; a dry cleaners (Hanalei Cleaners) of approximately
1,217 square feet; and an Italian restaurant (Italian Kitchen Restaurant) of
approximately 2,814 square feet. In 2007, the Village granted approval of the Deerfield
Bank and Trust Special Use, and the petitioners made facade improvements to the
building and site improvements.



Surrounding Land Use and Zoning

North: R-3 Single Family Residence District, single family homes

South: (across Deerfield Road) C-1 Village Center District, Deerfield Centre/Prime
Source Centre

East: C-1 Village Center District, publicly owned parking lot (Village of Deerfield)

West: C-1 Village Center District, U.S. Bank property

Proposed Plan

The proposed plan is for major renovations to the 636 Deerfield Road building. The
636 Building is a vacant single story, approximately 13,853 square foot building built in
1951 for a single tenant. For over 65, years the building has remained pretty much the
same and as a result, the building is now in fair to poor condition. In its current
condition the building is unattractive and obsolete. The petitioner would like to re-lease
the property and proposing to convert the one tenant building into a multi-tenant
building. The petitioner’s plans call for front entrances on the east, west and south
elevations. The building’s east facade abuts the Village’s municipal parking lot. There
is a 9 foot wide sidewalk that runs along the east facade, which is on Village property.

There will be new corrugated metal siding with prefinished metal fascia over storefront
glazed windows and doors on the south and west facing facades. The building will
have a steel brow with sun shades at the southeast corner and at the southwest corner.
The steel brow that run along the east and west elevations will not have sun shades.

By adding doors on the facades, the building can be divided into as many as five suites.
In order to add doors to the east facing fagade the petitioner will need to raise the
Village owned sidewalk along the east elevation to line up with the floor of the 636
Building. The petitioner is proposing to set back the storefront doors and windows on
the east facing facade by two feet in order to reduce the impact of the door opening
onto the existing 9 foot wide sidewalk and to add architectural interest.

The elevation drawings show all the proposed exterior materials. The petitioner is
seeking permission to encroach onto the Village owned sidewalk with architectural
elements such as steel, lights and tenant signage and with safety elements such as
steel guard railings. The petitioner will be seeking an easement or license agreement
from the Village for use of this sidewalk (this issue is in the purview of the Board of
Trustees). The petitioner is proposing to restripe one row of parking in the municipal
parking lot to the east of the 636 Building. There are currently 11 parking spaces in the
row including 2 accessible parking spaces. As part of the re-stripping, they are
proposing to relocate an accessible parking space to the north by the new ramp. The
petitioner will need to remove the lamp post currently situated at the north end of the
sidewalk to accommodate an accessible ramp.



The petitioner is proposing to add a new sidewalk that runs along the west facade and
in order to do this they will need to re-locate three parking spaces to the north side of
the building, and remove one of the landscape islands and its two trees on the west
facade. The petitioner will be removing a third tree from the landscaped island, located
at the northwest corner of the building in order to accommodate the new utilities and
utility room.

The petitioner is planning for the installation of two unique sculptural bike racks as well
as commissioned wall art, both along the west facade. The removal of the trees in the
island will expose a unique masonry feature of nine inset panels on the wall and the
petitioner sees this as a great public art opportunity.

Special Use Request for Shredd414 Continued

The petitioners were not ready to proceed with the request for a Special Use for a 3,115
square foot self-improvement facility offering variety cardio and strength training
exercise classes at the northwest corner of the building. This Special Use request has
been continued to June 9.

Commercial PUD

The Shopper’s Court property is a Planned Unit Development and the petitioner will be
amending the PUD to allow the improvements. PUDs are special uses in the C-1 Village
Center District.

Parking

There is a provision in the Zoning Ordinance which addresses parking requirements in
the C-1 Village Center District when a change in use occurs. The Zoning Ordinance
states:

"Whenever the existing use of a building, structure or premises shall hereafter be
changed to a new use, parking and loading facilities shall be provided as
required for such new use. However, if the building or structure was lawfully
erected prior to the effective date of this Ordinance, and it is located in the C-1
Village Center District, additional parking or loading facilities are mandatory only
in the event the floor area of the building or structure is increased, and then only
to the extent required by the additional space. Notwithstanding anything is the
foregoing paragraph, all special use standards set forth in Article 13.11-D shall
be applicable.”

The petitioners are not planning to increase the building floor area and therefore no
additional parking would be required based on the above provision. Although no
additional parking is required to be provided on the subject property, parking is one of
the Plan Commission criteria that is taken into account as part of the establishment of a
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Special Use. If the petitioner needs approval of Special Uses in the future, these use
will be examined on a case by case basis.

There are currently 89 parking spaces available on the Shopper’'s Court property which
includes both parking areas (the large parking lot to the north of the buildings with
approximately 75 parking spaces, and the small parking lot in the front Italian Kitchen
and other uses with 14 spaces).

Under today’s parking requirements in the Zoning Ordinance, a total of 148 spaces
would be required for Shopper’s Court based on the uses on subject property:

Building Areas Required Parking
Former furniture store: 13,853 s.f. 69.2 spaces
(calculated as retail, but could be more if restaurant proposed.)
Real estate office: 1,600 s.f. 6.4 spaces

Bank: 2,891 s.f. 14.5 spaces
Kitchen & bath store: 1,500 s.f. 7.5 spaces
Chinese restaurant: 1,069 s.f. 8.9 spaces

Dry cleaner: 1,217 s.f. 6.1 spaces
Italian restaurant: 2,814 s.f. 35.1 spaces
Total: 24,972 s.f. 148 spaces

- Retail stores require: One(1) space for each 200 square feet of gross floor area.

- Office uses require: One (1) space for each 250 square feet of gross floor area.

- Banks require: One (1) parking space for each 200 square feet of gross floor
area.

- Sit down restaurants require: One(1) parking space for each 60 square feet of
gross floor area.

- Carry out restaurants require: One(1) space for each 120 square feet of gross
floor area.

Village Owned Parking Lot to the East

The Village owned parking lot to the east of the Shopper’s Court property and on the
west side of Rosemary Terrace, across the street from the Methodist Church, currently
contains approximately 50 public parking spaces. There is a 1960 agreement between
the property owner (at that time National Foods), the Church, and the Village. These
entities helped to create the public parking lot. In the agreement, all the parties
contributed money for the new lot. The agreement did not specify that so many parking
spaces were assigned to each entity — the lot was for public parking purposes. The
Village maintains this public parking lot.



Village Owned Sidewalk Directly to East of the 636 Deerfield Road Building

The 636 Deerfield Road (former Overstock Furniture) building’s east facade abuts the
Village’s municipal parking lot. There is a 9 foot wide sidewalk that runs along the east
wall of the 636 Deerfield Road building, which is on Village property. In order to add
doors to the east facing facade the petitioner will need to replace the the Village owned
sidewalk along the east elevation and the new sidewalk will be raised to line up with the
floor of the 636 Deerfield Road Building. The site section drawing (page A5.0) shows
the proposed side view sections along this sidewalk.

The petitioner is proposing to set back the storefront doors and windows on the east
facing facade by two feet in order to reduce the impact of the door opening onto the
existing 9 foot wide sidewalk and to add architectural interest. The petitioner is seeking
permission to encroach onto the sidewalk with architectural elements such as railings,
lights and tenant signage and with safety elements such as painted steel guardrails.
The petitioner will be seeking an easement and license agreement from the Village for
use of this Village owned sidewalk.

Signage

The proposed signage falls into 2 different categories in the Zoning Ordinance: 1)
identification signage (which identifies the building), and 2) signage for the individual
tenants that will occupy the building in the future.

Identification Signage for the Building

Proposed are 2 building identification signs located on the building fin, one on each side,
with the numbers 636.

Zoning Ordinance Compliance for ldentification Signage

Number:

Allowed: One (1) building identification sign shall be allowed for each zoning lot;
Proposed: Two (2) signs are proposed. (2 signs are allowed on a corner lot, this property
is not a corner lot). Sign variation requested.

Area:

Allowed: Ten (10) square feet per sign face is the maximum allowed.
Proposed: 6’3" X 1'7” which equals 10 square feet.

Height:
Allowed: The maximum height for an identification sign is fifteen (15) feet above curb.
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Proposed: Approximately 19'7” above grade to the top of the sign. Sign variation
requested.

Tenant Wall Signhage:

Zoning Ordnance Compliance for Tenant Wall Signage

Number:

For each use occupying a ground floor, one (1) sign facing a public street, public right of
way, or parking area.

Area:
Front and rear wall — 8% of the area of the building wall to which the sign is affixed or

80 square feet, whichever is greater. Sidewall — 4% of the area of the building wall to
which the sign is affixed or 40 square feet, whichever is greater.

Height:

Wall signs may not project higher than the roof deck or more than 30 feet above the
curb level, whichever is lower.

Maximum Distance From the Wall and Mounting

Business wall signs may be located on the outermost wall of the principal building on
the wall. The maximum distance the Village has allowed, without a variation, is one foot
away from the wall, and the wall sign must be mounted directly to the wall. The
proposed wall signage is more than one foot away from the wall, and is not mounted to
the wall but sits on top of the new building element (as shown on the building elevations
drawings)

New Sign Criteria For Tenant Business Signs

The petitioner is establishing a Sign Criteria specifically for the 636 Building in order to
create a consistent and uniform appearance and for the mutual benefit of all tenants.

On the east, south and west facing facades, the Tenant Identification Sign(s) shall be
comprised of three dimensional, fabricated channel type individual letters with white
fronts and sides, and black metal backs. The individual letters of the Tenant Sign shall
not exceed 24" in the event one line of text is used or 36” total height in the event two
lines of text are used. The sign letters shall sit on top of the horizontal steel brow that
extends 18” from the wall. The letters shall be internally lighted with all conductors,
transformers etc., concealed as much as possible. The letter style and font will be the
choice of the tenant. Colored tenant logos will be allowed, but limited to two colors in
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addition to white. For each tenant occupying the building, no more than one tenant sign
facing in any single direction will be permitted except for tenants with multiple facades.
Tenants with multiple facades are permitted no more than one sign per facade. At the
building corners, signage letters shall not project more than 12” past the face of the
particular building facade. On the north facing facade, the tenant sign shall be affixed
directly to the wall and shall be externally lit with gooseneck type fixtures.

The existing sign criteria for the other portion of the Shopper’s Court (646-660 Deerfield
Road) will not change.

HVAC
The petitioner is proposing to screen the roof top units.

Bicycle Facilities

Ordinance 0-02-09 states: Where appropriate all developments in the C-1 Village
Center District shall provide for facilities for the storage of bicycles as appropriate for
the development.

The petitioner is planning for the installation of two unique sculptural bike racks along
the west wall of the building.

Public Art on Private Property

Ordinance O-15-22, approved in 2015, requires applicants for commercial development in
the Village Center to give consideration to providing public art on the property. The
petitioner is planning for the installation of two unique sculptural bike racks as well as
commissioned wall art on the west side of the building as shown on the west elevation
drawing and site plan. The removal of the trees in the existing landscape island will
expose a unigue masonry feature of nine inset panels on the wall and the petitioner sees
this as a great public art opportunity.

CONCLUSIONS

Compatible with Existing Development

The Plan Commission believes the proposed amendment to the Shoppers Court PUD
to allow changes to the property will be compatible with existing development and
should not impede the orderly development and improvement of surrounding
properties. The Plan Commission believes the proposed renovations to the property
will be compatible with the existing development in the area. They believe the
proposed improvements will modernize the building and make it more attractive to
future tenants. The Plan Commission believes the proposed renovations are well
planned and will be a benefit to this property and to the Village. They believe the
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renovations are suitable for the Shoppers Court property. They believe the proposed
changes will not have an adverse impact on the rest of the PUD or on surrounding
properties. The exterior changes to the building are aesthetically pleasing and tastefully
done. The proposed renovations will create more shopping opportunities in the Village
Center; a good sense of place with a human scale; and more of a community spot. The
proposed renovations to this development will also add to the walkability of the Village
Center. The developer will be providing a place on the west wall of the building for
public art.

Lot of Sufficient Size

The Plan Commission believes the subject property is of sufficient size for the proposed
renovations. The Plan Commission believes the property is suitable for the proposed
renovations and they will not create a negative impact on surrounding properties. The
footprint of the building is not expanding. The Plan Commission believes changes to
the Village owned property as shown on the petitioner’s plan are appropriate. The Plan
Commission believes the Village should grant an easement or license agreement to
allow these changes on the Village owned property as they believe the proposed
renovation plans for the property will be an asset for the Village Center.

Traffic

The Plan Commission believes the proposed renovations should not create traffic
problems on the subject property and should not have an adverse impact on
surrounding properties. The traffic and circulation patterns on the site are not changing
significanlty. The Plan Commission believes the traffic will flow well on the site and
through the parking lot. The future uses are not known and if the future uses require
Special Use approval, the Plan Commission and Village Board will have the opportunity
to review them and can analyze their specific traffic impacts.

Parking and Access

Parking spaces on the property will not be significantly impacted by the proposed
renovations to the property. Parking spaces will be relocated from the west wall to the
north wall of the building. The handicapped parking space on the east side of the
building on Village property will be moved further north to be closer to the handicapped
ramp and to meet ADA requirements. This commercial PUD operates under a shared
parking scenario where the various tenants have different peak times and can share the
parking in the PUD. There is a public parking lot to the east of the 636 Deerfield Road
building that provides public parking and works well. The Plan Commission believes
the renovations to the property should not create a parking problem in the area or
adversely impact parking. Any Special Uses will require Village review and parking will
be examined as part of the Special Use process.



The existing access points to the property on Deerfield Road, and to the west side of
the property (at Bank One), as well as the access to the Village municipal parking lot on
Rosemary Terrace will not be changed as a result of the proposed renovations.

Effect on Neighborhood

The Plan Commission believes the proposed renovations to the Shopper’s Court
property should not be significantly or materially detrimental to the health, safety, or
welfare of the public or injurious to other property or improvements in the neighborhood,
nor should it diminish or impair property values in the rest of the PUD or the
surrounding area. The Plan Commission believes the proposed renovations will not
have an adverse impact on surrounding properties. The Plan Commission believes the
proposed building renovations and landscaping will enhance the property and make it
more aesthetically pleasing and modern. The Plan Commission believes the proposed
plan is a tremendous improvement that will make the property more attractive to future
tenants and their customers. The building is in need of a major update and the Plan
Commission is glad to see the investment in the property which will benefit the property
owner and the Village. The Plan Commission also reviewed the signage and they
believe the proposed sign criteria will serve the development well and the requested
sign variations as outlined in the signage section above are appropriate.

Adequate Facilities

Adequate facilities (access roads, utilities, etc.) will be provided for the subject property
for the proposed renovations to the property.

Adequate Buffering

The Plan Commission believes that existing buffering on the subject property is
adequate and is also pleased that additional landscaping enhancement are being made
to the property. Landscaping enhancements are being made at the southwest corner of
the Village owned public lot, and on the west side of the 636 Deerfield Road building,
as well as in the north parking lot.



RECOMMENDATION

Accordingly, it is the recommendation of the Plan Commission that the request for an
amendment to the Shoppers Court PUD for the proposed renovations to the building,
site, landscaping, and signage be approved.

Ayes: (5): Berg, Bromberg, Jacoby, Shayman, Oppenheim
Nays: (0): None

Respectfully submitted,

Mary Oppenheim, Chairperson
Deerfield Plan Commission
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are going to be relocated as well; however, they are working with their neighbors i
ensurg that their business operations are not inconvenienced during the relocatigsa;, and
are goingNjo perform the relocations after work hours or on the weekends. 7 Parkway
North has been working with the Village as well as 8 Parkway North on the“Sewer water
to ensure that thege is adequate retention provided (with consideratiop ¢t the land
banked spaces). Mr~Renner reiterated that their parking and trafficStudy found that the
infrastructure and roadway improvements made for the properfy“are adequate to serve
the building.

Chairperson Oppenheim asked staffor clarification eh if there is an understanding that
the easements and agreements need to\he accomiplished by the first or second reading
of the ordinance. Mr. Ryckaert commentedthdt standard practice was that the
easements and agreements would need tg be Campleted by the seconded reading of
the ordinance with the Board of Trusie€s. Ms. Pughhgommented that the easements are
completed, and they are all out fopSignature, as well as\ynder review by the Village’s
Engineering Department.

Chairperson Oppenhejnat asked the petitioners to speak on their retyyest for approval to
Amend the ParkwagyNorth Center Sign Plans to allow a Wall Sign at 7" Rarkway North
Center, and comrfmented that the sign is in conformance with the Village’s qde, but the
reason the sign needed a formal approval was that it was not a part of the prelisinary
approvagfor the 7 Parkway North site. Ms. Pugh commented that the sign is very
understated and tasteful. Chairperson Oppenheim commented that the sign identifies
th€ building and the tenant (ABPN).

(2) Public Hearing re:Request for Approval to Amend the Shoppers Court
Commercial Planned Unit Development to Permit Major Renovations to the 636
Deerfield Road Building to Convert This Building Into a Multi-Tenant Building
and Renovations to the Sidewalk at the West End of the Village Owned Parking
Lot; and a Special Use for a Self-Improvement Facility for Shredd415 Deerfield
LLC. (The Special Use Portion for Shredd415 Was Continued Because the
Petitioner Is Not Ready to Proceed.)

