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Winnetka Village Council
REGULAR MEETING
Village Hall
510 Green Bay Road
Tuesday, March 19, 2013
7:00 p.m.

AGENDA

Call to Order

Pledge of Allegiance

Quorum

a) April 4, 2013 Rescheduled Regular Meeting
b) April 11, 2013 Rescheduled Study Session
c) April 16, 2013 Regular Meeting

Approval of Agenda

Emails regarding any agenda item
are welcomed. Please email
contactcouncil@winnetka.org, and
your email will be relayed to the
Council members. Emails for the
Tuesday Council meeting must be
received by Monday at 4 p.m. Any
email may be subject to disclosure
under the Freedom of Information
Act.

Consent Agenda
a) Approval of Village Council Minutes
1) February 12, 2013 STUAY SESSION.......cciiiiiiiiiieieiie ettt nneas 3
il) February 13, 2013 BUdget MEELING .......ccvviveiieiisie e 9
iii)February 19, 2013 Regular MEtING .........ccceiieiiiiieii e 13
iv) February 20, 2013 Budget MEELING .......ccveiiiiiiieiieiieee e 16
b) Approval of Warrant Lists 1789 and 1790 .........ccceeiriieiiiieiieie e 20
c) RFB #213004: Crack Sealing Services (Municipal Partnering Bid) .........c.cccceeveverivernnnnnnn 21
d) Directional Boring, B-MaX INC. ........ccciiiiiiiiieiieic et 24
e) Wire Pulling Services, Western Utility CONtractors ..........cocovveririienienenie e 39
f) Electrical Line Clearance (Tree Trimming).......ccoocueiirieieenenieseenie e sieeee e e 46
g) GIS Service Provider AQreBMENL..........cciveiueiiieiieie e seesiesee e e ste e e e sreeeesseesseeneesreeseeenee e 49
h) Annual Outdoor Seating Permits & Sidewalk Restaurant Liquor LiCENSES ..........cccvevvvevennee. 61
1) Reverse Osmosis Water Treatment System Bid #013-010..........cccovcviiiniieniininniieneseeseeins 65
J) Parkway Tree Trimming, Removal and Maintenance ............ccccceveerienenin e 67
k) 2012 Sewer Lining Contract: Michels Corporation, Change Order #1 ..........ccccccevvevvrneenne. 69
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6) Stormwater Report: Due to recent Council actions, the next Stormwater Report will be given
at the April 16 Council Meeting.

7) Ordinances and Resolutions

a) Resolution R-8-2013: Village Budget — AdOPLION ........ccviieieeriicie e 70
b) Updated Fee and Rate Resolutions
1) Resolution R-9-2013: Water Rates — AdOPLION .......ccoooiiiiiieiiieceee e 80
i) Resolution R-10-2013: Electric Rates — AdOPLION .......c.coovvvveieiieiece e 85
iii) Resolution R-11-2013: Sewer Rates — AdOPLION.......c.cccviieiiererieieere e 95
iv) Resolution R-12-2013: Refuse Rates — AdOPLION........cccoveeiieienieieeesee e 98
V) Resolution R-13-2013: General Permit & License Fees — AJoption .........ccccceeeeevieennene 103
vi) Resolution R-14-2013: Building, Zoning & Construction Fees — Adoption.................. 113
vii) Resolution R-15-2013: Fire Service Fees — AdOPLION........cccoevieveeienieesece e 121
c) Ordinance M-3-2013: 630 Pine Lane Landmark Rescission — Adoption..........c.ccccceveennene. 130
d) Ordinance M-4-2013: 399 Ridge Avenue Zoning Variation — Introduction ........................ 143

8) Public Comment
9) Old Business
10) New Business
11) Appointments
12) Reports

13) Adjournment

NOTICE

All agenda materials are available at villageofwinnetka.org (Council > Current Agenda); the Reference
Desk at the Winnetka Library; or in the Manager’s Office at Village Hall (2™ floor).

Broadcasts of the Village Council meetings are televised on Channel 10 and AT&T Uverse Channel 99
every night at 7 PM. Webcasts of the meeting may also be viewed on the Internet via a link on the
Village’s web site: villageofwinnetka.org

The Village of Winnetka, in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, requests that all
persons with disabilities who require certain accommodations to allow them to observe and/or participate
in this meeting or have questions about the accessibility of the meeting or facilities, contact the Village
ADA Coordinator — Megan Pierce, at 510 Green Bay Road, Winnetka, Illinois 60093, 847.716.3543;
T.D.D. 847.501.6041.
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MINUTES
WINNETKA VILLAGE COUNCIL STUDY SESSION

February 12, 2013
(Approved: xx)

A record of a legally convened meeting of the Council of the Village of Winnetka, which was
held in the Village Hall Council Chambers on Tuesday, February 12, 2013 at 7:00 p.m.

1)

2)

Call to Order. President Tucker called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m. Present: Trustees
Arthur Braun, Jack Buck, Patrick Corrigan, Richard Kates, Stuart McCrary and Jennifer
Spinney. Absent: None. Also in attendance: Village Manager Robert Bahan, Village
Attorney Katherine Janega, Assistant to the Village Manager Megan Pierce, Public Works
Director Steve Saunders, and approximately 12 persons in the audience.

Municipal Financial Services Group (MFSG) Stormwater Utility Workshop #2.

Mr. Saunders introduced the second financing workshop for potential stormwater
improvements, saying that both the written agenda materials and the MFSG presentation
address questions raised in the January workshop. He noted that Workshop #1 focused on
levels of service, which drives the amount of revenue needed to fund a stormwater program,
while Workshop #2 will focus on the component elements of a stormwater fee, which drive
the means and proportions by which the revenue is collected.

Mr. Saunders said MFSG had built its analysis based on one level of service: (i) moving
forward with the projects that the Council has already reviewed, including the Willow Road
tunnel; (i) refunding capital reserves expended for FY2013-14 projects; and (iii) operation
and maintenance (O&M). He stressed that the analysis is for study purposes only, in order to
simplify the discussion - and that no decisions have been made on existing infrastructure or
the six additional study areas.

Mr. David Hyder, MFSG, first reviewed questions raised at Workshop #1: (i) show the full
spending forecast over a 30-year period; (ii) show the total principal and interest for current
planned projects and possible future projects, with refunding of General Fund reserves; (iii)
show the impact of removing the Indian Hill underpass project; and (iv) show a comparison
of debt service between 30-year bonds and 20-year bonds.

Mr. Hyder explained that proper stormwater management benefits all property owners by
increasing property values, reducing damage to property, increasing environmental
protection and allowing for safe travel in and around the Village. He added that
implementing a stormwater fee allows for cost to be allocated based on property owners’
stormwater impact. He said the Village currently funds operation and maintenance of the
stormwater system through property taxes, which are based on the value of property, which
has very little correlation with a property’s stormwater impact. He noted that tax-exempt
properties currently do not participate in the funding of the existing stormwater system, even
though they do benefit from the infrastructure.

Mr. Hyder reviewed three rate measures commonly used to equitably allocate the cost of
providing stormwater services throughout a community, which is referred to as a “rate base:”
() a stormwater proxy, such as zoning or water usage; (ii) intensity of development, using
gross property area with a runoff coefficient; and (iii) impervious area, either an average
based on samples, or the actual measured area. Noting that measuring impervious area
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increases equity but also adds to the complexity of administration, he said MFSG
recommends using a rate base tied to impervious area, as it directly relates to runoff and
demand on the system, and is easy to calculate using information from the Village’s GIS
database. He reviewed a chart of impervious area in the Village by land use, which showed
that the single parcels with the largest impervious area are tax-exempt properties. He noted
that there is a very wide distribution of impervious area among the single family residential
(SFR) parcels, ranging from 0 — 32,000 square feet, and that using an average impervious
area approach would therefore significantly reduce the equity of the stormwater fee.

Mr. Hyder reviewed approaches for developing an equivalent run off unit (ERU) as a base
unit of measurement for stormwater system usage. He recommended using an ERU of 3,400
square feet per unit, as the average impervious area for SFR parcels is 3,400 square feet when
parcels above 8,500 square feet are excluded.

Mr. Hyder next explained that the stormwater fee can be structured as a uniform fee per
ERU, which is the most typical, or as a location-based fee per ERU. The location-based fee
would vary by drainage area, based on the associated capital projects for each area, and is the
most difficult to administer. He then reviewed a funding scenario based on a combination of
property tax and a stormwater fee using a uniform fee per ERU, and one based on a
combination of property taxes with a stormwater location-based fee.

Next, Mr. Hyder reviewed a table that demonstrated the impact of funding stormwater
expenditures using exclusively from property tax revenues and provided a breakdown by
type of property use: 95.2% residential; 4.4% commercial; and 0 .4% industrial. He then
reviewed a chart showing that the breakdown of uses paying into a stormwater fee scenario
would be: 82.0% residential; 13.9% tax exempt entities; 3.1% commercial; and 0.2%
industrial.

Mr. Hyder then illustrated the impact of the various funding approaches on actual parcels
within the Village, using three single-family residences, two commercial buildings and two
tax exempt parcels. He noted that the impacts to actual parcels within the Village vary
significantly depending on their: (i) amount of impervious area; (ii) location; and (iii)
assessed value. He concluded that the most significant impact under a 100% stormwater fee
approach is on properties with a large amount of impervious area, and that parcels with a
high assessed value are the most affected under a property tax approach to funding.

Lastly, Mr. Hyder reviewed the key policy issues and MFSG’s recommendations:

e What level of stormwater service should the Village provide?
Recommendation: Focus on the projects that are currently being worked on, and
continue to evaluate the others.

e How should the level of service be funded?
Recommendation: A stormwater fee provides the best equity.

e What rate base should be used to measure stormwater contribution?
Recommendation: Impervious surface is the best indicator of runoff,
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e How should the stormwater fee be structured?
Recommendation: While a location-based structure may be perceived as the most
equitable, it is very difficult to administer and details would need to be significantly
fleshed out.

Mr. Saunders noted that the concepts get complicated very quickly when multiple levels of
service are added in, or if location based fees are contemplated, and said Staff would like to
get the Council’s feedback on the policy issues, so Staff could present a fairly limited set of
funding options for comment and discussion by the public and the Council. He asked the
Council for direction aimed at narrowing some options so Staff could bring back refinements
for a robust public and Council dialog. He added that the goal is to provide the most detailed
and focused set of options possible for the community discussion.

Trustee Kates said he opposed repaying the General Fund for stormwater expenditures, and
that reserves are meant to pay for capital projects. He asked for figures showing the added
interest cost of folding the General Fund repayment into the bond payments, as well as the
potential impact of a 30-year bond issue on homeowners. He added that the location of flood
zones, as opposed to project areas, also needs to be discussed.

Mr. Saunders responded that the issue of repaying the reserves is a level of service issue that
is not a foregone conclusion. He said it is still on the table for Council discussion and
direction, although the Council consensus at Workshop #1 was to continue examining the
refunding component in the models. He noted that the drainage areas that were chosen are
the areas that contribute water and hence have need for stormwater management projects. He
added that he tried to create a rational and defensible location-based fee and was unable to do
so. He explained that some areas where projects are being proposed are not in the floodplain,
and that within drainage basins there are areas that did not experience flooding, but that
contributed to flooding downstream and upstream from that area, which makes creating a
location-based fee structure extremely difficult. He disagreed when Trustee Kate opined that
there are sections of the Village where water is handled by the stormwater system, saying
that the water that runs off those properties contribute to a problem in another area.

Mr. Hyder explained that the issue of refunding the reserves is related to the fact that the
reserves are generated by property taxes, and that if a stormwater fee is used to fund the
bonds, it would be equitable to fund stormwater projects from stormwater funds and not from
property taxes. He noted that if the decision is made to fund the bonds with 100% property
taxes, the issue becomes moot.

Trustee Buck agreed with Mr. Hyder’s logic, and added that the Council would have policy
discussions about the issue.

President Tucker asked how much the Village needs to have in reserve to maintain its AAA
rating. Manager Bahan said it’s typically 6 months of operating expenses, and offered to
have Staff provide more information on the issue in the Fund Balance discussion at the next
evening’s budget meeting.

In reply to Trustee Corrigan’s concern about definitively choosing a level of service before
discussing project costs, Mr. Saunders explained that the level of service was selected for
analysis in order to move the discussion forward, but that the Council could strip out any
elements it chooses at any time. After more discussion, there was general agreement to keep
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moving forward with the three northern Winnetka projects (Lloyd outlet, East and West
Tower Road), as the engineering would need to be finished before construction could start.
Mr. Saunders said he would stop short of going out to bid in order to get public input and
Council approval before moving forward.

The Council then discussed whether rounding to the nearest ERU is a good way to calculate
the fee, as there would be no incentive for homeowners to lower their impermeable surface
if, for example, their .5 ERU was destined to be rounded up to 1 ERU. Responding to
questions, Mr. Hyder said it is possible to use fractions of ERUs, but it would be more
difficult to administer and could result in more appeals.

Trustee McCrary said he felt the Council should narrow the options, explain the benefits to
the public, and put the issue to a referendum. There was general agreement regarding a
referendum being a good way of ensuring that the public was behind the proposed
improvements. Attorney Janega noted that the Spring 2014 election is the next available
time for a referendum. Manager Bahan said he would like to see the Council coalesce
around the funding mechanism so it could be presented to the public, and once community
feedback is obtained, the Council will have a sense of whether it wants to go to referendum
on the issue.

President Tucker expressed concerns about a stormwater utility as it applies to non-profit
organizations and other tax-exempt bodies, as excessive fees and expenses put the Winnetka
Woman’s Club out of business. Mr. Hyder said communities don’t typically exclude tax-
exempt entities from a stormwater utility, as they contribute stormwater runoff and it’s felt
they should pay their fair share.

Trustee McCrary said that if all things were equal, funding stormwater from property taxes
would be preferable because it would be deductible, but that all things are not equal. He
pointed out that if other taxing bodies paid their share of the costs through a stormwater
utility and passed their costs to the taxpayers in the form of higher property taxes, the
taxpayers will net a tax deduction on the expense, which would fit in with the aim of
cushioning the blow of the extra stormwater expenses to property owners.

Attorney Janega, answering a question about whether it would be possible to have the tax-
exempt bodies pay a higher price per ERU since they don’t pay property taxes, explained that
the Council would have to find a rational basis for establishing different categories or it
would be hard to defend, complicated to explain at the public discussion level, and would
also make administration of a stormwater utility much more difficult.

Asked if 100 year protection should be offered for every resident, Mr. Saunders stressed the
importance of clarifying expectations, saying the goal is to try to keep structures from
flooding, which does not mean that streets won’t ever flood, but that property should be
protected. He explained that looking at the 100-year level of protection is based on the fact
that the severe flooding after the July 2011 storm was of a magnitude the community never
wants to see again. He noted that stormwater projects are planned for areas that experience
frequent and severe flooding, and added that he is trying to figure out a way to overlay the
consultants’ drainage models over the Village’s GIS topographical information to try to get a
vision of where homes are at risk of being inundated, and how many of them would have
reduced risk if the proposed stormwater projects are completed. Manager Bahan commented
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3)

that some of the projects required very little additional cost to upgrade to 100-year protection
levels.

President Tucker asked Staff to provide numbers that deal only with the cost of the tunnel,
with the General Fund repayment and O&M stripped out of the calculations, and then asked
if any grant funds were available.

Manager Bahan said Staff had met with Rep. Schakowsky’s grant staff and that they are
looking for funds, and there also may be an opportunity for stormwater help from IDOT as
the jurisdictional transfer of Willow Road moves forward. He recommended that, before
settling on an ERU formula, Council take into consideration that some current debt service
will be paid in full in 2014, and that money could then be earmarked for stormwater funding.

After more discussion, there was general agreement that: (i) the Village should be
considered as a whole and that all of the proposed projects continue to move forward with
engineering, stopping short of going out for construction bids; (ii) location-based fees should
not be investigated further; (iii) analysis should use a funding scenario that keeps property
taxes as a component, as well as a scenario with a 100% stormwater utility option; (iv) the
additional six study areas should be excluded from the calculations for the time being, as
future Councils have the option to implement them; (v) costs should be amortized over 30
years to show the impact on individual households; (vi) the Council needs to see more
analysis before it can make a decision about repaying the General Fund; (vii) once the
necessary refinements of a stormwater master plan are in place, a survey of the public needs
to be done; and (viii) robust public education and discussion needs to take place so the
Council can gauge by the community’s response and decide whether the issue should go to
referendum.

Public Comment.

Ted Wynnychenko, 1086 Oak: Recommended that the Village be treated as a whole;
disagreed with the way the Village calculates impervious surface; and posited that new
homes subsidize older ones due to stormwater detention requirements for new construction
that mitigate their contribution to the storm sewer system.

Baird Smart, 112 Church: Favored a referendum, given the magnitude of funding.

Mike Canmann, 164 DeWindt: Opposed dividing the Village into sections, saying
equitability can’t be defined because it is impossible to define causality with regard to
stormwater runoff.

Mary Tritley, 330 Willow: The public needs to understand why a project like the tunnel is
being built; the scale is huge compared to what other communities have done, and the cost is
too big to contemplate.

John Iberle, 1108 Oak: Thanked the Council for their service and the Staff and Consultants
for their hard work, stressed the need for community information and education; noted the
challenge of addressing causality; suggested balancing the amount of impervious surface by
total lot size when calculating ERUs; stated stormwater improvements are investment for the
whole community; and supports including tax-exempt parcels.
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Bill Sick, 565 Sheridan: Thanked the Council, then urged draining reserves before raising
taxes or setting fees, because the community is overtaxed and could react negatively to the
proposals;.

Rick McQuet, 528 Maple: Observed that stormwater problems are not equal in the
community, so everybody can’t pay the same amount.

4) Executive Session. None.

5) Adjournment. Trustee Spinney, seconded by Trustee Kates, moved to adjourn the meeting.
By voice vote, the motion carried. The meeting adjourned at 10:10 p.m.

Recording Secretary
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MINUTES
WINNETKA VILLAGE COUNCIL BUDGET MEETING

February 13, 2013
(Approved: xx)

A record of a legally convened meeting of the Council of the Village of Winnetka, which was
held in the Village Hall Council Chambers on Tuesday, February 13, 2013 at 7:00 p.m.

1)

2)

Call to Order. President Tucker called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. Present: Trustees
Arthur Braun, Jack Buck, Patrick Corrigan, Richard Kates, Stuart McCrary and Jennifer
Spinney. Absent: None. Also in attendance: Village Manager Robert Bahan, Village
Attorney Katherine Janega, Finance Director Ed McKee, Director of Water & Electric Brian
Keys, Assistant Director of Water & Electric Rich Ciesla, Community Development Director
Mike D’Onofrio, Assistant to the Village Manager Megan Pierce and approximately seven
persons in the audience.

Electric. Water & Electric Director Brian Keys presented the budget for the Electric Fund,
and stated that, other than a 9-month transitional position for the Distribution Engineer, there
are no other proposed changes to the Department’s staffing. He stated that the Department
builds its budget around kilowatt hour sales projections and that purchased power costs
account for 48% of the Department’s budget. He explained the impact of purchased power
cost, and the Village’s rebate procedure for when there is an over-collection.

Mr. Keys presented a comparison of electric rates and said it showed that a Winnetka
residential customer pays about $138 less than a typical regulated ComEd residential
customer. He added it is possible to absorb the increased price of wholesale purchased
power while maintaining electric rates for customers. He then reviewed key priority
expenditures, including: (i) capital items such as the switchgear required to support a second
transformer at the Northfield Substation; (ii) performing work on Winnetka Park District
projects, for which the WPD is paying materials and resources; (iii) 100% of capital
expenditures will be allocated to distribution items. Turning to the Village’s power plant,
accounted for the ownership costs and explained its value as an asset from a cost perspective,
because by maintaining the steam turbine and ability to generate power, the Village receives
credits from Illinois Municipal Electric Agency (IMEA), e.g., $1,291,200 in FY 2012-13.

Trustee Kates asked about IMEA’s connection to the Prairie State Plant and its cost overruns,
whether Winnetka should be concerned, and whether the coal operation of this plant is
problematic. Mr. Keys explained that Winnetka does not own any part of Prairie State, but
that IMEA has a small ownership interest and that, through IMEA, the Village has a
proportionate share of any projects in which IMEA is participating. Regarding coal,

Mr. Keys observed that, while it has been a great market for natural gas, the future of that
market is unknown. Trustee Kates also asked about electrical aggregation and the reduced
rates other communities have been able to achieve, and if it is fair to compare the Village
only to ComEd or whether it should look at others. Mr. Keys noted that municipal
aggregation has been a good opportunity for many, but that original contracts will need to be
renewed in the coming years. He added that the Village cannot pursue other rate options
because of its long-term contract with IMEA.
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3)

Responding to a question from Trustee Buck about the difference in charges between
commercial and residential properties, Mr. Keys explained that residential users are not
charged a demand charge, that other rate classifications are charged a demand charge in
addition to the kilowatt hours, and that there is also a slight difference in the kilowatt hours
by customer type. He added that rate classifications and associated charges will be approved
by resolution as part of the budget. In a brief discussion of the Village’s program for moving
electric services underground, Mr. Keys said that over 50% of the electrical services are
above ground and 100% of the tie lines are below ground.

Asked by Trustee McCrary to clarify the cost of power, Mr. Keys explained the cost is based
on how much power is used and when and also includes fuel that is purchased by IMEA. He
said the Department looks at an average unit cost for the entire year, and that it is important
to look at long-term purchase costs and where it has been historically. In response to a
question about the structure of rates from Trustee Braun, Mr. Keys noted that the Village’s
last formal rate study was completed in 2007.

Water. Mr. Keys discussed the water sales forecast for FY 2014, saying they are highly
dependent on weather conditions and that, for FY 2014, the Water Department is proposing a
6% increase for Winnetka customers and an 8% increase for customers in unincorporated
areas. He presented a comparison of water rates with nine suburban communities, showing
that Winnetka’s proposed rate of $31.57 is below the $35.30 average rate of these
communities. He noted that 68% of the Water Department’s revenue comes from sales to
Winnetka customers, with the second largest source of revenue being wholesale water sales
to the Village of Northfield. He identified key priority expenditures, including: (i) the Water
capital budget of $624,000, which is divided between pumping, the water plant, and
distribution; and (ii) replacement of water mains on Oak Street and Birch Street due to poor
performance this summer.

Trustee Kates asked about the fund balance in the Water Fund, given the 6% increases that
have been implemented over the last several years, and about the impacts of the Winnetka
Park District renovations and increases planned for unincorporated areas on long-term plans.

Finance Director Ed McKee explained the detailed numbers that resulted from the March 31,
2012 audit and added that the Village is near its policy minimum in the Water Fund, with
strong sales helping achieve a positive dollar amount.

President Tucker noted that water rate increases were originally associated with Water Plant
upgrades and asked if they would be ending as upgrades are completed. Mr. Keys explained
that the long-term infrastructure has not yet been addressed, and that rate increases may
continue beyond the original time period, to cover mains that are over 100 years old. He said
the focus would shift from capital at the Water Plant to the capital in the 72 miles of mains in
water distribution system, the vast majority of which was restored in the early 1900’s. The
Council discussed the aging infrastructure and long term costs for replacing large portions of
the water system, as well as trends in main failures. Trustee Buck inquired about cost
savings possible by planning replacement, rather than reacting to main breaks. Mr. Keys said
the Department is looking at opportunities to bundle water main relocations where there may
be utility conflicts with proposed stormwater improvements.
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4) Community Development. Community Development Director Mike D’Onofrio presented an
overview of the Department’s mission and then explained its key building activity functions:
permits, code compliance, plan reviews and inspections, and issuance of certificates of
occupancy, and noted that, on average, the Department issues 950 permits per year. He also
reviewed Planning and Zoning activities, including zoning reviews, demolitions,
comprehensive planning, commercial design review, and economic development.

Mr. D’Onofrio noted that the five-year average for demolitions is about 25 per year, but that
in 2012 the Village issued 34 demolition permits. Permits related to a typical residential
construction can run around $23,000, not including if the new home first went through a
demolition permit process. In the coming fiscal year, the Department will be undertaking
significant projects that include the Urban Land Institute study and a building permit
software upgrade. Food service and sanitation review for the Village’s 45 food service
establishments is also conducted through Community Development, and it contracts with the
Village of Wilmette for the services of a sanitarian at $14,000 per year.

Mr. D’Onofrio then reviewed the total annual building permits by type, and reported a 9%
increase in the number of building permits issued between 2011 and 2012. The number of
building inspections has been fairly consistent since 2009, ranging from a low of 2,225 to a
high of 2,450, an average of about 5 to 6 inspections per day. Addressing vacancy rates for
commercial businesses, he reported that current calculations show the vacancy rate is 4% and
the rates have been declining in the three individual business districts for the past few years.
He added that 24 new businesses opened in 2012, representing about 7.3% of total
businesses.

Trustee Kates asked about legal and recording expenses in the Department’s budget and if
they could be reduced. Mr. McKee explained that the Village works to understand the full
cost of services and then to recover those costs through its fees, and that the allocation noted
is for the Department’s administrative and legal operation needs. Responding to a question
from Trustee Kates about planned efforts to increase economic development activity to
attract businesses to the community, Mr. D’Onofrio said that economic development is a
focus of the Department, and that an open planning technician position might assist in the
functions.

Responding to Mr. Kates’ question about the responsibility for the Village’s landfill and
potential ways to generate revenue from this property, Mr. Bahan said a cross-departmental
effort would be needed. Trustee Corrigan said he would like to see an analysis of the
Village’s permit fees in comparison to other communities, and also suggested setting aside
$40,000 in the budget to respond to recommendations that may result from the forthcoming
ULI study. Mr. McKee noted there is a $250,000 contingency in the budget that could be
available for projects, but that staff would need to return to Council to spend any of these
funds. Responding to a question from President Tucker about budgeting for downtown
revitalization, Mr. McKee said there is $150,000 in that fund and that the Public Works
Director has allocated about $100,000 for streetscape work.

Trustee Buck asked how often comprehensive plans are done and about the strictness of the
guidelines that these plans contain. Mr. D’Onofrio said they are generally done every 15 to
20 years and the current plan was approved in 1999.
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5)

6)

The Council discussed efforts for regionalization in the Department, and Mr. D’Onofrio
reported progress on the review of inspectional services, for which the Village of Glenview
has issued a Request for Proposals.

Trustee Braun asked several questions about vacancies, including the differences among the
vacancy rates across the three business districts. He then inquired about the Fell property,
and Attorney Janega said that preliminarily approved development for this property is no
longer in effect. Responding to a question from Trustee Kates about budgeting for the
Business Community Development Commission’s proposed floral and beautification
program might be incorporated in the budget, Manager Bahan said the issue will be brought
back to the Council once the full costs are better understood.

Public Comment: Bob Linn, 1228 Cherry Street: He came to talk about the Public Works
budget after hearing that the Council is considering spending $6 million for stormwater
projects, and expressed opposition to project-by-project stormwater spending, saying a
comprehensive plan and broad community support are needed.

Fund Reserve Policy. Finance Director Ed McKee explained that the Village’s auditors
recommended using a fund balance policy rather than the original cash balance policy,
because it is a more objective view of the organization’s overall financial position. A fund
attempts to break items into distinct buckets to ensure that revenues match expenditures, and
is a standard method of accounting in the municipal field, though it is uncommon in the
private sector. He added that the development of the minimal fund balance policies and of
set thresholds can vary greatly from one community to another.

Mr. McKee then presented a recent history of the Village’s General Fund Balances,
developed based on questions raised at the Council’s Study Session. He estimated that, in
2014, Winnetka will have an undesignated fund balance of $17.61 million, and that the
Village would need at least $9.9 million in reserves to meet a minimum of six months of
operating expenses, although Councils have previously indicated a preference to set aside a
full year of operating expenses, setting the minimum at $12 million. Trustee Buck suggested
the Council have a separate Study Session to discuss the Fund Balance Policy, as there were
many new and related questions that were noted in the stormwater workshop.

President Tucker indicated she is interested in reviewing how much more might be available
from reserves to dedicate for stormwater projects under consideration, that staff should
review what rating agencies look for in reserves when reviewing municipal bond issues, as it
is important for Winnetka to maintain its AAA bond rating. She added that the future
discussion should also incorporate a review of the pension funds.

Executive Session. None.

7) Adjournment. Trustee Spinney, seconded by Trustee Buck, moved to adjourn the meeting.

By voice vote, the motion carried. The meeting adjourned at 9:40 p.m.

Recording Secretary
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MINUTES
WINNETKA VILLAGE COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING
February 19, 2013

(Approved: xx)

A record of a legally convened meeting of the Council of the Village of Winnetka, which was
held in the Council Chambers on Tuesday, February 19, 2013, at 7:00 p.m.

1)

2)
3)

4)

5)

6)

Call to Order. President Tucker called the meeting to order at 7:01 p.m. Present: Trustees
Arthur Braun, Jack Buck, Patrick Corrigan, Richard Kates, Stuart McCrary and Jennifer
Spinney. Absent: None. Also present: Village Manager Robert Bahan, Village Attorney
Katherine Janega, Public Works Director Steve Saunders, Community Development Mike
D’Onofrio, Assistant to the Village Manager Megan Pierce, Planning Assistant Ann
Klaassen, and approximately 10 persons in the audience.