Johnathan Berger, Managing Member, Bensenville Associates, LLC and new owner of
Deerfield Shopper’s Court, commented that the 636 Deerfield Road building is a vacant
single story 14,000 square foot building that was occupied for about 65 years by a
single tenant. The building has had very little maintenance or modernization over the
years and as a result is functionally obsolete and unattractive. The petitioner’s business
plan is to re-lease the property and in order to do this the entire building needs to
undergo a complete renovation. The addition of store front windows and doors on the
east and west side of the building will allow the building owners to divide the property
into smaller spaces (smallest space being 1,800 square feet) with as many as five
tenants. The petitioners are confident that there is a demand for smaller tenant spaces
for Deerfield. Mr. Berger noted that in order to put doors on the east fagade, the Village-
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owned sidewalk needs to be slightly raised to meet the bottom of the doors. The
petitioners are also seeking permission to place signage and lights over the Village
owned sidewalk. There will be railings going up the ramp to the building, per the staff’'s
recommendations. The petitioners are in conversation with the Village to receive
permission to restripe one row of parking in the municipal parking lot (no parking spaces
are being eliminated, just relocated). The petitioners are also planning on adding a new
sidewalk on the west side of the building to allow for store front windows and doors on
that side of the building as well. In order to add the sidewalk on the west side, 3 parking
spaces will be relocated from the west side to the north side of the building, and one
landscape island with 3 trees will to be removed (one of the trees will be added back to
the property). Public art and sculptural bike racks are planned on the west side of the
building.

Martina Stoycheva, Architect, Partners in Design Architects, Inc., commented that the
636 Deerfield Road building is the first visible building in the commercial district as
traffic enters the Village from the east. The petitioner’s goal is to enhance the visual
appearance of both the interior and exterior of the building, which includes stripping the
many layers of paint from the exterior brick of the building to reveal the original brick
and stain it to give a fresh look to the building. The metal detailing that will be added to
the exterior of the building pays tribute to the original design of the building and
concurrently gives it a modernized look. The address of the building (636) is going to
be displayed on the decorative fin of the building, and the addition of a steel brow along
the top trim of the building is going to have tenant signage resting on top of it. There are
going to be improvements to the landscape planters and landscaping throughout the
property. The petitioner noted that their goal is to transform the building into a 3 sided
building with commercial tenants on all 3 sides. Mr. Berger commented that the doors
are going to be set back by two feet on the east side, and feels that it is an exciting look
both architecturally and aesthetically. These recessed doors will be an operationally
functional feature that expands the sidewalk by two feet. The sidewalk is going to be a
spacious 8 feet wide, and the sidewalk is only going to be impacted by one foot when
the doors are opened.

Ms. Stoycheva commented that in order to achieve the transformation of the building
into a 3 sided commercial store front building, extensive civil improvements will have to
be made, including raising the sidewalk on the east fagade so that the store fronts are
even with the sidewalk and accessible; adding the two additional steps down to the
parking lot; and, creating a grade that allows storm water to drain away from the
building. Mr. Berger explained that the current asphalt impact is designed in a way that
allows storm water to flow away from the doors of the building, and the storm water is
going to continue to flow in the same pattern away from the building even with the slight
grade change. Chairperson Oppenheim asked how many inches the sidewalk was
proposed to be raised on the east side of the building. Ms. Stoycheva commented that
the sidewalk will be raised approximately 14 inches. Mr. Berger explained that there is a
slight slope in the grade on the east side of the building and the slope levels out at the
north side of the building at the highest point of the property.
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Ms. Stoycheva commented that their landscape plan included improvements to the
landscape island. Chairperson Oppenheim commented asked staff if mitigation would
be required for the 3 trees that were being removed. Mr. Ryckaert commented that it is
not a residential property therefore the Village’s tree ordinance does not apply to
commercial property, and mitigation would not be required but the property has a
landscape plan that is being enhanced. Mr. Berger commented that although they are
removing 3 trees they are adding one tree back to the property along with additional
plants and landscaping. Chairperson Oppenheim acknowledged that the petitioners are
limited in areas that they can plant a tree on the property. Mr. Berger commented that
they are going to be making landscaping improvements to the areas that have existing
landscaping on the property to make it more aesthetically pleasing.

Ms. Stoycheva commented that they covered the signage criteria with the Appearance
Review Commission (ARC), and reiterated that the building is going to have the address
displayed on the decorative fin, and that tenant signage is going to be placed on the
steel brow element.

The petitioners are largely focusing on stabilizing the interior of the building structurally.
Chairperson Oppenheim commented that many residents in the Village are very familiar
with the unique interior of the building as the building previously served as a market and
later a furniture store. Mr. Berger commented that the trusses were hidden by a
dropped sealing for many years, and that they have pulled the sealing down to expose
the trusses. A lot of work has been done to ensure the structural stability and safety of
the building.

Commissioner Shayman asked about the signage criteria for the building’s tenants, and
if their signage would be uniform. Mr. Berger commented that all of the tenants’ signage
is going to have one color lettering (white), and their logos will be allowed to have two
colors which is consistent with the current signage criteria in Shopper’s Court.
Chairperson Oppenheim asked if the ARC has approved their signage criteria. Mr.
Berger confirmed, and commented that their conversations with the ARC were very
productive and inspired a lot of positive changes to their signage design and criteria.
Chairperson Oppenheim commented that a sign variation was needed for the property
since the petitioners were requesting an additional identification sign. She added that
two building identification signs would be allowed if the property were a corner lot and
would not warrant a sign variation. Chairperson Oppenheim commented that the
property visibly appeared to be a corner lot, and asked staff why the 636 Deerfield Road
building was not considered a corner lot. Mr. Ryckaert noted that the actual corner lot
was legally the municipal parking lot, and not the lot that the 636 Deerfield Road
building is on. Chairperson Oppenheim commented that the other variation that was
requested was for the height of the identification sign being above the allowed 15 feet
from grade. The building identification sign is being placed on an existing architectural
element (the decorative fin) that cannot be lowered as it is structurally a part of the
building.
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Commissioner Shayman asked if the brick recesses on the fin of the building were
being removed. Mr. Berger confirmed that the brick recesses were being removed.
Chairperson Oppenheim asked about the size of the square panels on the brick wall on
the west side of the building that the petitioners are proposing as a platform for public
art. The petitioners commented that the exact size of the square panels was not known
but their thought was to place the art directly inside of the architectural squares while
incorporating them into one unified wall art piece. Chairperson Oppenheim commented
that the public art piece would have to work as a whole, and that it would be most
visually appealing to incorporate the squares into one art piece, rather than having nine
individual art pieces on brick squares. Mr. Berger agreed, and commented that the art
piece would have to work from a longer distance away and up close. Chairperson
Oppenheim commented that there has been a lot of discussion about placing public art
on the side of the 636 building over the years, and is confident that there is going to be
a lot of enthusiasm from the community to transform that wall into public art.

Commission Berg inquired about the exterior lighting and signage lighting. Ms.
Stoycheva commented that the signage will be internally lit and will have a white base
and black sides and back. The building will be lit with sconces and inspired by the
midcentury feel that the design of the building embodies. There will also be lighting
coming from Deerfield Road and the existing parking lot lighting.

Commissioner Bromberg inquired about the trees on the property. Chairperson
Oppenheim reiterated that one of the landscaped islands with 3 trees was being
removed, and commented that there is very limited space on the property to place trees.
Chairperson Oppenheim commented that transforming the building into a 3 sided
commercial store front building with windows on all 3 sides is going to give the building
a more aesthetically pleasing look, along with the additional landscaping on the
property.

Commissioner Bromberg asked the petitioners what is their development schedule for
the building, and their goal for moving tenants into the building. Mr. Berger commented
that their architect is currently working on their construction drawings; and their goal is
to have their plans submitted for a building permit by May or June. Chairperson
Oppenheim asked if there are potential tenants interested in the space. Mr. Berger
confirmed that there is a lot of interest in the building. Chairperson Oppenheim asked if
each tenant space is going to be around 2,000 to 3,000 square feet. Mr. Berger
commented that there may be a tenant space as small as 1,800 square feet; and that
there is interest from tenants for a space as large as 8,000 square feet, so the sizes of
the tenant spaces are going to vary. Mr. Berger added that there is a tenant interested
in the entire 14,000 square foot space, but he is not interested in entertaining that
proposal, and is set on dividing the building into a multi-tenant space. Ideally, the north
side of the building (the back of the building) is going to house a commercial tenant, and
the south side of the building is going to serve as a retail tenant store front. The
prospective tenant, Shredd415, for the 636 building would be a commercial tenant as it



Public Hearing
April 14, 2016
Page 8

is a self-improvement facility, and would therefore be located on the north side of the
building.

There being no further business to discuss a motion was made and seconded to close
the public hearing.

Respectfully Submitted,
Mary Glowacz



Workshop Meeting
April 14, 2016
Page 2

(2a) Discussion of 636 Deerfield Road Building Renovations

Commissioner Bromberg, Commissioner Berg and Commissioner Shayman were all in
agreement that the building renovations for the 636 Deerfield Road building were
improvements to the existing building and very aesthetically appealing. Chairperson
Oppenheim asked staff if the pending agreement between the Village and the owner of
the 636 building for the changes along the east side of the building affected the Plan
Commission’s ability to send a recommendation to the Board. Mr. Ryckaert confirmed
that the Village Manager’s Office is in conversation with the owners of the 636 building
about developing a formal agreement for the changes to the municipal parking lot. He
noted that the Plan Commission is able to proceed with their recommendation to the
Board in regards to the 636 building. Chairperson Oppenheim asked if it was necessary
for the Plan Commission to state their support of the changes to the municipal parking
lot as a part of their recommendation to the Board, or if it was implicit in their approval of
the petition. Mr. Ryckaert commented that it was implicit in their approval, but the Plan
Commission could state it as a part of their recommendation if they found it necessary.
Chairperson Oppenheim commented that the changes to the building are both
necessary and sensible, and feels that the changes to the sidewalk and the parking lot
are important for safety reasons.

Commissioner Shayman motioned to approve the request to amend the Shoppers Court
Commercial Planned Unit Development to permit major renovations to the 636 Deerfield
Road Building to convert the building into a multi-tenant building and renovations to the
sidewalk at the west end of the Village owned Parking Lot. Commissioner Jacoby
seconded the motion. The vote was as follows:

Ayes: (5) Berg, Bromberg, Jacoby, Shayman, Oppenheim
Nays: (0) None

The motions passed and will be on the May 2" Village Board Meeting agenda.

Commissioner Bromberg motioned to continue the request for approval for a Special
Use for a Self-Improvement Facility for Shredd415 Deerfield LLC to the Plan
Commission Public Hearing Meeting on June 9", 2016. Commissioner Berg seconded
the motion. The vote was as follows:

Ayes: (5) Berg, Bromberg, Jacoby, Shayman, Oppenheim
Nays: (0) None

The motions passed and will be on the June 9" Plan Commission Public Hearing
Meeting agenda.

There being no further business to discuss the meeting adjourned.
Respectfully Submitted,
Mary Glowacz



APPROVED

PLAN COMMISSION
VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD

The Plan Commission of the Village of Deerfield held a Workshop Meeting at 7:30 P.M.
on February 11, 2016 at the Village Hall, 850 Waukegan Road, Deerfield, lllinois.

Present were: Larry Berg, Chairman Pro Tem
Al Bromberg
Jim Moyer
Stuart Shayman

Absent: Bob Benton
Elaine Jacoby
Mary Oppenheim

Also present: Jeff Ryckaert, Principal Planner

Dan Nakahara, Associate Planner

Public Comment on a Non-Agenda Item
No public comment on a non-agenda item

1. Prefiling Conference: Proposed Renovations to 636 Deerfield Road in the
Shopper’s Court PUD (former Overstock Furniture Building) and the West End of
the Village Owned Parking Lot

Lawrence Freedman, Attorney, Ash Anos Freedman & Logan, explained that the
petitioner requesting an amendment to the Shopper’s Court Planned Unit Development
(PUD) to make renovations to 636 Deerfield Road building. Mr. Freedman also
mentioned that the petitioner has a potential tenant that may require a Special Use if
ownership agrees to lease terms with the prospective tenant.

Johnathan Berger, Managing Member of Bensenville Associates, LLC and new owner
of Deerfield Shopper’s Court, stated that his passion is to buy well located real estate
that is functionally obsolete and transform the building. Mr. Berger noted that the 636
Deerfield Road Building is a really well located building that needs some vision, money
and municipal support; identifying it as a single user retail commercial building that can
be divided into a multi-tenant building. In order to transform the 636 Building into a
multi-tenant building, Mr. Berger stated that the following changes would need to be
made to the building: 1.) The building would need multiple front door possibilities
(identifying the east facade as the best place to have multiple front doors); 2.) In order
to add multiple doors to the east fagade, the sidewalk would need to be raised slightly to
meet the floor of the building; 3.) There would be some steps and railings added to the
east facade of the building for safety purposes and, 4.) Restriping in the municipal
parking lot.
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Mr. Berger identified a key design element on the east fagade, sets back the doors and
window two feet. Mr. Berger stated that this design element allows the following: 1.) It
aesthetically add interest by creating layers and levels; and 2.) Sets the door back two
feet allowing the door to only impact the sidewalk by one foot when it swings all the way
open. Mr. Berger explained that the sidewalk is nine feet wide, and that by setting

the door back by two feet pedestrians have eight feet of sidewalk to utilize at all times;
maximizing the use of the sidewalk.

Mr. Berger noted that the 636 Building is an iconic and historic structure in Deerfield.
He commented that the major changes would be on the east elevation with the addition
of a sidewalk on the west side of the building so as to allow traffic to move around all 3
sides of the building. Mr. Berger explained that the west fagade sidewalk would extend
back to the northwest corner of the building, where a tenant with a cross-fit type
business would fit perfectly (in a tenant space of about 3,000 feet). He pointed out that
this type of business would be a good use for the northwest portion (back) of the
building.

Mr. Berger also commented that as you move away from Deerfield Road and along the
east elevation toward the back of the building he foresees tenants using the space for
less retail, and more commercial types of uses.

Werner Brisske, architect, Partners in Design Architects, stated that the building has a
lot of potential, pointing out that the interior has an interesting design element with the
bowstring trusses in the ceiling. Mr. Brisske commented that their east property line
ends at the east wall of the building and their proposed plan to make changes to the
sidewalk is on Village property. He noted any change would require some form of
municipal support. Mr. Freedman clarified that their request for “municipal support” is a
request for an easement or license agreement from the Village.

Mr. Brisske expressed that it has always been disappointing to enter the Village Center
from the east on Deerfield Road because of the lack of development on the north side
of Deerfield Road. He identified the remodeling of the 636 Building as an opportunity to
enliven the north side of Deerfield Road as a retail gateway into the community. Mr.
Brisske feels that their proposed plans for the 636 Building is going to be the beginning
of enlivening Deerfield’s retail district. He reiterated that they are proposing to perform
within the Village’s property, which includes the following: 1.) The work on the sidewalk
on the east elevation; 2.) Creating a stair at the south corner, and a stair and a ramp at
the south end of the sidewalk; 3.) Raising the sidewalk to the entry of the building, and
putting a railing across the sidewalk and, 4.) Restriping the parking lot. Mr. Brisske
stated restriping of the municipal parking lot would move the handicap spot from the
north end to the south end.

Mr. Brisske stated that changing this 14,000 square foot single user building into
multiple tenants building is a great opportunity to enliven the building. He noted other
changes to the building including utilizing the signature fin of the building as their
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signage element to brand the building, the signage for their tenants including the steel
beam brow with the signage sitting on top, so that the beams are slightly exposed;
creating a shadow, as well as a unique feature in the Village, enhancing the
landscaping in the corner between the front entrance and the parking lot entrance,
raising the elevation on the east side, so that the sidewalk is level with the building,
creating a retaining wall along the west side of the ramp with salvaged brick to match
the rest of the building. Mr. Brisske commented that they intend to sandblast the brick,
tuck point and clean it; and possibly stain the brick, depending on the color of the brick
that is exposed. Commissioner Moyer asked if they could bring the brick to the front of
the building, instead of the having the white panels. Mr. Brisske commented that they
considered placing brick in the front of the building, but felt that the white paneling in the
front livened the building and made the front stand out. Commissioner Moyer asked how
the parking would change if they were given the approval to raise the elevation on the
east side of the building. Mr. Brisske replied that there would be no change in the
number of spots in neither their parking lot, nor the municipal parking lot. He also
clarified that their plans are to raise the sidewalks elevation to the existing curb line of
the building only, and are not encroaching out to the parking lot spaces, so the parking
lot will not be affected.

Commissioner Stuart Shayman inquired about loading and trash. Mr. Brisske noted that
loading and trash will most likely be done in the same area as it is done now, on the
north side (back) of the building. There is a fairly large trash corral that is shared by
tenants in the development in the northwest corner of the building. Commissioner
Shayman asked if the trash coral would still work if they ended up with a restaurant type
use in the building. The petitioners assured Commissioner Shayman that they had
decided on keeping the loading and trash area in the same area even taking into
consideration possible tenants or even a restaurant.

Chairman Pro Tem Berg asked if they were proposing back doors for the retail units. Mr.
Brisske responded that there would be back doors, and pointed out that there is a
current existing back door in the north east corner, and another one further west; both of
which would likely remain.

Commissioner Shayman pointed out that there is two-way traffic on the north side of the
building and if this would remain with the addition of the three parallel parking spaces
that will be added on the north end of the building. The petitioners noted that there is an
existing apron there that would allow for the three parallel spots to be added, without
interfering with the flow of the two-way traffic on the north side of the building. The
petitioner noted that the drive aisle width north of the building remains at 24’ with the
propose parallel parking spaces.

Chairman Pro Tem Berg asked if the Village requires backdoor access for retail
establishments. Commissioner Shayman commented that that would be dependent on
building code requirements. Mr. Ryckaert suggested that the petitioners speak with the
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Village’s Building Department to discuss the backdoor requirements for the 636
Building.

Commissioner Al Bromberg asked the petitioners to confirm how many parking spaces
the parking lot currently has, and whether the Zoning Ordinance would require them to
add more parking spaces if they changed the layout and use of the building. The
petitioners confirmed that there are 89 spaces currently on their lot, and in their parking
lot plan the parking space count would remain the same (no spaces would be lost, and
no spaces would be added). The 89 parking spaces do not include the 50 parking
spaces on the Village’s parking lot. Mr. Berger commented that the petitioners looked
into the code requirements for the number of parking spaces required for building and
noted that the Zoning Ordinance would not require more parking spaces unless they
increased the square footage of the 636 Building, which they are not proposing. Mr.
Ryckaert confirmed that because it is an older building it would be grandfathered in;
however, he also commented that when the petitioners apply for Special Uses for the
636 Building, the Village will look into whether there is adequate parking based on the
tenants’ use of the building. Mr. Freedman commented that for non-Special Uses
(permitted uses) that they would not have to add parking spaces, but if they were to
apply for a Special Use permit like a restaurant then they would need to consider the
adequate number of parking spaces based on the uses in the building.

Commissioner Moyer asked Mr. Ryckaert to confirm that the 50 parking spaces in the
municipal lot are Village owned. Mr. Ryckaert confirmed that is the Village municipal
parking lot holds 50 parking spaces. He added that there is a shared parking
agreement made in 1960 among the Shopper’s Court ownership, the church, and the
Village. Commissioner Moyer asked if the 50 parking spaces in the municipal lot would
be available for overflow parking for the 636 Building. Mr. Ryckaert confirmed that the
municipal lot could be used for overflow parking, and that it was a 3-hour parking in the
municipal parking lot. Commissioner Moyer responded by asking if the parking spaces
available in the municipal lot would be taken into consideration during a parking study,
and whether the municipal lot required Parking Permits to park there. Mr. Ryckaert
confirmed that the municipal lot would be taken into consideration during a parking
study for the 636 Building, and that the lot was not permit enforced, but that there are
signs posted limiting customers to a maximum of 3-hour parking. Mr. Freedman
commented if (hypothetically) that if they were to apply for a Special Use for a
restaurant that their parking study could take into account how much of the municipal lot
would be available at any given time to handle that use, since the 636 Building would be
allowed to use the municipal lot along with the rest of the tenants in Shopper’s Court
and general public.

Chairperson Pro Tem Berg asked for comments from the Commissioners.
Commissioner Bromberg commented that he thought their plans looked great, and that
they would need to meet with the Appearance Review Committee (ARC) to go over
signage requirements and any exterior changes. The petitioners commented that they
had met with the ARC, and felt that it was a productive meeting. The petitioners have
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made several changes to their signage plans based on the ARC’s suggestions, and
they felt that their new signage plans were in sync with the ARC’s recommendations.
Mr. Ryckaert asked if the petitioners could show the Plan Commission the new signage
plan for the 636 Building, and explain the changes that they had made since they met
with the ARC. Mr. Berger pointed out that one of the ARC’s main concerns was the long
term effects on the appearance of the building especially, if the signs were to attached
directly to the building. The ARC asked the question of what happens after a tenant
leaves and their signage is taken down. What happens with the holes in the walls from
where there signage used to be. Mr. Berger explained that the ARC was concerned
about how they would then cover the holes in the walls, and whether or not new panels
would match due to oxidation from the sun. Mr. Berger commented that their solution to
the ARC’s concerns was to pull the signs off the wall with steel rods even though they
will be requesting a variation as their signage exceeds the maximum amount of inches
that the sign can protrude outwards from the building. Mr. Ryckaert asked the
petitioners about the size of the lettering and the steel beams on their signage. Mr.
Brisske responded that the signs are 24 inches for a single line, and the steel beams
are projected to be about a foot off the wall. Mr. Berger commented that the sign
criteria for the 636 Building mimics the sign criteria for the rest of the Deerfield’s
Shopper’s Court. He noted that the letters are 24 inches tall which is the same height of
the letters on signage in the rest of Shopper’s Court, with the only difference being the
signage protruding further off of the wall. Commissioner Shayman asked if the signs
would be internally illuminated. The petitioners confirmed that the signs would be
internally illuminated, which includes the 636 Building identification sign.

Commissioner Shayman asked the petitioners to expand on their intentions to place
public art on their 636 Building. Mr. Berger commented that they plan to have some
artists come view the building and the space. He feels that there is a unique opportunity
to utilize the nine masonry squares on the west elevation to incorporate some form of
public art. Mr. Berger also noted that they will have two sculptural bike racks on the
west elevation of the 636 Building.

Commissioner Bromberg asked if the petitioners had anything planned for the other
building where lItalian Kitchen currently resides. Mr. Berger commented that his focus is
on re-stabilizing the tenants in that building, as well as working with the Italian Kitchen.
He recognizes that Italian Kitchen is a staple within the community, and the owners
have expressed that they want to stay and invest in their space. Mr. Berger is also in
conversation with the rest of the tenants, and is working on renewing their leases. He is
planning on investing in a new roof for 646-660 building.

Commissioner Berg asked is there is currently a sidewalk on the west elevation. Mr. B
noted that currently there is no sidewalk on the west elevation but there is a curb with
three parallel parking spaces which would be moved to the north side of the building
(spot for spot) as they discussed earlier. The petitioner is also proposing to remove the
landscaped islands that sit in front of the nine square masonry feature.



Workshop Meeting
February 11, 2016
Page 6

Commissioner Berg also asked if the petitioners had discussed raising the sidewalk on
the east side with the Village. The petitioners confirmed that they were in discussion
with the Village on raising the sidewalk on the east side. Commissioner Berg inquired as
to whether there was an agreement or easement for the existing sidewalk on the east
elevation. Mr. Ryckaert commented that there would likely be an agreement made with
the Village as to who was responsible for maintaining the sidewalk.

Document Approval

The Plan Commission approved the minutes from the January 28, 2016 meeting and
the Northwest Quadrant Report and Recommendation. The motion passed by voice
vote.

There being no further business to discuss the meeting adjourned.

Respectfully Submitted,
Mary Glowacz
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A maeting of the Appoarance Ruview Commission was held on Monday, February 77,

2016 al 7:30 pon, at the Village Hall Confersence Room, 850 Waukegan Road,
Dearfigld, Minois, Acling Ghairperson Lisa Dunn called the meoting to order at 7:30 pan.

Erasent wers
Beath Chaltman

Lizr Dunn, Acting Chalrparaon
Sharry Flores
Jason Golub

Absent wera:
Dick Goen, Chaimman
Elicabaeth Low

Alzo Preaant!
Jean Spagnall, Village Planmer
Jerl Cotton, Sacretary

3. 636 Deerfield Road — Facade Improvements, preliminary review

Martina Stoycheva and Warner Brieske architects with Partnars In Dagign Architects
and David Winny with Bergar Aseat Managemont weara prasentl. Since the last maating,
the petiticner has appearad bafore the Plan Commission. Mr. Brisske axplained they
want the building to be a multi-tanant building thal is lively. He esplained they made a
few changes to the building, based on the Commission’s comments. They choss not to
make holes in the metal for signage, removed the gooscnocek lighting and made
changes to ha planling, They créated o stesl brow for the lenant business signage. Ha
notad the brow |3 oulsido ha sign provision nthe Zoning Ordinance, The proposed
criteria for the tenant signage includes one sign per lenant elevalion, white texl,
additienal eolora for a loga, any font and a text hatght of 24 for a ona line sigh and 367
for a two line sign. The =igna would be stesl brow mountad on tha weasi, aoulh iz east
alevallons.

Mr. Brigske explainad they changed the front fagade base material to a slab matarial
rathar than a modular matedal. He noted thera i3 a grade change and exlsting
sidowalk, which they will nacd to considor.

Mr. Brisske discussed the planting area. Thay will add a knee wall of salvage brick
matoral and kocp the curb in front of the southeast planting area. ‘
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Mr, Brisske explainzd they will add the numbers directly onlto the masonry fin. The
signage will be approximately 20 feel, which is higher than the allowed 15 fesat in height,
They propose a new enlrance facing west toward the rear of the building, The entrance
will be connected to the streel sidawalk by a proposad walkway. The walkway will be
enhanced with a landscape arez of omamental grass, Mr, Brisske explained they are
considering adding artwork in the square patterned area,

Acling Ch Dunn explained the identification sign will be 10 square feet, but the numbers
need a haight variance. Ms. Flores |5 okay with tha numbaers, as it is less of a fogus
point. Mr, Golub agreed. Ms. Chailman noled the numbars are an idanlificatian sign,
Acting Ch. Dunn believas (ke sign looks approprate on tha fin architagtural element,

Tha commissioners disoussed the prapesed wall signage on the metal brow. Acting Ch.
Dunn gquastionad if the letters and brow would foster nesting, Mr. Brisske will look into

il, but believes it is more apen than a raceway. The commissionars discussed Lhe
colors. M2, Chaltman cxplalned the commissioner prefers himiting the number of colors,
Sha beliaves keeping only white letters, in various fonts, would look nice, She would
prefar the loge Ko have ne more than three colors, including white,

Mz, Chaitman is akay with the idanlificalion sign on bolh sides of the fin as well as tha
haight modfication. She nated the maximum dlstance fram a wall iz 1 foot. The
patitichar 15 proposing a 8" deep slgn floating 18" from the wall. The returns and lhim
caps would ba whita. Ms. Spagrnoli noted the Village signs are altached to the wall,
whila this sign would be floaling in [ranl of the wall. Ms. Chaitman noted tha palitianar
did this signaga tastefully, bul not every petitioner will prasent a tastaful Aoaling sign.
Ms. Flores queslionad whethar a two-line stacked sign would have a justificalion
requirgmeni, Ms, Flgres beligves the sign lanks a lithe diffarent, bul wants to éensure the
signs are nol too hndgepodge. Mr. Solub likes tha flogting signs. He believes it goas
with 1he maodem feeling of lhe building. The commissionegrs agreed. Acling Ch. Dunn is
ngt in favor of the floating signs.

The commissionars beligye the bike racks should be moyed teward the rear of the
building.
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Appearance Review Commission

Meeting Minutes January 25, 2018

A meeting of the Appearance Review Commission was held on Monday, January 25,
2016 at 7:00 p.m. at the Village Hall Conference Room, 850 Waukegan Road,
Deerfield, lllinois. Ch. Dick Coen called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

Present were

Dick Coen, Chairman

Beth Chaitman

Lisa Dunn

Sherry Flores

Elizabeth Low (arrived 7:43 pm)

Absent was:
Jason Golub

Also Present:
Jean Spagnoli, Village Planner
Jeri Cotton, Secretary

4. 636 Deerfield Road — facade and off-site (municipal lot) improvements, preliminary
review

Martina Stoycheva, architect with Partners in Design Architects, Jonathan Berger with
Berger Asset Management and Larry Freedman, attorney with Ash, Anon, Freedman
and Logan, LLC were present. Mr. Berger explained they are the new owner of
Deerfield Shopper’'s Court and the 636 building. They own and develop real estate and
plan to bring the property back to life.

Mr. Berger noted the 636 building was built in 1961 -and is in fair to poor condition. He
plans on making a complete core and shell renovation which will include a dividable
building. In order to divide the building, there needs to be multiple front door
possibilities along the east fagade. The sidewalk will need to be raised to match the
floors. Mr. Berger explained they propose setting back the windows along the east
fagade to create depth as well as a spacious sidewalk for the patrons.

Mr. Berger explained they tried to follow the existing Sign Ordinance for the Shopper’s
Court identification sign, but the black behind the address numbers would be larger.
Ch. Coen noted the east parking lot and sidewalk are owned by the Village. Mr.
Freedman explained they will work with the Village Board on a licensing agreement.

Ms. Dunn questioned whether the doors could swing onto Village property. Ms.
Stoycheva explained the doors would swing 1’ onto Village property. Mr. Berger noted
they may need additional windows, but do not know at this time. Ch. Coen asked if the
building has a fire sprinkier. Mr. Berger explained it currently does not have a fire
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sprinkler, but will have one. Ch. Coen noted the petitioner may need to add corridors
for exiting. Mr. Berger will look into it.

Ms. Dunn would prefer to see the building oriented more toward Deerfield Road. She
does not know how this building will complement the other buildings along Deerfield
Road. Mr. Berger explained there would be two tenants on the front facade. He
believes having a multi-sided building would be a nice addition to the downtown. Ms.’
Chaitman explained the design and brick color are different than the existing Shopper’s
Court. Mr. Berger explained they would be stripping off the paint and returning the brick
to the natural color. Ms. Flores would prefer to see at least one element tied into the
neighboring shopping areas. Ch. Coen confirmed the brick would be tuck pointed and
stained as required for a uniform look across the entire fagade.

Ms. Stoycheva showed the proposed metal panels located 10’ above the ground. Ch.
Coen expressed concern about the signs being installed and removed, noting the
material is not forgiving and questioned if the petitioner would replace the panel when
tenants change. Ms. Dunn noted the material is inconsistent with anything in the
downtown. Ms. Low noted the material has horizontal lines, and is similar to siding.
She indicated there are other businesses in downtown that have siding. Ms. Flores
believes the existing materials in the area have a warmer feel. Mr. Berger noted the
south fagade does not have brick. Ms. Chaitman believes this would make Deerfield
have a more contemporary feel. Ch. Coen prefers the natural brick.

Ms. Flores asked about the potential tenants. Mr. Berger would like unique tenants
including a restaurant to occupy the building. Ms. Dunn asked if there is enough
parking for a restaurant. Mr. Berger explained they are not changing the footprint of the
building. Ms. Spagnoli noted restaurants are special uses in the Village and would
require Village approval. Mr. Freedman noted they would appear before the Plan
Commission for a Special Use if they get a restaurant tenant. Ms. Dunn and Ms. Flores
are not in favor of the metal material. Ms. Chaitman is okay with the metal material if
they get the signage issues worked out. Ms. Low prefers a brown color, but is okay with
the material. Ms. Stoycheva noted the metal material is paneled, so they would only
need to remove the affected panels. Ch. Coen pointed out that after time a new panel
may not match existing panels.

Ch. Coen expressed concern about the durability of the front/south fagade material, and
suggested a Renaissance type stone be used at the base. Ms. Low questioned the
gooseneck fixtures. Ms. Stoycheva indicated the gooseneck fixtures would illuminate
the metal awnings. Ms. Low expressed concern about the gooseneck fixtures taking up
too much space, which would interfere with signage. Ch. Coen questioned if there is
lighting with a smaller profile. He indicated the proposed signage should all be within
the same plane. Mr. Berger believes the varying parapet height brings some interest to
the building. Ms. Chaitman suggested using smaller fixtures, to allow for signage.
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Ch. Coen confirmed the framing would be charcoal gray. Ms. Low added the banding
would also be charcoal gray: Ms. Dunn is in favor of the additional window on the
southwest corner.

a._ldentification Signs

The commissioners discussed the building fin. Ch. Coen suggested adding the
numbers to the existing insets. Ms. Dunn questioned whether the building identification
sign would interfere with the tenant building signs. Ms. Flores is not in favor of the
stacked numbers. Ms. Stoycheva believes the stacked numbers work well with the
shape of the fin. Mr. Berger noted if the black background panel was removed, it would
fit into the sign provisions. Ms. Spagnoli noted one 10 square foot identification sign is
permitted. The proposed sign has two 32 square foot signs. Ms. Chaitman and Ms.
Low like the proposed sign, but believes it should meet the Village Code. Ms. Dunn
likes the existing cut-out detail on the fin and questioned the need to cover the
decorative feature to add the building numbers. Ch. Coen is okay with the proposed fin
sign, but would also support the cut-outs without numbers.

Ch. Coen questioned the sun screen. He noted the panels are partially open. Ms.
Stoycheva indicated they could be closed if desired. Ms. Flores questioned whether the
proposed material would promote nesting. Mr. Berger noted his maintenance staff
would address insect and bird nesting. The commissioners want to see a sample of this
material. The commissioners are okay with the proposed charcoal grey metal sconces
with up and down lighting.

The commissioners discussed the identification sign. Ms. Flores questioned why the
numbers needed to be stacked. Mr. Berger believes the stacked numbers work better
with the fin. The commissioners asked if the black panel could be removed. Ms.
Stoycheva indicated the black panel covers the inset cut-outs. Ms. Chaitman suggested
keeping the insets. Ms. Stoycheva explained they looked at various size numbers. The
proposed numerals are 1'6” in height. Ms. Flores believes people will look for the store
names rather than the building address. Ch. Coen noted the fire department will require
a building address.

Ms. Chaitman believes the Commission’s recommendation would be to reduce the area
of the sign.