Pledge of Allegiance. President Tucker led the group in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Quorum.
a) February 20, 2013 Budget Meeting. All of the Council members expect to attend.

b) March 5, 2013 Regular Meeting. All of the Council members expect to attend.

c) March 12, 2013 Study Session. All of the Council members expect to attend.

Approval of the Agenda. Trustee Spinney, seconded by Trustee McCrary, moved to approve
the Agenda. By roll call vote the motion carried. Ayes: Trustees Braun, Buck, Corrigan,
Kates, McCrary and Spinney. Nays: None. Absent: None.

Consent Agenda

a) Village Council Minutes. None.

b) Warrant Lists Nos. 1785 and 1786. Approving Warrant List No. 1785 in the amount of
$1,855,231.33, and Warrant List No. 1786 in the amount of $492,361.83.

c) Copier Leases. Authorizing the Village Manager to execute a contract with Xerox for
replacement of two large volume printer/copiers under the State of Illinois Master
Contract #PSD4016019, at an estimated annual savings of $9,195.

d) Ordinance M-1-2013: The Exercise Coach North Shore (854 Green Bay) Special Use
Permit. An Ordinance approving a Special Use Permit to allow a health club facility in
the McDonald’s building at 854 Green Bay Road.

Trustee Spinney, seconded by Trustee McCrary, moved to approve the foregoing items
on the Consent Agenda by omnibus vote. By roll call vote, the motion carried. Ayes:
Trustees Braun, Buck, Corrigan, Kates, McCrary and Spinney. Nays: None. Absent:
None.

Stormwater Monthly Report. Public Works Director and Village Engineer Steve Saunders
provided a brief update on the construction projects for which the Village Council has
authorized engineering work. He anticipates final plans for the Tower Road/Foxdale project
will be ready to bring before the Council in April. He also explained that Lloyd Park/Spruce
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Street plans are proceeding and will be ready to bid in approximately one month. He added
that the Forest Glen/Greenwood engineering is about 75% complete.

7) Ordinances and Resolutions.

a) M-3-2013: 630 Pine Lane Landmark Rescission — Introduction. Community
Development Director Mike D’Onofrio explained that, the Village Council must approve
to amend or rescind a landmark designation under certain conditions, after receiving a
recommendation from the Landmark Preservation Commission (LPC). He offered a brief
history of the home and its architectural significance, as well as the process by which it
achieved landmark designation in 2006. He explained that 630 Pine Lane was part of a
three-lot subdivision originally planned for remodeling by CBI Customer Homes, Inc.
He described the home as having been vacant for approximately 10 years and that
alterations proposed during the landmark designation were not made to the residence.
The owners applied for rescission and the five members of the LPC present at its January
2013 meeting voted unanimously to recommend rescission, due to the deteriorated
condition of the home, finding that the qualities once warranting designation are no
longer present.

Village Attorney Katherine Janega explained that the original non-conforming three-lot
subdivision, noting that the action before the Council will only impact the landmark
certification, and that other requirements outlined in the plat of subdivision will remain in
place

Andy Block, 644 Pine Lane: Mr. Block stated his support for the rescission of the
landmark status, but said he believes the Village did not show responsibility in watching
the home’s condition, asserting that CBI ignored and purposely allowed the house to
deteriorate. Mr. Block also noted construction conditions he experienced during work on
624 Pine Lane, and he asked that future construction access be from Hibbard Road. He
also hoped that construction of a future home would occur on the same footprint that
exists today.

Matt Hines, 614 Pine Lane: Mr. Hines inquired about construction restrictions that could
be placed on the 630 Lot. Village Attorney Janega said staff will review the specific
conditions that apply to this particular subdivision. Staff noted that neighbors within 250
feet receive notification of a demolition once an application has been submitted, but a
review of construction plans does not necessarily occur at that time. Mr. Hines also
described problems with construction traffic on Pine Lane and Pine Street.

The Village Council and staff discussed access to 630 Pine Lane and said it was feasible
it could occur from Hibbard Road. Attorney Janega said the existing footprint is on the
plat of subdivision, which will be preserved for new construction. She added that the
Council can place conditions on the demolition permit to direct construction activity.

The Council then considered the timeframe of a demolition and whether that should be
stipulated in the rescission. Attorney Janega recommended that the requirement could be
part of the Ordinance, but that a demolition would still require the homeowners to submit
a Historic Architectural Impact Study (HAIS) through the LPC.

Todd Stevens, attorney for Susan Murphy, 630 Pine Lane: He stated the owners were
originally financial investors in CBI and that they will proceed with demolition as soon as
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application permits. Trustee Kates asked for clarification of the purchase price, and
Ms. Murphy indicated her partnership purchased the property at $7.6 million. She
apologized to the homeowners for the situation that has been caused by the subdivision.

Trustees discussed the requirements that can be made related to the subdivision and the
potential burden to the current and future owners. With the direction of Council, Staff
will draft conditions to attach to the Ordinance, allowing it to still be Introduced and then
Adopted at the next regular Village Council meeting. Trustee Kates inquired as to why
an HAIS would still be required in this case, and Attorney Janega replied that at this time,
the Village lacks the complete HAIS file that it has for all other demolitions of significant
properties. Trustee Spinney asked about why the property was landmarked and agreed
that it might be a burden to require an HAIS if everyone agrees the demolition should be
done as soon as possible. President Tucker noted the purpose of the HAIS is to provide
information of historical significance and is the typical process. She encouraged more
information would be beneficial to determining whether to waive this requirement.
Trustees Buck and Kates also discussed the importance of addressing potential easements
as part of the conditions of the Ordinance.

Louise Holland, Chair of the Landmark Preservation Commission, noted 630 Pine Lane’s
historic significance in the Village. She said that an abbreviated history of the home
could be documented, focusing on the time before 2003, without delay.

Trustee Braun, seconded by Trustee Corrigan, moved to introduce Ordinance M-3-2013.
By voice vote, the motion carried.

8) Public Comment and Questions.
9) Old Business. None.
10) New Business. None.

11) Appointments. None.

12) Reports.
a) Village President. None.

b) Trustees. None.
c) Attorney. None.

d) Manager. Manager Bahan presented the Council with the press release describing grant
funds the Village will be receiving from the Hurricane Ike Disaster Recovery Planning
Program. With partner Villages, Winnetka applied for $750,000 and received $500,000.

13) Executive Session. None.

14) Adjournment. Trustee Braun, seconded by Trustee Spinney, moved to adjourn the meeting.
By voice vote, the motion carried. The meeting adjourned at 8:10 p.m.

Recording Secretary
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MINUTES
WINNETKA VILLAGE COUNCIL BUDGET MEETING

February 20, 2013
(Approved: xx)

A record of a legally convened meeting of the Council of the Village of Winnetka, which was
held in the Village Hall Council Chambers on Tuesday, February 13, 2013 at 7:00 p.m.

1)

2)

Call to Order. President Tucker called the meeting to order at 7:02 p.m. Present: Trustees
Arthur Braun, Patrick Corrigan, Richard Kates, Stuart McCrary and Jennifer Spinney.
Absent: Trustee Jack Buck. Also in attendance: Village Manager Robert Bahan, Village
Attorney Katherine Janega, Finance Director Ed McKee, Public Works Director Steve
Saunders, Assistant Public Works Director Steve Auth, Assistant to the Village Manager
Megan Pierce and approximately four persons in the audience.

Public Works. Director of Public Works and Village Engineer Steve Saunders presented the
Department’s operational areas of responsibility: refuse collection and disposal, roadway and
right-of-way maintenance, drainage and sewer, public facility maintenance, fleet services,
engineering, and forestry. The Department has 31.5 full-time employees in three divisions,
down from 37 in 1998. Much of the Public Works Department Funding comes from the
General Fund, including about 55% of revenue from property taxes, but also incorporates the
Sanitary Sewer Fund, Refuse Fund, Motor Fuel Tax Fund, and Fleet Services Fund. In total,
the proposed budget reflects a 1.9% increase from 2012-13.

A 10% Sanitary Sewer Rate increase is proposed, due to anticipated capital expenditure
needs to address inflow/infiltration issues. The cash balance at the beginning of this year was
just under $900,000 and it is projected to be $736,000 at the beginning of the new fiscal year.
Capital included at this time is for engineering and repairs, in addition to the ongoing sewer
lining program. Winnetka’s current rate is $10.38; with the 10% proposed increase, the new
rate would be $11.42, putting Winnetka in the middle of the sewer charges in 8 comparable
communities. The increase will go toward capital to reduce basement flooding and back-ups
caused by inflow/infiltration.

The budget also includes a proposed increase in the Sewer Anti-Backup Reimbursement
Program, which had also received a funding increase after the 2011 flood. Many
communities have a similarly structured program that offers cost-sharing to residents
performing eligible projects. Winnetka’s program offers a 50% reimbursement, up to $3,500
for anti-backup systems, and up to $5,000 for overhead sewer conversion. To be eligible for
reimbursement, homeowners must allow a thorough inspection of their sanitary sewer,
looking for causes of surcharging in the sanitary system, i.e., any illicit connections of storm
sewer to sanitary sewer or improperly connected sump pumps or downspouts. Mr. Saunders
provided an analysis of how illicit connections can potentially add to and use up the intended
capacity of the sanitary sewer system. If the illicit connections are found, the homeowner is
required to correct them. The program was originally implemented in FY 2006-07 and the
total budget for the program to date is $210,000, with 39 participants and actual
reimbursements of $132,425. Reporting on the Council’s request to consider means testing,
Mr. Saunders said his research hasn’t found any other local communities that require means
testing. He proposed increasing funding to $50,000 and reviewing the program annually,
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noting that the need for the program likely will reduce over time. He also suggested adding
additional eligibility criteria.

Next Mr. Saunders presented a summary of the Village’s 2012 sign inventory, and reported
that of 5,065 total signs, 90% were found to be in either good or fair condition. He added
that the FY 2013-14 budget contains $25,000 for sign and post replacement and that the
Department typically replaces about 600 signs each year. President Tucker noted the need to
balance signs that regulate activities with the sheer number of signs in the community, stating
that this is addressed in the Comprehensive Plan.

Responding to a question from Trustee Kates, Mr. Saunders clarified how signs are budgeted
and accounted for in the funds, and added that this structure will be altered to improve
reporting when the Village implements its new financial software.

Regarding the Sanitary Sewer Anti-Backflow Reimbursement Program, Trustee Kates stated
that the data does not show how much water was prevented from going into the sanitary
system. Mr. Saunders said that there is a general benefit from fixing the participating homes’
systems, but that it would require much more detailed data from inspections to measure the
amount of water removed. Asked by Trustee Kates whether the Metropolitan Water
Reclamation District (MWRD) would require inspections of homes, Mr. Saunders said that is
being considered but has not been decided. Mr. Kates suggested taking the program out of
the budget, because other storm prevention efforts are being undertaken by the capital
program budget that would not be subsidies.

Responding to Trustee Corrigan’s request for clarification of the flow of water and
connections that cause surcharges, Mr. Saunders explained that planned storm sewer system
improvements will not fix the inflow problems from plumbing connections to the sanitary
system, but that correcting the illegal connections takes water out of the system that may
otherwise negatively impact others. President Tucker said she sees the program as paying off
over time and suggested the benefits be discussed in a study session before removing the
budget item. Trustee Kates indicated time should be spent to find the illegal connections and
Trustee Corrigan asked if a sample study could be done to help quantify the benefit.

Mr. Saunders said he can fairly easily determine how many homes failed their initial
inspection from the program, but it would take more work to determine how many actual
illegal connections were present.

Trustee McCrary asked about the number of program inquiries compared to the number of
reimbursements. Mr. Saunders explained some of the reasons why people do not follow all
the way through the process, and noted that some people are still in the pipeline to complete
their project. The budget for FY 2012-13 was increased by $40,000 to a total of $70,000, but
the entirety of that amount had not been used by January 31, 2013. Responding to questions
from Trustee Braun, Mr. Saunders explained the concepts of inflow and infiltration and how
water can be exchanged between Winnetka’s two separate sewer systems. Asked if there is a
way to quantify the benefit that accrues to the homeowners from the installation of these
devices. Mr. Saunders said he cannot necessarily put a dollar benefit to reducing the number
of connections that can cause infiltration, but that there is a qualitative benefit to interacting
with homeowners and eliminating illicit connections.
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The Council considered the resources that would be required to study these questions.
Manager Bahan suggested leaving a placeholder for the program in the budget and evaluating
the matter further when the Sanitary Sewer Evaluation item is brought back before the
Council in March. The number of failed inspections and illegal connections will also be
investigated by Staff.

Trustee McCrary expressed concern about spending significant resources to study the benefit.
He said the money that has been spent benefitted 1% of Winnetka’s homes. There was also
discussion about the MWRD study in the 1980°s and the number of illicit connections that
were found. Trustee Braun advocated making a policy decision rather than further studying
the issue, as the amount of money budgeted for the program is small in comparison to the
amount of money planned for Village stormwater improvements.

Public Comment: Bernard Hammer, 1455 Tower Road. Mr. Hammer asked several technical
questions about the connections and flows related to sump pumps and downspouts, asked
about the definition of illicit connection, suggested the Village conduct a survey of
homeowners, and commented that signs must remain unobstructed to be enforceable for
ticketing purposes.

Trustee Corrigan commented on the poor condition of some of the sign poles, said he
believed rehabilitation of the poles should have funds allocated, and also advocated a more
uniform color scheme to the signs and poles. Mr. Saunders said that the majority of the
Village’s poles are painted dark green and when in poor condition, it is more cost effective to
simply replace them.

With an inquiry from Trustee Kates, Mr. Saunders described the monitoring process related
to the Village’s landfill and noted that no new needs have been required by regulatory
agencies at this time.

a) Capital Projects- General Fund. The Capital Budget in the General Fund is $1,775,000
for equipment, street and sidewalk construction, and parking lot rehabilitation.
Mr. Saunders explained that $150,000 is allocated for the Scott Avenue Parking Deck,
which will address some lighting, but nothing is planned for landscaping. Trustee Kates
asked if there was a way to combine landscaping efforts with the Winnetka Park District.
Mr. Saunders said there is a two-year contract expiring that will enable the Village to
explore this further, but that the Park District does much of this type of work in-house.
Manager Bahan said the Park District has expressed interest in joining forces for tree-
trimming services.

b) Motor Fuel Tax Fund. The MFT Fund includes $835,000 for Capital projects. Projects
to be funded are the Winnetka and Green Bay traffic signal, the west portion of the
Willow Road engineering/improvement project (Forest Way to Hibbard), and Cherry
Street bridge repairs and painting.

c) Stormwater Fund. There is $7.3 million in capital for the FY 2013-14 budget. Funds
will be allocated to complete both the Baxter & Woodman Master Plan and the Municipal
& Financial Services Group Stormwater Utility Feasibility Study. In addition to funding
for the EIm Street Outfall and Winnetka Avenue Pump Station, the budget proposes
construction of the three northern improvement projects and engineering for the Willow
Road Tunnel. Mr. Saunders said that, at this point, all of these are funded by transfers
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from the General Fund reserves. President Tucker noted that these projects are included
as placeholders so that the Council can continue its evaluation. Mr. Saunders agreed that
with the exception of the studies and the Pump Station, all of the capital items will be
brought back before the Council for approval. Trustee Braun asked for clarification
about the approval process, and it was noted that projects need to be approved by the
Council in order to be bid, and then ultimately, construction contracts must be authorized
by the Council.

Trustee McCrary asked about how excess funds would be allocated if the Council did not
proceed with all of the Northern Winnetka projects within the next fiscal year, and
Manager Bahan stated that the funds could remain programmed in the Stormwater Fund
and be allocated there again in the next budget. Trustee Braun asked whether the
payments of $435,000 of bonds that are scheduled to be retired in 2014 could be applied
to stormwater improvement project costs. Manager Bahan noted this allocation is under
consideration and will be evaluated at the next Stormwater Utility Workshop.

d) Sanitary Sewer Fund. The proposed budget for the Sanitary Sewer Fund is $500,000.
The trenchless lining project in this fund is a successful program that prolongs the life of
infrastructure. The Village plans to complete the Sanitary Sewer Evaluation Study
started by Strand and Associates in 2012, resulting in a scope of work and cost for
additional work required in specific areas.

e) Refuse Fund. There is $65,000 proposed for capital equipment needs.

f) Other Capital Project Funds. Public Works has budgeted $330,000 for the Facilities
Fund, which covers buildings such as Village Hall and the recent renovation project.
Budgeted here are also $150,000 in funds for Business District Revitalization. Trustee
Braun spoke about the forthcoming ULI study and the need to budget funds to deal with
the resulting recommendations.

3) Follow-up Issues. None.

4) Adjournment. Trustee Spinney, seconded by Trustee Braun, moved to adjourn the meeting.
By voice vote, the motion carried. The meeting adjourned at 9:00 p.m.

Recording Secretary
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title:

Warrant Lists Nos. 1789 and 1790

Presenter: pobert M. Bahan, Village Manager

Agenda Date:

03/19/2013

Consent:

v

YES

NO

il

| Ordinance

Resolution

Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)

None.

Executive Summary:
Warrant Lists Nos. 1789 and 1790 were e-mailed to each Village Council member.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)
Consider approving Warrant Lists Nos. 1789 and 1790

Attachments: (please list individually)

None.
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

THle: RFB #213004: Crack Sealing Services (Municipal Partnering Bid)

Presenter: gieyen M. Saunders, Director of Public Works/Village Engineer

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | ggsj(l)?ﬁ?ig?\
v __| Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: v YES NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)

Executive Summary:

For years, the Village participated in the Northwest Municipal Conference (NWMC) joint purchasing
programs for pavement crack sealing services. In 2010, after the NWMC's joint program was
discontinued, the Village joined forces to obtain bids for a multi-year (2010 — 2012),
multi-municipality crack sealing program. This year, pavement crack sealing services were included
in the Municipal Partnering Initiative, and 15 municipalities participated in this multi-year bid
program.

Bids were opened in February and the lowest bid was submitted by Denler, Inc. of Mokena, IL.
Typically, the Village budgets $15,000 per year for crack sealing. However, the Village did not allow
the previous Contractor, North Suburban Asphalt Maintenance to work in the town last year, as the
company was/is under investigation by the Federal Government for wage rate violations. Therefore,
the FY 2013-14 budget has $30,000 available for crack sealing, from account number 10-30-530-138.
Staff estimates that the budget for the subsequent two years will return to $15,000/year.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

Consider approving RFB # 213004, for the Village of Winnetka, in the total amount of $60,000, for
which the Village of Winnetka will be obligated to pay $30,000 for FY 2013-14; $15,000 for FY
2014; and $15,000 for FY 2015, to provide crack sealing for a three year period, to Denler, Inc. of
Mokena, IL.

Attachments: (please list individually)
Agenda Report
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AGENDA REPORT

PREPARED BY:
SUBJECT:

Steven M. Saunders, Dir. of Public Works/Village Engineer

RFB # 213004

Crack Sealing Services for the Villages of

Buffalo Grove, Cary, Evanston, Glencoe, Glenview, Highland
Park, Kenilworth, Lake Bluff, Lake Zurich, Lincolnshire, Morton
Grove, Skokie, Wheeling, Wilmette and Winnetka

DATE: February 22, 2013

In 2010, the Villages of Glenview, Morton Grove, Wilmette and Winnetka joined forces to obtain
bids for a multi-year (2010 — 2012), multi-municipality crack sealing program. This joint bid was
initiated to fill the void left by the termination of the Northwest Municipal Council (NWMC) joint
program for crack filling, in which the Village of Winnetka participated for many years. Through
the success of the initial bidding process, and the growth of interest, 15 municipalities joined
together to bid out another multi-year, multi-municipality crack sealing program.

On February 21, 2013, sealed bids were opened and read aloud for Pavement Crack Sealing
Services for the Villages of Buffalo Grove, Cary, Evanston, Glencoe, Glenview, Highland Park,
Kenilworth, Lake Bluff, Lake Zurich, Lincolnshire, Morton Grove, Skokie, Wheeling, Wilmette
and Winnetka. Three bidders responded. The bids included pricing for sealing cracks in both
Asphalt Pavement and Concrete Pavement, but the Village of Winnetka only partook in the Asphalt
Pavement Crack Sealing. The following table indicates all bids that were received and read by the
Village of Glenview.
ASPHALT PAVEMENT

Bidder Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 %DISCOUNT

2013 2014 2015 FOR ON-SITE
STORAGE

Denler, Inc. $555,849.00 | $555,832.00 | $569,500.00 0.5%

19148 S. 104™ Avenue ($1.19/1b) ($1.22/1b) ($1.25/1b)

Mokena, IL 60448

SKC Construction, Inc. $658,611.00 NO BID NO BID 1.0%

P.O. Box 503 ($1.41/1b)

West Dundee, IL 60118

Behm Pavement Maintenance | $817,425.00 | $842,860.00 | $888,420.00 0.0%

3010 Rt. 176 ($1.75/1b) ($1.85/1b) ($1.95/1b)

Crystal Lake, IL 60014
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CONCRETE PAVEMENT

Bidder Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 %DISCOUNT

2013 2014 2015 FOR ON-SITE
STORAGE

Denler, Inc. $18,296.25 $18,742.50 $19,188.75 0.5%

19148 S. 104™ Avenue ($2.05/1b) ($2.10/1b) ($2.15/1b)

Mokena, IL 60448

SKC Construction, Inc. $12,584.25 NO BID NO BID 1.0%

P.O. Box 503 ($1.41/1b)

West Dundee, IL 60118

Behm Pavement Maintenance $22,312.50 $31,237.50 $40,162.50 0.0%

3010 Rt. 176 ($2.50/1b) ($3.50/1b) ($4.50/1b)

Crystal Lake, IL 60014

SWEEPER PRICING (DISPOSAL AT YARDS/DISPOSAL BY CONTRACTOR)

Bidder BID PRICE
Denler, Inc. $90.00/$225.00
19148 S. 104™ Avenue ($90/HR;
Mokena, IL 60448 $225/HR)
SKC Construction, Inc. $95.00/$125.00
P.O. Box 503 ($95/HR;
West Dundee, IL 60118 $125/HR)
Behm Pavement Maintenance $125.00/$170.00
3010 Rt. 176 ($125/HR;
Crystal Lake, IL 60014 $170/HR)

Budget Information

Typically, the Village budgets $15,000 per year for crack sealing. However, the Village did not
allow the previous Contractor, North Suburban Asphalt Maintenance to work in the town last year,
as the company was/is under investigation by the Federal Government for wage rate violations.
Therefore, the FY 2013-14 budget has $30,000 available for crack sealing, from account number
10-30-530-138. Staff estimates that the budget for the subsequent two years will return to
$15,000/year.

Recommendation:

Consider approving RFB # 213004, for the Village of Winnetka, in the total amount of $60,000, for
which the Village of Winnetka will be obligated to pay $30,000 for FY 2013-14; $15,000 for FY
2014; and $15,000 for FY 2015, to provide crack sealing for a three year period, to Denler, Inc. of
Mokena, IL.
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

TIte: b rectional Boring, B-Max Inc.

Presenter: grian Keys, Director of Water & Electric

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | Sgsj(l)?ﬁ?ig?\
v __| Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: v YES NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)

February 13, 2013 Budget Meeting
April 3,2012 Council Meeting, pp. 49-62
May 3, 2011 Council Meeting, pp. 4-17

Executive Summary:

The Water & Electric Department utilizes contractor resources to perform directional boring of
conduit. Services performed by the contractor are primarily the installation of conduit and equipment
pads for new underground electric facilities on an as-needed basis. B-Max Incorporated has
performed the work during the two previous fiscal years. In accordance with the original bid
document, the Village has an option to extend the contract for a third year at the quoted labor and
equipment rates.

The work has been performed in an appropriate manner with no safety incidents. The contractor's
work performance has continued to exceed staff's expectation and the third year of pricing is
competitive.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

Consider authorizing the Village Manager to execute a purchase order for directional boring work for
the period June 1, 2013 through May 31, 2014 to B-Max Inc. in the amount not to exceed $520,000
based on the third year unit pricing contained in Bid #011-011.

Attachments: (please list individually)

1. Agenda Report
2. Exhibit A - Bid Summary
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AGENDA REPORT
Subject: Directional Boring, B-Max Inc.

Prepared by: Brian Keys, Director Water & Electric

Ref: February 13, 2013 Budget Meeting
April 3, 2012 Council Meeting, pp. 49-62
May 3, 2011 Council Meeting, pp. 4-17
Date: March 11, 2013

The existing purchase order for directional boring services expires on May 31, 2013. The scope
of services performed under the original bid document (Bid #011-011) is primarily the
installation of conduit and equipment pads for new underground electric facilities on an as-
needed basis. B-Max Incorporated is the contractor presently performing this work for the
Village. As part of the 2011 bid, all contractors were requested to provide unit prices for three
years with the annual extension awarded at the sole discretion of the Village.

Each bidder provided fixed prices for various units of work and the bid evaluation was based on
estimated quantities of work for FYE 2012. The actual work scope to be performed by the
contractor will be determined on an as-needed basis. As such, it is anticipated that the estimated
guantities and actual quantities used will vary over the course of the year. Exhibit A contains the
unit prices as bid by each company for the third year (FYE 2014). These are summarized as

follows:
Summary 2011 Bid Evaluation
Year 1 (FYE 2012) Year 2 (FYE 2013) Year 3 (FYE 2014)
Contractor Bid Evalua_\tion based | Bid Evalua_ltion based | Bid Evalua_ltion based
on Estimated on Estimated on Estimated
Quantities Quantities Quantities
B-Max Inc. $507,399.63 $530,162.59 $556,998.58
Biagi Plumbing $567,909.00 $591,961.00 $614,053.00
Archon Construction $603,639.52 $632,287.82 $662,288.26
IHC Construction Co. $688,548.00 $711,863.50 $737,624.75
Western Utility Contractors $707,467.68 $744,948.08 $791,115.57
DiVane Bros. Electric Co. $2,163,365.71 $2,271,061.61 $2,384,812.10

Staff is recommending issuance of a purchase order to B-Max Inc. As noted above, the

contractor’s third year of pricing is competitive. Prior to FYE 2012, B-Max had not previously
participated in the Village’s directional boring work. The contractor’s work performance in the
current fiscal year has exceeded staff’s expectations.

There is $520,000 in the FYE 2014 budget for directional boring and conduit work. The
underground conduit account (50-47-640-208) has $120,000 and merchandise & jobbing (50-50-

540-240) has $400,000.

Staff is requesting authorization to award a purchase order for the upcoming fiscal year with an
initial funding amount of $520,000. If additional funds are required during the year, staff will

request a Change Order.
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Recommendation:
Consider authorizing the Village Manager to execute a purchase order for directional boring

work for the period June 1, 2013 through May 31, 2014 to B-Max Inc. in the amount not to
exceed $520,000 based on the third year unit pricing contained in Bid #011-011.
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EXHIBIT 'A’

SCHEDULE OF UNIT PRICES: Bid #011-011 BIDDER NAME: B-Max, Inc.
DIRECTIONAL BORING
Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (D x E) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxF) Unit Price: (G)*** Total (D xG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
Start or End Pit:
For 2" conduit 85 53.48 each 4,545.80 3 55.13 each § 4,686.05 56.78 each 4,826.30
For 4" conduit 168 53.48 each 8,984.64 3 55.13 each § 9,261.84 56.78 each 9,539.04
For 5” conduit 2 53,48 each 106.96 55.13 each 110.26 56,78 each 113.56
For 6" conduit 0 53.48 each - 55.13 each - 56.78 each § -
Test Holes In:
Concrete 10 374.12 each 3,741.20 § 38588 each § 3,858.80 397.64 each § 3,976.40
Asphalt 2 320.83 cach 641.66 §  330.75 each  § 661.50 340.67 each § 681.34
Parkway 219 85.56 each 18,737.64 88.20 cach  § 19,315.80 90.84 each § 19,893.96
Excavation for:
Xfmr Pad 5°X5°X20" 0 $ 160.42 ecach § - $ 16538 each § - | $ 17034 each -
Xfmr Pad 8°X8°X20" 0 $ 23150 cach $ - $  220.50 ecach $ - | $ 227.11 each -
Excavation for and Installation of:
Xfinr Pad 5'X5°X20” 8 $ 347.58 each § 2,78064] $ 35832 each § 2,866.56f $ 363.06 ecach § 2,904.48
Xfmr Pad 8°X8°X20” 9 $ 411.74 each  § 370566 ] $ 42442 each § 3,819.78] $ 43720 cach § 3,934.80
Excavation for:
Splice Box 28”°X40"X30’ 0 $ 10695 ecach § - $§ 11025 each § - | $ 11355 each $ -
Splice Box 40”X50"X22’ 0 $ 160.42 each § - $ 16538 each § - ] $ 17034 each $ -
Excavation for and Installation of:
Splice Box 28”X40"X30° 57 $ 450.00 each § 2565000 $ 47250 each § 26,932.50] $§  496.12 each § 28,278.84
Splice Box 40”X50"X22’ 5 $ 50000 ecack  § 2,500.00 ] § 525.00 cach § 2,62500] $ 55125 each § 2,756.25
Conduit/ft. (Material and Installation)
1 %4” (Orange) w/ pull liu 16250 0.94 /ft. 15,275.00 3 0.98 /ft. 15,925.00 1.06 h 17,225.00
2" 9730 1.20 /ft. 11,676.00 3 0.98 /ft. 9,535.40 1.06 /ft. E 10,313.80
4" 9400 230 /ft. 21,620.00 241 /ft. 22,654.00 2.57 /. 24,158.00
5" 200 5.20 /ft. 1,04000] '$ 5.46 /ft. 3 1,092.00 5.73 /ft. 1,146.00
6" 0 6.65 /ft. - 1 6.82 /ft. ] - 7.16 /Mt -
Bore/Ream Size/ft.
3” 1000 $ 9.17 /ft. $ 9,170.00 9.62 /ft. 9,620.00 10.10 /ft. $ 10,100.00
4” 8300 $ 9.17 /ft. 76,111.00 9.62 /ft. 79,846.00 10.10 /. 3 83,830.00
6" 5700 11.53 /f. 65,721.00 12.10 /ft. 68,970.00 12.70 /ft. $ 72,390.00
8" 3450 13.63 /ft. 47,023.50 14.31 /ft. 49,369.50 15.02 /ft. § 51,819.00
10 1500 15.72 /ft. 23,580.00 16.50 /ft. 24,750.00 17.32 /ft. § 25,980.00
12” 100 20.95 /ft. 2,095.00 21.99 /ft. 2,199.00 23.08 /ft. 2,308.00
14 100 23.05 /ft. 2,305.00 24.20 /ft. 2,420.00 25.41 /ft. 2,541.00
18” 0 31.43 /ft. - 33.00 /ft. - 34.65 /ft. -
Tie into Existing Manhole
First Conduit 16 $ 51868 each § 829888 ] $ 54461 cach § 8,71376] $ 57184 cach § 9,149.44
Additional Conduits 10 $ 10695 cach  § 1,069.50 ] $ 11229 each § 1,122901 $§ 11790 ecach § 1,179.00
Tie into Existing Splice Box
First Conduit 20 § 348.38 each  § 6,967.60 ] $ 37629 each § 7,525.801 $§  395.10 cach 7,902.00
Additional Conduits 10 § 26.75 each  § 267501 $ 28.08 each  { 280.80} $ 29.48 cach 294.80
E-Loc Couplings or Approved Equivalent (Material
11/4” 50 $ 7.49 each 374.50 7.86 cach 393.00] § 8.25 each 412.50
2” 30 § 10.38 each 311.40 10.89 each 326.70 11.43 each 342.90
4" 60 22.07 cach 1,324.20 23.17 each 1,390.20 24.32 each 1,459.20
5” 0 39.41 each 3 - 3 41.38 cach - 43,44 each -
6" 0 52.36 each - 54.99 each - 57.73 cach -
Fusion Butt Splice (Material and Labor):
2" 0 26.75 each - 28.08 cach 3 - 29.48 each -
47 1] 26.75 each - 28.08 each § - 29.48 each -
5" 0 26.75 each - 28.08 cach § - 29.48 each -
6” 0 26.75 each - $ 28.08 each § - 18 29.48 each -
90° Bends (Material Only, Steel)
2" — 18" Sweep 10 44.84 each 3 448.40 3 47.08 each 470.80 49.43 each 494,30
2" —24” Sweep 2 55.31 ecach 110.62 3 58.07 cach 116.14 60.97 each 121.94
4" - 24" Sweep 10 140.10 each ] 1,401.00 147.10 each 1,471.00 154.45 cach 1,544.50
4" - 36" Sweep 5 182.80 cach 3 914.00 19194 each 959.70 | ¢ 201.53 each § 1,007.65
5" — 36" Sweep 0 382.63 each - 401.76 each B 42184 each § -
5” — 48" Sweep 0 434.16 each - 455.86 each -] 478.65 each § -
6" — 48" Sweep 0 § 444.72 cach - 46695 each $ - | $ 49029 each -
6" — 60" Sweep 1] E 534.72 each - $ 56145 each § - |3 589.52 each § -
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Bid #011-011

BIDDER NAME: B-Max, Inc.

Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (D x E) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxF) Unit Price: (G)*** Total (DxG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
90° Bends (Material Only, PVC)
27— 18" Sweep 30 10.05 each 301.50 10.55 each 316.50 16.11 each § 483.30
2" - 24" Sweep 10 11.96 each 119.60 12.55 each 125.50 13.17 each  § 131.70
4” —24” Sweep 50 34.36 cach 1,718.00 36.07 each 1,803.50 3787 each § 1,893.50
4" — 36" Sweep 15 45.42 each 681.30 3 47.69 each 715.35 50.07 each 751.05
5” - 36" Sweep 0 68.08 cach - 71.48 each - 75.05 cach -
5" — 48" Sweep 0 68.08 each - 7148 each - 75.05 each -
6” — 48” Sweep 0 108.02 each - 113.42 each - 119.09 each -
6" — 60" Sweep 0 § 176.94 each - 185.78 each - §  195.06 each -
90° Bends (Installation Only)
2” - 18” Sweep 40 42,78 cach 3 1,711.20 44.91 each § 1,796.40§ § 47.15 each 1,886.00
2" — 24" Sweep 12 42.78 cach 3 513.36 44.91 cach ] 538921 § 47.15 each 565.80
4” - 24” Sweep 60 64.17 cach 3,850.20 67.37 each 4,042.20 70.73 cach 4,243.80
4” — 36" Sweep 20 64.17 each 1,283.40 67.37 each 1,347.40 70.73 each 1,414.60
5” - 36" Sweep 0 74.87 each - 78.61 each - 82.54 each -
5" — 48" Sweep 0 85.66 each - 89.94 cach - 94.43 each -
6" — 48” Sweep 0 96.26 cach - s 101.07 each - 106.12 each -
6" — 60" Sweep 0 ] 96.26 each - h 101.07 each  § - | $ 10612 each $§ -
10’ Steel Conduit w/coupling (Material Only)
2" 15 66.74 each § 1,001.10 70.07 each 1,051.051 § 73.57 each 1,103.55
4 25 187.14 cach 4,678.50 196.49 each 4,912.25 206.31 each 5,157.75
5 0 266.88 each - 280.22 each - 294.23 each -
6" 0 349.87 each - 367.36_each - 385.72 each -
10’ PVC Conduit w/coupling (Materiat Only)
2 5 66.74 each 333.70 70.07 each 3 350.35] § 73.57 each § 367.85
4 5 187.14 each 935.70 196.49 cach ] 98245] $§ 20631 each § 1,031.55
5” 0 266.88 each - 280.22 each - §  294.23 each § -
6” 0 349.87 each - $ 36736 each § - | 38572 cach § -
10’ Steel Conduit w/coupling (Installation Only)
2" 15 § 32.09 cach 3 481.35 3 33.69 cach 505.35 35.37 each 530.55
4 25 8 32.09 each 802.25 | § 33.69 each 842.25 35.37 cach 884.25
5” 0 32.09 each - § 33.69 each - 35.37 each -
6” 0 ¢ 32.09 each - 3 33.69 each - 3537 each § -
10’ PVC Conduit w/coupling (Installation Only)
2 5 32.09 each 16045 | § 33.69 each 16845] $ 35.37 each 176.85
4 5 8 32.09 cach 160.45 33.69 each 168451 § 35.37 each 176.85
5” 0 32.09 cach - 33.69 each - 3537 each § -
6” 0 32.09 each - 33.69 each - 35.37 each § -
Markup for red color or striped conduits (Cost to be shown is the ADDITIONAL OR INCREMENTAL AMOUNT PER FOOT above the cost of the conduit listed on the first page.)
Color Coded
2" 1000 0.05 /. 3 50.00 0.07 /ft. 70.00] $ 0.08 /ft. 80.00
4 1000 $ 0.05 /ft. ] 50.00 0.07 /f. 70.00 0.08 /ft. 80.00
5" 0 0.05 /ft 3 - 0.07 /ft. - 0.08 /ft. -
6 0 0.05 /ft ] - 0.07 /ft. - 0.08 /ft. 3 -
Hourly Labor Rates:
Foreman 345 § 93.47 /hr. $ 32247.15F $ 10103 /hr $ 34,85535] $  106.08 /br $ 36,597.60
Laborer 611 § 77.00 /. $ 47,047.001 $ 80.85 /hr S 49,399.35] $ 84.89 /hr $ 51,867.79
Hourly Equipment Rates:
Pickup Truck 141 53.35 /hr. 7,522.35 3 56.01 /hr 7,897.41) § 58.81 /br $ 8,292.21
Dump Truck 190 77.60 /hr. 14,744.00 81.48 /hr 1548120} $ 85.55 /br $ 16,254.50
Mini Excavator w/trailer 210 67.90 /hr. 14,259.00 71.29 /br 14,970.90 74.85 /hr 3 15,718.50
Air Compressor 42 38.80 /hr. $ 1,629.60 40,74 /br ] 1,711.08 42.77 /br § 1,796.34
Traffic Ballards
Install 4" steel pipe filled
with concrete 7 8 374.31 each § 2,620.17 ] $ 393.02 each § 2751141 §  412.67 each § 2,888.69
TOTAL COST § 507,399.63 3 530,162.59 $ 556,998.58
Notes:

Bid pnces to include restoration of streets, sidewalks, driveways, parkways, alleys, and lawns to original condition. Contractor is responsible for all damage to underground utilities and for

* Estimated quantities will be determined prior to bid opening and used to determine the total bid cost. They will be used solely to calculate bid award. Bids to be evaluated by multiplying the

estimated quantities by the unit price.

** Total Cost will be used in determining the successful bidder.

***Unit price in Column E denotes the price for the contract period from June 1, 2011 to May 31, 2012. Unit price in Column F denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from June 1, 2012
to May 31, 2013. The award of the work for the second year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka. Unit price in Column G denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from June
1, 2013 to May 31, 2014. The award of the work for the third year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka.
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SCHEDULE OF UNIT PRICES: Bid # 011-011 BIDDER: BIAGI PLUMBING

DIRECTIONAL BORING
‘Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (D xE) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxF) UnitPrice: (G)*** Total (DxG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
Start or End Pit:
For 2” conduit 85 60.00 each 5,100.00 62.50 each 5,312.50 64.50 each 5,482.50
For 4” condui 168 3 70.00 each 11,760.00 72.50 each 12,180.00 74.50 each 12,516.00
For 5” condit 2 70.00 each 140.00 72.50 each 145.00 74.50 each 149.00
For 6” conduit 0 70.00 each - 72.50 each - 74.50 each § -
Test Holes In:
Concrete 10 450.00 each 4,500.00 462.50 each § 4,625.00 47500 each § 4,750.00
Asphalt 2 400.00 each 800.00 410.00 each 820.00 420.00 each § 840.00
Parkway 219 220.00 each 48,180.00 225.00 each 49,275.00 230.00 each § 50,370.00
Excavation for: _
Xfinr Pad 5°X5°X20” 0 $ 200.00 each  $ - $ 20500 each § - | $ 21000 each -
Xfinr Pad 8°X8°X20” 0 $ 260.00 each § - $ 26800 each § - 1'$ 27500 each -
Excavation for and Instaliation of:
Xfinr Pad 5'X5°X20” 8 $ 400.00 each  § 3,20000] §$ 41000 ecach § 3280001 $ 420.00 each § 3,360.00
Xfinr Pad 8°X8°X20” 9 ] 460.00 each § 4,140.00] $ 47000 each § 4230.00] $ 48000 each § 4,320.00
Excavation for:
Splice Box 287X40”X30 0 $ 100.00 each § - $ 10500 each § - | $ 11000 each § -
Splice Box 40”X50”X22* 0 $ 160.00 each  § - $ 16500 each § - | $ 17000 eacch § -
Excavation for and Installation of:
Splice Box 28"X40”X30° 57 $ 480.00 each § 27,360.00} § 490.00 each § 27,930.00] § 50000 each § 28,500.00
Splice Box 40”X50"X22' 5 [ 530.00 each § 2,65000) $ 540.00 each § 2,70000 1 $§ 550.00 each § 2,750.00
Conduit/ft. (Material and Installation)
1 %” (Orange) w/ pull lin 16250 1.50 /ft. 24,375.00 1.65 /ft. 26,812.50 1.85 30,062.50
2" 9730 2.50 /ft. 24,325.00 2.75 /ft. 26,757.50 3.00 /ft. 29,190.00
4 9400 4.00 /ft. 37,600.00| $ 4.50 /ft. 42,300.00 4.80 /. 45,120.00
5" 200 6.50 /ft. 1,300.00] $ 7.10 /ft. 1,420.00 7.70 /ft. 1,540.00
6” 0 8.50 /f. [ - s 9,30 /ft. - 9.90 /ft. -
Bore/Ream Size/ft.
3 1000 § 8.00 /f. 8,000.00 8.25 /ft. 8,250.00 8.50 /ft. 8,500.00
4" 8300 9.50 /ft. 78,850.00 9.75 /ft. 80,925.00 10.00 /ft. 83,000.00
6” 5700 10.50 /ft. 59,850.00 10.80 /ft. 61,560.00 11.10 /ft. 63,270.00
8” 3450 15.00 /ft. 51,750.00 1545 /ft. 53,302.50 15.90 /ft. 54,855.00
10” 1500 17.00 /ft. 25,500.00 17.50 /ft. 26,250.00 18.00 /ft. 27,000.00
127 100 20.00 /ft. 2,000.00 20.50 /f. [ 2,050.00 21.00 /f. 2,100.00
147 100 22.00 /ft. 2,200.00 2250 /ft. 2,250.00 23.10 /f. 2,310.00
18” 0 30.00 /ft. - 30.75 /R $ - 31.50 /f. $ -
Tie into Existing Manhole _
First Conduit 16 § 500.00 each § 8,00000] $ 51000 each § 8,16000 | $  520.00 each 8,320.00
Additional Conduits 10 § 115.00 each  § 1,15000] $ 120.00 each § 1,20000 | $  125.00 each 1,250.00
Tie into Existing Splice Box
First Conduit 20 § 390.00 each § 7,800.00] $ 400.00 each § 8,00000 ] $ 410.00 each § 8,200.00
Additional Conduits 10 § 30.00 ecach § 30000f $ 3100 each § 31000 | § 3200 each § 320.00
E-Loc Couplings or Approved Equivalent (Material
11/4" 50 § 8.00 each 400.00 9.00 each 450.00 9.75 each 487.50
2” 30 11.00 each 330.00 12.00 each § 360.00 13.00 each 390.00
4 60 22.50 each 1,350.00 25.00 each 1,500.00 27.50 each 1,650.00
5” 0 41.00 each - 44.00 each - 46,00 each -
6” 0 52.00 each - 57.00 each - 60.00 each -
Fusion Butt Splice (Material and Labor):
2" 0 30.00 each - 32.00 each - y 34.00 each -
47 0 30.00 each - 32.00 each - 3 34.00 each -
5 0 40.00 each - 43.00 each - ] 45.00 each -
6” 0 40.00 each - $ 43.00 each $ - 18 4500 each § -
90° Bends (Material Only, Steel)
2” - 18” Sweep 10 3 45.00 each 450.00 47.00 each 470.00 49.00 each 490.00
2" - 24” Sweep 2 50.00 each 100.00 52.00 each 104.00 54.00 each 108.00
4” - 24” Sweep 10 140.00 each 1,400.00 144.00 each 1,440.00 149.00 each 1,490.00
4" - 36" Sweep 5 145.00 each 725.00 149.00 each 745.00 | § 154.00 each 770.00
5" —36” Sweep [ 250.00 each - 257.00 each - | $ 262.00 each -
5” - 48” Sweep 0 325.00 each - 334.00 each - | $ 340.00 each -
6” — 48” Sweep 0 350.00 each - 360.00 each - | $ 37000 each § -
6” — 60” Sweep 0 500.00 each - $  515.00 each - ] $ 53000 each § -
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Bid # 011-011 BIDDER: BIAGI PLUMBING

Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (DxE) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxF) UnitPrice: (G)*** Total (DxG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
90° Bends (Material Only, PVC)
2” - 18” Sweep 30 8.00 each 240.00 10.00 each 300.00 11.50 each 345.00
2” - 24” Sweep 10 12,00 each 120.00 14.25 each 142.50 1550 each § 155.00
4” - 24” Sweep 50 28,00 each 1,400.00 33.00 each 1,650.00 36.00 each § 1,800.00
4” - 36” Sweep 15 27.00 each 405.00 31,00 each 465.00 33.50 each 502,50
5” - 36" Sweep 0 60.00 each - 68.00 each - 75.00 each -
57 - 48” Sweep 0 65.00 each - 72,00 each - 79.00 each -
6” - 48” Sweep 0 80.00 each - 88.00 each - 92,00 each -
6” - 60” Sweep 0 150.00 each - 165.00 each - 172.00 each § -
90° Bends (Installation Only)
2” - 18” Sweep 40 43.00 each 1,720.00 44,50 each 1,780.00 | § 46.00 each § 1,840.00
2” - 24" Sweep 12 44,00 each 528.00 45,00 each 540.00 | $ 48.00 each § 576.00
4” - 24” Sweep 60 65.00 each 3,900.00 67.00 each 4,020.00 69.00 each $ 4,140.00
4” - 36” Sweep 20 65.00 each 1,300.00 67.00 each 1,340.00 69.00 each § 1,380.00
5” -36” Sweep 0 75.00 each - 78.00 each - 80.00 each § -
5” — 48" Sweep 0 85.00 each - 87.00 each - 90.00 each § -
6" — 48” Sweep 0 100.00 each - 105.00 each - 110.00 each § -
6” - 60” Sweep 0 120.00 each - $ 127.00 each § - ] $ 13000 cach § -
10’ Steel Conduit w/coupling (Material Only)
2 15 3 65.00 each 975.00 3 67.00 each 1,005.00 69.00 each § 1,035.00
4” 25 190.00 each 4,750.00 196.00 each 4,900.00 200.00 each 5,000.00
5” 0 335.00 each - 345.00 each - 355.00 each -
6” 0 475.00 each - 490.00 each - 500.00 each -
10’ PVC Conduit w/coupling (Material Only)
2” 5 § 65.00 each 325.00 70.00 each 350.00 74.50 each 372.50
47 5 160.00 each 800.00 172.00 each 860.00 180.00 each 900.00
5” 0 250.00 each - 270.00 each - 285.00 each -
6” 0 280.00 each - §  300.00 each 3 - 31500 each § -
10’ Steel Conduit w/coupling (Installation Only)
2” 15 35.00 each 525.00 3 37.00 each 3 55500 | $ 39.00 each $ 585.00
4 25 45.00 each 1,125.00 47.50 each 1,187.50 50.00 each ] 1,250.00
5” 0 55,00 each - 58.00 each - 61.00 each $ -
6” 0 60.00 each - 64.00 each - 3 67.00 each § -
10’ PVC Conduit w/coupling (Installation Only)
2” 5 35.00 each 175.00 36.00 each 180.00 38.00 each § 190.00
47 5 40.00 each 200.00 42,00 each 210.00 44.00 each 220.00
5” 0 50.00 each - 52.50 each - 55.00 each -
6” 0 60.00 each 3 - 63.00 each - 65.50 each -

Markup for red color or striped conduits (Cost to be shown is the ADDITIONAL OR INCREMENTAL AMOUNT PER FOOT above the cost of the condhit listed on the first page.)
Color Coded

2” 1000 0.05 /ft. 50.00 0.06 /ft. 60.00 0.07 /ft. 70.00
4 1000 0.05 /. 50.00 0.06 /ft. 60.00 0.07 /ft. 70.00
5” 0 0.05 /ft. - 0.06 /ft. - 0.07 /fi. -
6” 0 0.05 /ft. - 0.06 /#t. - 0.07 /. -
Hourly Labor Rates:
Foreman 345 $ 98.00 /hr. 3 33,810.00] $ 100.00 /hr $ 34,500.00 ] $  102.00 /br $ 35,190.00
Laborer 611 § 81.00 /hr. $ 49,491.00] $ 83.00 /hr 3 50,713.00 | § 84.50 /hr $ 51,629.50
Hourly Equipment Rates:
Pickup Truck 141 25.00 /hr. $ 3,525.00§ $ 27.00 /hr 3,807.00 29.00 /hr 4,089.00
Dump Truck 190 40.00 /hr. $ 7,600.00 43.00 /hr 8,170.00 45,00 /hr 8,550.00
Mini Excavator w/trailer 210 30.00 /hr. $ 6,300.00 32.50 /hr 6,825.00 35.00 /hr 7,350.00
Air Comp 42 5.00 /hr, $ 210.00 6.00 /hr 252.00 6.50 /hr 273.00
Traffic Ballards
Install 4" steel pipe filled
with concrete 7 8 400.00 each § 2,800.00}] $ 42500 each § 297500 § 44000 each § 3,080.00
TOTAL COST § 567,909.00 $ 591,961.00 $ 614,053.00
Notes:
Bid prices to includ, ion of streets, sidewalks, dri ys, parkways, alleys, and lawns to original condition. Contractor is responsible for all damage to underground utilities and for
* Estimated quantities wilt be d ined prior to bid opening and used to determine the total bid cost. They will be used solely to calculate bid award. Bids to be evaluated by

multiplvine the estimated quantities by the unit orice.

** Total Cost will be used in determining the successful bidder,

#**Unit price in Column E denotes the price for the contract period from June 1, 2011 to May 31, 2012. Uit price in Column F denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from
June 1, 2012 to May 31, 2013. The award of the work for the second year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka. Unit price in Column G denotes the price for the optional
Contract Period from June 1, 2013 to May 31, 2014. The award of the work for the third year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka.
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SCHEDULE OF UNIT PRICES: Bid #011-011 BIDDER NAME: ARCHON CONSTRUCTION
DIRECTIONAL BORING

Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total D x E) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (Dx UnitPrice: (G)**** Total (Dx
F) G)
6/01/11 te 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
Start or End Pit:
For 2” conduit 85 60.64 each § 5,154.40 63.68 each 5,412.80 66.85 each 5,682.25
For 4” conduit 168 60.64 each $ 10,187.52 63.68 each 10,698.24 66.85 each $ 11,230.80
For 5” conduit 2 60.64 each $ 121.28 63.68 each § 127.36 ] § 66.85 each % 133.70
For 6” conduit 0 60.64 each § - 63.68 each ¢ - ]9 66.85 each § -
Test Holes In:
Concrete 10 3 423.50 each 4,235.00 444.65 each 3 4,446.50 466.90 each $  4,669.00
Asphalt 2 420.00 each 840.00 5 441.00 each 3 882.00 463.00 cach § 926.00
Parkway 219 105.00 each 22,995.00 §  110.25 each b 24,144.75 11575 each $  25349.25
Excavation for: _
Xfmr Pad 5°X5°X20” 0 $ 181.90 each $ - $ 19100 cech § - 1 $ 200.55 each ] -
Xfmr Pad 8'X8'X20" 0 $ 242.55 each $ - $  254.66 cach §$ - | $ 26740 each -
Excavation for and Installation of:
Xfior Pad 5°X5°X20” 8 $ 394.15 each § 3,15320 ) $ 41385 each § 3,31080] $§ 43454 each § 3,476.32
Xfmr Pad 8'X8'X20" 9 $ 466.90 each $ 4,202.10 $  490.24 each $ 4,412.16] $ 51475 each § 4,632.75
Excavation for:
Splice Box 28"X40"X30° 0 $ 200.00 each § - $ 21000 each § - | $ 22050 each § -
Splice Box 40"X50"X22’ 0 $ 250.00 each  $ - $ 26250 each § - | $ 27562 each § -
Excavation for and Installation of:
Splice Box 28”X40”X30 57 $ 550.00 each $ 31,350.00 $ 577.50 each $ 3291750 $ 606.38 each $ 34,563.66
Splice Box 40"X50"X22° 5 $ 600.00 each $ 3,00000] $ 63000 each § 3,150.00] $§ 66150 each § 3,307.50
Conduit/ft. (Material and Installation)
1 %” (Orange) w/ pull tiry 16250 $ 1.25 /f. 3 20,312.50 1.35 /ft. 21,937.50] § 1.45 $  23,562.50
2” 9730 1.75 /ft. 17,027.50 1.85 /. 18,000.50} $ 1.95 /ft. $ 18,973.50
4” 9400 3.85 /ft. 36,190.00 4,00 /ft. 37,600.001 $ 4.15 /1. $  39,010.00
5" 200 6.95 /ft. 1,390.00 7.20 /ft. § 1,440.00] $ 7.45 /At ] 1,490.00
6” 0 9.40 /ft. - 1 9.65 /ft. 1 - |3 9.95 /R h -
Bore/Ream Size/ft.
3 1000 10.95 /ft. 10,950.00 11.50 /ft. §  11,500.00] $ 12.10 /R, 12,100.00
4" 8300 11.10 /ft. 92,130.00 11.65 /ft. b 96,695.00] $ 12.25 /ft. 101,675.00
6" 5700 13.35 /ft. 76,095.00 14.00 /ft. $ 7980000} $ 14.70 /ft. 83,790.00
8" 3450 15.75 /. 54,337.50 3 16.55 /ft. $  57,097.50 17.35 /ft. 59,857.50
10" 1500 18.20 /ft. 27,300.00 | § 19.10 /ft. 28,650.001 $ 20.05 /ft. $  30,075.00
12" 100 24.25 /f. 2425001 $ 25.46 /ft. 2,546.00 26.75 /ft. ] 2,675.00
14" 100 § 26.70 /ft. 2,670.00 28.00 /ft. ] 2,800.00 29.45 /ft. $ 2,945.00
18~ 0 36.40 /. - 38.20 /fi. $ - 40.10 /R. $ -
Tie into Existing Manhole =
First Conduit 16 $ 588.50 each § 941600] $ 61800 each § 9,888.00] $  649.00 each 10,384.00
Additional Conduits 10 § 121.30 each $ 1,21300{ $ 12735 each § 1,273.50] §  133.70 each 1,337.00
Tie into Existing Splice Box _
First Conduit 20 $ 424.50 each § 8,490.00 | $ 44570 each 8,914001 $§ 468.00 each § 9,360.00
Additional Conduits 10 § 31.00 each § 31000] $ 32.50 each § 325.00] $ 34.00 cach § 340.00
E-Loc Couplings or Approved Equivalent (Material
11/4" 50 $ 8.50 cach 3 425.00 3 8.95 each 447.50] $ 940 cach & 470.00
2" 30 % 11.75 each ] 352.50 3 12.40 ecach 372.00] § 13.00 each 390.00
4" 60 § 25.00 each 3 1,500.00 3 26.30 each 1,578.00] $ 27.60 each 1,656.00
5” 0 3 4470 each § - § 47.00 each § - 3 49.25 each -
6” 0 59.40 cach § - ] 62.35 each § - 3 65.45 each -
Fusion Butt Splice (Material and Labor):
2 0 3 30.35 each - $ 31.85 cach  § - | $ 33.45 each -
4”7 0 3 34,50 each - $ 36.25 each ¥ - 13 38.40 each -
5" 0 3 36.75 each - $ 3895 ecach § - 18 41.30 each -
6" 0 3 38.00 cach - $ 4030 each §$ - 183 42.70 cach § -
90° Bends (Material Only, Steel)
2” - 18" Sweep 10 40.75 each 407.50 | § 42.80 each § 428.00] $ 45.00 cach § 450.00
2" - 24" Sweep 2 50.65 each 101.30 53.20 each ] 106401 $ 55.85 each 111.70
4" - 24" Sweep 10 126.50 each 1,265.00 132.85 each  § 1,328.50 139.45 cach 1,394.50
4” — 36" Sweep 5 165.00 cach 825.00 173.25 each 3 866.25 181.95 each 909.75
57 - 36" Sweep 0 297.10 each - 311.95 each  § - 18 327.55 each $ -
5" — 48” Sweep 0 391.98 each - 411.60 each - | $ 43215 each § -
6" — 48" Sweep 0 401.50 each - §  421.60 each - | $ 44265 each § -
6” — 60” Sweep 0 h 564.45 cach - $ 592.70 each  § - | $ 62230 ecach § -
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Bid # 011-011 BIDDER NAME: ARCHON CONSTRUCTION

Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (D xE) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (Dx UnitPrice: (G)**** Total (Dx
1)) G)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
90° Bends (Material Only, PVC)
2" - 18” Sweep 30 5.55 cach ¢ 166.50 3 5.85 each 3 175.50 § § 6.15 each 184.50
2" - 24" Sweep 10 8.35 each 83.50 8.75 each 3 87.50] $ 9.20 cach § 92.00
4” - 24" Sweep 50 19.20 each 960.00] $ 20.15 each 3 1,007.50] $ 21.15 each % 1,057.50
4" — 36" Sweep 15 17.60 each 264.00 18.50 each 277.50 19.40 each $ 291.00
5" - 36" Sweep 0 41.40 cach - 43.45 each - 4560 each $ -
5" — 48" Sweep 0 5320 each - 55.88 each - 58.65 cach § -
6" — 48" Sweep 0 p 67.20 each - 70.55 each - 7405 each 3 -
6" — 60" Sweep 0 $ 65.40 each - § 68.65 each - 72.10 each -
90° Bends (Installation Only)
2" - 18” Sweep 40 3 48.50 cach 1,940.00 51.00 each 2,040.00 53.50 cach $ 2,140.00
2" — 24" Sweep 12 3 48.50 each 582.00 51.00 each 612.00 53.50 each § 642.00
4" - 24" Sweep 60 72.75 each 4,365.00 76.40 cach 4,584.00 80.20 each § 4,812.00
4" —36" Sweep 20 72.75 each 1,455.00 76.40 each 1,528.00 80.20 each ¥ 1,604.00
5" - 36" Sweep 0 84.90 each - 89.15 each - 93.60 ecach -
5" — 48" Sweep 0 84.90 each - 89.15 each - 93.60 each -
6" — 48" Sweep 0 £ 109.15 each - 114.60 each - 120.35 each -
6" — 60" Sweep 0 109.15 each - $ 11460 each §$ - | $ 12035 each § -
10’ Steel Conduit w/coupling (Material Only)
2" 15 59.75 each 896.25 3 62.75 each  § 941.25 65.90 each 988.50
4" 25 § 179.10 each 4,477.50 188.00 each 4,700.00 197.50 each 4,937.50
5" 0 360.00 each § - 378.00 each - 396.90 each -
6" 0 310.60 each § - 536.10 each - b 562.90 each -
10" PVC Conduit w/coupling (Material Only)
2" 5 65.40 each 327.00 3 68.65 each 343.25 72.10 each 360.50
4" 5 189.20 each  § 946.00 §  198.65 each 993.25 208.55 each 1,042.75
5" 0 267.10 each  § - 280.45 each - 294.45 each -
6" [ 349.15 each - $  366.60 cach $ - 384.95 cach § -
10" Steel Conduit w/coupling (Installation Only)
2" 15 36.40 each 3 546.00 3 38.20 each 573.00 40.10 each 601.50
4" 25 37.05 each § 926.25 38.90 each 972.50 40.85 each 1,021.25
5" 0 37.70 each § - 39.60 each - 41.60 each -
6" 0 3845 each - 40.40 each - 3 42.40 each $ -
10’ PVC Conduit w/coupling (Installation Only)
2" 5 36.40 each 3 182.00 3 38.20 each 3 191.00 40.10 cach § 200.50
47 5 37.05 each § 185.25 38.90 each 194.50 40.85 cach § 204.25
5” 0 37.70 each § - ] 39.60 each - 41.60 each § -
6” [ 38.45 cach - 40.40 each - 13 4240 each -

Markup for red color or striped conduits (Cost to be shown is the ADDITIONAL OR INCREMENTAL AMOUNT PER FOOT above the cost of the conduit listed on the first page.)
Color Coded

2" 1000 $ 0.10 /ft. $ 100.00 b 0.12 /ft. 3 120.00 0.14 /ft. 3 140.00
4 1000 $ 0.10 /ft. 100.00 ] 0.12 /. 120.00 0.14 /ft. 3 140.00
5" [ 0.10 /ft. - 0.12 /. - 0.14 /. -
6” 0 0.10 /ft. - 0.12 /R - 0.14 /f. ] -
Hourly Labor Rates:
Foreman 345  § 108.10 /hr. $ 37,294501 $ 11134 /br $ 3841230§ $ 114.68 /br $_ 39,564.60
Laborer 611 § 83.27 /hr. $ 5087797 § 85.76 /hr $  52,399.36§ $ 88.33 /hr $  53,969.63
Hourly Equipment Rates:
Pickup Truck 141 60.50 /hr. 8,530.50] $ 63.50 /br 8,953.50| $ 66.70 /hr §  9,404.70
Dump Truck 190 88.00 /hr. 16,720.00 92.40 /hr 17,556.00 97.00 /hr $  18,430.00
Mini Excavator w/trailer 210 77.00 /hr. 16,170.00 80.85 /hr 16,978.50 84.90 /hr $ 17,829.00
Air Compressor 42 44.00 /hr. 1,848.00 46.20 /hr 1,940.40 48.50 /hr s 2,037.00
Traffic Ballards
Install 4” steel pipe filled
with concrete 7 8§ 47500 each $ 3325001 $ 49875 each § 34912501 $§  523.70 each § 3,665.90
TOTAL COST $ 603,639.52 $ 632287.82 $ 66228826
Notes:

Bid prices to include restoration of streets, sidewalks, driveways, parkways, alleys, and lawns to original condition. Contractor is responsible for all damage to underground utilities and

. Estimated quantitics will be determined prior to bid opening and used to determine the total bid cost. They will be used solely to calculate bid award. Bids to be evaluated by
multiplying the estimated quantities by the unit price.

b Total Cost will be used in determining the successful bidder.

***Unit price in Column E denotes the price for the contract period from June 1, 2011 to May 31, 2012. Unit price in Column F denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from
June 1, 2012 to May 31, 2013. The award of the work for the second year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnctka. Unit price in Column G denotes the price for the optional
Contract Period from June 1, 2013 to May 31, 2014. The award of the work for the third year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka.
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SCHEDULE OF UNIT PRICES: Bid # 011-011 BIDDER NAME: TIHC CONSTRUCTION COMPANIES
DIRECTIONAL BORING
‘Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (DxE) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxF) UnitPrice: (G)*** Total (DxG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
Start or End Pit:
For 2” conduit 85 b 500.00 each § 42,500.00 510.00 each 43,350.00] $  520.00 each 44,200.00
For 4” condui 168 600.00 each 3 100,800.00 612.00 each  § 102,816.00] $  625.00 each 105,000.00
For 5” condnit 2 700.00 each 1,400.00 715.00 each § 1,430.00] $  730.00 each 1,460.00
For 6” conduit 0 3 800.00 each - 815.00 each -} $ 82500 each § -
Test Holes In:
Concrete 10 300.00 each 3,000.00 305.00 each 3,050.00] § 310.00 cach $ 3,100.00
Asphalt 2 250.00 each 3 500.00 255.00 each 510.00 260.00 cach § 520.00
Parkway 219 125.00 each 27,375.00 130.00 each 28,470.00 135.00 each § 29,565.00
Excavation for:
Xfmr Pad 5°X5°X20” 0 $ 800.00 each § - $ 81500 each $ - 1 $ 83500 each § -
Xfir Pad 8°X8°X20” 0 $ 120000 each § - $ 122500 each § - | $ 125000 cach -
Excavation for and Installation of:
Xfimr Pad 5°X5°X20” 8 $ 120000 each § 9,60000 } $ 122500 each § 9,800.00] $ 125000 each $ 10,000.00
Xfmr Pad 8°X8°X20” 9 $ 160000 cach § 14,400.00] $ 1,630.00 each §$ 14,670.00] $ 1,660.00 each $ 14,540.00
Excavation for:
Splice Box 28'X40”X30° 0 $ 500.00 each § - $ 51000 cach § - 1 8% 52000 each § -
Splice Box 40"X50"X22’ 0 $ 700.00 each § - $ 71500 each § - | $ 73000 each § -
Excavation for and Installation of:
Splice Box 28"X40"X3(’ 57 3 800.00 each $ 45,60000] $ 81500 each $ 46,45500] $  835.00 each  $ 47,595.00
Splice Box 40°X50X22 5 $ 1,000.00 each § 5,00000] $ 1,020.00 cach § 5,100.00f $ 1,040.00 each § 5,200.00
Conduit/ft. (Material and Installation)
1 %” (Orange) w/ pull lins 16250 2.00 /ft. 32,500.00 2.20 /ft. 35,750.00 2.45 $ 39,812.50
2 9730 2.50 /ft. 24,325.00 2.75 /f. 26,757.50 3.05 /ft. $ 29,676.50
4 9400 5.00 /f. 47,000.00 5.50 /ft. 51,700.00 6.05 /ft. h 56,870.00
5” 200 6.00 /ft. 1,200.00 6.60 /ft. 3 1,320.00 7.30 /ft. 1,460.00
6’ 0 9.00 /ft. § - 9.90 /ft. ] - 10.90 /ft. -
Bore/Ream Size/ft,
3 1000 8.00 /ft. 8,000.00 8.15 /ft. 3 8,150.001 $ 8.30 /ft. 3 8,300.00
4 8300 8.00 /ft. 66,400.00 8.15 /ft. 3 67,645.00] $ 8.30 /ft. § 68,890.00
6 5700 10.00 /ft. 57,000.00 10.20 /ft. 58,140.00] $ 10.40 /ft. 3 59,280.00
8” 3450 12.00 /ft. 41,40000] $ 12.25 /ft. 42,262.50 12.50 /ft. 43,125.00
10 1500 14.00 /ft. 21,000.00 ] § 14.30 /Mt 21,450.00 14.60 /ft. 21,500.00
12 100 16.00 /ft. 1,600.00 16.30 /ft. 3 1,630.00 16.65 /ft. 1,665.00
14” 100 18.00 /ft. 1,800.00 18.35 /ft. 3 1,835.00] ¢ 18.70 /ft. $ 1,870.00
18” 0 25.00 /ft. - 3 25.50 /ft. 3 - 18 26.00 /ft. $ -
Tie into Existing Manhole
First Conduit 16 $ 100000 each § 16,000.00] $ 1,020.00 each $ 16,320.00{ $ 1,040.00 each 16,640.00
Additional Conduits 10 § 400.00 cach $ 4,000.00 | $ 410.00 each § 4,100.00] $  420.00 each 4,200.00
Tie into Existing Splice Box
First Conduit 20 $ 800.00 each § 16,000.00] $  815.00 each 16,300.00] $  830.00 each 16,600.00
Additional Conduits 10 $ 200.00 each $ 2,00000] $ 205.00 each 2,050.00] $ 210.00 each 2,100.00
E-Loc Couplings or Approved Equivalent (Material
114" 50 $ 10.00 each 500.00 3 10.50 each 3 525.00] $ 1100 each § 550.00
2 30 15.00 each 450.00 3 15.75 each 472.50 16.50 each § 495.00
4”7 60 25.00 each 1,50000] $§ 26.25 each 1,575.00 27.50 cach § 1,650.00
5” 0 50.00 each - 3 52.50 cach - 5500 cach § -
6” 0 75.00 each 3 - 78.75 each - 82.50 each $ -
Fusion Butt Splice (Material and Labor):
2” 0 3 100.00 cach 5 - 105.00 each 3 - § 110,00 cach -
4 0 150.00 cach $ - 157.00 each § - §  165.00 each -
5” 0 200.00 each ] - 210.00 each § - §  220.00 each -
6” 0 $ 250.00 each - $ 26500 each § - | $ 28000 each § -
90° Bends (Material Only, Steel)
2" —18” Sweep 10 3 32.00 each 320.00 35.00 each 350.001 $ 39.00 each § 390.00
2” — 24" Sweep 2 40.00 each 80.00 44.00 each 88.00] $ 48.50 each 97.00
4” —24” Sweep 10 100.00 cach 1,000.00 110.00 each 1,100.00 125.00 each 1,250.00
4" - 36" Sweep 5 135.00 each $ 675.00 §  148.50 cach 742.50 165.00 each 825.00
5" — 36" Sweep 0 250.00 each § - §  275.00 each - 305.00 cach § -
5" — 48" Sweep 0 325.00 each b - $ 35750 each ¢ - 395.00 cach § -
6” — 48" Sweep 0 325.00 each - 357.50 each - 395.00 each $ -
6” — 60” Sweep 0 450.00 each - $  495.00 each - 55000 each § -
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Bid # 011-011 BIDDER NAME: IHC CONSTRUCTION COMPANIES
Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (DxE) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxF) Unit Price: (G)*** Total (DxG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
90° Bends (Material Only, PVC)
2" - 18" Sweep 30 5.00 each 150.00 5.50 each 165.00] $ 6.05 cach  § 181.50
2" - 24" Sweep 10 7.50 each 3 75.00 8.25 each 82.50] $ 9.10 each $ 91.00
4” — 24" Sweep 50 15.00 each 750.00 16.50 each 825.00] $ 18.15 each § 907.50
4" —36" Sweep 15 15.00 each 225.00 ] 16.50 each 247.50 18.15 each § 272.25
5" —36" Sweep 0 [ 40.00 each - b 44.00 each - 48.50 each § -
5" — 48" Sweep 0 3 50.00 each § - 3 55.00 each 3 - 60.50 each -
6" — 48” Sweep 0 60.00 each § - 3 66.00 each $§ - ] 3 73.00 each -
6" — 60" Sweep 0 75.00 cach - 82.50 each - 18 91.00 each -
90° Bends (Installation Only)
2" — 18" Sweep 40 2500 each $ 1,000.00 5 25.50 each 3 1,020.00} $ 26.00 each 1,040.00
2" - 24" Sweep 12 25.00 each 3 300.00 25.50 each 3 306.00} $ 26.00 cach § 312.00
4" — 24" Sweep 60 35.00 each 2,100.00 § 35.70 each ] 2,142.00] $ 36.50 each § 2,190.00
4" - 36" Sweep 20 35.00 each 700.00 35.70 each ] 714001 $ 36.50 each 730.00
5" — 36" Sweep 0 75.00 each - 76.50 each - 78.00 each -
5" — 48" Sweep 0 75.00 each § - ] 76.50 each - 78.00 each -
6" — 48" Sweep 0 150.00 each $ - §  153.00 each - 156.00 ecach -
6” — 60" Sweep 0 150.00 cach § - $ 153.00 each § - 19 156.00 each _$ -
10’ Steel Conduit w/coupling (Material Onty)
2" 15 55.00 each 3 825.00 60.50 each 907.50] $ 67.00 each 1,005.00
47 25 175.00 each ] 4,375.00 192.50 each 4812.50] $ 212.00 each 5,300.00
5" 0 350.00 ecach 3 - 385.00 each - 425.00 each -
6" 0 E 500.00 each - $  550.00 each - 605.00 each -
10* PVC Conduit w/coupling (Material Only)
2 5 500 each § 25.00 5.50 each 27.50] $ 6.05 each 30.25
L 5 15.00 each § 75.00 16.50 each 82.50 18.15 each 90.75
5" 0 20.00 each § - 22.00 each - 24.50 each -
6” 0 3 30.00 each § - $ 33.00 each § - 3 36.50 each $ -
10’ Steel Conduit w/coupling (Instatlation Only)
2” 15 § 35.00 each § 525.00 35,70 each 535.50] $ 36.50 each § 547.50
4" 25 $ 75.00 each 1,875.00 76.50 each 1,912.50 78.00 each $ 1,950.00
5" 0 $ 100.00 each - 102.00 each - 10425 each § -
6" 0 125.00 each - 127.50 each - 130.00 cach § -
10’ PVC Conduit w/coupling (Installation Only)
2" 5 25.00 each 3 125.00 5 25.50 each 127.50] $ 26.00 each § 130.00
4 5 8§ 50.00 each 250.00 ] 51.00 each 255.00 52.00 cach 260.00
5” 0 75.00 each - 76.50 each - 78.00 each -
6" 0 100.00 each - 102.00 each - 104.00 cach § -
Markup for red color or striped conduits (Cost to be shown is the ADDITIONAL OR INCREMENTAL AMOUNT PER FOOT above the cost of the conduit listed on the first page.)
Color Coded
2" 1000 $ - [t 3 - 3 -/t 3 - 3 -/t 3 -
4" 1000 $ - /ft - -/t 3 - 3 -/t 3 -
5" 0 - /ft - -/t 3 - § - /ft -
6" 0 -/ - 3 - /. - 3 - /R -
Hourly Labor Rates:
Foreman 345 $ 70.00 /hr. $ 24,150.00] $ 71.50 /hr $ 24,667.50] § 73.00 /hr $ 25,185.00
Laborer 611 § 69.00 /hr. $ 42,159.00] $ 70.50 /hr $ 43,075.50) $ 72.00 /br $ 43,992.00
Hourly Equipment Rates:
Pickup Truck 141 7.00 /hr. 987.00 ] $ 7.00 /br $ 987.001 $ 7.00 /hr b 987.00
Dump Truck 190 23.00 /hr. 4,370.00 23.00 /br 4,370.00] $ 23.00 /br 3 4,370.00
Mini Excavator w/trailer 210 27.00 /hr. 5,670.00 27.00 /br § 5,670.00] § 27.00 /hr 3 5,670.00
Air Compressor 42 11.00 /hr. 462.00 11.00 /br 1 462.00] $ 11.00 /hr 3 462.00
Traffic Ballards
Install 4” steel pipe filled
with concrete 7 3 350.00 each § 2450001 $ 36500 cach § 2,555.00] $ 38500 each § 2,695.00
TOTAL COST $ 688,548.00 $ 711,863.50 $ 737,624.75
Notes:

Bid prices to include restoration of streets, sidewalks, driveways, parkways, alleys, and lawns to original condition. Contractor is responsible for all damage to underground utilities and for

* Estimated quantities will be determined prior to bid opening and used to determine the total bid cost. They will be used solely to calculate bid award. Bids to be evaluated by multiplying the

estimated quantities by the unit price.

** Total Cost will be used in determining the successful bidder.
***Unit price in Column E denotes the price for the contract period from June 1, 2011 to May 31, 2012. Unit price in Column F denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from June 1, 2012

to May 31, 2013. The award of the work for the second year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka. Unit price in Column G denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from June
1, 2013 to May 31, 2014. The award of the work for the third year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka.
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SCHEDULE OF UNIT PRICES: Bid # 011-011 BIDDER NAME: WESTERN UTILITY CONTRACTOR
DIRECTIONAL BORING
Work Process: Est.Qty.* @)  Unit Price: (E)*** Total ®xE)  UnitPrice: F)***  Total (DxF) Unit Price: (G)*** Total (DxG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
Start or End Pit;
For 2” conduit 85 275.00 each 23,375.00 288.75 each 24543751 $ 30600 cach § 26,010.00
For 4” conduit 168 325.00 each 54,600.00 342.00 each 57,456.00] $ 362.00 each $ 60,816.00
For 5” conduit 2 § 360.00 ecach 720.00 378.00 each 756.00 400.00 each § 800.00
For 6" conduit 0 1 420.00 each § - 441.00 each - 468.00 each § -
Test Holes In:
Concrete 10 §  450.00 each 4,500.00 473.00 each 4,730.00 501.00 each § 5,010.00
Asphalt 2 500.00 each 1,000.00 525.00 each 1,050.00 557.00 each § 1,114.00
Parkway 219 225.00 each 49,275.00 236.00 each 51,684.00 250.00 cach  § 54,750.00
Excavation for:
Xfmr Pad 5°X5°X20” 0 $ 27500 each § - $ 289.00 each § - | $ 306.00 each -
Xfmr Pad 8'X8°X20" 0 $ 350.00 each § - $ 367.00 each § - | $ 389.00 each -
Excavation for and Installation of:
Xfmr Pad 5°X5°X20” 8 $ 150.00 each § 1,200.00] $ 158.00 each § 1,264.00f $§  168.00 each § 1,344.00
Xfimr Pad 8°X8°X20"” 9 $ 210.00 each § 1,890.00] $ 22100 each § 1,989.00] $ 23500 each $ 2,115.00
Excavation for:
Splice Box 28"X40"X30’ 0 $ 225.00 each $ - $  236.00 each $ - | $ 250.00 each $ -
Splice Box 40"X507X22’ 0 $ 28500 ecach § - $ 30000 each § - 1 $ 31800 each $ -
Excavation for and Installation of:
Splice Box 28”X40”X3(’ 57 $ 710.00 each $ 40,470.00f $ 74500 each § 42465001 $  790.00 each § 45,030.00
Splice Box 40"X50"X22’ 5 $ 650.00 each § 3,25000] $ 683.00 each $ 3,41500] $ 72400 each § 3,620.00
Conduit/ft. (Material and Installation)
1 %” (Orange) w/ pull liny 16250 $ 2.00 /ft. 32,500.00 2.20 /ft. 35,750.00] $ 2.40 $ 39,000.00
2 9730 $ 2.50 /ft. 24,325.00 2.65 /it 25,784.50 2.81 /ft. $ 27,341.30
4”7 9400 6.50 /ft. 61,100.00 6.83 /Rt 64,202.00 7.25 /ft. $ 68,150.00
5" 200 8.00 /fi. § 1,600.00 8.40 /ft. 1,680.00] $ 8.91 /ft. 3 1,782.00
6" 0 8.50 /f. E - 8.92 /ft. - ] 9.45 /ft. $ -
Bore/Ream Size/ft.
3” 1000 9.00 /ft. 9,000.00 9.45 /ft. 9.450.00] $ 10.10 /ft. 5 10,100.00
4” 8300 9.00 /ft. 74,700.00 9.45 /ft. 78,435.00] § 10.10 /fi. 3 83,830.00
6" 5700 13.00 /ft. 74,100.00 13.65 /ft. 77,805.00 14.47 /M. 82,479.00
8” 3450 15.00 /Mt 51,750.00 15.75 /. 54,337.50 16.70 /ft. 57,615.00
10” 1500 16.50 /ft. 24,750.00 3 17.35 /ft. 26,025.00 18.40 /. 27,600.00
12" 100 21.00 /ft. 2,100.00 ] ¢ 22.05 /f. § 2,205.00 23.38 /Mt 2,338.00
14 100 23.00 /ft. 2,300.00 24.15 /ft. 3 2,415.00 25.60 /ft. 2,560.00
18” 0 3 33.00 /ft. - 34.65 /ft. $ - ] 8 36.73 /ft. 5 -
Tie into Existing Manhole
First Conduit 16 $ 600.00 each § 9,60000] $ 63000 each § 10,080.00] $§ 640.00 each $§ 10,240.00
Additional Conduits 10 $ 25000 each § 2,500.00] § 26500 each § 2,650.00] $  270.00 each 2,700.00
Tie into Existing Splice Box
First Conduit 20 $ 460.00 each $ 920000] $ 48500 each $ 9,700.00] $ 515.00 each 10,300.00
Additional Conduits 10 § 20000 each § 2,00000f] $ 21000 each § 2,10000] $ 215.00 cach § 2,150.00
E-Loc Couplings or Approved Equivalent (Material and Labor):
114 50 $§ 21.00 each 1,050.00 3 22.50 cach 3 1,125.00 23.85 each 1,192.50
2” 30 23.00 each 690.00 24.15 each ] 724.50 25.60 each § 768.00
4” 60 33.00 ecach 1,980.00 34.65 each 3 2,079.00 36.75 each 2,205.00
5” 0 58.00 cach - 61.00 each - 65.00 each -
6” 0 70.00 each - 74.00 each - 78.00 each -
Fusion Butt Splice (Material and Labor):
2" 0 h 36.00 each - 3 37.80 each 3 - 40.00 each § -
4 0 3 45.00 each - $ 47.25 each 3 - 50.00 cach § -
5" 0 60.00 each - 1 63.00 each ] - 66.75 cach % -
6” 0 5 100.00 each - $ 10500 each § -} $ 11100 each $ -
90° Bends (Material Only, Steel)
2” - 18” Sweep 10 3 49.00 each 490.00 5150 each  § 515.001 § 54.50 each § 545.00
2” - 24” Sweep 2 $ 59.00 each 118.00 62.00 each  § 124.00| $ 66.00 each § 132.00
4” — 24" Sweep 10 E 149.00 each § 1,490.00 15645 each  § 1,564.50 184.76 cach § 1,847.60
4” -36" Sweep 5 s 166.00 each 830.00 174.30 each 3 871.50 184.75 each  § 923.75
5" — 36" Sweep 0 350.00 each - 367.50 each ] - 389.50 each § -
5" — 48" Sweep 0 464.00 each - 483.00 each § - 518.00 each § -
6" — 48" Sweep 0 475.00 each - 499.00 each  § - 529.00 each $ -
6” — 60” Sweep 0 600.00 each - §  630.00 each - 663.00 each $ -
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Bid # 011-011 BIDDER NAME: WESTERN I_JTILITY CONTRACTOR
Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (Dx E) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxKF) Unit Price: (G)*** Total (DxG)
6/01/11 10 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
90° Bends (Material Only, PVC)
2" — 18" Sweep 30 15.00 each 450.00 16.00 each 3 480.00 18.00 each § 540.00
2” —24” Sweep 10 20.00 each § 200.00 22.00 each 3 220.00 24.00 each $ 240.00
4” - 24” Sweep 50 35.00 each § 1,750.00 37.00 cach ] 1,850.00 40.00 each 2,000.00
4” - 36" Sweep 15 40.00 each 600.00 | 9 44,00 each 660.00 49.00 each 735.00
5" - 36" Sweep 0 60.00 cach - 3 65.00 each - 70.00 each § -
5" - 48" Sweep 0 70.00 ecach - 75.00 each - ] 80.00 each ¢ -
6” — 48" Sweep 0 100.00 each 3 - 110.00 each - 1§ 120.00 each -
6” — 60” Sweep 0 120.00 each & - 130.00 each - ] 140.00 each -
90° Bends (Installation Only)
2” - 18” Sweep 40 3 42.00 cach ¢ 1,680.00 44.00 cach 1,760.00 | $ 46.00 each 1,840.00
2” - 24” Sweep 12 46.00 cach 552.00 3 48.00 each 576.00 50.00 each 600.00
4” — 24" Sweep 60 60.00 each 3,600.00 3 63.00 each 3,780.00 66.00 each § 3,960.00
4” -36” Sweep 20 65.00 each 1,300.00 67.00 each 1,340.00 ] § 69.00 cach § 1,380.00
5”7 —36" Sweep 0 80.00 each - ] 83.00 each - 1§ 86.00 each -
5” — 48" Sweep 0 90.00 each - 3 94.00 each - ] 98.00 cach -
6” — 48” Sweep 0 100.00 each - §  110.00 each - 18 120.00 each -
6" — 60” Sweep 0 110.00 cach - 3 120.00 each § - | $ 13000 each § -
10’ Steel Conduit w/coupling (Material Only)
2” 15 58.00 each 870.00 3 61.00 each 915.00 65.00 each $ 975.00
4” 25 s 195.00 each 4,875.00 §  200.00 each 5,000.00 210.00 each $ 5,250.00
5 0 § 375.00 each - §  400.00 ecach - 425.00 each $ -
6” 0 $ 490.00 each - § 520.00 each - 530.00 each § -
10’ PVC Conduit w/coupling (Material Only)
2” 5 35.00 each 175.00 3 37.00 each 185.00 40.00 each 200.00
4 5 46.00 each 230.00 ] 48.00 each 240.00{ $ 50.00 each 250.00
5” 0 59.00 each - 62.00 each - 64.00 each -
6” 0 $ 70.00 each - 3 73.00 each § - 76.00 ecach $ -
10’ Steel Conduit w/coupling (Installation Only)
2 15 40.00 each 3 600.00 5 43.00 each 645001 $ 46.00 each § 690.00
4" 25 60.00 each ] 1,500.00 3 63.00 each 1,575.00] $ 66.00 each 1,650.00
5" 0 75.00 each 3 - ] 79.00 each - 82.00 each § -
6" 0 85.00 each ] - 89.00 each - 93.00 each § -
10’ PVC Conduit w/coupling (Instatlation Only)
2" 5 33.00 each 165.00 b 36.00 cach 180.00 39.00 each 195.00
4 5 40.00 each 3 20000 ] ¢ 43.00 cach ¢ 215.00 47.00 each 235.00
5" 0 65.00 each - § 69.00 each  § - 73.00 each -
6" 0 75.00 each - 1 79.00 cach § - ] 83.00 each -
Markup for red color or striped conduits (Cost to be shown is the ADDITIONAL OR INCREMENTAL AMOUNT PER FOOT above the cost of the conduit listed on the first page.)
Color Coded
2” 1000 0.10 /ft. 100.00 0.11 /ft. $ 110.00] § 0.12 /ft. 3 120.00
L 1000 0.10 /ft. 100.00 0.11 /ft. 3 110.00] § 0.12 /ft. 120.00
5" 0 0.10 /ft. - 0.11 /R, 3 - 19 0.12 /ft. § -
6 0 0.10 /ft. - 0.11 /. ] -] 0.12 /ft. -
Hourly Labor Rates:
Foreman 345 $ 113.00 /hr. $ 38985001 $ 118.65 /hr $ 40,93425| $ 12577 /hr $ 43,390.65
Laborer 611 § 99.88 /hr. $ 6102668 ] $  104.87 /Mr $ 64,075.57] $ 111.16 /br $ 67,918.76
Hourly Equipment Rates:
Pickup Truck 141 26.00 /hr. 3,666.00 | ¢ 27.50 /br 3,877.501 $ 29.15 /hr 3 4,110.15
Dump Truck 190 31.00 /hr. 5,890.00 32.55 /br 6,184.50] § 34.50 /br 6,555.00
Mini Excavator w/trailer 210 30.00 /br. 6,300.00 31.50 /br 6,615.00] § 33.39 /hr ] 7,011.90
Air Compressor 42 S 25.00 /hr. 1,050.00 26.25 /hr 1,102.50] § 27.88 /hr ] 1,170.96
Traffic Ballards
Install 4” steel pipe filled
with concrete 7 $ 450.00 each § 3,150.001 $ 47750 each § 3,342.50] §  510.00 cach § 3,570.00
TOTAL COST § 707,467.68 $ 744,948.07 } $ 791,115.57
Notes:

Bid prices to include restoration of streets, sidewalks, driveways, parkways, alleys, and lawns to original condition. Contractor is responsible for all damage to underground utilities and for

* Estimated quantities will be determined prior to bid opening and used to determine the total bid cost. They will be used solely to calculate bid award. Bids to be evaluated by multiplying the
estimated quantities by the unit price.