Ms. Low and Ms. Chaitman are okay with 2-sided sign, one on either side of the building
fin, but would like the height and square footage reduced. Ms. Dunn would prefer the
signs to be smaller and within the Village’s provisions, but would be okay with two signs.
Ms. Flores would prefer the inset squares be visible and would prefer the address to be
much smaller. Ms. Flores would not be in favor of a stacked sign, but would be okay
with two signs, both within the Village's sign provisions. Ch. Coen would prefer the
inset squares; the decorative building detail being retained.
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b Sign criteria

The commissioners discusead the propesed sign crileria. Ms. Dunn suggested using
the =ama sign ¢riteria as Shoppar's Court. Mr. Berger explained it would be the same,
but the slgn faces arc nol baing restrictad to white, Ms. Qunn would prefer having a
unform celor and font. Mr Berger noled Shopper's Cour allows any fant,

Ch. Coen read the proposed grtorla for lenant signage. Ma. Dunn noted the signs ara
nat all an Bbrick, &% submitled. Ch. Coen noted the signs will just be faco lit. Ms.
Chailman belioves white facas would be thi besl color on the matal material, Ch, Coen
quastionad the color of Lhe natural brick. Ms. Stoychava axplalned the brick would be
an orange-yallow color. The cammissionars bellevo Mere could bo different color faces
for tha differant elevationa, Ms, Spagnoli naled the Village typically does not have
iluminated (face-lit) signs on tha rear of a buiiding that faces residontial. She indicatad
the petitioner would be allowad a sign on each elevation that faces a public way,

Ms Flores would prefor all the signs to ba the same font unluss there is a logo font. She
would prefer the sign faces to ba the same color and wopld nol want graphic logos. Ms.
Chaliman wauld be okay with various logos and fonts, bul would prefer a standard
cokit. Ms. Low beliaves the signs should have two colors within the center, with logas
allowed and any font, Ms, Dunn would prafer one coloer signs withaul logos, but would
allow any fonl. Ch. Goon would prafar a limited palata of colors from which tanants can
stlecl. Logos would be permitted but no more than twe colors would be permitled h a
sign.

The commissionars digcussed possible mtarnal sign illuminatien on the norh side of Lho
building. The commissioners would not want interna|ly Muminated Signagae on the north
side of tha building. Mr. Berger asked I there wire a front door on the north side of the
building. Ma. Dunn noted the gosseneck lighting could lluminate the sign, Ch. Coen
noted the Sign criteria needs to be senailiva to the restdents. Mr. Berger baliavas It
would be difficult 1o make the bullding four sided without allowing illuminated signage on
the norh side of the building. The commissicners bellove indirect lighting of sign on the
north elevation would be appropriate — not a facel Sign.

i Vica Chairperecn

Ch. Coen noled with the departure of Mr. Ehlka, the Commissiun needs a new vica
ehairparson.

Ch. Coen moved to appoint Lisa $unn as the wice chairperson of the Commission, Ms.
Flores sacondad the motion. The motion passed by the follgwing vote:

AYES: Coen, Chalilman, Dunn, Flores, Low (5}
NAYS: Mona{0)
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Current Shopper's Court Sign Criteria H?‘_':? AppRmil

Deerfhield Shopper’s Court ﬂiap_%jﬁlrw{f "

{rileria [or Teoame Signs

Exhibit A

These cnteria have been established for Lhe purposes of assuring wnilorm signage w
enbance the Shopping Center’s viznal impact to the public, and for the mutual benefit of
all Tenanis. Confornance will be smictly enforeed, and any installed non-confomming or
unapproved signs must be brought inko sonformance at the sole expense of the Tenant.

A. GENERRAL REQUIREMENTS:

(O

Tenant zhall submu for Landlord's approval before Fabrication, plans
and specifications mdicating the location, size, layout, desipn and
color of the pruposed signs, includiog all lettering and’or praphics.
Landlord's approval of Tenant’s plan and specifications shall not be
deemed to constitate approval by Landiord of any of Tenant's sign
work. Prior o signe [abricalion Tenant shall subrmge e Landlond
separale dravangs and spoeifications, in quadruplicate, including
samples of materials and eclors, or it entire propascd sign work. The
drawings shall ¢learly show the location ol all signs on the sture from
the elevation drawings, graphics, ¢olor and construction and
attachment details. Full information reganding clecoical load
requircments and brightness in fot-lamberts shall also be incheded.
Within a neasonable time aficr the receipt of such drawings anid
speeihications, Landlord shall retum three sets thereof 1o Tenant with
its approval and/or suggested modifications thereof, and if Tenant shall
fail to take exception therelo by written notice 10 Lapdlord given
withio the {10} days from Tenant’s receipt of the suppested
modificalions from the Lundlord, Tepant shall be deemed to have
agreed to and approved all such suggested mndifications.

All permuts andéor approvals by governing authorities for signs and
their installatin shall be obtained by the Tenant or ity representative,
al Tenant’s expense. Tenant shall submit al least two (2} copies of
sign drawings, bearing Landlord’s prior written approval, 1o goveming
authonlies with permi application.

Tepant shall b responsible for the fulfil ment of all reyvirernents of
Lhose CTItETiA.

Tenant's sign all be swre dentity {corporate or ofTicial name) sign
only, shall be placed on brick field directly above the awnings and
below the next adjacent cast stone band or coping as depicled un the
Landlord's architect’s drawings,



B.

DESIGN REQUIREMENTS:

1.

f.

18},

All Tenant storefront identification sipns shall be subjeel to the pror
written approval of the Landlord.

Wording of signs shall not include the product nor poods nor services
{and the like) sold.

Tenant's sign shall be three dimensional, fabticated channel type
individual leiters, with metal sides and hacks, Letiers shall be
internally lighted with neon tubing {or appraoval equal).

Tenant's sign shall be congtructed of 316" thick acrylic face with 1"

trim cap and (40 albminum sheet retumns and backs the color of which
should march the awning fabric and mutualy agreed upon by Landlord

and Tenant.  Fpog. MH‘TE_} PIHING Aolar s el Ii--'|IEEE--E’AL~5

Tenant’s sipn shall be directly fastened to the mortar joints on Lhe
brick field in a manner approved by Landlord and shall not project
more then 6 beyand the brick face,

Tenant signage may be all caps or a cormbination of upper and lower
case lelters or seript. [f two lines are used the masximuen heizht may
nat exceed 367 p{adidoed HEIZHT oME LIUE TewT 24 1Hopes.,

Taotal arca of Terant's sipn shall not exceed 8% of the face atea of the
Leased Pramises, Fatyw arca of Leased Premizes shall be computed as
the muliple of the dimension of the widy of (he Tenant's storefront
and the height at Lhe storefront bt ot to exceed 40 square feat.
Tenants with multiple {a¢ades are permitted more then one sign, with a
maxirRum s1gn area of 40 square feel per {acade,

Sign shali be centered on the storefront and the lenpth should not
exeomd 0% of lhe Tenamt storeromt length, bul oo letier shall be
nearer than gne food from the comer of the Fenant lease line.

Letter sryle will be the choice of Lhe Tenant, but the Landlord wAll
review and approve.

Signage differing from this sign codenion will require wridien approval
of Landlord and approval of all goveming agencies.



C.

GERERAL SPECIFICATIONS:

1. Mo animated, moving aclion, flashing or audible signs will be
permilted.

2. No expased lamps, or visible neon tubing will be permited.

3 All signs and thiir wpstallation shall comply with al] governing
building and elecirical codes, and any ¢nlena st forth In Lhis Exhibit.

4. No exposed conduit will be pepmitted,

5. All conductors, ransformets, disconnecls and other equipment shall be
concealed,

a. Elccirical service &0 all sigas shall be on Tenant's meter,

7. Driscoonects For Tenant signase will be located inside he Leased

Fremises above an access panel in e ceiling, so as not vizible on the
bm]dmg % Leyior,

Elel 5, thownUfy brackels, kastohids ditvives)
1:| l=ttdrs shall rpatch tht sterf cojor

10.

Mo ﬁ'l:estandmf__, sipns permaitied, excip for temporary and special
event signage. All temporary and special ovent signage to be approved
in wnbng by Landlom.,

Sign illumination shall be controlled by a seven (7) day ime clock
locared i the rear of the Leesed Premises.

D. MISCELLANECHUS REQUIREMENTS:

1.

Tenant will be permitted o place vpon cach cotrance of its Leased
Premises not mare then 144 squan: inches of decal application
lettering not to exceed 2 inches in height, indicating store address
number, hours of bosiness, and telephone numbers,

Floor signs, papet signs, and the like within cight feet of the starefront
and visible from outside the Tenant’s space, but wathin the Tenant's
lease hine im their storelronts, are prohibited wnlezss previously
approved in wriling by Landloed.



Mo adverlisitg placards, paper signs, banneys, pennants, names,
s as, irademarks or other descripiive materials shall be affixed
upon the exterior walls of the building or storelront,

All signage, 115 iostallation and removal, and restoration of the brick
monar will be by the Tenant af Tepant's expense.



The 636 Building

Project Narrative

In the summer of 2015, Bensenville Associates LLC purchased
636-660 Deerfield Road. Bensenville Associates LLC is owned
100% by members of the Berger family and is managed by
Jonathan Berger and his firm Berger Asset Management LLC
(“BAM").

646-660 Deerfield Road is an 11,118 square foot building
comprised of six retail and commercial suites. Currently 88%
leased, there is a 1,396 square foot vacant suite available for
rent.

636 Deerfield Road (“The 636 Building”) is a vacant single story
~14,000 square fooft building. The 636 Building was built in 1951
for a single tenant. For over 65 years the building has remained
pretty much the same. As a result, the building is now in fair to
poor conditfion.

The business plan for The 636 Building is to re-lease the property.
However, in its current condition, the property is unattractive
and obsolete. In order to lease the property to the type of
tenants sought by both the ownership and the Village, BAM is
preparing to completely renovate the core and shell (as soon
as it receives all of the necessary entitlements and permits).
Renovation of the core and shell means new everything
including the addition of storefront windows and doors on the
east, south and west facing facades. By adding doors on the
east and west facing facades, the building can be divided into
as many as five suites. The market for small commercial retail
suites in downtown Deerfield is considerably stronger then the
market for a 14,000 square foot single tenant building. (This is
evidenced by the fact that we are currently in various stages of
negotiations with over 22,000 square feet of potential tenants
ranging in size from 1,700 square feet to 7,000 square feet.)



In order to add doors to the east facing facade we will need to
raise the Village owned sidewalk that runs along the east
facing facade to line up with the floor of The 636 Building. We
are proposing to set back the storefront doors and windows on
the east facing facade by two feet in order to reduce the
impact of the door opening onto the existing nine-foot wide
sidewalk and to add architectural interest. In addition, we are
seeking permission to encroach onto the sidewalk with
architectural elements such as steel, lights and tenant signage
and with safety elements such as railings. Finally, we are
seeking permission to restripe one row of parking in the
municipal parking lot to the east of The 636 Building. As part of
the re-stripping, we are proposing to relocate a handicap
parking space, as depicted on the Site Plan.

In addition to the rebuilt sidewalk along the east facade, we
are proposing to add a new sidewalk that runs along the west
facade. In order to build the sidewalk along the west facade,
we would need to (1) re-locate three parking spaces to the
north side of the building, as depicted on the Site Plan and (2)
remove one of the landscape islands and its two trees on the
west facade as depicted on the Site Plan. Finally, we are
planning for the installation of three unique sculptural bike racks
as well as commissioned wall art, both along the west facade.
The removal of the trees in the island will expose a unique
masonry feature of nine inset panels on the wall — we see this as
a great public art opportunity.



The 636 Building

Criteria for Tenant Signage

The 636 Building is establishing the following Sign Criteria in order to assure
a uniform appearance and for the mutual benefit of all tenants. The 636
Building Sign Criteria shall comply with the Deerfield Shoppers Court Sign
Criteria (as set forth in the Deerfield Shoppers Court PUD) with the
following exceptions:

Building Identification Signs

Two (2) Building Identification signs (“636"), located on each side of the
building fin, and as depicted on the Architect’s renderings shall be
permitted. The total square foot area of each sign is less than 10 square
feet (the maximum area allowed by code) however the signs are higher
than current code allows.

Tenant Identification Signs

On the east, south and west facing facades, the Tenant Identification
Sign(s) shall be comprised of three dimensional, fabricated channel type
individual letters, with white fronts and sides and black metal backs. The
individual letters of the Tenant Sign shall not exceed 24" in the event one
line of text is used or 36" in the event two lines of text are used. The letters
shall sit on top of the horizontal steel brow that extends 18" from the wall.
The letters shall be internally lighted with all conductors, transformers etc.,
concealed as much as possible. The letter style and font will be the
choice of the Tenant. Colored Tenant logos will be allowed, but limited to
two colors in addition to white. For each tenant occupying the building,
no more than one tenant sign facing in any single direction will be
permitted except for Tenants with multiple facades. Tenants with multiple
facades are permitted no more than one sign per facade. At the building
corners, signage letters shall not project more than 12" past the face of
the particular building facade.

On the north facing facade, the Tenants sign shall be affixed directly to
the wall and shall be externally lit with gooseneck type fixtures.













































REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

Agenda Iltem: 16-38-1

Subject: Ordinance Authorizing the Final Development Plan for 8 Parkway North in
the Parkway North Center — Quadrangle Development Company

Action Requested: First Reading
Originated by: Plan Commission
Referred to: Mayor and Board of Trustees

Summary of Background and Reason for Request:

On April 18, 2016, the Board of Trustees accepted the Plan Commission’s
recommendation on the request of the Final Development Plan for 8 Parkway North in the
Parkway North Center Planned Unit Development.

Reports and Documents Attached:
Ordinance

Date Referred to Board: May 2, 2016

Action Taken:




VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD
LAKE AND COOK COUNTIES, ILLINOIS

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
FOR 8 PARKWAY NORTH IN THE PARKWAY NORTH CENTER
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT

WHEREAS, Quadrangle Parkway Holdings LLC (“Petitioner”), the owner of a 10.01
acre tract of property known as 5 Parkway North and 8 Parkway North, and legally described on
Exhibit A attached hereto (hereinafter referred to as “8 Parkway North” or the “Subject
Property”), petitioned the Plan Commission of the Village of Deerfield for approval of a Final
Development Plan for 8§ Parkway North as a Special Use Planned Unit Development of the
Subject Property in the Parkway North Center Planned Unit Development in the I-1 Office,
Research and Restricted Industrial District pursuant to the provisions of the Parkway North
Center Annexation Agreement and the provisions of Article 6.01-C, Paragraph 5, Article 12.08,
Article 12.09 and Article 13.11 of the Zoning Ordinance of the Village of Deerfield, as amended;
and,

WHEREAS, the Plan Commission of the Village of Deerfield has held a public meeting
to consider the Final Development Plan for 8 Parkway North as a Special Use Planned Unit
Development of the Subject Property in the I-1 Office, Research and Restricted Industrial
District, said meeting conforming in all respects, in both manner and form, with the requirements

of the Zoning Ordinance of the Village of Deerfield; and,



WHEREAS, the Plan Commission has determined that the Final Development Plan for
the Subject Property is in substantial conformance with the previously approved Preliminary
Development Plan for the Parkway North Center Planned Unit Development; and,

WHEREAS, the Plan Commission of the Village of Deerfield, after considering the
Final Development Plan for the Subject Property and the evidence and supporting materials
offered at said meeting, has submitted its written report and recommendations to the President
and Board of Trustees of the Village of Deerfield that the Final Development Plan for 8 Parkway
North is in substantial conformance with the previously approved Preliminary Development Plan
for the Parkway North Center Planned Unit Development and should be approved as a Special
Use Planned Unit Development of the Subject Property in the I-1 Office, Research and
Restricted Industrial District; and,

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Deerfield are of the
opinion that the Final Development Plan for 8§ Parkway North should be approved as a Special
Use Planned Unit Development of the Subject Property in the I-1 Office, Research and
Restricted Industrial District, authorizing and permitting the construction, development and use
of the Subject Property in accordance with the plans and documents attached hereto as Exhibit B
hereof, which comprise the Final Development Plan for the Subject Property, and with the
supporting materials submitted by the Petitioner which are incorporated herein and made a part
hereof by this reference;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD, LAKE AND COOK COUNTIES,

ILLINOIS, in the exercise of its home rule powers, as follows:



SECTION 1: That the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Deerfield do
hereby find that the Final Development Plan for 8§ Parkway North fully complies with the
requirements and standards set forth in Article 6.01-C, Paragraph 5, Article 12.08, Article 12.09
and Article 13.11 of the Zoning Ordinance of the Village of Deerfield and with the applicable
provisions of the Parkway North Center Annexation Agreement.

SECTION 2: That the President and Board of Trustees do hereby authorize and approve
the Final Development Plan for 8 Parkway North Center PUD, attached hereto and made a part
hereof as Exhibit B to this Ordinance, as a Special Use Planned Unit Development of the Subject
Property in Parkway North Center Planned Unit Development in the I-1 Office, Research and
Restricted Industrial District, subject to the conditions, regulations and restrictions set forth in
Section 3 of this Ordinance.

SECTION 3: That the approval and authorization of said Final Development Plan for 8
Parkway North is hereby granted subject to the following conditions:

A. Submission and approval of final engineering plans consistent with the Final

Development Plan for the Subject Property prior to the commencement of any

construction.

B. Construction, development, maintenance and use of the Subject Property shall be

in accordance with the documents, materials and exhibits comprising the Final

Development Plan for the Subject Property attached hereto and made a part hereof as

Exhibit B.

C. Except as otherwise expressly provided in this Ordinance or in the Final

Development Plan, the construction, development and use of the Subject Property shall

be in accordance with the Parkway North Center Annexation Agreement.

D. The gross leasable area of the office building proposed for the Subject Property
shall not exceed 186,258 square feet.

E. Compliance with all representations submitted and made by the Petitioner to the
Plan Commission and to the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Deerfield.