** Total Cost will be used in determining the successful bidder.

Unit price in Column E denotes the price for the contract period from June 1, 2011 to May 31, 2012. Unit price in Column F denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from June 1, 2012 to
May 31, 2013. The award of the work for the second year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka. Unit price in Column G denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from June 1,
2013 to May 31, 2014. The award of the work for the third year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka.
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SCHEDULE OF UNIT PRICES: Bid #011-011 BIDDER NAME: DIVANE BROS. ELECTRIC CO.
DIRECTIONAL BORING
‘Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (DxE) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxF) UnitPrice: (G)*** DxG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
Start or End Pit:
For 2” conduit 85 1,023.37 each 86,986.45 1,074.54 each 3 91,335.90 1,128.27 each 95,902.95
For 4” conduit 168 1,023.37 each 171,926.16 1,074.54 each 3 180,522.72 1,128.27 each 189,549.36
For 5” conduit 2 1,023.37 each 2,046.74 1,074.54 each ] 2,149.08 1,128.27 each 2,256.54
For 6" conduit 0 § 1,023.37 each § - 1,074.54 each 3 - § 1,128.27 cach § -
Test Holes In: .
Concrete 10 484.40 each 3 4,844.00 508.62 each  § 5,08620] $  534.05 each § 5,340.50
Asphalt 2 484.40 each § 968.80 508.62 each § 1,017.24 534.05 each $ 1,068.10
Parkway 219 438.40 cach § 96,009.60 460.32 cach  § 100,810.08 483.37 each § 105,858.03
Excavation for:
Xfmr Pad 5'X5'X20” 0 $ 908.37 each $ 95379 each § - 18 100148 each § -
Xfmr Pad 8°X8'X20” 0 $ 1,023.37 each $ 107454 each $ - | $ 1,12827 each § -
Excavation for and Installation of:
Xfmr Pad 5°X5°X20” 8 $ 1,13450 each § 907600 $ 119122 each $ 9,529.76] $ 1,250.78 each § 10,006.24
Xfmr Pad 8'X8'X20" 9 $ 1249.50 each § 11,24550] $ 131197 each § 11,807.73} $ 1,377.57 cach § 12,398.13
Excavation for:
Splice Box 28"X407X30’ 0 $ 1,02144 each $ - $ 107251 cach § - | $ 112614 each $ -
Splice Box 40"X50"X22' 0 $ 1,362.57 each § - $ 1,430.69 each § - | $ 150222 each § -
Excavation for and Installation of:
Splice Box 28"X40"X30° 57 $ 102144 each § 58,222.08] $ 107251 each § 61,133.07} $ 1,126.14 each $ 64,189.98
Splice Box 40”X50"X22’ 5 $ 136257 each § 6,812.85] $ 143069 ecach § 7,153.45] $ 1,502.22 each § 7,511.10
Conduit/ft. (Material and Installation)
114" (Orange) w/ pull liv 16250 20.17 /fr. $ 327,762.50 3 21.18 /ft. $ 344,175.00] $ 22.24 $ 361,400.00
2" 9730 20.52 /fr. 199,659.60 ] $ 21.54 /fr. 209,584.201 $ 22.62 /ft. $ 220,092.60
4 9400 24.15 /ft. 227,010.00 25.36 /ft. 1 238,384.00 26.63 /ft. 3 250,322.00
5" 200 31.83 /ft. 6,376.00 33.47 /i 6,694.001 $ 35.15 /. ] 7,030.00
6" 0 33.37 /Mt § - 35.04 /At - 36.79 /ft. -
Bore/Ream Size/ft.
3” 1000 21.51 /A 3 21,510.00 22.58 /ft. 22,580.00 23.71 /ft. 23,710.00
4" 8300 27.65 /ft. ] 229,495.00 29.02 /ft. 240,866.00 3048 /ft. 252,984.00
6" 5700 27.65 /ft. 3 157,605.00 29.02 /ft. $ 165,414.00 30.48 /ft. 173,736.00
8" 3450 50.86 /ft. 175,467.00 53.41 /ft. 184,264.50 56.08 /ft. 193,476.00
107 1500 ¢ 50.86 /ft. 76,290.00 53.41 /ft. 80,115.00{ $ 56.08 /ft. § 84,120.00
127 100 $ 93.36 /ft. 9,336.00 98.03 /ft. 9,803.00] $ 10293 /. 10,293.00
14" 100 $ 116.70 /ft. 11,670.00 122.54 /ft. 12,254.00 128.66 /ft. 3 12,866.00
18" 0 163.39 /fi. - 3 171.56 /ft. $ - 180.14 /ft. 3 -
Tie into Existing Manhole
First Conduit 16 $ 102628 each § 1642048 | $ 1,077.60 each § 17,241.601 $ 1,131.43 each 18,102.88
Additional Conduits 10 $ 201.25 each § 2,01250] $ 21131 each § 2,113.10} $  221.88 each 2,218.80
Tie into Existing Splice Box
First Conduit 20 §$ 680.32 each § 13606401 $  714.33 each S 14,286.60] $  750.05 each 15,001.00
Additional Conduits 10 $ 201.25 each  § 2,012.50] $ 21131 each 2,113.10] $  221.88 each 2,218.80
E-Loc Couplings or Approved Equivalent (Material
11/4” 50 § 78.49 each 3 392450] $ 82.41 each 3 4,120.50 86.53 cach 4,326.50
2" 30 § 82.32 each § 2,469.60 86.43 cach 3 2,592.90 90.75 each § 2,722.50
4 60 97.00 each 5,820.00 96.60 each 3 5,796.00 | § 101.43 cach 6,085.80
5" 0 106.34 each - 111.66 each - §  117.24 each -
6" 0 117.06 each - 122.91 each - | $§ 129.06 each -
Fusion Butt Splice (Material and Labor):
2" 0 131.26 each § - $ 137.82 each - 14472 each § -
4" 0 13126 each $ - 137.82 each - 14472 each $ -
5" 0 131.26 each - 137.82 each  § - 144.72 each § -
6" 0 131.26 each 3 - 137.82 each  § - ] $ 14472 each § -
90° Bends (Material Only, Steel)
2" — 18" Sweep 10 29.83 each 3 298.30 3 31.32 each 313.20] 9 32.89 each § 328.90
2" - 24" Sweep 2 36.57 each 3 73.14 3 38.40 each 7680 $ 4032 each § 80.64
4" - 24" Sweep 10 99.52 cach 995.20 §  104.50 each 1,045.00] $ 109.72 cach § 1,097.20
4" — 36" Sweep 5 120.84 cach  § 604.20 126.88 each 634.40 133.29 each $ 666.45
5" - 36" Sweep 0 212.68 each ] - 223.32 each - 23448 cach § -
5" — 48" Sweep 0 279.72 each - 293.76 each  § - 308.45 each § -
6" — 48" Sweep 0 287.81 each 3 - $ 30220 cach - 31731 each §$ -
6" — 60" Sweep 0 404.62 each ] - $ 42485 each - 446.09 each § -
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Bid # 011-011

BIDDER NAME: DIVANE BROS. ELECTRIC CO.

‘Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (Dx E) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxF) Unit Price: (G)*** Total (DxG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
90° Bends (Material Only, PVC)
2" - 18” Sweep 30 6.43 each 192.90 5 6.75 each 3 202.50 7.09 each $ 212.70
2" - 24" Sweep 10 7.62 each 76.20 3 8.00 each 3 80.00 841 each § 84.10
4” ~24” Sweep 50 21.49 cach 1,074.50 22.57 each 3 1,128.50 23.70 each $ 1,185.00
4"~ 36" Sweep 15 28.43 each 426.45 29.85 each 447.75 31.34 each §$ 470.10
5" — 36" Sweep 1] 43.52 each - 45.69 each - 4797 each § -
5” - 48” Sweep 0 53.70 each - 56.39 each - 5921 each §$ -
6” — 48” Sweep 0 69.16 each - 72.62 each - 26.25 each -
6” - 60” Sweep 0 113.19 each - 118.85 each o 124.80 each § -
90° Bends (Installation Only)
2" - 18” Sweep 40 5 484.15 each 19,366.00 | $ 508.35 cach 3 20,33400] $ 533.78 each § 21,351.20
2" - 24” Sweep 12 3 484.15 cach 5,809.80 | 508.35 each 3 6,100.20] $§ 53378 cach $ 6,405.36
4” - 24” Sweep 60 484.15 each 29,049.00 508.35 each 30,501.00] $  533.78 each § 32,026.80
4” - 36" Sweep 20 $ 484.15 each 9,683.00 508.35 each 10,167.00 533.78 cach 10,675.60
5" -36" Sweep 0 484.15 each - 508.35 cach - 533.78 each -
57 — 48" Sweep 0 484.15 each  § - 508.35 each - 533.78 cach ¢ -
6” ~ 48” Sweep 1] 484.15 each b - 3 508.35 each - 533.78 cach § -
6” — 60” Sweep 0 484.15 each - 508.35 each  § - 533.78 each § -
10" Steel Conduit w/coupling (Material Only)
2” 15 53.13 each § 796.95 55.79 each 836851 $ 58.58 each § 878.70
4”7 25 163.40 each § 4,085.00 171.57 each 4289.25] $ 180.15 cach § 4,503.75
5” 0 337.20 each - 354.06 each - 1 8 371.66 each -
6” 0 ] 490.32 each - 3 514.84 each - | $ 54058 each -
10’ PVC Conduit w/coupling (Material Only)
2” 5 5.95 each 3 29.75 6.24 each  § 31.20 6.55 cach  § 32.75
4 5 17.15 each  § 85.75 18.00 each § 90.00 1890 each § 94.50
5" 0 2401 each § - 2521 each $ - 2647 cach § -
6” 0 31.53 each - $ 33.10 each § - 3475 each $ -
10’ Steel Conduit w/coupling (Installation Only)
2 $ 1023.37 each 15,350.55 1,074.54 each 16,118.101 $ 1,128.27 each 16,924.05
4" 25 1,023.37 each 25,584.25 1,074.54 each 26,863.50] $ 1,128.27 each 28,206.75
5" 0 1,023.37 each - 1,074.54 each - | $ 1,128.27 each -
6” 0 1,023.37 each - 1,074.54 each - | $ 112827 each § -
10’ PVC Conduit w/coupling (Installation Only)
2 5 1,023.37 each $ 5,116.85 1,074.54 each 5372.70§ $ 1,128.27 each § 5,641.35
4" 5 1,023.37 each $ 5,116.85 1,074.54 each 5372701 § 1,128.27 each 5,641.35
5” 0 1,023.37 each - 1,074.54 each - | $ 1,128.27 each -
6" 0 1,023.37 each - 1,074.54 each - | $ 112827 each -
Markup for red color or striped conduits (Cost to be shown is the ADDITIONAL OR INCREMENTAL AMOUNT PER FOOT above the cost of the conduit listed on the first page.)
Color Coded
2% 1000 $ - /. 3 - -/t 3 - M. -
4" 1000 -/ - -/t - ;i3 -
5” 0 - /. - - /M - M. -
6” 0 - /. - ;A - M. b -
Hourly Labor Rates:
Foreman 345 § 90.67 /hr. $ 31281.15] $ 95.20 /br $ 32,844.001 $ 99.96 /hr $ 34,486.20
Laborer 611 $ 73.76 /hr. $ 4506736 $ 7745 /br $ 47,321.951 § 81.32 /hr $ 49,686.52
Hourly Equipment Rates:
Pickup Truck 141 16.99 /hr. 3 239559 $ 17.83 /hr 3 2,514.03| § 18.73 /hr 2,640.93
Dump Truck 190 § 79.13 /hr. $ 15,034.70 83.09 /hr $ 15,787.10] § 87.24 /r 16,575.60
Mini Excavator w/trailer 210 25.17 /hr. 5,285.70 26.43 /hr $ 5,550.30] $ 27.75 /r 5,827.50
Air Compressor 42 19.19 /hr. 805.98 20.15 /br $ 84630 § 21.16 /hr 888.72
Traffic Ballards
Install 4" steel pipe filled
with concrete 7 8 442.19 each § 3,09533 ] $ 46430 each § 3,250.10f § 48751 each § 3,412.57
TOTAL COST $_ 2,163,365.71 $__2271,061.16 $ 2,384,812.10
Notes:

Bid prices to include restoration of streets, sidewalks, driveways, parkways, alleys, and lawns to original condition. Contractor is responsible for all damage to underground utilities and for

* Estimated quantities will be determined prior to bid opening and used to determine the total bid cost. They will be used solely to calculate bid award. Bids to be evaluated by multiplying the

estimated quantities by the unit price.

** Total Cost will be used in determining the successful bidder.
***Unit pricc in Column E denotes the price for the contract period from June 1, 2011 to May 31, 2012. Unit price in Column F denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from June 1, 2012
to May 31, 2013. The award of the work for the second year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka. Unit price in Column G denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from June
1, 2013 to May 31, 2014. The award of the work for the third year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka.
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: Wire Pulling Services, Western Utility Contractors

Presenter: grian Keys, Director of Water & Electric

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | Sgsj(l)?ﬁ?ig?\
v __| Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: v YES NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)

February 13, 2013 Budget Meeting
April 3,2012 Council Meeting, pp. 43-48
May 3, 2011 Council Meeting, pp. 18-23

Executive Summary:

The Water & Electric Department utilizes contractor resources to perform wire pulling on both new
business projects and system reinforcement work. Services are performed by the contractor on an
as-needed basis. Western Utility Contractors has performed the work during the two previous fiscal
years. In accordance with the original bid document, the Village has an option to extend the contract
for a third year at the quoted labor and equipment rates.

The work has been performed in an appropriate manner with no safety incidents. The contractor's
work performance has met staff's expectation and the third year of pricing is competitive.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

Consider authorizing the Village Manager to execute a purchase order for wire pulling services for the
period June 1, 2013 through May 31, 2014 to Western Utility Contractors in the amount not to exceed
$50,000 based on the third year unit pricing contained in Bid #011-012.

Attachments: (please list individually)

1. Agenda Report
2. Exhibit A - Bid Summary
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AGENDA REPORT
Subject: Wire Pulling Services, Western Utility Contractors (Bid Number #011-012)

Prepared by: Brian Keys, Director Water & Electric

Ref: February 13, 2013 Budget Meeting
April 3, 2012 Council Meeting, pp. 43-48
May 3, 2011 Council Meeting, pp. 18-23
Date: March 8, 2013

The existing purchase order for wire pulling services expires on May 31, 2013. The scope of
services performed under the bid document (Bid #011-012) is the installation of primary (15kV)
and secondary (600V) underground cable in conduit on an as-needed basis. Western Utility
Contractors is the contractor presently performing this work for the Village. As part of the 2011
bid, all contractors were requested to provide unit prices for three years with the annual
extension awarded at the sole discretion of the Village.

Bidders provided fixed prices for various units of work and the bid evaluation was based on
estimated quantities of work. The actual work scope performed by the contractor is based on an
as-needed basis. As such, estimated quantities and actual quantities used will vary over the
course of the year. Exhibit A contains the unit prices as bid by each company. These are
summarized as follows:

Summary 2011 Bid Evaluation

Year 1 (FYE 2012) Year 2 (FYE 2013) Year 3 (FYE 2014)
Contractor Bid Evaluation based on Bid Evaluation based | Bid Evaluation based
Est. Quantities on Est. Quantities on Est. Quantities
Western Utility Contractors $140,392.30 $147,611.25 $157,082.78
Archon Construction Co. $317,571.46 $333,539.60 $353,789.35
Hecker and Company, Inc. $425,359.20 $438,778.30 $458,729.20
DiVane Bros. Electric Co. $725,969.65 $795,612.55 $835,957.35

Staff is recommending issuance of a purchase order to Western Utility Contractors for a third
year. As noted above, the contractor’s third year of pricing is competitive. The contractor’s
work performance in the current fiscal year has met staff’s expectations.

There is $604,000 in the FYE 2014 budget for the purchase of cable and wire pulling services in
the underground conductor’s account (50-47-640-209) and $50,000 in the merchandise &
jobbing account (50-50-540-240).

Staff is requesting authorization to award a purchase order for the upcoming fiscal year with an
initial funding amount of $50,000. Unlike prior fiscal years, the proposed budget does not
contain any large cable projects. To the extent that scheduling and work load permit, staff is
planning to use internal resources for the majority of the wire pulling. If additional funds are
required for contracted resources during the year, staff will request a Change Order.
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Recommendation:
Consider authorizing the Village Manager to execute a purchase order for wire pulling services

for the period June 1, 2013 through May 31, 2014 to Western Utility Contractors in the amount
not to exceed $50,000 based on the third year unit pricing contained in Bid #011-012.
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EXHIBIT A’

SCHEDULE OF UNIT PRICES: CABLE Bid # 011-012 BIDDER: WESTERN UTILITY CONTRACTOR
CABLE INSTALLATION
Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D)  Unit Price: (E)*** Total (DxE) Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxF) UnitPrice: (G)*** Total (DxG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
Riser Installation:
2” Plastic w/ connectors 150 $ 1745 /Mt $ 2,617.50] $ 18.32 /f. $ 2,748.00] $ 19.42 /f. $ 2,913.00
4” Plastic w/ connectors 200 $ 25.00 /ft. $ 500000} $ 2625 /ft. $ 5250.00] $ 27.83 /i $ 5,566.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
3-1/c #1/0 Cu. 600 Volt 4000 $ 3.00 /ft $ 12,000.00] $ 3.15 /ft. $ 12,600.00] $ 3.35 /m. $ 13,400.00
3-1/c #3/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 3.00 /ft $ -1s 315 M $ - $ 335 /ft $ -
3-1/c #4/0 Cu. 600 Volt 4000 $ 4.65 /it $ 18,60000] $ 490 /& $ 19,600.00} § 5.20 /ft. $ 20,800.00
3-1/c 350 mcm Cu. 600 Volt 2500 $ 500 /. $ 12,500.00] $§ 525 /ft. $ 13,125.00] $ 5.57 /ft. $ 13,925.00
3-1/c 500 mcm Cu. 600 Volt 3300 $ 575 /ft. $ 18,975.00] $ 6.04 /ft. $ 19,932.00] $ 640 /ft. $ 21,120.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
4-1/c #1/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 3.50 /. 3 -{$ 368 /ft $ - $ 3.90 /ft. $ -
4-1/c #3/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 3.50 /ft. $ - | $ 368 /ft $ - $ 3.90 /. $ -
4-1/c #4/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 515 $ -]l s4a1m 3 - $ 5.74 /ft. $ -
4-1/c 350 mcm Cu. 600 Volt 900 $ 580 /f $ 522000 $ 6.10 /ft. $ 5,490.00f $ 6.42 /ft. $ 5,778.00
4-1/c 500 mem Cu. 600 Volt 1000 $ 635 /it $ 6,350.00] § 6.67 /. $ 6,670.00] $ 7.08 /ft. $ 7,080.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
1-1/c 1/0 Cu. 15kV 5600 $ 225 /. $ 12,60000{ $ 237 /i $ 13,272.00] $ 2.52 /ft. $ 14,112.00
3-1/c 1/0 Cu. 15 kV 3000 $ 3.35 /f $ 10,050.00| $  3.52 /it $ 10,560.00] $ 3.90 /ft. $ 11,700.00
1-1/c #4/0 Cu. 15 kV 0 $ 350 /ft $ - 18 368 /ft $ - 3 3.90 /ft. $ -
3-1/c #4/0 Cu. 15 kV 5000 $ 375 /i $ 18,750.00| $ 3.94 /ft. $ 19,700.00} $ 4.18 /ft. $ 20,900.00
3-1/c 350 mcm Cu. 15 kV 0 $ 500 /ft $ -1$ 525/ $ - $ 5.57 $ -
1-1/c 1000 mcm Al 15 kV 0 $ 565 /ft. $ -1 $ 585/ $ - $ 6.20 /ft. $ -
3-1/c 1000 mcm Al 15 kV 1200 $ 6.00 /ft. $ 7,200.00] $ 6.30 /ft. $ 7,560.00] $ 6.68 /ft. $ 8,016.00
Sealing Cable Ends (Material and Installation):
600 Volt Cable 408 $ 16.85 /cond. $ 6,874.80] $ 17.70 /cond. § 7221.60] $ 18.76 /cond. $ 7,654.08
15 kV Cable 25 $ 23.00 /cond. $ 575001 $ 24.15 /cond. $ 603.75] $§ 25.60 /cond. $ 640.00
Water Pumping
From Manhole 14 $ 2700 %Hr. § 378.00] § 2835 %Hr § 39690] $ 3005 %Hr $ 420.70
From Splice Box 0 $ 3300 %Hr. § -] $ 3465 “Hr. § - $ 3667 “UHr § -
Prepare Conduits (Clean and Mandrel)
2” Conduit 500 $ 125 /ft. $ 625.001 § 131 /ft. $ 655.00] $ 1.39 /ft. $ 695.00
4” Conduit . 500 $ 125 /. $ 625.00] § 131 /it $ 655.00¢f $ 1.39 /ft. $ 695.00
5” Conduit 0 $ 121 /. $ -1 s 131 /4 $ - $ 1.39 /ft. $ -
6” Conduit 1200 3 121 /it $ 1,452.00] $ 131 /& $ 1,572.00] $ 1.39 /ft. $ 1,668.00
TOTAL COST § 140,392.30 $ 147,611.25 $ 157,082.78

Notes:
Bid prices to include restoration of streets, sidewalks, driveways, parkways, alleys, and lawns to original condition. Contractor is responsible for all damage to underground utilities and

* Estimated quantities will be determined prior to bid opening and used to determine the total bid cost. They will be used solely to calcuiate bid award. Bids to be evaluated by
multiplying the cstimated quantities by the unit price.

**  Grand Total Cost will be used in determining the successful bidder.

*** Unit price in Column E denotes the price for the contract period from June 1, 2011 to May 31, 2012. Unit price in Column F denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from
June 1, 2012 to May 31, 2013. The award of the work for the second year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka. Unit price in Column G denotes the price for the optional
Contract Period from June 1, 2013 to May 31, 2014. The award of the work for the third year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka.

Agenda Packet P. 42



SCHEDULE OF UNIT PRICES: CABLE Bid # 011-012 BIDDER: ARCHON CONSTRUCTION CO.

CABLE INSTALLATION
Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D)  Unit Price: (E)*** Total D xE)  Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxF) Unit Price: Total (DxG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
Riser Installation:
2” Plastic w/ connectors 150 $ 3065 /ft. $ 4,597.50] $ 3230 /ft. $ 4,845.00| § 3425 /m. $ 5,137.50
4” Plastic w/ connectors 200 $ 30.65 /ft. $ 6,13000] $ 3230 /ft. $ 6,460.00] $ 34.25 /ft. $ 6,850.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
3-1/c #1/0 Cu. 600 Volt 4000 3 8.25 /ft. $ 33,000.00§ $ 8.70 /ft. $ 34,800.00] $ 9.20 /i $ 36,800.00
3-1/c #3/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 S 8.25 /ft. $ - $ 8.70 /f. $ - $ 920 /f. $ -
3-1/c #4/0 Cu. 600 Volt 4000 $ 1045 /ft. $ 41,800.00] $ 11.00 /f. $ 44,000.00] $ 11.70 /ft. $ 46,800.00
3-1/c 350 mem Cu. 600 Volt 2500 $ 1045 /f. $ 26,125.00] $ 11.00 /f. $ 27,500.00] $ 11.70 /f. $ 29,250.00
3-1/c 500 mem Cu. 600 Volt 3300 $ 1265 /i $ 41,74500] $ 13.30 /A $ 43,850.00] $ 14.10 /ft. $ 46,530.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
4-1/c #1/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 8.25 /ft. $ - $ 8.70 /ft. $ - $ 920 /ft. $ -
4-1/c #3/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 8.25 /ft. $ - $ 8.70 /f. $ - $ 5.20 /ft. $ -
4-1/c #4/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 1045 /it 3 - $ 11.00 /ft. 3 - $ 11.70 /ft. [ -
4-1/c 350 mem Cu. 600 Volt 900 $ 11.00 /. $ 9,900.00] § 11.00 /1t $ 9,900.00] $ 11.70 /ft. $ 10,530.00
4-1/c 500 mem Cu. 600 Volt 1000 $ 12.65 it $ 12,650.00] $ 13.30 /& $ 13,300.00] $ 14.10 /ft. $ 14,100.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
1-1/c 1/0 Cu. 15 kV 5600 $ 6.60 /ft. $ 36,960.00] $ 6.95 /ft. $ 38,920.00} $ 7.35 /ft. $ 41,160.00
3-1/1/0 Cu. 15 kV 3000 $ 8.25 /ft. $ 24,750.00] $ 8.70 /ft. $ 26,100.00] $ 9.20 /ft. $ 27,600.00
1-1/c #4/0 Cu, 15 kV 0 $ 8.25 /ft. $ - $ 8.70 /ft. $ - $ 9.20 /ft. $ -
3-1/c #4/0 Cu. 15 kV 5000 $ 9.35 /ft. $ 46,750.00] $ 9.82 /ft. $ 49,100.00] $ 1045 /ft. $ 52,250.00
3-1/¢ 350 mem Cu. 15 kV 0 $ 9.35 /it $ - $ 9.82 /ft. $ -] $1045 /Mt $ -
1-1/c 1000 mcm Al 15 kV [1] $ 8.25 /ft. 3 - $ 8.66 /ft. $ - | $ 920 /. $ -
3-1/c 1000 mcm Al 15 kV 1200 $  11.00 /f. $ 13,200.00] $ 11.55 /ft. $ 13,860.00} $ 12.10 /ft. $ 14,520.00
Sealing Cable Ends (Material and Installation): )
600 Volt Cable 408 $ 2875 /cond. $ 11,73000] $§ 30.00 /cond. $ 12,240.00| $ 31.85 /cond. $ 12,994.80
15 kV Cable 25 $ 2875 /cond. $ 718751 $ 30.00 /cond. $ 750.00] $ 31.85 /cond. $ 796.25
Water Pumping
From Manhole 14 $ 4180 YHr § 58520)] $ 4390 %Hr § 61460] $ 4720 % Hr §$ 660.80
From Splice Box 0 $ 4180 %Hr. § - $ 4390 %Hr $ - $ 4720 Hr § -
Prepare Conduits (Clean and Mandrel)
2” Conduit 500 $ 3.15 /it $ 1,575.00] $ 3.30 /ft. $ 1,650.00f $ 3.55 /ft. $ 1,775.00
4” Conduit 500 $ 3.15 /. $ 1,575.00{ § 3.30 /f. $ 1,650.000 $ 3.55 /ft. $ 1,775.00
5” Conduit 0 $ 3.15 /f. $ - $ 3.30 /ft. S - $ 355 /Mt $ -
6” Conduit 1200 $ 3.15 /&t $ 3,780.00] -$ 3.30 /it $ 3,960.00] $ 3.55 M. $ 4,260.00
TOTAL COST § 317,571.45 $ 333,539.60 $ 353,789.35

Notes:
Bid prices to include restoration of streets, sidewalks, driveways, parkways, alleys, and lawns to original condition. Contractor is responsible for all damage to underground utilities and

* Estimated quantities will be determined prior to bid opening and used to determine the total bid cost. They will be used solely to calculate bid award. Bids to be evaluated by
multiplying the estimated quantitics by the unit price.

*+  Grand Total Cost will be used in determining the successful bidder.

***Unit price in Column E denotes the price for the contract period from June 1, 2011 to May 31, 2012. Unit price in Column F denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from
June 1, 2012 to May 31, 2013. The award of the work for the second year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka. Unit price in Column G denotes the price for the optional
Contract Period from June 1, 2013 to May 31, 2014. The award of the work for the third year is at the sole discretion of the Viilage of Winnetka.
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SCHEDULE OF UNIT PRICES: Bid # 011-012 BIDDER: HECKER and COMPANY, INC.
CABLE INSTALLATION

Work Process: Est, Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (DxE) Unit Price: Total (D xF) UnitPrice: (G)*** Total (®xG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31/13 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
Riser Instailation:
2" Plastic w/ connectors 150 § 2470 /. § 3,705.00] $ 25.60 /&  $ 3,840.00] $ 26.70 /ft. $ 4,005.00
4” Plastic w/ connectors 200 $§ 2470 /. § 4,940.00] $ 2560 /& $ 5,120.00] $ 26.70 /f. $ 5,340.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
3-1/c #1/0 Cu. 600 Volt 4000 $ 1030 /R  § 41,200.00f $ 1060 /& § 42,400.00f $ 11.10 /ft. $ 44,400.00
3-1/c #3/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 1030/ § - $ 1060 /ft. § - $ 1110 /f. $ -
3-1/c #4/0 Cu. 600 Volt 4000 $ 1030/ $ 41,20000] $ 1060 /& § 42,400.00] $ 11.10 /f. $ 44,400.00
3-1/c 350 mem Cu. 600 Volt 2500 $ 1480/M § 37,000.00] $ 1530 /. § 38,250.00f $ 16.00 /ft. $ 40,000.00
3-1/c 500 mcm Cu. 600 Volt 3300 $ 1480/8 $ 48,840.00] $ 1530 /& § 50,490.00] $ 16.00 /ft. $ 52,800.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
4-1/c #1/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 1030 /M § - $ 1060 . § - $ 1110 /f. $ -
4-1/c #3/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 10304 - $ 1060 /t. § - $ 1110 /& $ -
4-1/c #4/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 1030/t § - | $1060 /& §$ - $ 1110 /i $ -
4-1/c 350 mem Cu. 600 Volt 900 $ 1480/M § 13,320.00] $ 1530 /it § 13,770.00] $ 16.00 /f. $ 14,400.00
4-1/c 500 mem Cu, 600 Volt 1000 $ 1430/ $ 14,800.00] $ 1530 . § 15,300.00] § 16.00 /ft. $ 16,000.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
1-1/¢ 1/0 Cu. 15 kV 5600 $ l1030/f § 57,680.00] $ 1060 /. § 59,360.00] $ 11.10 /f. $ 62,160.00
3-1/c 1/0 Cu. 15kV 3000 $ 1030/t $ 30,900.00] § 1060 /t.  § 31,800.00] § 11.10 /ft. $ 33,300.00
1-1/c #4/0 Cu. 15 kV 0 $ 1030 /f. $ - $ 10.60 /Mt $ - $ 1110 /At $ -
3-1/c #4/0 Cu. 15 kV 5000 $ 1480/t § 74,000.00] $ 1530 /& §$ 76,500.00f $ 16.00 /ft. $ 80,000.00
3-1/c 350 mem Cu. 15 kV 0 $ 1480/t § - $ 1530 . § - $ 16.00 /f. $ -
1-1/c 1000 mcm Al 15 kV 0 $ 1480/t § - $ 1530 /. § - $ 16.00 /f. $ -
3-1/c 1000 mem Al 15 kV 1200 $ 1480/M § 17,760.00] $ 1530 /t.  § 18,360.00] § 16.00 /ft. $ 19,200.00
Sealing Cable Ends (Material and Instaliation):
600 Volt Cable 408 $ 75.80 /eond. $ 30,926.40] $ 77.90 /cond. $ 31,783.20] $ 80.80 /cond. $ 32,966.40
15 kV Cable 25 $ 82.80 /eond. $ 2,070.00] $ 8490 /cond. $ 2,12250F $ 87.80 /cond. $ 2,195.00
Water Pumping
From Manhole 14 $ 9270 4Hr $ 1,297.80] $ 9590 %Hr. § 134260 $ 10020 %Hr. §$ 1,402.80
From Splice Box 0 $ 9270 4Hr § - $ 9590 %Hr §$ - $ 10020 %Hr $ -
Prepare Conduits (Clean and Mandrel)
2” Conduit 500 $ 260 /. § 1,300.001 $ 270 /& $ 1,35000] $ 2.80 /R $ 1,400.00
4” Conduit 500 $ 260/M § 1,300.00] $ 270 /& § 1,350.00] $ 2.80 /f. s 1,400.00
5” Conduit 0 $ 260/M § - $ 270 /. § - $ 2.80 /tt. $ -
6” Conduit 1200 $ 260M § 3,12000] $ 270 . $ 3240001 $ 2.80 /fv $ 3,360.00
TOTAL COST $ 425,359.20 $ 438,778.30 $ 458,729.20

Notes:
Bid prices to include restoration of strects, sidewalks, dri s, parkways, alleys, and lawns to original condition. Contractor is responsible for all damage to underground utilities

* Estimated quantities wiil be determined prior to bid opening and used to determine the total bid cost. They will be used solely to calculate bid award. Bids to be evaluated by
multiplying the estimated quantities by the unit price.

b Grand Total Cost will be used in determining the successful bidder.

***Unit price in Column E denotes the price for the contract period from June 1, 2011 to May 31, 2012. Unit price in Column F denotes the price for the optional Contract Period
from June 1, 2012 to May 31, 2013. The award of the work for the second year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka. Unit price in Column G denotes the price for the
optional Contract Period from June 1, 2013 to May 31, 2014. The award of the work for the third year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka.
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SCHEDULE OF UNIT PRICES: CABLE Bid # 011-012 BIDDER: DIVANE BROS. ELECTRIC CO.
CABLE INSTALLATION

‘Work Process: Est. Qty.* (D) Unit Price: (E)*** Total (DxE)  Unit Price: (F)*** Total (DxF) UnitPrice: (G)*** Total (DxG)
6/01/11 to 5/31/12 6/01/12 to 5/31113 6/01/13 to 5/31/14
Riser Installation:
2” Plastic w/ connectors 150 $  36.20 /ft. $ 543000] $ 3800/t § 5700001 $ 3990 /& § 5,985.00
4" Plastic w/ connectors 200 $ 4440 /R $ 8,88000] $§ 4665 /& § 9,330.00] $  49.00 /. S 9,800.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
3-1/c #1/0 Cu. 600 Volt 4000 $ 1515 /. $ 60,60000( $ 1595 /. § 63,800.00f $ 1675 /. § 67,000.00
3-1/c #3/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 17.00 /A $ -1 $ 1870 /. § -1$ 1965/t $ -
3-1/c #4/0 Cu. 600 Volt 4000 $ 17.20 /ft. $ 68,800.00] $§ 1895 . § 75,800.00] § 1990 /. § 79,600.00
3-1/c 350 mcm Cu. 600 Volt 2500 $ 2840 /ft. $ 71,00000) $ 3125 /A $ 78,125.00] $ 3285 /t. § 82,125.00
3-1/c 500 mem Cu. 600 Volt 3300 $  34.00 /R $ 112,200001 $ 3740 /R § 123,420.00] $§ 3930 /. § 129,690.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
4-1/c #1/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 1895 /i $ -1 $ 208 m $ -] $ 2190 /&t $ -
4-1/c #3/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 2270 /A $ -]s 2500m § - 18 2625M § -
4-1/c #4/0 Cu. 600 Volt 0 $ 2290 /fr. $ -1$ 2520/M 0§ - 18 2650/ $ -
4-1/c 350 mem Cu. 600 Volt 900 $ 3025 /R $ 27,22500) $ 3330 /t.  § 29,970.001 $ 3500 /. § 31,500.00
4-1/c 500 mcm Cu. 600 Volt 1000 $ 4160 /ft. $ 4160000 $ 4580 /A § 4580000] $ 4810 /& § 48,100.00
Cable Pulled in Duct:
1-1/c 1/0 Cu. 15 kV 5600 $ 7.60 /ft. $ 42,560.00] $ 840 /ft. § 47,040.00] $ 8.85 /ft. $ 49,560.00
3-1/c 1/0 Cu. 15kV 3000 $ 17.00 /ft. $ 51,00000] § 1870 /. § 56,100.00] § 19.65 /ft. $ 58,950.00
1-1/c #4/0 Cu. 15 kV 0 $ 1135 /ft. $ -1 8 1250/ $ -] 13isA 0§ -
3-1/c #4/0 Cu. 15 kV 5000 $ 20.30 /. $ 104,00000f $ 2290 /. § 114,500.00f $ 2405 /& § 120,250.00
3-1/¢ 350 mem Cu. 15 kV 0 $ 3215 /R $ -8 3540m § -18 3720/M $ -
1-1/c 1000 mem AL 15 kV 0 $ 3405 /ft $ -1 % 3750 § -1 $ 3940 /M $ -
3-1/c 1000 mcm Al 15 kV 1200 $ 37.85 /ft. $ 4542000 $ 4165 /8. § 49,980.00] $§ 4375 /. § 52,500.00
Sealing Cable Ends (Material and Installation):
600 Volt Cable 408 $ 13265 /cond. § 54,12120| $ 14595 /cond. $ 59,547.60] $ 153.25 /cond. § 62,526.00
15 kV Cable 25 $ 155.65 /cond. $ 3,89125] $ 171.25 /cond. $ 4,28125| $ 179.85 /cond. $ 4,496.25
Water Pumping
From Manhole 14 $§ 4730 4Hr. § 662.20f $ 5205 %Hr $ 728.70] $ 5465 %Hr $ 765.10
From Splice Box 0 $ 2460 %Hr. $ -1 %8 2710 %Hr § - 1% 2850 YHr. § -
Prepare Conduits (Clean and Mandrel)
2” Conduit 500 $ 945 /ft. $ 4,72500] § 1040 . 5200001 $ 1095 M § 5,475.00
4” Conduit 500 $ 1135/t $ 5675.00] $ 1250 /& § 6,25000] $ 1315 /M § 6,575.00
5” Conduit 0 $ 1325 /. $ -1 $ 1460 /8 § -1$ 1535/t -
6" Conduit 1200 $ 1515 /. $ 18,180.00] $ 1670 /&  § 20,04000] § 1755 R $ 21,060.00
TOTAL COST § 725,969.65 $ 795,612.55 $ 83595735

Notes:
Bid prices to include restoration of streets, sidewalks, driveways, parkways, alleys, and lawns to original condition. Contractor is responsible for all damage to underground utilities and

* Estimated quantities will be determined prior to bid opening and used to determine the total bid cost. They will be used solely to calculate bid award. Bids to be evaluated by
multiplying the estimated quantities by the unit price.

i Grand Total Cost will be used in determining the successful bidder.

**2 Unit price in Column E denotes the price for the contract period from June 1, 2011 to May 31, 2012. Unit price in Column F denotes the price for the optional Contract Period from
June 1, 2012 to May 31, 2013, The award of the work for the second year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka. Unit price in Column G denotes the price for the optional
Contract Period from June 1, 2013 to May 31, 2014. The award of the work for the third year is at the sole discretion of the Village of Winnetka.
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: Electrical Line Clearance (Tree Trimming)

Presenter: grian Keys, Director of Water & Electric

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | Sgsj(l)?ﬁ?ig?\
v __| Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: v YES NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)

February 13, 2013 Budget Meeting
March 20, 2012 Council Meeting, pp. 7-8
April 26, 2011 Council Meeting, pp. 31-32

Executive Summary:

Periodic trimming around overhead electric lines is required to maintain adequate clearance.
Asplundh Tree Expert Company has performed the work during the two previous fiscal years. In
accordance with the original bid document, the Village has an option to extend the contract for a third
year at the quoted labor and equipment rates.

The work has been performed in an appropriate manner with no safety incidents. The contractor's
work performance has continued to meet staff's expectation and the third year of pricing is
competitive.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

Consider authorizing the Village Manager to issue a purchase order to Asplundh Tree Expert Co. in an
amount not to exceed $140,000 in accordance with the terms and conditions of Bid #011-009.

Attachments: (please list individually)

1. Agenda Report
2. Exhibit A - Bid Summary
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AGENDA REPORT
Subject: Electrical Line Clearance (Tree Trimming), Asplundh Tree Experts

Prepared by: Brian Keys, Director Water & Electric

Ref: February 13, 2013 Budget Meeting
March 20, 2012 Council Meeting, pp. 7-8
April 26, 2011 Council Meeting, pp. 31-32
Date: March 8, 2013

The Village of Winnetka issued Bid #011-009 in 2011 for parkway tree trimming, tree removal
and power line trimming services required during the months of April 1% through March 31°.
Periodic trimming around the overhead electric lines is required to maintain adequate clearance.
Based on the bid evaluation, Asplundh Tree Expert Company was awarded the line clearance
work for FYE 2012 and the contract was extended at the second year rates at the March 20,
2012, Council Meeting. The current agreement is scheduled to end on March 31, 2013. Under
the original bid document, the Village has the option to extend the purchase order at the
contractor’s submitted pricing for a third year.

A line clearance crew typically consists of a crew leader, two trimmers, and a ground man. In
the 2011 bid document, contractors were requested to provide rates for each classification of
worker and the equipment used on an hourly basis. Rates were also requested for two additional
years with annual renewals at the discretion of the Village. Exhibit A contains the unit prices
for labor and equipment as bid by each company for the third year (FYE 2014). These are
summarized as follows:

Crew Rates for Utility Line Clearance — Normal Working Hours

Asplundh Nels J. Trees “R” Winkler’s
Tree Expert | Johnson Tree Us Inc Tree &
Co. Experts Inc. ' Landscaping
FYE 2014 $156.75 $181.00 $194.00 $280.00
FYE 2013 $153.22 $177.00 $190.00 $260.00

Staff is recommending issuance of a purchase order to Asplundh Tree Expert Company. As
noted, the contractor’s third year of pricing is competitive. Prior to FYE 2012, Asplundh had not
previously participated in the Village’s line clearance work. The contractor’s work performance
in the current fiscal year has continued to meet staff’s expectations. The contractor performed
line clearance work in an appropriate manner with no safety incidents. In addition, the
contractor identified additional vegetation hazards (dead limbs outside the trimming area) for
further review by staff.

The FYE 2014 budget (account #50-43-540-210) contains $140,000 for line clearance work.

Recommendation:

Consider authorizing the Village Manager to issue a purchase order to Asplundh Tree Expert Co.
in an amount not to exceed $140,000 in accordance with the terms and conditions of Bid #011-
009.
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Exhibit A

Bid #011-009 (Third Year Prices)

Utility Line Clearance - Unit Prices for Normal Work Day

Asplundh Tree

Nels J. Johnson

Trees "R" Us Inc.

Winkler's Tree

] Expert Co. Tree Experts Inc. and Landscaping
Personnel:
Crew Leader $46.11 $47.00 $42.00 $70.00
Trimmer $39.10 $46.00 $40.00 $70.00
Apprentice Trimmer $36.90 $42.00 $33.00 $70.00
Groundman $32.44 $42.00 $34.00 $70.00
General Foreman $46.11 $47.00 $45.00 $70.00

Crew Composition as noted by

1 Crew Leader, 2
Trimmers & 1

1 Crew Leader, 2
Trimmers & 1

1 Crew Leader, 1
Trimmer, 1 Appr.
Trimmer, 1

1 Crew Leader, 2
Trimmers & 1

vendor: Groundman Groundman Groundman and 1 Groundman
Foreman
Unit Cost per Crew: $156.75 $181.00 $194.00 $280.00

Asplundh Tree

Nels J. Johnson

Trees "R" Us Inc.

Winkler's Tree

. . Expert Co. Tree Experts Inc. and Landscaping

Equipment:

Pick up Truck $9.22 $10.00 $27.00 $13.00

Trim Truck with 2 power saws $9.85 $14.00 $37.00 $23.00
Chipper $4.61 $14.00 $27.00 $12.00
Aerial Device with hydraulic

tools and 1 gas power saw $15.89 $16.00 $57.00 $22.00
Extra power saw N/C N/C $7.00 $1.00

Note: Trees “R” Us utilizes five man crew.

Utility Line Clearance - Unit Prices for Emergency Hours

Asplundh Tree

Nels J. Johnson

Trees "R" Us Inc.

Winkler's Tree

] Expert Co. Tree Experts Inc. and Landscaping
Personnel:
Crew Leader $66.40 $75.00 $97.00 $93.00
Trimmer $56.30 $65.00 $97.00 $93.00
Apprentice Trimmer $53.06 $60.00 $97.00 $93.00
Groundman $46.72 $55.00 $97.00 $93.00
General Foreman $66.40 $75.00 $97.00 $93.00

Crew Composition as noted by

1 Crew Leader, 2

1 Crew Leader, 2

1 Crew Leader, 1
Trimmer, 1 Appr.

1 Crew Leader, 2

vendor: Trimmers & 1 Trimmers & 1 Trimmer, 1 Trimmers & 1
) Groundman Groundman Groundman and 1 Groundman
Foreman
Unit Cost per Crew: $225.72 $260.00 $485.00 $372.00

Asplundh Tree

Nels J. Johnson

Trees "R" Us Inc.

Winkler's Tree

. . Expert Co. Tree Experts Inc. and Landscaping

Equipment:

Pick up Truck $9.22 $12.00 $52.00 $13.00

Trim Truck with 2 power saws $9.85 $15.00 $67.00 $23.00
Chipper $4.61 $14.00 $47.00 $12.00
Aerial Device with hydraulic

tools and 1 gas power saw $15.89 $16.00 $87.00 $22.00
Extra power saw N/C N/C $12.00 $1.00
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

TItE: 1S service Provider Agreement

Presenter: gieyen M. Saunders, Director of Public Works/Village Engineer

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | gég:)qﬁ?ig?\
v __| Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: v YES NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)

Executive Summary:

The Village of Winnetka is a member of the Geographic Information Systems Consortium, or GISC, a public entity that

was formed in 1999 to help small and medium-size communities meet the challenges of developing effective information
system solutions. The GISC model is based on creating economies-of-scale that reduce cost and risk for its 21 municipal

members. The model provides for a contractual staffing arrangement with a service provider, who provides staffing and

training for the management, development, operation, and maintenance of the Village’s Geographic Information System

(GIS), while the Village provides the necessary computer hardware software, and office facilities.

This is a renewal of the annual contract with Municipal GIS Partners (MGP), the GISC’s selected service provider, for
GIS support services. The GISC board performs a service provider evaluation every 3 years. MGP has been the service
provider for the GIS Consortium since 1999 and has been re-selected numerous times during this period as the best
vendor for these services. The Village staff is in full agreement with the GIS Consortium’s guidelines and vendor
selection and therefore recommends that the Village approve the renewal of this contract.

For FY 13-14, MGP has provided a contractual maximum, not-to-exceed figure of $41,013. This represents a 2%
increase from the prior year’s contract amount. The Village has budgeted $81,000 in its FY 13-14 operating budget for
the GIS program.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

Consider entering a service agreement for GIS services with Municipal GIS Partners, Inc., of Des
Plaines, Illinois for a fee based on the hourly rates set forth above, not to exceed $41,013.00.

Attachments: (please list individually)

1. Agenda Report
2. Service Provider Agreement
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AGENDA REPORT

SUBJECT: GIS Service Provider Agreement
PREPARED BY: Steven M. Saunders, Director of Public Works/Village Engineer
DATE: March 7, 2013

The Village of Winnetka is a member of the Geographic Information Systems Consortium,
or GISC, a public entity that was formed in 1999 to help small and medium-size
communities meet the challenges of developing effective information system solutions. The
GISC model is based on creating economies-of-scale that reduce cost and risk for its 21
municipal members. The model provides for a contractual staffing arrangement with a
service provider, who provides staffing and training for the management, development,
operation, and maintenance of the Village’s Geographic Information System (GIS), while
the Village provides the necessary computer hardware, software, and office facilities.

The Village joined the GISC in 2002 and started the process to implement a GIS. The GIS
has proven to be a very wise investment for the Village. The digital mapping information is
a tremendous tool used daily by the Village staff and the residents and businesses of the
Village through the Village’s website tool called MapOffice.

This is a renewal of the annual contract with Municipal GIS Partners (MGP), the GISC’s
selected service provider, for GIS support services. The GISC board performs a service
provider evaluation every 3 years. MGP has been the service provider for the GIS
Consortium since 1999 and has been re-selected numerous times during this period as the
best vendor for these services. The Village staff is in full agreement with the GIS
Consortium’s guidelines and vendor selection and therefore recommends that the Village
approve the renewal of this contract.

In the last year, the work completed under this agreement includes updating and maintaining
data, including annual data updates from the County Assessor and planimetric and
topographic data obtained via aerial photogrammetry. MGP staff also provided significant
support to ongoing stormwater and flood relief projects by providing and coordinating
Village mapping and utility data for Village consultants Christopher B. Burke, Baxter &
Woodman, Strand Associates, and MFSG. This underlying data has significantly simplified
and improved the work of these consultants. MGP staff has also provided specific
assistance in a variety of mapping projects and operational projects for each of the Village’s
operating departments.

For FY 13-14, MGP has provided estimates of the labor hours and associated labor rates
needed to perform these services, which are set forth in the following table:
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Classification Est. Hours Hourly Rate Total

GIS Specialist 370 | $ 67.60 $25,012.00
GIS Coordinator 371% 84.40 $ 3,122.80
GIS Analyst 3719 84.40 $ 3,122.80
GIS Platform Administrator 31|$ 105.50 $ 3,270.50
GIS Application Developer 31|$ 105.50 $ 3,270.50
GIS Manager 31|$ 105.50 $ 3,270.50
TOTALS 706 $41,069.10

The contractual maximum, not-to-exceed figure is $41,013. This represents a 2% increase
from the prior year’s contract amount, and would cap the contract.
budgeted $81,000 in its FY 13-14 operating budget for the GIS program.

Recommendation:

The Village has

Consider entering a service agreement for GIS services with Municipal GIS Partners, Inc.,
of Des Plaines, Illinois for a fee based on the hourly rates set forth above, not to exceed

$41,013.
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GIS Consortium Service Provider Contract

This CONTRACT made and entered into this 1st day of April, 2013, by and between
the VILLAGE OF WINNETKA, an Illinois municipal corporation (hereinafter referred to as
"Village”), and MGP, Inc., 701 Lee Street, Suite 1020, Des Plaines, Illinois 60016
(hereinafter referred to as "Consultant"); and

WHEREAS, the Village desires to engage the Consultant to provide support services
in connection with the Village’s geographical information system (“GIS”); and

WHEREAS, the Consultant represents to be in compliance with Illinois Statutes
relating to professional registration of individuals and has the necessary expertise and
experience to furnish such services upon the terms and conditions set forth herein below;

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby agreed by and between the Village and the
Consultant that:

L SCOPE OF SERVICES
The Scope of Services shall be as set forth in the “Proposal for Geographic
Information System Services” (Attachment 1). Should there be a conflict in terms
between this Contract and the Proposal, this Contract shall control.

II. PERFORMANCE OF WORK
All work hereunder shall be performed under the direction of the Village Manager of
the Village or his designee (hereinafter referred to as the "Village Manager").

III. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR
The Consultant shall at all times be deemed to be an independent contractor,
engaged by the Village to perform the services set forth in Attachment 1. Neither
the Consultant nor any of its employees shall be considered to be employees of the
Village for any reason, including but not limited to for purposes of workmen's
compensation law, Social Security, or any other applicable statute or regulation.

IVv. PAYMENT TO THE CONSULTANT
For work associated with the project, the Consultant shall be reimbursed in an
amount NOT TO EXCEED $41,013.

A. The Consultant shall submit invoices in a format approved by the Village.

B. The Consultant shall maintain records showing actual time devoted and cost
incurred. The Consultant shall permit the authorized representative of the
Village to inspect and audit all data and records of the Consultant for work
done under this Contract. The Consultant shall make these records available
at reasonable times during the Contract period, and for a year after
termination of this Contract.

C. The Village shall make monthly payments to the Consultant based upon
actual progress, within 30 days after receipt of invoice.

https://mgpinc.sharepoint.com/AdministrativeServices/Legal/Contracts/Winnetka, IL/2013-2014 April/MGPServiceProviderAgreement VWN_2013-2014 MODIFIED
Prorate year.docx
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VII.

VIIL

IX.

TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT

Notwithstanding any other provision hereof, the Village may terminate this
Contract at any time upon fifteen (15) days prior written notice to the Consultant.
In the event that this Contract is so terminated, the Consultant shall be paid for
services actually performed and reimbursable expenses actually incurred, if any,
prior to termination, not exceeding the value of work completed determined on the
basis of the percentage completed as agreed upon between the Village and the
Consultant.

TERM

This Contract shall become effective as of the date the Consultant is given a written
Notice to Proceed and, unless terminated for cause or pursuant to Article V
foregoing, shall expire on December 31, 2013, or on the date the Village Manager
determines that all of the Consultant's work under this Contract is completed. A
determination of completion shall not constitute a waiver of any rights or claims
which the Village may have or thereafter acquire with respect to any breach hereof
by the Consultant.

RENEWAL OF CONTRACT

The Village shall decide at least sixty (60) days before the end of the Term, as
defined in Article VI of this Contract, whether the Village desires to engage the
Consultant in another Contract to provide support services in connection with the
Village’s geographical information system. The Village shall provide the Consultant
written notice within thirty (30) days of said decision.

NOTICE OF CLAIM

If the Consultant wishes to make a claim for additional compensation as a result of
action taken by the Village, the Consultant shall give written notice of his claim
within fifteen (15) days after occurrence of such action. No claim for additional
compensation shall be valid unless so made. Any changes in the Consultant's fee
shall be valid only to the extent that such changes are included in writing signed by
the Village and the Consultant. Regardless of the decision of the Village Manager
relative to a claim submitted by the Consultant, all work required under this
Contract as determined by the Village Manager shall proceed without interruption.

BREACH OF CONTRACT

If any party violates or breaches any term of this Contract, such violation or breach
shall be deemed to constitute a default, and the other party has the right to seek
such administrative, contractual or legal remedies as may be suitable to the
violation or breach; and, in addition, if any party, by reason of any default, fails
within thirty (30) days after notice thereof by the other party to comply with the
conditions of the Contract, the other party may terminate this Contract.

INDEMNIFICATION

The Consultant shall indemnify and save harmless the Village and its officers and
employees from and against any and all loss, liability and damages of whatever
nature, including Workmen's Compensation claims by Consultant's employees, in
any way resulting from or arising out of negligent actions or omissions of the
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XI.

XII.

XIII.

XIV.

XV.

XVIL

Consultant in connection herewith, including negligent actions or omissions of
employees or agents of the Consultant arising out of the performance of this
Contract.

NO PERSONAL LIABILITY

No official, director, officer, agent, or employee of any party shall be charged
personally or held contractually liable by or to the other party under any term or
provision of this Contract or because of its or their execution, approval, or attempted
execution of this Contract.

NON-DISCRIMINATION

In all hiring or employment made possible or resulting from this Contract, there
shall be no discrimination against any employee or applicant for employment
because of sex, age, race, color, creed, national origin, marital status, of the presence
of any sensory, mental, or physical handicap, unless based upon a bona fide
occupational qualification, and this requirement shall apply to, but not be limited to,
the following: employment, advertising, layoff or termination, rates of pay or other
forms of compensation, and selection for training, including apprenticeship. No
person shall be denied, or subjected to discrimination in receipt of the benefit of any
services or activities made possible by or resulting from this Contract on the grounds
of sex, race, color, creed, national origin, marital status, the presence of any sensory,
mental or physical handicap or age except minimum age and retirement provisions.
Any violation of this provision shall be considered a violation of a material provision
of this Contract and shall be grounds for cancellation, termination or suspension, in
whole or in part, of the Contract by the Village.

ASSIGNMENT AND SUCCESSORS

This Contract and each and every portion thereof shall be binding upon the
successors and the assigns of the parties hereto; provided, however, that no
assignment shall be made without the prior written consent of the Village.

DELEGATING AND SUBCONTRACTING

Any assignment, delegation or subcontracting shall be subject to all the terms,
conditions and other provisions of this Contract and the Consultant shall remain
liable to the Village with respect to each and every item, condition and other
provision hereof to the same extent that the Consultant would have been obligated if
it had done the work itself and no assignment, delegation or subcontract had been
made.

NO CO-PARTNERSHIP OR AGENCY

It is understood and agreed that nothing herein contained is intended or shall be
construed to, in any respect, create or establish the relationship of co-partners
between the Village and the Consultant, or as constituting the Consultant as the
general representative or general agent of the Village for any purpose whatsoever.

SEVERABILITY
The parties intend and agree that, if any paragraph, subparagraph, phrase, clause,
or other provision of this Contract, or any portion thereof, shall be held to be void or
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XVII.

XVIII.

XIX.

XX.

XXI.

XXII.

otherwise unenforceable, all other portions of this Contract shall remain in full force
and effect.

HEADINGS

The headings of the several paragraphs of this Contract are inserted only as a
matter of convenience and for reference and in no way are they intended to define,
limit, or describe the scope of intent of any provision of this Contract, nor shall they
be construed to affect in any manner the terms and provisions hereof or the
interpretation or construction thereof.

MODIFICATION OR AMENDMENT

This Contract constitutes the entire Contract of the parties on the subject matter
hereof and may not be changed, modified, discharged, or extended except by written
amendment duly executed by the parties. Each party agrees that no representations
or warranties shall be binding upon the other party unless expressed in writing
herein or in a duly executed amendment hereof, or Change Order as herein
provided.

APPLICABLE LAW
This Contract shall be deemed to have been made in, and shall be construed in
accordance with the laws of the State of Illinois.

NEWS RELEASES

The Consultant may not issue any news releases without prior approval from the
Village Manager nor will the Consultant make public proposals developed under this
Contract without prior written approval from the Village Manager prior to said
documentation becoming matters of public record.

COOPERATION WITH OTHER CONSULTANTS
The Consultant shall cooperate with any other persons in the Village's employ on
any work associated with the project.