F. Continued compliance with all applicable provisions of the Zoning Ordinance of
the Village of Deerfield.

SECTION 4: That the Final Development Plan hereby approved and authorized as a
Special Use Planned Unit Development of the Subject Property in the I-1 Office, Research and
Restricted Industrial District, shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of Petitioner’s
successors, grantees, transferees and assigns, and any violations of the conditions hereinabove
set forth by Petitioner or its successors, grantees, transferees or assigns shall authorize the
revocation of the Special Use hereby authorized.

SECTION 5: That the Village Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to record this
Ordinance in the Office of the Recorder of Deeds of Lake County, Illinois at Petitioner’s
expense.

SECTION 6: That this Ordinance, and each of its terms, shall be the effective legislative
act of a home rule municipality without regard to whether such Ordinance should: (a) contain
terms contrary to the provisions of current or subsequent non-preemptive state law; or, (b)
legislate in a manner or regarding a matter not delegated to municipalities by state law. It is the
intent of the corporate authorities of the Village of Deerfield that to the extent that the terms of
this Ordinance should be inconsistent with any non-preemptive state law, this Ordinance shall

supersede state law in that regard within its jurisdiction.

[This Space Left Blank Intentionally]



SECTION 7: That this Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its
passage, approval and publication in pamphlet form as provided by law.

PASSED this day of , 2016.

AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

APPROVED this day of ,2016.

Village President
ATTEST:

Village Clerk



10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Exhibit B
Documents Comprising the Final Development Plan
For 8 Parkway North
Site Plan — 8 Parkway North, dated March 10, 2016, by Wright Heerema Architects.

South East View of the proposed 8 Parkway North office building, dated February 12,
2016, by Wright Heerema Architects.

North West View of the proposed 8 Parkway North office building, dated February 12,
2016, by Wright Heerema Architects.

Sheet depicting south elevation and west elevation of proposed office building for 8
Parkway North, dated February 12, 2016, by Wright Heerema Architects.

Sheet depicting north elevation and east elevation of proposed office building for 8
Parkway North, dated February 12, 2016, by Wright Heerema Architects.

Lower Level Plan — 8 Parkway North, dated February 12, 2016, by Wright Heerema
Architects.

First Floor Plan — 8 Parkway North, dated March 10, 2016, by Wright Heerema
Architects.

Typical Floor Plan — 8 Parkway North, dated February 12, 2016, by Wright Heerema
Architects.

Two sheets of detailed elevations (north and east, south and west) for proposed office
building dated February 12, 2016, by Wright Heerema Architects.

Building Wall Sections, dated February 12, 2016, by Wright Heerema Architects.

Layout and Dimension Plan Sheet C1.0 by V3 Companies bearing a last revision date of
3/8/16.

Grading Plan Sheet C2.0 by V3 Companies bearing a last revision date of 3/8/16.
Utility Plan Sheet C3.0 by V3 Companies bearing a last revision date of 3/8/16.
Tree Preservation Plan for 8 Parkway North by the Lakota Group dated March 24, 2016.

Landscape Concept Plan for 8 Parkway North by the Lakota Group dated March 24,
2016.



16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Landscape Plan for 8 Parkway North by the Lakota Group dated March 24, 2016,
including a plant palette by the Lakota Group dated march 24, 2016.

Roof Screen Section, dated March 10, 2016, by Wright Heerema Architects.
Electrical Site Plan by Kornacki & Associates, Inc. dated 03/09/2016.
Photometric Site Plan by Kornacki & Associates, Inc. dated 03/09/2016.
Fixture Schedule Sheet E3 by Kornacki & Associates, Inc. dated 03/09/2016.

Traffic Impact Study for Parkway North Lots 5 and 8 prepare by V3 Companies dated
February 15, 2016.

Deerfield-Bannockburn Fire Protection District plan review letter for 8 Parkway North
dated March 8, 2016.



VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD
LAKE AND COOK COUNTIES, ILLINOIS

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
FOR 8 PARKWAY NORTH IN THE PARKWAY NORTH CENTER
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT

PASSED AND APPROVED BY THE
PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES
OF THE VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD, LAKE
AND COOK COUNTIES, ILLINOIS, this

day of ,2016.

Published in pamphlet form
by authority of the President
and Board of Trustees of the
Village of Deerfield, Lake and
Cook Counties, Illinois, this

day of , 2016.




REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

Agenda:16-46

Subject: Authorization to Award Contract for Phase II Engineering Consulting Services for the Kates Road Bridge
Rehabilitation Project

Action Requested: Award contract for consulting services to Ciorba Group ($156,248)

Originated By: Engineering Department

Referred To: Mayor and Board of Trustees

Summary of Background and Reason for Request

The Department of Public Works and Engineering initiates inspections for all 11 bridges within corporate limits every
two years. Since 2009, and as a result of biannual inspections, the Department has successfully completed the
reconstruction of four bridges. The bridge rehabilitation/reconstruction projects were partially funded through the
Ilinois Department of Transportation’s (IDOT) Highway Bridge Rehabilitation and Replacement Program (HBRRP).
HBRRP, which has now been replaced by Surface Transportation Project (STP-Br) funds, is a federal program where
local agencies are appropriated funding for engineering and construction of deteriorating bridges at the 80% federal
and 20% local level.

In 2014, the Village entered into a Local Agency Agreement for Federal Participation (LAA) to complete Phase I
Preliminary Engineering. The Phase I report has been approved by IDOT and we have been given the authority to
move into Phase II Design Engineering. In February of 2016 staff interviewed several professional engineering design
firms to assist with the engineering and construction of the Kates Road Bridge. Of the consultants interviewed, the
Ciorba Group appeared to be the most qualified to assist the Village with this endeavor. The Ciorba Group currently
assists the Village with bi-annual bridge inspections, has recently completed the design work for bridge maintenance
work within the Village, and the firm as a whole has strength within the structural engineering arena.

The Village has been satisfied with their work in the past and we feel that a good value and good service was received
as part of their contracts. The Local Agency Agreement for Federal Participation (LAA, attached) has been approved
by IDOT and can now be executed by the Village. As part of the agreement IDOT will reimburse the Village for 80%
of the bridge design work, or $140,590, leaving the Village responsible for $28,118. The remaining portion of the
design contract is related to roadway rehabilitation and is not eligible for reimbursement. For that portion, the Village
will be solely responsible for all design related fees, an estimated cost of $15,658.

By executing the Phase Il Engineering Contract the Village at this time, the Village will be able to construct the
improvements in 2017. The Deputy Director of Public Works and Engineering recommends the approval of the Award
of the Contract for Phase II Engineering Consulting Services, and authorize the Mayor to execute the LAA and the
Resolution for Federal Participation, for the Kates Road Bridge Project in an amount not to exceed $156,248.

Reports and Documents Attached
Local Agency Agreement for Federal Participation

Preliminary Engineering Services Agreement for Federal Participation
Resolution

Date Referred to Board: May 2. 2016

Action Taken:




Local Public Agency State Contract Day Labor Local Contract RR Force Account
of Trarsporlation Village of Deerfield XX
Local Public Agency Agreement Section Fund Type ITEP, SRTS, or HSIP Number(s)
for Federal Participation 14-00098-00-BR STP-Br
Construction Engineering Right-of-Way
Job Number Project Number Job Number Project Number Job Number Project Number
D-91-048-15 BRM-4003(390)

This Agreement is made and entered into between the above local public agency, hereinafter referred to as the “LPA”, and the State of
lllinois, acting by and through its Department of Transportation, hereinafter referred to as “STATE”. The STATE and LPA jointly
propose to improve the designated location as described below. The improvement shall be constructed in accordance with plans
prepared by, or on behalf of the LPA, approved by the STATE and the STATE’s policies and procedures approved and/or required by
the Federal Highway Administration, hereinafter referred to as “FHWA”.

Location
Local Name  Kates Road Route 3699 Length 0.10 mi
Termini At the Metra Milwaukee District North Line
Current Jurisdiction _LPA TIP Number  10-14-0025 Existing Structure No 049-6003

Project Description

Bridge replacement

Division of Cost

Type of Work STP-Br % % LPA % Total
Participating Construction
Non-Participating Construction

( ) ( ) ( )
( ) ( ) ( )
Preliminary Engineering 112,472 ( * ) ( ) 28,118 ( BAL ) 140,590
Construction Engineering ( ) ( ) ( )
Right of Way ( ) ( ) ( )
Railroads ( ) ( ) ( )
Utilities ( ) ( ) ( )
Materials
TOTAL $ 112,472 $ $ 28,118 $ 140,590
*Maximum FHWA (STP-Br) participation 80% NTE $112,472.00.
NOTE: The costs shown in the Division of Cost table are approximate and subject to change. The final LPA share is dependent on the final Federal

and State participation. The actual costs will be used in the final division of cost for billing and reimbursment.

If funding is not a percentage of the total, place an asterisk in the space provided for the percentage and explain above.

Local Public Agency Appropriation

By execution of this Agreement, the LPA attests that sufficient moneys have been appropriated or reserved by resolution or ordinance
to fund the LPA share of project costs. A copy of the authorizing resolution or ordinance is attached as an addendum (required for
State-let contracts only)

Method of Financing (State Contract Work Only)

METHOD A---Lump Sum (80% of LPA Obligation)
METHOD B--- Monthly Payments of due by the of each successive month.
METHOD C---LPA’s Share _Balance divided by estimated total cost multiplied by actual progress payment.

(See page two for details of the above methods and the financing of Day Labor and Local Contracts)
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Agreement Provisions

THE LPA AGREES:

(1

)

@)

(4)

®)

(6)

()

8)

©)
(10)

(11)

(12)

(13)

To acquire in its name, or in the name of the STATE if on the STATE highway system, all right-of-way necessary for this project in
accordance with the requirements of Titles Il and Ill of the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act
of 1970, and established State policies and procedures. Prior to advertising for bids, the LPA shall certify to the STATE that all
requirements of Titles Il and Il of said Uniform Act have been satisfied. The disposition of encroachments, if any, will be
cooperatively determined by representatives of the LPA, and the STATE and the FHWA, if required.

To provide for all utility adjustments, and to regulate the use of the right-of-way of this improvement by utilities, public and private, in
accordance with the current Utility Accommodation Policy for Local Agency Highway and Street Systems.

To provide for surveys and the preparation of plans for the proposed improvement and engineering supervision during construction
of the proposed improvement.

To retain jurisdiction of the completed improvement unless specified otherwise by addendum (addendum should be accompanied
by a location map). If the improvement location is currently under road district jurisdiction, an addendum is required.

To maintain or cause to be maintained, in a manner satisfactory to the STATE and the FHWA, the completed improvement, or that
portion of the completed improvement within its jurisdiction as established by addendum referred to in item 4 above.

To comply with all applicable Executive Orders and Federal Highway Acts pursuant to the Equal Employment Opportunity and
Nondiscrimination Regulations required by the U.S. Department of Transportation.

To maintain, for a minimum of 3 years after final project close-out by the STATE, adequate books, records and supporting
documents to verify the amounts, recipients and uses of all disbursements of funds passing in conjunction with the contract; the
contract and all books, records and supporting documents related to the contract shall be available for review and audit by the
Auditor General and the department; and the LPA agrees to cooperate fully with any audit conducted by the Auditor General and
the STATE; and to provide full access to all relevant materials. Failure to maintain the books, records and supporting documents
required by this section shall establish a presumption in favor of the STATE for the recovery of any funds paid by the STATE under
the contract for which adequate books, records and supporting documentation are not available to support their purported
disbursement.

To provide if required, for the improvement of any railroad-highway grade crossing and rail crossing protection within the limits of
the proposed improvement.

To comply with Federal requirements or possibly lose (partial or total) Federal participation as determined by the FHWA.

(State Contracts Only) That the method of payment designated on page one will be as follows:

Method A - Lump Sum Payment. Upon award of the contract for this improvement, the LPA will pay to the STATE within thirty
(30) calendar days of billing, in lump sum, an amount equal to 80% of the LPA’s estimated obligation incurred under
this Agreement. The LPA will pay to the STATE the remainder of the LPA’s obligation (including any nonparticipating
costs) within thirty (30) calendar days of billing in a lump sum, upon completion of the project based on final costs.

Method B - Monthly Payments. Upon award of the contract for this improvement, the LPA will pay to the STATE, a specified
amount each month for an estimated period of months, or until 80% of the LPA’s estimated obligation under the
provisions of the Agreement has been paid, and will pay to the STATE the remainder of the LPA'’s obligation
(including any nonparticipating costs) in a lump sum, upon completion of the project based upon final costs.

Method C - Progress Payments. Upon receipt of the contractor’s first and subsequent progressive bills for this improvement, the
LPA will pay to the STATE within thirty (30) calendar days of receipt, an amount equal to the LPA’s share of the
construction cost divided by the estimated total cost, multiplied by the actual payment (appropriately adjusted for
nonparticipating costs) made to the contractor until the entire obligation incurred under this Agreement has been paid.

Failure to remit the payment(s) in a timely manner as required under Methods A, B, or C, shall allow the STATE to internally offset,
reduce, or deduct the arrearage from any payment or reimbursement due or about to become due and payable from the STATE to
LPA on this or any other contract. The STATE, at its sole option, upon notice to the LPA, may place the debt into the lllinois
Comptroller's Offset System (15 ILCS 405/10.05) or take such other and further action as my be required to recover the debt.

(Local Contracts or Day Labor) To provide or cause to be provided all of the initial funding, equipment, labor, material and services
necessary to construct the complete project.

(Preliminary Engineering) In the event that right-of-way acquisition for, or actual construction of, the project for which this
preliminary engineering is undertaken with Federal participation is not started by the close of the tenth fiscal year following the fiscal
year in which the project is federally authorized, the LPA will repay the STATE any Federal funds received under the terms of this
Agreement.

(Right-of-Way Acquisition) In the event that the actual construction of the project on this right-of-way is not undertaken by the close
of the twentieth fiscal year following the fiscal year in which the project is federally authorized, the LPA will repay the STATE any
Federal Funds received under the terms of this Agreement.
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(14)

(15)

(16)

(17)

(18)

(19)
(20)
(21)

(22)

(23)

(24)

(Railroad Related Work Only) The estimates and general layout plans for at-grade crossing improvements should be forwarded to
the Rail Safety and Project Engineer, Room 204, lllinois Department of Transportation, 2300 South Dirksen Parkway, Springfield,
lllinois, 62764. Approval of the estimates and general layout plans should be obtained prior to the commencement of railroad
related work. All railroad related work is also subject to approval be the lllinois Commerce Commission (ICC). Final inspection for
railroad related work should be coordinated through appropriate IDOT District Bureau of Local Roads and Streets office.

Plans and preemption times for signal related work that will be interconnected with traffic signals shall be submitted to the ICC for
review and approval prior to the commencement of work. Signal related work involving interconnects with state maintained traffic
signals should also be coordinated with the IDOT’s District Bureau of Operations.

The LPA is responsible for the payment of the railroad related expenses in accordance with the LPA/railroad agreement prior to
requesting reimbursement from IDOT. Requests for reimbursement should be sent to the appropriate IDOT District Bureau of Local
Roads and Streets office.

Engineer's Payment Estimates shall be in accordance with the Division of Cost on page one.

And certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief its officials:

(a) are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible or voluntarily excluded from covered
transactions by any Federal department or agency;

(b) have not within a three-year period preceding this Agreement been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered against them
for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing a public (Federal,
State or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust statutes or commission of
embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of records, making false statements receiving stolen property;

(c) are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a governmental entity (Federal, State, local) with
commission of any of the offenses enumerated in item (b) of this certification; and

(d) have not within a three-year period preceding the Agreement had one or more public transactions (Federal, State, local)
terminated for cause or default.

To include the certifications, listed in item 15 above, and all other certifications required by State statutes, in every contract,
including procurement of materials and leases of equipment.

(State Contracts) That execution of this agreement constitutes the LPA’s concurrence in the award of the construction contract to
the responsible low bidder as determined by the STATE.

That for agreements exceeding $100,000 in federal funds, execution of this Agreement constitutes the LPA’s certification that:

(a) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for influencing
or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress or
any employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any
cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment or modification of any Federal contract, grant,
loan or cooperative agreement;

(b) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or attempting to
influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress or an employee of
a Member of Congress, in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan or cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall
complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, “Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying”, in accordance with its instructions;

(c) The LPA shall require that the language of this certification be included in the award documents for all subawards at all ties
(including subcontracts, subgrants and contracts under grants, loans and cooperative agreements) and that all subrecipients
shall certify and disclose accordingly.

To regulate parking and traffic in accordance with the approved project report.
To regulate encroachments on public right-of-way in accordance with current lllinois Compiled Statutes.

To regulate the discharge of sanitary sewage into any storm water drainage system constructed with this improvement in
accordance with current lllinois Compiled Statutes.

To complete this phase of the project within three (3) years from the date this agreement is approved by the STATE if this portion of
the project described in the Project Description does not exceed $1,000,000 (five years if the project costs exceed $1,000,000).

To comply with the federal Financial Integrity Review and Evaluation (FIRE) program, which requires States and subrecipients to
justify continued federal funding on inactive projects. 23 CFR 630.106(a)(5) defines an inactive project as a project which no
expenditures have been charged against Federal funds for the past twelve (12) months.

To keep projects active, invoicing must occur a minimum of one time within any given twelve (12) month period. However, to
ensure adequate processing time, the first invoice shall be submitted to the STATE within six (6) months of the federal authorization
date. Subsequent invoices will be submitted in intervals not to exceed six (6) months.