NOTICES
All notices, reports and documents required under this Contract shall be in writing
and shall be mailed by first class mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

If to Village:
Village of Winnetka
Steve Saunders
510 Green Bay Road
Winnetka, IL 60093

If to Consultant:
MGP, Inc.
Thomas A. Thomey
701 Lee Street, Suite 1020
Des Plaines, IL 60016
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XXIII. INTERFERENCE WITH PUBLIC CONTRACTING: P.A. 85-1295
The Consultant certifies hereby that it is not barred from entering into this Contract
as a result of violations of either Section 33E-3 or Section 33E-4 of the Illinois
Criminal Code.

XXIV. SEXUAL HARASSMENT POLICY: 775 ILCS 5/2-105(A)(4)
The Consultant certifies hereby that it has a written Sexual Harassment Policy in
full compliance with 775 ILCS 5/2-105(A)(4).

XXV. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS
All recommendations and other communications by the Consultant to the Village
Manager and to other participants, which may affect cost or time of completion,
shall be made or confirmed in writing. The Village Manager may also require other
recommendations and communications by the Consultant be made or confirmed in
writing.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have placed their hands and seals
hereto on the date first above written.

ATTEST:

Village Clerk Village Manager
ATTEST: CONSULTANT
By By

Its Its
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Proposal for Geographic Information System Services
Attachment 1

GENERAL PURPOSE

The purpose of this agreement is for the Village to enter an agreement with the
Consultant for all or part of its geographic information system (GIS) management,
development, operation, and maintenance. In addition to supporting the existing
GIS program, the Consultant will identify opportunities for continued development
and enhancement.

The Village will be sharing management, development, and maintenance expertise
and staffing with other municipalities as a member of the Geographic Information
System Consortium (GISC). The benefits to the Village include, but are not limited
to, collective bargaining for rates and services, shared development costs, and joint
purchasing and training.

The Consultant is the sole Service Provider for GISC and is responsible for providing
the necessary GIS professional resources to support this entity. The Consultant will
facilitate and manage resource, cost, and technical innovation sharing among GISC
members.

CONFIDENTIALITY

This attachment includes proprietary and confidential information. It shall not be
copied, circulated, or otherwise provided to any person or organization that is not
part of the process established for its consideration without the advance written
permission of MGP, Inc.,

SERVICE TYPES

For the purpose of cost accounting, the Consultant will provide two (2) service types
to the Village. The intent of this distinction is to track specific types of investment
without overburdening general operation of the GIS program. Many of these services
will go unnoticed to the Village but are required to sustain the GIS program. The
Consultant will employ reasonable professional discretion when specific direction is
not provided by the Village or the GIS Consortium.

A. Services relate to the direct management, development, operation, and
maintenance of the Village GIS required to reasonably support the system.

B. Services relating to the investigation, research, and development of new
functionality and capability for the GIS Consortium and its members.

SERVICES

The Consultant will help provide the necessary resources to support the Village GIS
program. The allocation of these resources will be reasonably commensurate with
the level of expertise required to fulfill the specific task thus enabling efficient use of
Village investment. The Consultant includes, but is not limited to, the following
personnel:
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G.

A GIS Manager that is responsible for the overall implementation of the GIS
program based on the directions and instructions of the Village. The GIS
Manager will provide senior-consultant services and will provide coordination
and facilitation of GISC developments and initiatives. Budget forecasting and
work reporting will be provided by the GIS Manager as directed by the
Village.

A GIS Coordinator is responsible for the operation of the GIS program
including the coordination of resources. The GIS Coordinator will provide
services to the Village in determining the short- and long-term needs of the
GIS program. The GIS Coordinator will be responsible for managing the
program resources including Consultant resources, external agencies, and
Village committees and user groups.

A GIS Platform Administrator is responsible for managing the data model
and administering the database and related information. The GIS Platform
Administrator plans, implements, and configures the data to enhance
performance and maintain integrity of the data system.

A GIS Application Developer that is responsible for the conceptualization,
design, development, testing, installation, documentation, training, and
maintenance of GIS and related software. Software includes, but is not
limited to; computer programs, form designs, user manuals, data
specifications, and associated documentation.

A GIS Analyst is responsible for analyzing and planning special projects that
require skills beyond the typical operation of the system. Special projects
may include the development of ad hoc maps, layers, databases, and user
solutions.

A GIS Specialist that provides the daily operation, maintenance, and support
of the GIS. This individual is typically fully allocated to the Village and is
responsible for database development and maintenance, map production,
user training and help-desk, user group support, and system support and
documentation.

A GIS/RAS (Remote Access Service) Specialist provides the same services as
the GIS Specialist above using equipment hosted by the service provider.

PROJECTED UTILIZATION

Projected utilization is an estimate of service hours required of the Consultant by
the Village. This projection is established by and between the Village, GISC, and the
Consultant. Although variations are anticipated, the Village and the Consultant
have a fiduciary responsibility to GISC and its members to meet their projected
utilization. Significant variations in actual utilization may negatively influence
service rates for GISC members. The anticipated projected utilization for each
Consultant service is:
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370 hours of GIS Specialist
hours of GIS/RAS Specialist
37 hours of GIS Coordinator
37 hours of GIS Analyst
31 hours of GIS Platform Administrator
31 hours of GIS Application Developer
31 hours of GIS Manager

CHEETOEE

SERVICE RATES

Rates are based on projected utilization of GISC members in collective bargaining
with the Consultant. The Consultant guarantees these rates for the term of this
agreement as long as actual utilization is reasonably consistent with projected
utilization. The Consultant has the right to assign a cost-of-living adjustment one (1)
time per year with prior notice to the Village. The GISC collective bargaining rates
are as follows:

A $ 67.60 per hour for GIS Specialist

B $ 71.10 per hour for GIS/RAS Specialist

C. $ 84.40 per hour for GIS Coordinator

D. $ 84.40 per hour for GIS Analyst

E $105.50 per hour for GIS Platform Administrator
F $105.50 per hour for GIS Application Developer
G $105.50 per hour for GIS Manager

FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT

The Village is required to provide the Consultant adequate space, furnishings,
hardware, and software to fulfill the objectives of the GIS program. The facilities
requirement is no different than would be otherwise required by the Village to
support a GIS program. The rate structure extended to GISC members is contingent
on these provisions for the Consultant. Facilities and equipment include, but are not
limited to, the following

A. Full-time office space for the GIS Specialist and periodic office space for
guests. This space should effectively and securely house all required GIS
systems, peripherals, and support tools. This space must be available during
normal business hours.

B. Furnishings including adequate desk(s), shelving, and seating
accommodations for the GIS Specialist and periodic guests. A telephone line
and phone to originate and receive outside calls. A network connection with
access to the Internet.

C. Hardware including a workstation, server, plotter, printer, digitizer, scanner
and network infrastructure.

D. Software including GIS software(s), productivity tools, application
development tools, commercial databases, and network access software.
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E. The Village is responsible for installing, operating, and maintaining the
backup and recovery systems for all Village owned GIS assets that permits
the Consultant to continue services within a reasonable period of time
following a disaster.

BILLING & PAYMENT

The Consultant will invoice the Village on a monthly basis for work completed and
work in-progress. The Consultant requires 100% payment within 35 days of
invoicing.

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY
If any intellectual property should be developed during the course of this agreement,
the Village and the Consultant shall be joint owners of said intellectual property.

A. It is understood that this agreement does not grant to the Village or any
employees, partners, business associates or other associated parties thereof, any
rights in any intellectual property developed by the Consultant outside the terms
of this agreement, or any protectable interests stemming there from.

B. The Village and the Consultant agree, that no assignments, authorization of
reuse by others, giveaways, license grants, sales, transfer, security interests, or
any other grant of rights for any intellectual property that may be developed
during this agreement, will be made to any third party without a written
agreement between the Village and the Consultant.

C. If this agreement between the Village and the Consultant should be terminated,

the Village shall, in good faith, allow the Consultant, any reasonable use of any
Intellectual Property developed during this Contract.
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Annual authorization of outdoor seating permits and licenses:
> Commercial use of Village sidewalks (Village Code Section 12.04.070)
> Sidewalk Restaurant Liquor License Riders (Village Code Section 5.09.100(M) )

Executive Summary:

The Village Code requires Village Council permission for businesses to operate on public sidewalks.
A liquor license rider is also required to serve liquor on public sidewalk. (No permit or liquor license
rider is necessary if the outdoor area is on private property.)

Because of limited space on sidewalks, applicants must provide a proposed drawing for approval by
the Public Works Department. A certificate of insurance naming the Village as an additional insured
is also required, to protect the Village against potential liability.

Ten restaurants and one retail business have applied for sidewalk seating permits. Six of the 10
restaurants have also applied for Sidewalk Liquor License Riders to allow the service of alcoholic
beverages at the sidewalk restaurants.

Staff is also requesting flexibility to allow outdoor service before April 1, if weather permits.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

1. Approve the 11 outdoor seating permit requests, effective immediately, subject to storm and
weather limitations.

2. Authorize issuance of 6 Sidewalk Restaurant Liquor License Riders.

3. Consent to the Local Liquor Commissioner's waiving enforcement of the starting date restrictions for
sidewalk liquor service.

Attachments: (please list individually)

>Agenda Report
>Attachment 1 - Table of Sidewalk Seating and Liquor License Rider Applicants
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AGENDA REPORT

SUBJECT: Annual Outdoor Seating Permits and
Sidewalk Restaurant Liquor License Riders

PREPARED BY:  Katherine S. Janega, Village Attorney

DATE: March 13, 2013

Background. Section 12.04.070 of the Village Code prohibits the use of public
sidewalks for business operations without the prior approval of the Village Council. Section
5.09.100(M) of the liquor license regulations also provides for restaurants with liquor licenses to
obtain a sidewalk restaurant rider license that authorizes the service of beer and wine at tables set
out on public sidewalks from April 1 through November 30.

To protect the Village against liability that might arise from having partially obstructed
sidewalks, businesses that use the Village’s sidewalks must submit proposed layout sketches for
approval by the Director of Public Works and must also provide a certificate of insurance
showing at least $2,000,000 general aggregate liability, with the Village as an additional named
insured. Staff also works with the businesses throughout the outdoor seating season to assure the
safe passage of pedestrians on the Village’s sidewalks.

The Village’s established practice has been for the Village Council to consider the
approval of the licenses for sidewalk restaurants and sidewalk liquor service during a March
meeting, so that all licensing issues can be resolved in time for the outdoor seating season.

Outdoor Seating Requests for 2013-14. This year, 10 restaurants and one retail
business have applied for sidewalk seating permits. All 11 businesses have previously had
sidewalk seating permits. Of the 10 restaurants, six have also applied for Sidewalk Restaurant
Rider liquor licenses. (See Attachment 1) The only new liquor licensee among this group is D’s
Haute Dogs Restaurant, which received its liqguor on March 13, 2013, the same day it received its
certificate of occupancy for its expanded restaurant space.

Finance Director Ed McKee has reviewed and approved the insurance certificates of the
applicants, and Public Works Director Steve Saunders has inspected and approved the requested
table layouts.

Effective Date of Permits and Licenses. As noted above, pursuant to Village Code, the
sidewalk liquor licenses are valid only from April 1 through November 30. The date restrictions
in the liquor regulations codified the established practice for sidewalk restaurant seating, which
were based on historical weather patterns, so as to avoid the potential for conflicts between
sidewalk furniture and Village equipment needed to clear sidewalks following late- and early-
winter snow events.
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Agenda Report — Sidewalk Restaurants
March 15, 2013
Page 2

In spring of 2012, the Village Council accepted Staff’s recommendation to grant a
request from the BCDC to allow outdoor seating before April 1%, should the weather permit.
Staff is again recommending that all sidewalk licenses issued for 2013 be effective immediately,
subject to the condition that the restaurants be required to temporarily remove their sidewalk
furnishings in the event of a weather event that requires access to the full sidewalk to assure safe
pedestrian passage or snow removal. Staff also recommends that the Council consent to having
the Village President, in her capacity as Local Liquor Control Commissioner, waive enforcement
of the starting date restrictions for sidewalk liquor service year, so that establishments whose
sidewalk liquor service riders have been approved may also begin to serve beer and wine as soon
as sidewalk food service begins.

Future Action. Finally, Staff suggests that the Council consider amending the Village
Code to allow more flexibility in the administration of the sidewalk restaurant and liquor license
provisions so that the Village’s various dining establishments can quickly take advantage of
early warm weather spells. Because of the further transition on the Village Council this year, the
upcoming change in the fiscal year, and the Urban Land Institute’s Technical Assistance Panel
(ULI TAP) reports that are in process, Staff suggests addressing the timing and process for
sidewalk seating later this year, in conjunction with other licensing changes related to the change
in the fiscal year.

Recommendation:

1) Consider approval of the 11 pending 2013 Outdoor Seating Permit applications,
effective immediately, subject to the condition that the businesses be required to
temporarily remove their sidewalk furnishings in the event of a snow or ice weather
event that requires access to the full sidewalk to assure storm clean-up and/or safe
pedestrian passage.

2) Consider approval of Sidewalk Restaurant Liquor License Riders for Café Aroma,
D’s Haute Dogs, Jerry’s at Corner Cooks, Little Ricky’s, Mirani’s and Winnetka
Wine Shop.

3) Consider consenting to having the Village President, in her capacity as Local Liquor
Control Commissioner, waive enforcement of the starting date restrictions for
sidewalk liquor service this year, so that Café Aroma, D’s Haute Dogs, Jerry’s at
Corner Cooks, Little Ricky’s, Mirani’s and Winnetka Wine Shop may also begin to
serve beer and wine as soon as outdoor seating food service begins.
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Agenda Report — Sidewalk Restaurants

March 15, 2013

Page 3
Attachment 1
Sidewalk Seating and Liquor License Rider Applications
Sidewalk Liquor
Name Address

Restaurant Other
Café Aroma 749 Elm X X
Caffe Buon Giorno 566 Chestnut X --
Caribou Coffee 817 Elm X -
D’s Haute Dogs 551 Lincoln X X
Corner Cooks/Jerry’s 505 Chestnut X X
Little Ricky’s 540 Lincoln X X
Mirani’s 727 Elm X X
Panera 940 Green Bay X --
Starbucks Coffee 566 Chestnut X --
Winnetka Wine Shop 726 Elm X X
Noah’s Ark 831 Elm X --
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: Reverse Osmosis Water System, Bid #013-010

Presenter: grian Keys, Director of Water & Electric

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | ggsj(l)?ﬁ?ig?\
v __| Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: v YES NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)
February 21, 2012 Budget Presentation

Executive Summary:

The Water & Electric Department requested bids (Bid #013-010) for the purchase of a reverse
osmosis water treatment system for the Electric Plant. The Electric Plant utilizes a water treatment
system to provide replacement water in the boilers used to generate steam for the turbines. Water
used in the boilers is demineralized to minimize scaling. Treatment of the water also insures that it is
of the correct alkalinity to protect the boiler from corrosion. The proposed system will replace a
1970’s vintage system.

The FYE 2013 Budget for the Electric Department (account #50-41-540-226) contains $48,000 for the
purchase of a new boiler water demineralizer. Although the bids were $4,285 higher than estimated in
the budget, staff recommends accepting the lowest qualified bid that meets the bid specification,
which is Process Solutions Incorporated. The additional $4,285 is not expected to impact the
department’s year-end estimate to close under budget.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

Consider authorizing the Village Manager to issue a purchase order to Process Solutions Inc. in the
amount of $52,285 for the purchase of the reverse osmosis water treatment system in accordance with
the terms and conditions of Bid #013-010. Due to the timing of the project's completion and final
retention payout, the expense will carry over into FYE 2014.

Attachments: (please list individually)
Agenda Report
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AGENDA REPORT

Subject: Reverse Osmosis Water System, Bid #013-010
Prepared by: Brian Keys, Director Water & Electric

Ref.: February 21, 2012  Budget Presentation
Date: March 13, 2013

The Water & Electric Department requested bids (Bid #013-010) for the purchase of a reverse
osmosis water treatment system for the Electric Plant. The Electric Plant utilizes a water
treatment system to provide replacement water in the boilers used to generate steam for the
turbines. Water used in the boilers is demineralized to minimize scaling. Treatment of the water
also insures that it is of the correct alkalinity to protect the boiler from corrosion. The proposed
system will replace a 1970’s vintage system.

The bid notice was published in the Pioneer Press and bid notices were sent to eight companies.
The following companies submitted bids.

Company Name Bid
Process Solutions Inc. $52,285.00
Culligan International Co. $52,547.00

The bid submitted by Process Solutions is the lowest qualified bid. The vendor submitted the
required bid bond and has provided references which include other electric generation facilities.
Staff contacted companies on the referral list. Feedback on the vendor’s product was favorable.

The FYE 2013 Budget for the Electric Department (account #50-41-540-226) contains $48,000
for the purchase of a new boiler water demineralizer. Although the bids were approximately
$4,285 higher than estimated in the budget, staff recommends accepting the lowest qualified bid,
which is Process Solutions Incorporated. Year-end expense estimates for fiscal year 2013
include completion of this project. The fiscal year 2013 expense fund is expected to close
approximately 3% ($484,954) below budget. As such, the additional $4,285 is not expected to
impact the department’s year-end estimate to close under budget. Due to the timing of the
project’s completion and final retention payout, the expense will carry over into FYE 2014.

Recommendation:

Consider authorizing the Village Manager to issue a purchase order to Process Solutions Inc. in
the amount of $52,285 for the purchase of the reverse osmosis water treatment system in
accordance with the terms and conditions of Bid #013-010.
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: Parkway Tree Trimming, Removal, and Maintenance

Presenter: gieyen M. Saunders, Director of Public Works/Village Engineer

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | Sgsj(l)?ﬁ?ig?\
v __| Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: v YES NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)

Executive Summary:

On March 5, 2013, pursuant to a competitive bidding process, Village Staff opened bids for parkway
tree trimming, removal, and maintenance. Six bidders responded to the Village’s request for bids with
submissions. The low bids for each contract were submitted by Nels Johnson Tree Experts. Nels
Johnson Tree Experts has provided parkway tree & stump removal, and tree trimming services for the
Village on several past contracts and is a qualified contractor.

The FY 2013-14 Budget contains $160,000 for parkway tree maintenance, trimming, and removal. It
should be noted that the low bid for this year’s Parkway Tree and Sump Removal bids represents a
68% increase over the 2012 prices. This is primarily caused by an Illinois Department of Labor
determination that tree removal contracts are now subject to Illinois Prevailing Wage requirements.
Village staff will carefully monitor the contract work to assure that budget limits are maintained.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

Consider awarding tree trimming and maintenance contracts at the unit rates contained in bid
proposals received in March, 2013, to Nels Johnson Tree Experts.

Attachments: (please list individually)
Agenda Report
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AGENDA REPORT

SUBJECT: Parkway Tree Trimming, Removal, and Maintenance
PREPARED BY: Steven M. Saunders, Director of Public Works/Village Engineer
DATE: March 7, 2013

On March 5, 2013, pursuant to a competitive bidding process, Village Staff opened bids
for parkway tree trimming, removal, and maintenance. Six bidders responded to the

Village’s request for bids with submissions. The low bids for each contract are
highlighted, and the bids are summarized as follows:

Parkway Tree & Parkway Tree | Emergency

Stump Removal Trimming T&M Work
Contractor (Total) (Total) ($/crew-hour?)
Nels Johnson Tree Experts $158,400 $42,100 $265
McGinty Bros., Inc. $158,500 $118,250 $335
Winkler’s Tree Service $166,500 $54,650 $365
Landscape Concepts Management $242,800 $42,600 $357
Trees “R” Us No Bid $42,550 $500
Kinnucan Tree Experts No Bid $80,850 No Bid

Nels Johnson Tree Experts has provided parkway tree & stump removal, and tree
trimming services for the Village on several past contracts and is a qualified contractor,
and no negative references were received. Therefore, based upon staff experience and
checks of other references, as well as bid prices, staff recommends that the Parkway Tree
and Stump Removal, Parkway Tree Trimming, and Emergency T&M Work be awarded
to Nels Johnson Tree Experts, which represents the lowest qualified bid received.

Budget Information

The FY 2013-14 Budget contains $160,000 for parkway tree maintenance, trimming, and
removal. It should be noted that the low bid for this year’s Parkway Tree and Stump
Removal bids represents a 68% increase over the 2012 prices. This is primarily caused by
an Illinois Department of Labor determination that tree removal contracts are now subject
to Illinois Prevailing Wage requirements. Village staff will carefully monitor the contract
work to assure that budget limits are maintained.

Recommendation:
Consider awarding tree trimming and maintenance contracts at the unit rates contained in
bid proposals received in March, 2013, to Nels Johnson Tree Experts.

! Crew composed of 1 Crew Leader, 1 Trimmer, 1 Ground Man, 1 Aerial Truck, 1 Chipper Truck
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: 2012 Sewer Lining Contract: Michels Corporation, Change Order #1

Presenter: gieyen M. Saunders, Director of Public Works/Village Engineer

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | Sgsj(l)?ﬁ?ig?\
v __| Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: v YES NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)
Contract Awarded May 15, 2012

Executive Summary:

This contract was awarded to Michels Corporation in May, 2012, in the amount of $166,237.00, from
account 54-70-640-201. Upon completion of the work, the Contractor submitted their Request for
Payment. At that time, it was discovered that due to a Staff error in the calculation of the quantities,
the actual contract award amount should have been $188,962.00. Field conditions also warranted that
additions to the contract be made in order to complete the work in the best interests of the Village.
This included the addition of another length of sanitary sewer to be relined between two homes
adjacent to Winnetka Avenue, and the reinstatement of additional services at the main that were not
apparent from available records. As a result, the total constructed value of work amounted to
$190,695.00, a difference of $24,458.00 from the original awarded contract amount.

All work was performed to the satisfaction of the Village.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

Consider approving Change Order #1 for the 2012 Sewer Relining Contract to Michels Corporation in
the amount of $24,458.00, for a total contract amount of $190,695.00.

Attachments: (please list individually)
None
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: Resolution R-8-2013: Village Budget- Adoption

Presenter: eqward McKee, Finance Director

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | Ordlnan_ce
v | Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: YES v’ | NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)
Village Council Budget review meetings: February 6, 13, and 20, 2013.

Public Budget Hearing, March 6, 2013.

Executive Summary:

The budget will result in an approximately 1.8% increase in costs for municipal services for a typical
homeowner consisting of a:

1.7% increase in property taxes ($60 on Village portion ($3,520) of a $26,345 total property tax bill)
6.0% increase in water rates ($47 annual cost on a $780 annual bill)
10.0% increase in sanitary sewer rates ($24 annual cost on a $238 annual bill)

Electric costs, vehicle license fees, and most other fees and taxes remain unchanged.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)
Consider adoption of resolution.

Attachments: (please list individually)

R-8-2013: A resolution adopting the annual budget for the fiscal year beginning April 1, 2013 and
ending March 31, 2014.

Agenda Packet P. 70




RESOLUTION NO. R-8-2013

A RESOLUTION
ADOPTING THE ANNUAL BUDGET FOR THE FISCAL YEAR
BEGINNING APRIL 1, 2013
AND ENDING MARCH 31, 2014

WHEREAS, the Council of the Village of Winnetka (“Village Council”) has previously
adopted Sections 8-2-9.1 through 8-2-9.10 of the Illinois Municipal Code, establishing the office
of budget officer and authorizing the adoption of the annual budget in lieu of an annual
appropriation ordinance; and

WHEREAS, on January 28, 2013, the corporate authorities of the Village of Winnetka
placed the proposed, tentative annual budget for the fiscal year beginning April 1, 2013, and
ending March 31, 2014, on file at the office of the Village Manager and at the Winnetka Public
Library and has made said tentative annual budget available for public inspection since that date;
and

WHEREAS, on March 5, 2013, pursuant to notice published on Thursday, February 21,
2013, in the Winnetka Talk, a newspaper published and in general circulation in the Village of
Winnetka, the Council of the Village of Winnetka held a public hearing on the proposed tentative
annual budget; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka is a home rule municipality in accordance with
Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970, pursuant to which it has
the authority, except as limited by said Section 6 of Article VII, to exercise any power and
perform any function pertaining to the government and affairs of the Village, including, but not
limited to, the powers (i) to regulate for the protection of the public health, safety, morals and
welfare, (ii) to license, (iii) to tax, and (iv) to incur debt; and

WHEREAS, the Village Council finds that establishing an annual budget for the Village,
including estimating revenues and recommending expenditures, is a matter pertaining to the
affairs of the Village.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Council of the Village of Winnetka as
follows:

SECTION 1: The Annual Budget for the Village of Winnetka, which is attached
hereto as Exhibit A and is incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein, is hereby adopted
as the Annual Budget for the Village of Winnetka for the Fiscal Year beginning April 1, 2013
and ending March 31, 2014.

SECTION 2: The adoption of the foregoing annual budget shall be in lieu of the
appropriation ordinance required in Section 8-2-9 of the Illinois Municipal Code.

SECTION 3: Home Rule. This Resolution is adopted by the Council of the Village of
Winnetka in the exercise of its home rule powers pursuant to Section 6 of Article VII of the
Ilinois Constitution of 1970.

[Remainder of this page intentionally let blank.]

March 19, 2013 R-8-2013
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SECTION 4: Effective Date. This resolution shall be in full force and effect
immediately upon its adoption.

ADOPTED this 19" day of March, 2013, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:

Signed:

Village President
Countersigned:

Village Clerk

Introduced: March 5, 2013
Adopted: March 19, 2013

March 19, 2013 -2- R-8-2013
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NOTE:

EXHIBIT A IS THE COMPLETE BUDGET DOCUMENT, WHICH,
DUE TO ITS SIZE, CANNOT BE REPRODUCED IN FULL IN
THESE AGENDA MATERIALS.

THE FOLLOWING 6 PAGES PROVIDE A SUMMARY OF THE
BUDGETED REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES BY FUND, AND
ARE PROVIDED HERE FOR EASE OF REFERENCE.

THE COMPLETE BUDGET REMAINS AVAILABLE FOR
INSPECTION IN THE VILLAGE MANAGER’S OFFICE AND AT
THE WINNETKA PUBLIC LIBRARY, AND THE COMPLETE,
FINAL BUDGET WILL BE APPROPRIATELY LABELED AND
WILL BE ATTACHED TO AND MAINTAINED WITH THE
ORIGINAL BUDGET RESOLUTION FOLLOWING ITS
ADOPTION.