The LPA will submit supporting documentation with each request for reimbursement from the STATE. Supporting documentation is
defined as verification of payment, certified time sheets or summaries, vendor invoices, vendor receipts, cost plus fix fee invoice,
progress report, and personnel and direct cost summaries.and other documentation supporting the requested reimbursement
amount (Form BLRS 05621 should be used for consultant invoicing purposes). LPA invoice requests to the STATE will be
submitted with sequential invoice numbers by project.
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(25)

(26)

(27)

The LPA will submit to the STATE a complete and detailed final invoice with applicable supporting documentation of all incurred
costs, less previous payments, no later than twelve (12) months from the date of completion of this phase of the improvement or
from the date of the previous invoice, which ever occurs first. If a final invoice is not received within this time frame, the most recent
invoice may be considered the final invoice and the obligation of the funds closed.

The LPA shall provide the final report to the appropriate STATE district within twelve months of the physical completion date of the
project so that the report may be audited and approved for payment. If the deadline cannot be met, a written explanation must be
provided to the district prior to the end of the twelve months documenting the reason and the new anticipated date of completion. If
the extended deadline is not met, this process must be repeated until the project is closed. Failure to follow this process may result
in the immediate close-out of the project and loss of further funding.

(Single Audit Requirements) That if the LPA expends $750,000 or more a year in federal financial assistance they shall have an
audit made in accordance with 2 CFR 200. LPAs expending less than $750,000 a year shall be exempt from compliance. A copy
of the audit report must be submitted to the STATE (Office of Finance and Administration, Audit Coordination Section, 2300 South
Dirksen Parkway, Springfield, lllinois, 62764 ), within 30 days after the completion of the audit, but no later than one year after the
end of the LPA'’s fiscal year. The CFDA number for all highway planning and construction activities is 20.205.

Federal funds utilized for constructon activities on projects let and awarded by the STATE (denoted by an “X” in the State Contract
field at the top of page 1) are not included in a LPA’s calculation of federal funds expended by the LPA for Single Audit purposes.

That the LPA is required to register with the System for Award Management or SAM (formerly Central Contractor Registration
(CCRY)), which is a web-enabled government-wide application that collects, validates, stores, and disseminates business information
about the federal government'’s trading partners in support of the contract award and the electronic payment processes. To register
or renew, please use the following website: https://www.sam.gov/portal/public/SAM/#1.

The LPA is also required to obtain a Dun & Bradstreet (D&B) D-U-N-S Number. This is a unique nine digit number required to
identify subrecipients of federal funding. A D-U-N-S number can be obtained at the following website:
http://fedgov.dnb.com/webform.

THE STATE AGREES:

(1)

)

@)

(4)

To provide such guidance, assistance and supervision and to monitor and perform audits to the extent necessary to assure validity
of the LPA’s certification of compliance with Titles Il and Ill requirements.

(State Contracts) To receive bids for the construction of the proposed improvement when the plans have been approved by the
STATE (and FHWA, if required) and to award a contract for construction of the proposed improvement, after receipt of a
satisfactory bid.

(Day Labor) To authorize the LPA to proceed with the construction of the improvement when Agreed Unit Prices are approved, and
to reimburse the LPA for that portion of the cost payable from Federal and/or State funds based on the Agreed Unit Prices and
Engineer's Payment Estimates in accordance with the Division of Cost on page one.

(Local Contracts) For agreements with Federal and/or State funds in engineering, right-of-way, utility work and/or construction
work:

(@) To reimburse the LPA for the Federal and/or State share on the basis of periodic billings, provided said billings contain
sufficient cost information and show evidence of payment by the LPA;

(b) To provide independent assurance sampling, to furnish off-site material inspection and testing at sources normally visited by
STATE inspectors of steel, cement, aggregate, structural steel and other materials customarily tested by the STATE.

IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED:

(1)

)

@)
(4)

Construction of the project will utilize domestic steel as required by Section 106.01 of the current edition of the Standard
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction and federal Buy America provisions.

That this Agreement and the covenants contained herein shall become null and void in the event that the FHWA does not approve
the proposed improvement for Federal-aid participation within one (1) year of the date of execution of this Agreement.

This Agreement shall be binding upon the parties, their successors and assigns.

For contracts awarded by the LPA, the LPA shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin or sex in the award and
performance of any USDOT — assisted contract or in the administration of its DBE program or the requirements of 49 CFR part 26.
The LPA shall take all necessary and reasonable steps under 49 CFR part 26 to ensure nondiscrimination in the award and
administration of USDOT - assisted contracts. The LPA’s DBE program, as required by 49 CFR part 26 and as approved by
USDOT, is incorporated by reference in this Agreement. Upon notification to the recipient of its failure to carry out its approved
program, the STATE may impose sanctions as provided for under part 26 and may, in appropriate cases, refer the matter for
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enforcement under 18 U.S.C. 1001 and/or the Program Fraud Civil Remedies Act of 1986 (31U.S.C. 3801 et seq.). In the absence
of a USDOT - approved LPA DBE Program or on State awarded contracts, this Agreement shall be administered under the
provisions of the STATE’s USDOT approved Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program.

(5) In cases where the STATE is reimbursing the LPA, obligations of the STATE shall cease immediately without penalty or further

payment being required if, in any fiscal year, the lllinois General Assembly or applicable Federal Funding source fails to appropriate
or otherwise make available funds for the work contemplated herein.

(6) All projects for the construction of fixed works which are financed in whole or in part with funds provided by this Agreement and/or
amendment shall be subject to the Prevailing Wage Act (820 ILCS 130/0.01 et seq.) unless the provisions of that Act exempt its
application.

ADDENDA

Additional information and/or stipulations are hereby attached and identified below as being a part of this Agreement.
Number 1- Location Map, Number 2 — LPA Appropriation Resolution
(Insert Addendum numbers and titles as applicable)

The LPA further agrees, as a condition of payment, that it accepts and will comply with the applicable provisions set forth in this Agreement
and all Addenda indicated above.

APPROVED APPROVED
Local Public Agency State of lllinois

Department of Transportation

Harriet Rosenthal

Name of Official (Print or Type Name) Randall S. Blankenhorn, Secretary Date
Mayor By:
Title (County Board Chairperson/Mayor/Village President/etc.) Aaron A. Weatherholt, Deputy Director of Highways Date
Omer Osman, Director of Highways/Chief Engineer Date
(Signature) Date
The above signature certifies the agency’s TIN number is William M. Barnes, Chief Counsel Date
36-6005842 conducting business as a Governmental
Entity.
DUNS Number 068003185 Jeff Heck, Chief Fiscal Officer (CFO) Date

NOTE: If the LPA signature is by an APPOINTED official, a resolution authorizing said appointed official to execute this
agreement is required.
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Local Agency Consultant
Village of Deerfield L @ IlnGis Department Ciorba Group, Inc.
o of Transportation C
County C 0] Address
Lake A N |-5507 N Cumberland Ave
Section L S City_
14-00098-00-BR U Chicago
Project No. A Preliminary Engineering L State
BRM-4003(390) G Services Agreement T HL
D.01.048.15 E For A| 60656
Contact Name/Phone/E-mail Address N Federal Participation N | Contact Name/Phone/E-mail Address
Tyler Dickinson C T | Duane O'Laughlin
847-317-2490 Y 773-355-2949
tdickinson@deerfield.il.us dolaughlin@ciorba.com
THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this day of , between the above

Local Agency (LA) and Consultant (ENGINEER) and covers certain professional engineering services in connection with the PROJECT.
Federal-aid funds allotted to the LA by the state of lllinois under the general supervision of the lllinois Department of Transportation
(STATE) will be used entirely or in part to finance engineering services as described under AGREEMENT PROVISIONS.

Project Description

Name Kates Road over Canadian Pacific Railroad Route FAU 3699 Length 0.10 mi  Structure No. 049-6003

Termini

Description Replace the existing PPC deck beam superstucture and repair/replace the existing bridge abutments. The existing Mechanical
Stabilized Earth (MSE) retaining walls will be repaired at select locations. The proposed superstructure will be a single span PPC |-beam
bridge on reinforced concrete abutments. The existing deep foundations at the abutments will be re-utilized.

Agreement Provisions

I. THE ENGINEER AGREES,

1. To perform or be responsible for the performance, in accordance with STATE approved design standards and policies, of
engineering services for the LA for the proposed improvement herein described.

2. To attend any and all meetings and visit the site of the proposed improvement at any reasonable time when requested by
representatives of the LA or STATE.

3. To complete the services herein described within 304  calendar days from the date of the Notice to Proceed from the
LA, excluding from consideration periods of delay caused by circumstances beyond the control of the ENGINEER.

4. The classifications of the employees used in the work should be consistent with the employee classifications and estimated man-
hours shown in EXHIBIT A. If higher-salaried personnel of the firm, including the Principal Engineer, perform services that are
indicated in Exhibit A to be performed by lesser-salaried personnel, the wage rate billed for such services shall be commensurate
with the payroll rate for the work performed.

5. That the ENGINEER is qualified technically and is entirely conversant with the design standards and policies applicable for the
PROJECT; and that the ENGINEER has sufficient properly trained, organized and experienced personnel to perform the services
enumerated herein.

6. That the ENGINEER shall be responsible for the accuracy of the work and shall promptly make necessary revisions or corrections
resulting from the ENGINEER’s errors, omissions or negligent acts without additional compensation. Acceptance of work by the
STATE will not relieve the ENGINEER of the responsibility to make subsequent correction of any such errors or omissions or for
clarification of any ambiguities.

7. That all plans and other documents furnished by the ENGINEER pursuant to this AGREEMENT will be endorsed by the ENGINEER
and will affix the ENGINEER’s professional seal when such seal is required by law. Plans for structures to be built as a part of the
improvement will be prepared under the supervision of a registered structural engineer and will affix structural engineer seal when
such seal is required by law. It will be the ENGINEER’s responsibility to affix the proper seal as required by the Bureau of Local
Roads and Streets manual published by the STATE.

8. That the ENGINEER will comply with applicable federal statutes, state of lllinois statutes, and local laws or ordinances of the LA.
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9. The undersigned certifies neither the ENGINEER nor | have:

a.

b.

employed or retained for commission, percentage, brokerage, contingent fee or other considerations, any firm or person (other
than a bona fide employee working solely for me or the above ENGINEER) to solicit or secure this AGREEMENT,

agreed, as an express or implied condition for obtaining this AGREEMENT, to employ or retain the services of any firm or
person in connection with carrying out the AGREEMENT or

paid, or agreed to pay any firm, organization or person (other than a bona fide employee working solely for me or the above
ENGINEER) any fee, contribution, donation or consideration of any kind for, or in connection with, procuring or carrying out the
AGREEMENT.

are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible or voluntarily excluded from covered
transactions by any Federal department or agency,

have not within a three-year period preceding the AGREEMENT been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered against
them for commission of fraud or criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain or performing a public
(Federal, State or local) transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlement, theft,
forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of records, making false statements or receiving stolen property,

are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a government entity (Federal, State or local) with
commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (e) and

have not within a three-year period preceding this AGREEMENT had one or more public transactions (Federal, State or local)
terminated for cause or default.

10. To pay its subconsultants for satisfactory performance no later than 30 days from receipt of each payment from the LA.

11. To submit all invoices to the LA within one year of the completion of the work called for in this AGREEMENT or any subsequent
Amendment or Supplement.

12. To submit BLR 05613, Engineering Payment Report, to the STATE upon completion of the project (Exhibit B).

13. Scope of Services to be provided by the ENGINEER:

0
O

O O

O O

Make such detailed surveys as are necessary for the planning and design of the PROJECT.

Make stream and flood plain hydraulic surveys and gather both existing bridge upstream and downstream high water data and
flood flow histories.

Prepare applications for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Permit, lllinois Department of Natural Resources Office of Water
Resources Permit and lllinois Environmental Protection Agency Section 404 Water Quality Certification.

Design and/or approve cofferdams and superstructure shop drawings.

Prepare Bridge Condition Report and Preliminary Bridge Design and Hydraulic Report, (including economic analysis of bridge or
culvert types and high water effects on roadway overflows and bridge approaches).

Prepare the necessary environmental and planning documents including the Project Development Report, Environmental Class of
Action Determination or Environmental Assessment, State Clearinghouse, Substate Clearinghouse and all necessary
environmental clearances.

Make such soil surveys or subsurface investigations including borings and soil profiles as may be required to furnish sufficient data
for the design of the proposed improvement. Such investigations to be made in accordance with the current Standard
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction, Bureau of Local Roads and Streets Administrative Policies, Federal-Aid
Procedures for Local Highway Improvements or any other applicable requirements of the STATE.

Analyze and evaluate the soil surveys and structure borings to determine the roadway structural design and bridge foundation.

Prepare preliminary roadway and drainage structure plans and meet with representatives of the LA and STATE at the site of the
improvement for review of plans prior to the establishment of final vertical and horizontal alignment, location and size of drainage
structures, and compliance with applicable design requirements and policies.

Make or cause to be made such traffic studies and counts and special intersection studies as may be required to furnish sufficient
data for the design of the proposed improvement.

Complete the general and detailed plans, special provisions and estimate of cost. Contract plans shall be prepared in accordance
with the guidelines contained in the Bureau of Local Roads and Streets manual. The special provisions and detailed estimate of
cost shall be furnished in quadruplicate.

Furnish the LA with survey and drafts in quadruplicate all necessary right-of-way dedications, construction easements and borrow
pit and channel change agreements including prints of the corresponding plats and staking as required.
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Il. THE LA AGREES,

1.

2.

To furnish the ENGINEER all presently available survey data and information
To pay the ENGINEER as compensation for all services rendered in accordance with this AGREEMENT, on the basis of the
following compensation formulas:

Cost Plus Fixed Fee X CPFF = 14.5%[DL + R(DL) + OH(DL) + IHDC], or
[J CPFF = 14.5%[DL + R(DL) + 1.4(DL) + IHDC], or
[] CPFF =14.5%[(2.3 + R)DL + IHDC]

Where: DL = Direct Labor
IHDC = In House Direct Costs
OH = Consultant Firm’s Actual Overhead Factor
R = Complexity Factor

Specific Rate [ (Pay per element)
Lump Sum O

To pay the ENGINEER using one of the following methods as required by 49 CFR part 26 and 605 ILCS 5/5-409:
[0 with Retainage

a) For the first 50% of completed work, and upon receipt of monthly invoices from the ENGINEER and the approval thereof by
the LA, monthly payments for the work performed shall be due and payable to the ENGINEER, such payments to be equal to
90% of the value of the partially completed work minus all previous partial payments made to the ENGINEER.

b)  After 50% of the work is completed, and upon receipt of monthly invoices from the ENGINEER and the approval thereof by
the LA, monthly payments covering work performed shall be due and payable to the ENGINEER, such payments to be equal to
95% of the value of the partially completed work minus all previous partial payments made to the ENGINEER.

c) Final Payment — Upon approval of the work by the LA but not later than 60 days after the work is completed and reports have
been made and accepted by the LA and the STATE, a sum of money equal to the basic fee as determined in this
AGREEMENT less the total of the amounts of partial payments previously paid to the ENGINEER shall be due and payable to
the ENGINEER.

X] Without Retainage

a) For progressive payments — Upon receipt of monthly invoices from the ENGINEER and the approval thereof by the LA,
monthly payments for the work performed shall be due and payable to the ENGINEER, such payments to be equal to the value
of the partially completed work minus all previous partial payments made to the ENGINEER.

b)  Final Payment — Upon approval of the work by the LA but not later than 60 days after the work is completed and reports have
been made and accepted by the LA and STATE, a sum o0 money equal to the basic fee as determined in this AGREEMENT
less the total of the amounts of partial payments previously paid to the ENGINEER shall be due and payable to the ENGINEER.

The recipient shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin or sex in the award and performance of any DOT-
assisted contract or in the administration of its DBE program or the requirements of 49 CFR part 26. The recipient shall take all
necessary and reasonable steps under 49 CFR part 26 to ensure nondiscrimination in the award and administration of DOT-assisted
contracts. The recipient's DBE program, as required by 49 CFR part 26 and as approved by DOT, is incorporated by reference in
this agreement. Implementation of this program is a legal obligation and failure to carry out its terms shall be treated as violation of
this agreement. Upon natification to the recipient of its failure to carry out its approved program, the Department may impose
sanctions as provided for under part 26 and may, in appropriate cases, refer the matter for enforcement under 18 U.S.C. 1001 and/or
the Program Fraud Civil Remedies Act of 1986 (31U.S.C. 3801 et seq.).

ITIS MUTALLY AGREED,

That no work shall be commenced by the ENGINEER prior to issuance by the LA of a written Notice to Proceed.

That tracings, plans, specifications, estimates, maps and other documents prepared by the ENGINEER in accordance with this
AGREEMENT shall be delivered to and become the property of the LA and that basic survey notes, sketches, charts and other data

prepared or obtained in accordance with this AGREEMENT shall be made available, upon request, to the LA or to the STATE,
without restriction or limitation as to their use.
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3. That all reports, plans, estimates and special provisions furnished by the ENGINEER shall be in accordance with the current
Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction, Bureau of Local Roads and Streets Administrative Policies, Federal-Aid
Procedures for Local Highway Improvements or any other applicable requirements of the STATE, it being understood that all such
furnished documents shall be approved by the LA and the STATE before final acceptance. During the performance of the
engineering services herein provided for, the ENGINEER shall be responsible for any loss or damage to the documents herein
enumerated while they are in the ENGINEER’s possession and any such loss or damage shall be restored at the ENGINEER's
expense.

4. That none of the services to be furnished by the ENGINEER shall be sublet, assigned or transferred to any other party or parties
without written consent of the LA. The consent to sublet, assign or otherwise transfer any portion of the services to be furnished by
the ENGINEER shall not be construed to relieve the ENGINEER of any responsibility for the fulfillment of this agreement.

5. To maintain, for a minimum of 3 years after the completion of the contract, adequate books, records and supporting documents to
verify the amounts, recipients and uses of all disbursements of funds passing in conjunction with the contract; the contract and all
books, records and supporting documents related to the contract shall be available for review and audit by the Auditor General and
the STATE; and to provide full access to all relevant materials. Failure to maintain the books, records and supporting documents
required by this section shall establish a presumption in favor of the STATE for the recovery of any funds paid by the STATE under
the contract for which adequate books, records and supporting documentation are not available to support their purported
disbursement.

6. The payment by the LA in accordance with numbered paragraph 3 of Section Il will be considered payment in full for all services
rendered in accordance with this AGREEMENT whether or not they be actually enumerated in this AGREEMENT.

7. That the ENGINEER shall be responsible for any and all damages to property or persons arising out of an error, omission and/or
negligent act in the prosecution of the ENGINEER’s work and shall indemnify and save harmless the LA, the STATE, and their
officers, agents and employees from all suits, claims, actions or damages of any nature whatsoever resulting there from. These
indemnities shall not be limited by the listing of any insurance policy.

8. This AGREEMENT may be terminated by the LA upon giving notice in writing to the ENGINEER at the ENGINEER'’s last known post
office address. Upon such termination, the ENGINEER shall cause to be delivered to the LA all drawings, plats, surveys, reports,
permits, agreements, soils and foundation analysis, provisions, specifications, partial and completed estimates and data, if any from
soil survey and subsurface investigation with the understanding that all such material becomes the property of the LA. The LA will be
responsible for reimbursement of all eligible expenses to date of the written notice of termination.

9. This certification is required by the Drug Free Workplace Act (30ILCS 580). The Drug Free Workplace Act requires that no grantee
or contractor shall receive a grant or be considered for the purpose of being awarded a contract for the procurement of any property
or service from the State unless that grantee or contractor will provide a drug free workplace. False certification or violation of the
certification may result in sanctions including, but not limited to, suspension of contract or grant payments, termination of a contract or
grant and debarment of the contracting or grant opportunities with the State for at least one (1) year but no more than five (5) years.

For the purpose of this certification, “grantee” or “contractor” means a corporation, partnership or other entity with twenty-five (25) or
more employees at the time of issuing the grant, or a department, division or other unit thereof, directly responsible for the specific
performance under a contract or grant of $5,000 or more from the State, as defined in the Act.

The contractor/grantee certifies and agrees that it will provide a drug free workplace by:
a. Publishing a statement:
(1) Notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession or use of a controlled substance,
including cannabis, is prohibited in the grantee’s or contractor’s workplace.
(2) Specifying the actions that will be taken against employees for violations of such prohibition.
(3) Notifying the employee that, as a condition of employment on such contract or grant, the employee will:
(a) abide by the terms of the statement; and
(b) notify the employer of any criminal drug statute conviction for a violation occurring in the workplace no later than five (5)
days after such conviction.
b. Establishing a drug free awareness program to inform employees about:
(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;
(2) The grantee’s or contractor’s policy of maintaining a drug free workplace;
(3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation and employee assistance program; and
(4) The penalties that may be imposed upon an employee for drug violations.
c. Providing a copy of the statement required by subparagraph (a) to each employee engaged in the performance of the contract or
grant and to post the statement in a prominent place in the workplace.
d. Notifying the contracting or granting agency within ten (10) days after receiving notice under part (B) of paragraph (3) of
subsection (a) above from an employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction.
e. Imposing a sanction on, or requiring the satisfactory participation in a drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation program by,
f.  Assisting employees in selecting a course of action in the event drug counseling, treatment and rehabilitation is required and
indicating that a trained referral team is in place.
g. Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug free workplace through implementation of the Drug Free Workplace Act.
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10. The ENGINEER or subconsultant shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin or sex in the performance of this
AGREEMENT. The ENGINEER shall carry out applicable requirements of 49 CFR part 26 in the administration of DOT assisted
contracts. Failure by the ENGINEER to carry out these requirements is a material breach of this AGREEMENT, which may result in
the termination of this AGREEMENT or such other remedy as the LA deems appropriate.

Agreement Summary

Prime Consultant: TIN Number Agreement Amount
Ciorba Group, Inc. 36-2525351 $140,590.20
Sub-Consultants: TIN Number Agreement Amount

Sub-Consultant Total:
Prime Consultant Total: | $140,590.20
Total for all Work: | $140,590.20

Executed by the LA: Village of Deerfield
(Municipality/Township/County)

ATTEST:
By: By:
Village Clerk Title: Mayor

(SEAL)

Executed by the ENGINEER:

ATTEST: Ciorba Group, Inc.

By: By:

Title:  Roadway Group Manager Title: President
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Exhibit A - Preliminary Engineering

Route: FAU 3699

Local Agency:

Village of Deerfield

(Municipality/Township/County)

*Firm’s approved rates on file with IDOT'S

Section: 14-00098-00-BR Bureau of Accounting and Auditing:
Project: Pfingsten/Kates Road over CPRR
Job No.: D-91-048-15 Overhead Rate (OH) 141.13%

Complexity Factor (R) 0.00

Calendar Days 304
Method of Compensation:
Cost Plus Fixed Fee 1 14.5%[DL + R(DL) + OH(DL) + IHDC]
Cost Plus Fixed Fee 2 [] 14.5%[DL + R(DL) + 1.4(DL) + IHDC]
Cost Plus Fixed Fee 3 [] 14.5%][(2.3 + R)DL + IHDC]
Specific Rate ]
Lump Sum ]

Cost Estimate of Consultant’s Services in Dollars
Employee Man- Payroll Payroll Overhead* Services by In-House
Element of Work Classification Hours Rate Costs (DL) Others Direct Costs Profit Total
(IHDC)

Meetings & Coordination * 49 $ 5576/ % 2,732.24] $ 3,856.01 $ 108.00| $ 970.96] $ 7,667.21
Topographic Survey * 44 $ 3259 % 1,433.96] $ 2,023.75 $ 173.20| $ 526.48| $ 4,157.39
Roadway Design/Plans * 268 $ 3482 % 9,331.76] $ 13,169.91 $ 2,750.00f $ 3,661.49] $ 28,913.17
Structural Design/Plans * 725 $ 3867 $ 28,035.75( $ 39,566.85 $ 2,700.00f $ 4,570.000 $ 10,465.03[ $ 85,337.63
Phase lll Shop Drawing Review * 24 $ 4117 $ 988.08[ $ 1,394.48 $ 345.47] $ 2,728.03
QCIQA * 32 $ 6461 $ 2,067.52| $ 2,917.89 $ 722.88] $ 5,708.30
Project Management & Administration * 32 $ 68.80[ $ 2,201.60| $ 3,107.12 $ 769.76] $ 6,078.48
Totals 1174 $ 46,79091| $ 66,036.01) $ 2,700.00] $ 7,601.20| $ 17,462.08 $ 140,590.20
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* See attached

Printed on 3/14/2016 3:54 PM

BLR 05610 (Rev. 11/21/13)




DF-824-039

IEncls Department REV 12/04
o Transportaton
Average Hourly Project Rates

Route FAU 3699
Section 14-00098-00-BR
County Lake Consultant Ciorba Group, Inc Date 03/09/16
Job No. _—
PTB/ltem Sheet 1 OF 2

PAYROLL AVG TOTAL PROJECT RATES Meetings & Coordination Topographic Survey Roadway Design/Plans Structural Design/Plans Phase IIIRSet\wl?gNDrawmg

HOURLY [Hours % Wgtd [Hours % Wgtd |Hours % Wgtd |Hours % Wgtd |Hours % Wgtd |Hours % Wagtd
CLASSIFICATION RATES Part. Avg Part. Avg Part. Avg Part. Avg Part. Avg Part. Avg

Principal $70.00 28 2.39% 1.67
Project Manager $67.59 55 4.68% 3.17 18 | 36.73% | 24.83 9 3.36% | 2.27
Lead Structural Engineer $60.36 | 108 | 9.20% 5.55 16 | 32.65% | 19.71 11 4.10% | 2.48 69 9.52% 5.74 8 33.33% | 20.12
Project Engineer $43.76 61 5.20% 2.27 8 16.33% | 7.14 3 6.82% 2.98 46 | 17.16% [ 7.51
Resident Engineer $51.48
Senior Engineer $42.93 | 122 | 10.39% | 4.46 14 5.22% | 2.24 | 108 [ 14.90% | 6.39
Engineer Il $31.57 | 287 | 24.45% | 7.72 1 2.04% 0.64 24 8.96% | 2.83 | 246 | 33.93% | 10.71] 16 | 66.67% [ 21.05
Engineer | $28.67 124 | 10.56% [ 3.03 4 8.16% 2.34 3 6.82% 1.95 | 117 | 43.66% | 12.52
Senior Technician $37.98 | 327 | 27.85% | 10.58 18 | 40.91% | 15.54 7 2.61% [ 0.99 | 302 | 41.66% | 15.82
Technician $26.66 62 5.28% 141 2 4.08% 1.09 20 | 45.45% | 12.12 ] 40 | 14.93% [ 3.98
Administrative Services $32.52

TOTALS 1174 100% |$39.86] 49 100% | $55.75] 44 100% | $32.59] 268 | 100% [$34.82] 725 100% |$38.66] 24 100% [$41.17

PREPARED BY THE AGREEMENTS UNIT

Printed 3/9/2016 9:22 AM




DF-824-039

[Encts Department REV 12104
ol Transportaton
Average Hourly Project Rates

Route FAU 3699
Section 14-00098-00-BR
County Lake Consultant  Ciorba Group, Inc Date 03/09/16
Job No. —_—
PTB/ltem Sheet 2 OF 2

PAYROLL AVG QCrQA Project Management &

HOURLY [Hours % Wgtd |Hours % Wgtd |Hours % Wgtd |Hours % Wgtd |Hours % Wgtd |Hours % Wgtd
CLASSIFICATION RATES Part. Avg Part. Avg Part. Avg Part. Avg Part. Avg Part. Avg

Principal $70.00 12 | 37.50% | 26.25]| 16 | 50.00% | 35.00
Project Manager $67.59 12 | 37.50% | 25.35] 16 | 50.00% | 33.80
Lead Structural Engineer $60.36 4 12.50% | 7.55
Project Engineer $43.76 4 12.50% | 5.47
Resident Engineer $51.48
Senior Engineer $42.93
Engineer Il $31.57
Engineer | $28.67
Senior Technician $37.98
Technician $26.66
Administrative Services $32.52

TOTALS 32 100% |[$64.62] 32 100% | $68.80

PREPARED BY THE AGREEMENTS UNIT Printed 3/9/2016 9:22 AM




EXHIBIT A
SCOPE OF SERVICES -DESIGN (PHASE 11) ENGINEERING SERVICES

CONSULTANT: Ciorba Group, Inc.

PRINCIPAL: Salvatore DiBernardo, PE, SE
PROJECT MANAGER: Duane O’Laughlin, PE

LEAD STRUCTURAL ENGINEER Brett Sauter, PE, SE

ROUTE: Pfingsten/Kates Road over CPRR
SECTION 14-00098-00-BR

COUNTY: Lake

LOCAL AGENCY CONTACT: Mr. Robert Phillips, PE

Assistant Director of Public Works and Engineering
Village of Deerfield

Project Understanding

Ciorba Group, Inc. will be responsible for the final design engineering services required to improve the Pfingsten
Road Bridge (S.N. 049-6003) over the Canadian Pacific Railroad (CPRR). The main purpose of the project is to
replace the existing PPC deck beam superstucture and repair/replace the existing bridge abutments. The
existing Mechanical Stabilized Earth (MSE) retaining walls will remain in place but will be repaired at select
locations. The proposed superstructure will be a single span PPC I-beam bridge on reinforced concrete
abutments. The existing deep foundations at the abutments will be re-utilized.

Roadway improvements will consist of pavement rehabilitation/reconstruction for approximately 250 feet on
either side of the bridge. Existing Jersey barrier wall and sidewalk with parapet adjacent to the roadway may
need to be removed and replaced near the bridge to accommodate the new pavement elevations.

The project limits are based on the profile changes necessary for the new superstructure to maintain the
required railroad vertical clearance. All work is to be completed with the bridge closed to traffic, utilizing a
detour route for through traffic. The project will be 80% federally funded with a 20% match from the Village of
Deerfield for both the engineering and construction costs. Ciorba will follow IDOT standards and specifications
throughout the project.

Scope of Services

1. Coordination & Meetings

A. Attend kick off meeting and one other meeting with Village of Deerfield to discuss project scope and
review comments.

B. Attend kick off meeting and one review meeting with IDOT.
C. Prepare agenda, exhibits, and minutes for each meeting.

Coordinate project with the Village, IDOT (BLR&S and BBS), CPRR, and private utility companies.
Coordinate detour route with the CCDTH for use of Lake-Cook Road. Coordinate with IDOT for detour
route on Waukegan Road (IL 43).

2. Topographic Survey
A. Topographic survey completed in Phase | and will be made available to Ciorba Group.

B. Ciorba will perform supplemental survey as needed using the benchmarks and control points
established in Phase I.

Page 1 of 3



EXHIBIT A
SCOPE OF SERVICES -DESIGN (PHASE 11) ENGINEERING SERVICES

3. Engineering Design/Plans
A. Roadway Design
a. Prepare pavement design using Phase | soils report.
b. Finalize roadway centerline profile.
c. Determine length of need for guardrail replacement at end of the bridge barrier wall.

B. Prepare Roadway Plans — preliminary (60%), pre-final (90%) and final (100%) submittals to Village. Submit
pre-final and final plans to IDOT for review.

a. Title Sheet/Index/Highway Standards
b. Summary of Quantities
c. General Notes
d. Typical Sections
e. Schedules of Quantities
f. Alignment, Ties, and Benchmarks
g. Existing Conditions and Removal Items
h. Plan and Profile (including drainage improvements and pavement marking)
i. Detour Plan, MOT Plan, and MOT Notes
j-  Erosion and Sediment Control; Landscaping
k. Special Details
I.  Cross Sections
C. Calculate quantities for the pre-final and final plan submittals.
D. Prepare specifications and bid documents for the pre-final and final submittals.
E. Prepare estimate of time and cost for the pre-final and final plan submittals.
4. Structural Design/Plans

A. Bridge inspection conducted to determine extent of MSE wall repairs. Metra Right of Entry permit and
flaggers are required for access to MSE walls.

B. Analyze the proposed superstructure design and existing substructure.

C. Prepare Structural Plans — preliminary (60%), pre-final (90%) and final (100%) submittals to Village. Submit
pre-final and final plans to IDOT for review.

a. General Plan and Elevation
b. General Notes and Bill of Material
c. Structural Removal (superstructure, abutments, and MSE wall)

d. MSE Wall Repairs

Page 2 of 3



5.

6.

7.

EXHIBIT A
SCOPE OF SERVICES -DESIGN (PHASE 11) ENGINEERING SERVICES

e. Abutment Details

f. Deck Elevations

g. Approach Slab Elevations

h. DeckPlan

i. Beam Plan

j-  Superstructure Details

k. Bridge Railing Detall

I.  Approach Slab Detail
Phase lll Assistance — Shop Drawing Review
A. Shop drawing review for MSE wall repairs, beams, and bridge railing.
QC/QA

A. Perform Quality Control / Quality Assurance during the project per Ciorba Group’s Quality
Assurance/Quality Control plan.

Project Management and Administration
A. Provide project oversight.
B. Prepare invoices and progress reports.

C. Project control for scope, schedule, and budget.

Information to be provided by the Village

1.

2.

3.

All Phase | CADD, topographic survey, and GeoPak files.
Phase | Geotechnical Report.

Copy of approved PDR.

Assumptions

1.

2.

Additional geotechnical services are not required.

Preliminary Site Investigation (PSI) is not required in Phase Il since a Preliminary Environmental Site Assessment
(PESA) was not conducted in Phase |.

USACOE, LCSMC, or IDNR permits are not required.

Any costs required by the CPRR to review the plans will be billed directly to the Village.

Page 3 of 3



Estimated Staff Hours
Village of Deerfield
Pfingsten/Kates Road over CPRR
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1174 28 | 55 | 108 | 61 | 122 | 287 | 124 | 327 | 62 | 33
1. Meetings & Coordination Task Total: 49 18 | 16 8 1 4 2
010 Meetings Subtotal: 20
Meetings with Village (2 mtgs)
Meetings with IDOT (2 mtgs)
Meeting Minutes (4 mtgs)
011 Coordination Subtotal: 29
Coordination with Village 8
Coordination with IDOT (BLR&S and BBS) 6
Coordination with CCDTH 9
Coordination with Utilities 2
Coordination with Railroad 4
2. Topographic Survey Task Total: 44
020 Field Survey Subtotal: 38
Site Visits by Staff 6
Supplemental Survey 32
021 Process Survey Information Subtotal: 6
Process Survey Information 2
Add to Existing Conditions 4

3/9/2016
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Estimated Staff Hours
Village of Deerfield
Pfingsten/Kates Road over CPRR

3/9/2016
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3. Roadway Design/Plans Task Total:| 268 9 11 | 46 | 14 | 24 | 127 | 7 40
052 Roadway Design Subtotal:| 16 1 4 1
Pavement Design 2 1 1
Finalize Centerline Profile 11 1 2 8
Barrier Warrant Analysis 3 1 2
055 Contract Plans Subtotal:| 60 1 3 9 6 | 1 | 30
Title Sheet/Index/Highway Standards 6 1
Typical Sections 1 8 1
Alignment, Ties and Benchmarks 12 1 1 10 | 2
General Notes 10 2 8 1
Summary of Quantities 10 2 8 1
Plan Assembly - 60%, 90%, Final 6 6
Disposition of Comments 7 1 3 3
056 Roadway Plans Subtotal:| 107 3 16 8 72 8
Schedule of Quantities 8 8 1
Detour Plan 13 1 2 10 1
MOT General Notes and Description 10 2 8 1
MOT Plan 9 1 8 1
Proposed Plan and Profile Sheets incl. drainage improvements and pavement striping (1"=20") 25 1 4 20 1
Existing Conditions/Removal Sheets (1"=20") 7 1 6 1
Erosion & Sediment Control; Landscaping Sheets (1"=20") 10 2 8 1
Details 15 1 2 12 1
Cross Sections 10 2 8 2
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Estimated Staff Hours
Village of Deerfield
Pfingsten/Kates Road over CPRR

3/9/2016
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058 Quantity Calculations Subtotal: 34 2 2 4 8 10 6 2
Quantities (Removals) 2 1
Quantities (Earthwork) 3 2
Quantities (Proposed Plan) 14 2 8 4
Quantities (Structural) 14 2 4 8
059 Specifications & Estimates Subtotal: 51 4 6 15 | 10 8 8
Specifications (Roadway and General) 14 2 12
Specifications (Structural) 14 2 4 8
Estimate of Time 5 1 2 2
Estimate of Cost 18 1 2 1 6 8
4. Structural Desian/Plans Task Total: 725 69 108 | 246 302
060 Preliminary Bridge Engineering Subtotal: 32 16 16
Bridge Inspection Coordination 4 4
Bridge Inspection 16 8 8
Tech Memo 12 4 8
061 Structural General Subtotal:| 170 16 26 | 52 76
Structural Coordination and BBS Reviews 4 4
General Plan and Elevation 82 6 12 | 24 40 1
General Notes and Bill of Material 26 2 4 8 12 1
Structural Removal-Superstructure, abutment and partial MSE wall removal 52 4 8 16 24 1
Bridge Drainage 6 2 4
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Estimated Staff Hours
Village of Deerfield
Pfingsten/Kates Road over CPRR
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062 Retaining Wall Subtotal: 70 6 8 24 32
Retaining Wall Details-Repairs 70 6 8 24 32 1
064 Substructure Subtotal:| 104 10 20 | 42 32
Abutment Details 74 6 12 | 24 32 2
Substructure Analysis 30 4 8 18
065 Superstructure Subtotal:| 349 21 54 | 112 162
Deck Elevations 44 2 6 12 24 2
Approach Slabs Elevations 15 1 2 4 8 2
Deck Plan 88 4 12 | 32 40 2
Beam Plan 60 4 8 16 32 1
Superstructure Details 52 4 8 16 24 1
Bridge Railing 30 2 4 8 16 1
Approach Slabs 38 2 6 12 18 2
Superstructure Analysis 22 2 8 12
5. Phase Ill Shop Drawina Review Task Total: 24 8 16
086 Shop Drawing Review Subtotal: 24 8 16
Retaining Walls 4 4
Beams 10 2 8
Bridge Railing 10 2 8

3/9/2016
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Estimated Staff Hours
Village of Deerfield

Pfingsten/Kates Road over CPRR
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6. QC/OA Task Total: 32 12 12 4 4
090 QC/QA Subtotal: 32 12 | 12 4 4
Roadway 16 12 4
Structural 16 12 4
7. Project Management & Administration Task Total: 32 16 | 16
100 Project Management & Administration Subtotal: 32 16 | 16
Project Administration 16 16
Project Management 16 16

3/9/2016
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IN-HOUSE DIRECT COSTS
Village of Deerfield
Pfingsten/Kates Road over CPRR

PHASE I
Meetings & Coordination
Description Unit Unit Cost Quantity Extended Cost
Vehicle (mileage) mile $ 0.54 200 $ 108.00
Total: $ 108.00
Topographic Survey
Description Unit Unit Cost Quantity Extended Cost
Vehicle (mileage) mile $ 0.54 80 $ 43.20
Vehicle (day) day $ 65.00 2 $ 130.00
Total: $ 173.20
Roadway Design/Plans
Description Unit Unit Cost Quantity Extended Cost
CADD Charges hour $ 15.00 150 $ 2,250.00
Copies sheet $ 0.10 5000 $ 500.00

Total: $ 2.750.00




Structural Design/Plans

Description Unit
CADD Charges hour
Copies sheet
Vehicle (day) day

Unit Cost
$ 15.00
$ 0.10
$ 65.00

Quantity Extended Cost
300 $ 4,500.00
50 $ 5.00
1 $ 65.00

Total: $ 4,570.00




OUTSIDE DIRECT COSTS
Village of Deerfield
Pfingsten/Kates Road over CPRR

Structural Design/Plans Quantity Unit Cost Cost
Metra Right of Entry 1 $ 1,000.00 $ 1,000.00
Metra Flaggers 1 $ 700.00 $ 700.00
Railroad Protective Liability Insurance 1 $ 1,000.00 $ 1,000.00
$ 2,700.00

3/9/2016



Exhibit B

llinois Department
of Transportation Engineering Payment Report

Prime Consultant

Name Ciorba Group, Inc.

Address 5507 N Cumberland Ave, Chicago, IL 60656
Telephone 773-355-2949

TIN Number 36-2525351

Project Information

Local Agency Village of Deerfield
Section Number 14-00098-00-BR
Project Number BRM-4003(390)
Job Number D-91-048-15

This form is to verify the amount paid to the Sub-consultant on the above captioned contract. Under penalty of law for
perjury or falsification, the undersigned certifies that work was executed by the Sub-consultant for the amount listed below.

Sub-Consultant Name TIN Number Actual Payment
from Prime

Sub-Consultant Total:

Prime Consultant Total:

Total for all Work
Completed:

Signature and title of Prime Consultant Date

Note: The Department of Transportation is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to accomplish the statutory
purpose as outlined under state and federal law. Disclosure of this information is REQUIRED and shall be deemed as
concurring with the payment amount specified above.

For information about IDOTS collection and use of confidential information review the department’s ldentity Protection Policy.

Page 7 of 7 BLR 05610 (Rev. 11/21/13)
Printed on 3/14/2016 4:18:38 PM




[llinois Department of Transportation Page 1 of 1
Addendum 1

Roadway Functional Class

L
-

/—{Project Location

Created by Illinois DOT, 9/5/2014

http://www.gettingaroundillinois.com/gai.htm?mt=fc 9/5/2014


hdbdc
Oval

hdbdc
Callout
Project Location


linoés Department

of Transportation Project Program Information
Federally Funded: [X] Yes [] No Amendment/Supplement: #  for FY Cost Increase: $
Funding Type(s)
Fund Percent Fund Percent
Surface Trans Pgm Bridge (STP-BR-On) >200K 80/20
TIP ID Number: 10-14-0025 |TEP Number: HPP Bill Number: SRTS Number:
Project Location(s) & Bridge Information
Key F . | List termini west or north limit, followed by the east or south limit.
Route Clausr:i;ftilcc:);?on Street Name Provide GIS Station in decimal miles www.gettingaroundillinois.com
Designation from/at Station 0.00| to Station 0.00
9 | 3699 5-Major Collector Kates Road Milwaukee District 0.0 0.38
North Line
Facility Carried Facility Crossed Station 0.00 | Existing Structure Number Proposed Structure Number
Kates Road Milwaukee District North | 0.38 049-6003
Line

Type(s) of Work: Bridge Rehab/Remvl/Replmt

Select the primary scope of work include secondary and other work types

County: [] Kane X Lake [] Cook Regional Council Lake County
[] DuPage [ McHenry 1 will [1 Various Project Length: (miles)
Federal Congressional District(s): 10 lllinois Representative District(s): 58
Local Agency: VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD Local Agency TIN: 36-6005842 DUNS #: 068003185
MFT Section Number:  14-00098-00-BR Target Letting Date:  4/28/2017
Estimate of Const. Cost:  $1,937,500.00 Construction Contract No.:
Non-Participating Cost: Non-Participating ltems:

Project Funding Table

State Job Federal Project Fl:ei(;gg?l Fsig’?:t; Est. Total Federal Local State

Number Number Year Year Cost Participation Participation | Participation*
(] P| 91| -048-15 BRM-4003(389) 2015 2015 $116,250.00 $93,000.00 $23,250.00
X D| 91| -048-15 BRM-4003(390) 2016 2016 $140,590.00 $112,472.00 $28,118.00
[1R[O1|- -
X C| 91| -048-15 BRM 4003(391) 2017 2018 | $1,937,500.00 $1,550,000.00 $387,500.00

Construction Engineering 2017 2018 $193,750.00 $155,000.00 $38,750.00
Multi-Phase Agreement | []Yes [XINo | Type: []Bi-Phase [] Tri-Phase
|| Contact / General Information

IDOT MFT Engineer: Alex Househ Alex.Househ@illinois.gov Planning Liaison: Bruce Christensen, (847) 377-7455
Bridge Project PM: Bridge PM Email:
Program Administrator: Chad Riddle Administrator Email:
Local Agency Contact Name: Tyler Dickinson
Local Agency Email: tdickinson@deerfield.il.us Local Agency Phone: 847.317.2490
Consultant Company Name: Ciorba IDOT Design Engineer:
Consultant Company TIN: 36-2525351 Consultant Contact: Duane O'Laughlin
Consultant Contact Email: dolaughlin@ciorba.com Consultant Phone: 773.355.2949
Date Submitted: Date Revised 3/16/2016 Date Completed: 3/21/2016

Comments: MAXIMUM FHWA (STP-Br) PARTICIPATION 80% NTE $1,910,472

Printed 4/26/2016 D1 PI0004 (Rev. 12/11/15)
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VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD
LAKE AND COOK COUNTIES, ILLINOIS

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZINIG A LOCAL PUBLIC AGENCY
AGREEMENT FOR FEDERAL PARTICIPATION FOR THE
RECONSTRUCTION OF KATES ROAD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT
(PROJECT NUMBER BRM-4003(390))

WHEREAS, the Village is the lead local public agency for Project Number
BRM-4003(390)) which is a project for the reconstruction of Kates Road Bridge over Canadian
Pacific Railroad (Structure No. 049-6003).

WHEREAS, funding for the Project from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
is contingent upon the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) and the Village entering a
Local Public Agency Agreement for Federal Participation for said Project (the “Local Agency
Agreement”); and

WHEREAS, the corporate authorities of the Village of Deerfield have reviewed and
considered the Local Agency Agreement and hereby determine that is in the best interest of the
Village and public to enter into the Local Agency Agreement with IDOT for the Project;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD, LAKE AND COOK COUNTIES, ILLINOIS,
in the exercise of its home rule powers, as follows:

SECTION 1: That the above and foregoing recitals are hereby incorporated and made a
part of this Resolution as if fully set forth herein.

SECTION 2: The Local Agency Agreement attached hereto and made a party hereof is

hereby approved.



SECTION 3: The Village President and Village Clerk are hereby authorized and
directed to respectively execute and attest the Local Public Agency Agreement for Federal
Participation for and on behalf of the Village of Deerfield.

SECTION 4: That The Village of Deerfield hereby appropriates One Hundred Forty
Thousand Five Hundred and Ninety and 00/100 Dollars ($140,590), or as much as may be needed
to match federal funds in the completion of MFT Section Number 14-00098-00-BR.

SECTION 5: That this Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its
passage and approval as provided by law.

PASSED this day of ,2016.

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

APPROVED this day of ,2016.

Village President
ATTEST:

Village Clerk



REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

Agenda Item: 16-47

Subject: Authorization to Award the Construction Contract for the North Avenue Infrastructure Project

Action Requested: Award Contract to Berger Excavating Contractors (NTE $2,486,229)

Originated By: Public Works and Engineering

Referred To: Mavor and Board of Trustees

Summary of Background and Reason for Request

In 2014, the Department met with the Village of Bannockburn regarding the condition of North Avenue between Wilmot
Road and Chestnut Street. The Village of Bannockburn expressed their concerns with roadway condition and localized
drainage issues. The Village of Deerfield has concerns that are more specific to integrity of the water main, having had
numerous water main breaks within past few years. The Villages of Bannockburn and Deerfield later met with the Lake
County planning liaison to discuss possible funding opportunities. As a result of our discussions, the project has been
approved for Surface Transportation Program funding, 80% Federal / 20% Local, for construction and construction
engineering. All of the Federal Agreements, and an Intergovernmental Agreement with the Village of Bannockburn, have
been executed.

The scope of work for the project includes reconstruction of North Avenue between Wilmot Road and Chestnut Street,
water main replacement, sanitary sewer point repairs and lining, installation of a mountable curb throughout, and drainage
improvements.

On April 22, 2016, at 10:00AM six bids were publicly opened and read aloud. The Engineer’s Estimate for the project is
$2,735,405. The results of the bid opening are as follows:

Firm Name Address Bid Price

Engineer's Estimate $2,735,405
Berger Excavating, Inc. Wauconda Illinois $2,486,229
Pirtano Construction Co., Inc. Addison Illinois $2,586,250
Glenbrook Excavating and Concrete Wauconda Illinois $2,724,477
A-Lamp Concrete Contractors Schaumburg Illinois $3,196,518
Capitol Cement Company Chicago Illinois $3,694,422
Campanella & Sons, Inc. Wadsworth Illinois $3,959,385

Berger Excavating, Inc. is pre-qualified by the Illinois Department of Transportation to perform highway and underground
construction work. Berger Excavating, Inc. recently completed the North Trail Subdivision Infrastructure Improvement
Project on time and within budget. Staff, and residents, have been complimentary regarding the quality of their work and
their willingness to work together as a team.

The Deputy Director of Public Works and Engineering recommends that the contract for the North Avenue Infrastructure
Improvement Project be awarded to Berger Excavating, Inc. in the amount of $2,486,229. The State is requesting that the

Village of Deerfield concur with the award of the project before they will execute the contract.

Reports and Documents Attached:

Date Referred to Board: May 2. 2016

Action Taken:




REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

Agenda: 16-48

Subject: Authorization to Execute Contract for Sidewalk Bump Grinding

Action Requested: Award contract for consulting services to Safe Step: Sidewalk Solutions ($20,000)

Originated By: Public Works and Engineering

Referred To: Mayor and Board of Trustees

Summary of Background and Reason for Request

Starting this year the Department of Public Works and Engineering isinitiating a different and more
proactive approach to sidewak safety. There are many locations within the Village where trip hazards exist
to the extent that we cannot afford to perform removal and replacement operations at each location. Though
some of the trip hazards will definitely require new sidewalk, we feel that bump grinding would provide a
good and more cost effective solution. Since we do not have equipment, or manpower, to perform this type
of work in-house, we have approached a vendor that specializesin this area.

The contractor that we found is“ Safe Step: Safe Sidewalk Solutions.” They have worked in severa
surrounding communities performing sidewalk bump grinding with positive results. Earlier this year the
Department authorized Safe Step to complete sidewalk bump grinding in the Clavinia Subdivision, in an
amount not to exceed $20,000. As part of their work they were able to remove 306 trip hazards throughout
the subdivision. To eliminate al 306 locations with conventional methods, removal and replacement would
have cost the Village and estimated $84,000. Their work was professiond, efficient and of good quality.

The Department would like to compl ete sidewa k bump grinding for the remainder of the Clavinia
Subdivision along with other locations within the southwest quadrant of the Village. To do so we are
requesting an additional $20,000. We have budgeted $100,000 in the Infrastructure Replacement Fund
Expenditures account for this purpose. The Department of Public Works and Engineering requests approval
to execute the contract for sidewalk bump grinding with Safe Step Sidewalk Solutionsin an amount not to
exceed $20,000.

Reportsand Documents Attached

Date Referred to Board: May 2, 2016

Action Taken:




	AGENDA
	Roll Call

	Pledge of Allegiance

	Reappointments

	Kipling School "Leader In Me Program"

	Proclamation - Mayor's Monarch Pledge Day
	Proclamation - Preeclampsia Awareness
	Promotion of Chris Fry and Juan Mazariegos to the Rank of Commander

	Minutes - April 18, 2016
	Treasurer's Report 3-2016
	Bills and Payroll May 2, 2016
	Public Comment

	REPORTS

	16-41 Rept. 705 Indian Hill Rear Yard Fence Mod
	16-44 Rept. 7 Parkway North Final DevPlan BOT May 2 2016
	16-45 Rept. 636 Deerfield Rd Bldg & Village Owned Parking Lot Renovations Amend Shoppers Ct v2 
	5 Petitioner's Complete Plans.pdf
	ShopperCt PH PetitionersPlans Complete.pdf
	1 The 636 Building_Narrative_012916.pdf
	2 The 636 Building_Sign Criteria_033116.pdf




	CONSENT AGENDA

	16-38-1 Ord. 8 Parkway North Final DevPlan BOT 1R May 2 2016

	OLD BUSINESS

	NEW BUSINESS

	16-46 Auth. to Award Contract for Phase II Engineering Consulting Services for Kates Rd Bridge Rehabilitation Project to Ciorba Group
	16-47 Auth. to Award the Construction Contract for the North Avenue Infrastructure Project to Berger Excavating
	16-48 Auth. to Execut Contract for Sidewalk Bump Grinding

	Items for Discussion

	Reports of the Village Manager

	Adjournment