March 19, 2013 -3- R-8-2013
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Exhibit A

Village of Winnetka Budget Summary

Agenda Packet P. 74

FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 % BtoD
2013.01.10 Actual Budget Estimated Budget Budg $ change
A B C D Dv.B
Operating Funds Revenues, Expenses, Transfers and Capital Outlay
Revenues and Transfers:
General Fund $ 23,474,876 $ 22,624,749 $ 23,980,229 $ 23,042,779 1.8% $418,030
Electric $ 15,481,560 $ 15,858,700 $ 15,941,899 $ 15,916,388 0.4% $57,688
Water $ 3,213,651 $ 3,601,500 $ 4,257,000 $ 3,821,500 6.1% $220,000
Sanitary Sewer $ 744982 $ 863,500 $ 1,016,300 $ 944,000 9.3% $80,500
Refuse $ 2,254,536 $ 2,198,000 $ 2,201,700 $ 2,191,500 -0.3% ($6,500)
Storm Sewer $ - $ 2,200,000 $ 2,200,000 $ 6,000,000 172.7%  $3,800,000
Workers' Comp. Insurance $ 548,664 $ 536,492 $ 543,492 $ 536,492 0.0% $0
Liability Insurance $ 212,508 $ 10,000 $ 10,000 $ 10,000 0.0% $0
Health Insurance $ 2,834,559 $ 2,822,700 $ 2,825,000 $ 3,057,720 8.3% $235,020
Data Processing $ 341,682 $ 335,000 $ 331,200 $ 331,300 -1.1% ($3,700)
Fleet Services $ 864,378 $ 884,340 $ 884,340 $ 905,576 2.4% $21,236
Total Revenues & Transf. - A $ 49,971,395 $ 51,934,981 $ 54,191,160 $ 56,757,255 9.3%  $4,822,274
Expenses, Transfers and Capital
General Fund $ 19,571,818 $ 22,673,312 $ 22,268,884 $ 26,815,617 18.3%  $4,142,305
Electric $ 14,795974 $ 18,493,920 $ 17,487,966 $ 17,736,835 -4.1%  ($757,085)
Water $ 3,215,950 $ 3,445,400 $ 3,348,550 $ 3,475,553 0.9% $30,153
Sanitary Sewer $ 843,368 $ 1,328,013 $ 1,251,903 $ 1,502,864 13.2% $174,851
Refuse $ 2,281,101 $ 2,368,220 $ 2,364,522 $ 2,465,115 4.1% $96,895
Storm Sewer $ - $ 2,080,000 $ 628,000 $ 7,324,000 252.1%  $5,244,000
Workers' Comp. Insurance $ 680,129 $ 795,500 $ 345,000 $ 797,000 0.2% $1,500
Liability Insurance $ 52,038 $ 300,000 $ 95,000 $ 300,000 0.0% $0
Health Insurance $ 3,426,870 $ 3,572,900 $ 3,555,300 $ 3,460,100 -3.2% ($112,800)
Data Processing $ 359,145 $ 455,200 $ 375,000 $ 469,650 3.2% $14,450
Fleet Services $ 876,299 $ 850,536 $ 863,903 $ 866,374 1.9% $15,838
Total $ 46,102,692 $ 56,363,001 $ 52,584,028 $ 65,213,108 15.7%  $8,850,107
Margin $ 3,868,703 $  (4,428,020) $ 1,607,132 $  (8,455,853) 91.0%  ($4,027,833)
March 19, 2013 Exhibit A R-8-2013
Page 1 of 6



2011/12 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 % BtoD
Actual Budget Estimated Budget Budg | $change
A B C D Dv.B
Capital Funds Revenues, Expenditures, and Transfers:
Capital Fund Revenues:
Motor Fuel Tax Fund $ 358,621 $ 312,000 $ 310,500 $ 310,500 -0.5% ($1,500)
Debt Service Funds $ 478,318 $ 480,305 $ 479,805 $ 484,299 0.8% $3,994
SSA 3 Trapp Lane $ 251,650 $ 35,700 $ 35,700 $ 34,680 -2.9% ($1,020)
SSA 4 Oak, Elm, Locust, Roswd $ 1548 $ 4991 $ 4991 $ 4824  -3.3% ($167)
SSA 5 Oak, Elm, Rose, Glendale $ 1,598 $ 4240 $ 4240 $ 4,098 -3.3% ($142)
Facilities Fund $ 522,690 $ 705,000 $ 701,000 $ 501,000 -28.9%  ($204,000)
Business Dist. Revitalization $ 5516 $ 1,500 $ 1,000 $ 500 -66.7% ($1,000)
$ 1,619,942 $ 1,543,736 $ 1,537,236 $ 1,339,901 -13.2% ($203,835)
Capital Expenditures:
Motor Fuel Tax Fund $ 62,451 $ 625,000 $ - $ 835,000 33.6% $210,000
Debt Service Funds $ 467,380 $ 505,734 $ 505,734 $ 514,944 1.8% $9,211
SSA 3 Trapp Lane $ 480,458 $ 35,700 $ 35,700 $ 34,680 -2.9% ($1,020)
SSA 4 Oak, Elm, Locust, Roswd $ - $ 4991 $ 4991 $ 4824  -33% ($167)
SSA 5 Oak, Elm, Rose, Glendale  $ - $ 4240 $ 4240 $ 4,098 -3.3% ($142)
Facilities Fund $ 2,421,208 $ 1,600,000 $ 1,000,000 $ 330,000 -79.4% ($1,270,000)
Business Dist. Revitalization $ 33,045 $ 250,000 $ 155,000 $ 150,000 -40.0%  ($100,000)
$ 3,464,541 $ 3,025,665 $ 1,705,665 $ 1,873,546 -38.1%  ($1,152,119)
Capital Accumulation (Use) $  (1,844,599) $ (1,481,929) $ (168,429) $ (533,645) -64.0% $948,284
Assets Held in Trust:
Pension Revenues:
Police $ 2,477,065 $ 2,442,534 $ 2,442,500 $ 2,632,152 7.8% $189,618
Fire $ 2,342,239 $ 2,415,794 $ 2,415,000 $ 2,650,031 9.7% $234,237
$ 4,819,305 $ 4,858,328 $ 4,857,500 $ 5,282,183 8.7% $423,855
Pension Expenses:
Police $ 1,532,877 $ 1,731,850 $ 1,535,000 $ 1,797,550 3.8% $65,700
Fire $ 1,716,982 $ 1,926,500 $ 1,730,000 $ 1,962,000 1.8% $35,500
$ 3,249,859 $ 3,658,350 $ 3,265,000 $ 3,759,550 2.8% $101,200
Cash Flow $ 1,569,446 $ 1,199,978 $ 1,592,500 $ 1,522,633 26.9% $322,655
Total All Accounts
Inflows $ 56,410,642 $ 58,337,045 $ 60,585,896 $ 63,379,339 8.6%  $5,042,294
Outflows $ 52,817,092 $ 63,047,016 $ 57,554,693 $ 70,846,204 12.4%  $7,799,189
Difference $ 3593549 $  (4,709,971) $ 3,031,203 $  (7,466,865) 58.5%  ($2,756,895)
I Memo only
Outflows (from above) $ 52,817,092 $ 63,047,016 $ 57,554,693 $ 70,846,204 12.4%  $7,799,189
Less: GF Transfer to Stormwater Fund $ (2,200,000) $ (2,200,000) $ (6,000,000) 172.7%  ($3,800,000)
Less: Stormwater Fund expenses $ (2,080,000) $ (628,000) $ (7,324,000) 252.1%  ($5,244,000)
Outflows, net of Stormwater items $ 58,767,016 $ 54,726,693 $ 57,522,204 21%  ($1,244,812)
Inflows (from above) $ 56,410,642 $ 58,337,045 $ 60,585,896 $ 63,379,339 8.6%  $5,042,294
Less: Stormwater Revenue $ (2,200,000) $ (2,200,000) $ (6,000,000) 172.7%  ($3,800,000)
Inflows, net of Stormwater items $ 56,137,045 $ 58,385,896 $ 57,379,339 $ 1,242,294
March 19, 2013 Exhibit A R-8-2013
Page 2 of 6
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2011/12 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 % BtoD
Actual Budget Estimated Budget Budg | $change
A B C D Dv.B
General Fund
Operating Revenues:
Property Taxes $ 12,298,297 $ 12,233,501 $ 12,233,501 $ 12,637,173 3.3% $403,672
Sales and Use Tax $ 1,321,062 $ 1,100,000 $ 1,350,000 $ 1,350,000 22.7% $250,000
Income and Corp. Repl. Tax $ 1,104,175 $ 1,031,000 $ 1,140,000 $ 1,050,000 1.8% $19,000
Telecommunications Tax $ 638,596 $ 650,000 $ 1,430,000 $ 630,000 -3.1% ($20,000)
Natural Gas Tax $ 458,790 $ 450,000 $ 250,000 $ 250,000 -44.4%  ($200,000)
Licenses and Permits $ 2,003,173 $ 1,589,000 $ 2,069,000 $ 1,609,000 1.3% $20,000
Charges for Services $ 977,728 $ 1,105,070 $ 1,095,000 $ 1,130,704 2.3% $25,634
Franchise Fees & Rent $ 652,143 $ 546,600 $ 550,000 $ 582,046 6.5% $35,446
Interest $ 235,331 $ 130,000 $ 130,000 $ 80,000 -38.5% ($50,000)
Fines $ 214,809 $ 215,000 $ 200,000 $ 200,000 -7.0% ($15,000)
All Others $ 424775 $ 389,850 $ 398,000 $ 392,900 0.8% $3,050
Total Operating Revenue $ 20,328,880 $ 19,440,021 $ 20,845,501 $ 19,911,823 2.4% $471,802
Operating Expenses:
Administration $ 2,738,068 $ 2,748,131 $ 2,685,328 $ 2,815,139 2.4% $67,008
Police $ 6,054,747 $ 6,347,610 $ 6,444,949 $ 6,525,452 2.8% $177,842
Fire $ 4,327,778 $ 4,716,849 $ 4,786,213 $ 4,877,494 3.4% $160,645
Com. Development $ 1,509,050 $ 1,540,250 $ 1,486,350 $ 1,595,740 3.6% $55,490
Public Works $ 3,637,175 $ 3,870,472 $ 3,416,044 $ 3,951,792 2.1% $81,320
Total Operating Exp. $ 18,266,818 $ 19,223,312 $ 18,818,884 $ 19,765,617 2.8% $542,305
Operating Margin $ 2,062,062 $ 216,709 $ 2,026,617 $ 146,206 -32.5% ($70,503)
Plus: Transfers In $ 3,145,996 $ 3,184,728 $ 3,134,728 $ 3,130,956 -1.7% ($53,772)
Op. Margin + Transfers in $ 5,208,058 $ 3,401,437 $ 5,161,345 $ 3,277,162 -3.7% ($124,275)
Less: Transfers (Out) * $ (1,305,000) $ (3,450,000) $ (3,450,000) $ (7,050,000) 104.3%  ($3,600,000)
$'s Available for Capital $ 3,903,058 $ (48,563) $ 1,711,345 $ (3,772,838) ($3,724,275)
Less: Capital Outlay $ (1,865599) $  (3.455305) $  (2,014,105) $  (2,864,585) -17.1%  $590,720
Source (Use) of Cash $ 2037459 $  (3,503,868) $ (302,760) $  (6,637,423) 89.4% (83,133,555)
Special Revenue Funds
Motor Fuel Tax Fund
Revenues $ 358,621 $ 312,000 $ 310,500 $ 310,500 -0.5% ($1,500)
Expenditures and Transfers $ 62,451 $ 625,000 $ - $ 835,000 33.6% $210,000
Cash - Flow $ 296,170 $ (313,000) $ 310,500 $ (524,500) 67.6%  ($211,500)
[* Memo only |
Transfers out Detail
To Subsidize Refuse Operations $ 550,000 $ 550,000 $ 550,000 0.0% $0
To Fund Facility Improvements $ 700,000 $ 700,000 $ 500,000 -28.6% ($200,000)
To Fund Stormwater Projects $ 2,200,000 $ 2,200,000 $ 6,000,000 172.7%  $3,800,000
$ 3,450,000 $ 3,450,000 $ 7,050,000 104.3%  $3,600,000
March 19, 2013 Exhibit A R-8-2013
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2010/11 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 % BtoD

Actual Budget Estimated Budget Budg | $change
A B C D Dv.B
Debt Service Funds
Revenues and Transfers $ 478,318 $ 480,305 $ 479,805 $ 484,299 0.8% $3,994
Expenditures $ 467,380 $ 505,734 $ 505,734 $ 514,944 1.8% $9,211
Cash - Flow $ 10,938 $ (25,429) $ (25,929) $ (30,645) 20.5% ($5,217)
Capital Projects Funds
Facilities
Revenues and Transfers $ 522,690 $ 705,000 $ 701,000 $ 501,000 -28.9% ($204,000)
Expenditures $ 2,421,208 $ 1,600,000 $ 1,000,000 $ 330,000 -79.4% ($1,270,000)
Cash - Flow $ (1,898,518) $ (895,000) $ (299,000) $ 171,000 -119.1%  $1,066,000
SSA 3 Trapp Lane
Revenues and Transfers $ 251,650 $ 35,700 $ 35,700 $ 34,680 -2.9% ($1,020)
Expenditures & Transfers $ 480,458 $ 35,700 $ 35,700 $ 34,680 -2.9% ($1,020)
Cash - Flow $ (228,807) $ - $ - $ -
SSA 4 Oak, Elm, Locust, Roswd
Revenues and Transfers $ 1,548 $ 4991 $ 4991 $ 4,824 -3.3% ($167)
Expenditures & Transfers $ - $ 4991 $ 4,991 $ 4,824  -3.3% ($167)
Cash - Flow $ 1,548 $ - $ - $ - $0
SSA 5 Oak, Elm, Rose, Glendale
Revenues and Transfers $ 1,598 $ 4240 $ 4240 $ 4,098 -3.3% ($142)
Expenditures & Transfers $ - $ 4,240 $ 4,240 $ 4,098 -3.3% ($142)
Cash - Flow $ 1,598 $ - $ - $ - $0
Business Distr. Revitalization
Revenues and Transfers $ 5516 $ 1,500 $ 1,000 $ 500 -66.7% ($1,000)
Expenditures $ 33,045 $ 250,000 $ 155,000 $ 150,000 -40.0% ($100,000)
Cash - Flow $ (27,529) $ (248,500) $ (154,000) $ (149,500) -39.8% $99,000
Enterprise Funds
Electric
Operating Revenue $ 15,421,455 $ 15,818,700 $ 15,891,899 $ 15,896,388 0.5% $ 77,688
Operating Expenses $ 14795974 $ 16,166,920 $ 15,681,966 $ 15,964,835 -1.2%  ($202,085)
Electric Operating Income $ 625,481 $ (348,220) $ 209,933 $ (68,447) -80.3% $279,773
Non-op. income - interest $ 60,104 $ 40,000 $ 50,000 $ 20,000 -50.0% ($20,000)
Capital Outlay $ - $ (2,327,000) $ (1,806,000) $ (1,772,000) -23.9% $555,000
Depreciation $ 1,547,968 $ 1,600,000 $ 1,600,000 $ 1,600,000 0.0% $0
Cash - Flow $ 2,233,553 $ (1,035,220) $ 53,933 $ (220,447) $814,773
Water
Operating Revenue $ 3,215,197 $ 3,601,500 $ 4,255,500 $ 3,820,000 6.1% $218,500
Operating Expenses $ 3,216,142 $ 3,445592 $ 3,348,742 $ 3,475,745 0.9% $30,153
Water Operating Income $ (945) $ 155,908 $ 906,758 $ 344,255 120.8% $188,347
Non-op. income - interest $ (1,546) $ - $ 1,500 $ 1,500 $1,500
Capital Outlay $ - $ (445,000) $ (244,060) $ (624,000) 40.2%  ($179,000)
Depreciation $ 460,846 $ 440,000 $ 440,000 $ 440,000 0.0% $0
Cash - Flow $ 458,355 $ 150,908 $ 1,104,198 $ 161,755 7.2% $10,847
March 19, 2013 Exhibit A R-8-2013
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2010/11 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 % BtoD
Actual Budget Estimated Budget Budg | $change
A B C D Dv.B
Sanitary Sewer
Operating Revenue $ 731,083 $ 853,500 $ 1,009,300 $ 940,500 10.2% $87,000
Operating Expenses $ 843,368 $ 978,013 $ 977,903 $ 1,002,864 2.5% $24,851
Sewer Operating Income $ (112,285) $ (124,513) $ 31,397 $ (62,364) -49.9% $62,149
Non-op. income - interest $ 13,899 $ 10,000 $ 7,000 $ 3,500 -65.0% ($6,500)
Capital Outlay $ - $ (350,000) $ (274,000) $ (500,000) 42.9%  ($150,000)
Depreciation $ 85,633 $ 70,000 $ 70,000 $ 80,000 14.3% $10,000
Cash - Flow $ (12,753) $ (394,513) $ (165,603) $ (478,864) 21.4%  ($84.351)
Refuse
Operating Revenue $ 2,242,722 $ 2,185,000 $ 2,188,700 $ 2,185,000 0.0% $0
Operating Expenses $ 2,281,101 $ 2,368,220 $ 2,364,522 $ 2,400,115 1.3% $31,895
Refuse Operating Income $ (38,380) $ (183,220) $ (175,822) $ (215,115) 17.4% ($31,895)
Non-op. income - interest $ 11,814 $ 13,000 $ 13,000 $ 6,500 -50.0% ($6,500)
Capital Outlay $ - $ - $ - $ (65,000) ($65,000)
Depreciation $ 125,143 $ 135,000 $ 135,000 $ 135,000 0.0% $0
Cash - Flow $ 98,577 $ (35,220) $ (27,822) $ (138,615) 293.6%  ($103,395)
Storm Sewer
Operating Revenue $ - $ 2,200,000 $ 2,200,000 $ 6,000,000 172.7%  $3,800,000
Operating Expenses $ - $ - $ - $ - $0
Storm Operating Income $ - $ 2,200,000 $ 2,200,000 $ 6,000,000 172.7%  $3,800,000
Non-op. income - interest $ - $ - $ 5,000 $ 10,000 $10,000
Capital Outlay $ - $ (2,080,000) $ (628,000) $ (7,324,000) 252.1%  ($5,244,000)
Depreciation $ - $ - $ - $ - $0
Cash - Flow $ - $ 120,000 $ 1,577,000 $ (1,314,000) ($1,434,000)
Internal Service Funds
Workers' Comp. Insurance
Revenues $ 548,664 $ 536,492 $ 543,492 $ 536,492 0.0% $0
Expenses $ 680,129 $ 795,500 $ 345,000 $ 797,000 0.2% $1,500
Cash-Flow 3$ (131,465) $ (259,008) $ 198,492 $ (260,508)  0.6% ($1,500)
Liability Insurance
Revenues $ 212,508 $ 10,000 $ 10,000 $ 10,000 0.0% $0
Expenses $ 52,038 $ 300,000 $ 95,000 $ 300,000 0.0% $0
Cash-Flow 3$ 160,470 $ (290,000) $ (85,000) $ (290,000)  0.0% $0
Health Insurance
Revenues & Transfers $ 2,834,559 $ 2,822,700 $ 2,825,000 $ 3,057,720 8.3% $235,020
Expenses $ 3,426,870 $ 3,572,900 $ 3,555,300 $ 3,460,100  -3.2%  ($112,800)
Cash-Flow 3$ (592,311) $ (750,200) $ (730,300) $ (402,380) -46.4%  $347,820
Data Processing
Operating Revenue $ 331,832 % 328,000 $ 328,100 $ 328,200 0.1% $200
Operating Expenses $ 359,145 $ 455,200 $ 375,000 $ 469,650 3.2% $14,450
DP Operating Income $ (27,313) $ (127,200) $ (46,900) $ (141,450) 11.2% ($14,250)
Non-op. income - interest $ 9,850 $ 7,000 $ 3,100 $ 3,100 -55.7% ($3,900)
Capital Outlay $ - $ - $ - $ - $0
Depreciation $ - $ 35,000 $ 35,000 $ 35,000 0.0% $0
Cash - Flow $ (17,464) $ (85,200) $ (8,800) $ (103,350) 21.3%  ($18,150)
March 19, 2013 Exhibit A R-8-2013
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Fleet Services
Operating Revenue
Operating Expenses
Fleet Operating Income

Non-op. income - interest
Capital Outlay
Transfer In - Recapitalize
Depreciation

Cash - Flow

Assets Held in Trust:
Police Pension
Revenues
Expenses
Cash-Flow

Fire Pension
Revenues
Expenses

Cash-Flow

March 19, 2013

2011/12 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 % BtoD
Actual Budget Estimated Budget Budg | $change
A B C D Dv.B
$ 862,473 $ 882,840 $ 882,840 $ 904,576 2.5% $21,736
$ 876,299 $ 850,536 $ 863,903 % 866,374 1.9% $15,838
$ (13,825) $ 32,304 $ 18,937 $ 38,202 18.3% $5,808
$ 1,905 $ 1,500 $ 1,500 $ 1,000 -33.3% ($500)
$ - $ - $ - $ - $0
$ - $ - $ - $ - $0
$ 1,359 $ - $ - $ - $0
$ (10,561) $ 33,804 $ 20,437 % 39,202 16.0% $5,398
$ 2,477,065 $ 2,442,534 $ 2,442,500 $ 2,632,152 7.8% $189,618
$ 1,532,877 $ 1,731,850 $ 1,535,000 $ 1,797,550 3.8% $65,700
$ 944,188 $ 710,684 $ 907,500 $ 834,602 17.4% $123,918
$ 2,342,239 $ 2,415,794 $ 2,415,000 $ 2,650,031 9.7% $234,237
$ 1,716,982 $ 1,926,500 $ 1,730,000 $ 1,962,000 1.8% $35,500
$ 625,258 $ 489,294 $ 685,000 $ 688,031  40.6% $198,737
Exhibit A R-8-2013
Page 6 of 6

Agenda Packet P. 79




Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: Resolution R-9-2013: Water Rates- Adoption

Presenter: eqward McKee, Finance Director

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | Ordlnan_ce
v | Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: YES v’ | NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)
Village Council Budget review meetings: February 6, 13, and 20, 2013.

Public Budget Hearing, March 6, 2013.

Executive Summary:

Because of the projected capital needs of the water system, water rate increases are proposed for the
2013/2014 budget. The proposed budget includes a 6.0% water rate increase for incorporated water
customers. Unincorporated customers have a proposed 8.0% water rate increase.

The 6.0% water rate increase for residents is estimated to cost a typical water customer $47 more per
year, or a total of $827 per year for municipal water use.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)
Consider adoption of resolution.

Attachments: (please list individually)
R-9-2013: A resolution establishing water rates.
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RESOLUTION NO. R-9-2013

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING RATES AND FEES
RELATED TO WATER SERVICE, SERVICE TAPS AND METERS

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka is a home rule municipality in accordance with
Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970, pursuant to which it has
the authority, except as limited by said Section 6 of Article VII, to exercise any power and
perform any function pertaining to the government and affairs of the Village, including, but not
limited to, the powers (i) to regulate for the protection of the public health, safety, morals and
welfare, (ii) to license, (iii) to tax, and (iv) to incur debt; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka owns and operates a water utility that provides all
water service within the Village of Winnetka; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka’s Water and Electric Department is responsible for
the day-to-day operations of the Village’s water utility; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that all matters pertaining to the operation of the Village’s
water utility, including but not limited to establishing rates for water service, are matters
pertaining to the affairs of the Village.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Council of the Village of Winnetka as
follows:

SECTION 1: Water Rates. Each customer using water furnished by the Village of
Winnetka Water and Electric Department shall be charged for such service in accordance with
the following Schedule of Water Rates, as provided in Section 13.04.040 of the Winnetka
Village Code.

SCHEDULE OF WATER RATES

Type of Customer Rate
Service within corporate limits $29-78-$31.57 per 1,000 cubic feet, as metered
Service outside of corporate limits $51.27-$55.37 per 1,000 cubic feet, as metered
Service to Village of Northfield: Rate shall be as established by agreement
approved by resolution of the Village Council
Special Service $22.33-$23.67 per 1,000 cubic feet, as metered

SECTION 2: Disconnection/Reconnection Fees. The following fees shall be charged
and collected for service calls to either disconnect or reconnect service as the result of
nonpayment, as provided in Section 13.04.060 of the Winnetka Village Code:

SERVICE DISCONNECTION OR RECONNECTION FEE

Time of Service Call Fee
During regular business hours (Monday through Friday, $95.00 per service dispatch
except for holidays, from 7:30 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.)

All other times (Evenings, nights, weekends and holidays)  $265.00 per service dispatch

March 19, 2013 R-9-2013
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SECTION 3: Water Service Tap Fees. The following fees shall be charged for the
installation of water connections, as provided in Section 13.04.100 of the Winnetka Village
Code:

WATER SERVICE TAP FEES
Water Water

Tap Main
Size  Size Fee Service Included in Fee
| 11727 All $852 Making tap, tapping sleeve, corp. stop, curb stop and
or less box, and inspection
| 2" All $960 Making tap, tapping sleeve, corp. stop, curb stop and
box, and inspection
4” 4” $1,535 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection
4” 6” $1,775 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection
6” 6” $1,880 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection
4 8” $1,880 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection
6” 8” $1,985 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection
8” 8” $2,300 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection
4” 10” $2,400 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection
6” 10” $2,500 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection
8” 10” $2,900 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection
4 12”7 $2,400 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection
6” 12”7 $2,500 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection
8” 12” $2,925 Making tap, tapping sleeve and valve, and inspection

For all taps 4” and larger, valve vaults meeting Water and Electric Department
specifications must be furnished by the customer’s plumber, at the customer’s
cost. Other size taps may be made only with the consent of the Water and
Electric Department, at the customer’s cost.

SECTION 4: Water Meter Fees. The following fees shall be charged for the water
meters provided by the Village, as provided in Sections 13.04.030 and 13.04.100 of the
Winnetka Village Code:

WATER METER FEES

Meter Size Cost
5/8” $475
3/14” $525
1” $625
11/2” $890
2”7 $990
March 19, 2013 -2- R-9-2013
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Spreader and valves on both sides of meter must be installed by the customer’s
plumber, at the customer’s cost. Other sizes of meters may be required or
permitted, as determined by the Water and Electric Department, based on the
characteristics of the proposed service. Such other installations shall require the
written approval of the Water and Electric Department and the entire cost of the
purchase and installation shall be borne by the customer.

SECTION 5: Replacement of Touchpad. The following fees shall be charged for
replacement of removed touchpads and replacement of the touchpad wiring.

Replacement of Touchpad $95.00
Replacement of Touchpad Wiring $265.00

SECTION 6: Temporary Water Service. Pursuant to Section 13.04.150 of the
Winnetka Village Code, temporary water service provided during building construction shall be
billed at the rate applicable to the use specified in the building permit.

SECTION 7: Fee for Returned Payments. A fee of $30.00 shall be charged for any
payment that is returned to the Village for any reason, including, but not limited to, insufficient
funds, account closed, or referred to maker.

SECTION 8: Payment Period; Late Fees. All bills issued for water service shall be
paid in full by the time specified in the bill. The time of payment shall be established by the
Director of Finance, provided that the payment period for charges made pursuant to Section 1 of
this Resolution shall be no less than 21 nor more than 30 days from the date of the issuance of
the bill. Pursuant to Section 13.04.040 of the Winnetka Village Code, if any bill for any change
made pursuant to this Resolution is not paid within the specified payment period, a late payment
penalty of 5% of the amount due shall be added to the bill and collected from the user.

SECTION 9: Home Rule. This Resolution is adopted by the Council of the Village of
Winnetka in the exercise of its home rule powers pursuant to Section 6 of Article VII of the
Illinois Constitution of 1970.

SECTION 10: Effect of Resolution. The rates established herein shall apply to all bills
issued on or after April 1, 2013, and this resolution shall supersede Resolution R-7-2012.

[Remainder of this page intentionally left blank.]
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SECTION 11: Effective Date. This resolution shall be in full force and effect
immediately upon its adoption.

ADOPTED this 19" day of March, 2013, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:

Signed:

Village President
Countersigned:

Village Clerk

Introduced: March 5, 2013
Adopted: March 19, 2013
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: Resolution R-10-2013: Electric Rates- Adoption

Presenter: eqward McKee, Finance Director

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | Ordlnan_ce
v | Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: YES v’ | NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)
Village Council Budget review meetings: February 6, 13, and 20, 2013.

Public Budget Hearing, March 6, 2013.

Executive Summary:
The proposed budget anticipates no net change in the unit cost for electricity.

The current electric rates for the Village include an approximately 2.0% credit. The credit, estimated
to be effective 5/1/2013, is 0.0% as the Village's budgeted rate for wholesale power purchases has
been very close to that actually paid.

In order to avoid our customer's experiencing a 2.0% electric rate increase when the current credit
expires, there is a 2.0% reduction in the electric rates proposed effective 4/1/2013. This will result in
our customers seeing no significant change in the unit cost for electricity after the current credit
expires.

The under grounding service charges have been updated to reflect a slight increase in our costs.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)
Consider adoption of resolution.

Attachments: (please list individually)
R-10-2013: A resolution establishing electric rates.
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RESOLUTION NO. R-10-2013

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING RATES AND FEES
FOR ELECTRIC SERVICE

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka is a home rule municipality in accordance with
Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970, pursuant to which it has
the authority, except as limited by said Section 6 of Article VII, to exercise any power and
perform any function pertaining to the government and affairs of the Village, including, but not
limited to, the powers (i) to regulate for the protection of the public health, safety, morals and
welfare, (ii) to license, (iii) to tax, and (iv) to incur debt; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka owns and operates an electric utility that provides
all electric service within the Village of Winnetka; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka’s Electric Department is responsible for the day-
to-day operations of the Village’s electric utility; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that all matters pertaining to the operation of the Village’s
electric utility, including but not limited to establishing rates for electric service, are matters
pertaining to the affairs of the Village.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Council of the Village of Winnetka as
follows:

SECTION 1: As used in this Resolution, the following terms, phrases and words and
their derivations shall have the meanings given in this section, unless the context or use clearly
indicates another or different meaning is intended:

Customer Charge: A fixed charge based on the type of service rather than the
amount of electricity used.

Demand Charge: A charge based on the rate at which electric energy is
delivered, expressed in kilowatts (kW), averaged over a 30-minute period.

Energy Charge: A volume based charge for energy used.

Load Factor: The ratio of energy used to the maximum energy consumption for a
given monthly peak demand.

On-peak Demand: A peak demand that occurs between the hours of 3:00 p.m.
and 9:00 p.m.

Off-peak Demand: A peak demand that occurs between after 9:00 p.m. and
before 3:00 p.m.

Primary Lines: High voltage power lines

Secondary Lines: Low voltage power lines that extend from the high voltage
Primary Lines and distribute electricity to individual property lines.

Service Lines: The power lines that extend from the Secondary Lines to the
individual meter connections located on each parcel of property that
receives electric service.
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SECTION 2: Seasonal Rates. Separate summer and winter rates shall be established
for demand charges and energy charges. Pursuant to Section 13.08.150 of the Winnetka Village
Code, summer rates shall be in effect for each of the four consecutive months with ending
metered dates on or after June 1 of each year.

SECTION 3: Electric Rates. Each customer using electricity furnished by the Village
of Winnetka Water and Electric Department shall be charged for such service in accordance with
the following schedule of electric rates, as provided in Section 13.08.040 of the Winnetka
Village Code.

A Customer Charge: Each customer shall be charged a monthly customer
charge of $9.46 for Single Phase Service or $15.76 for Three Phase Service, except that
this Customer Charge does not apply to customers subject to Energy and Demand
Charges under Rate 18.

B. Energy and Demand Charges: In addition to the Customer Charge, each
customer shall pay energy and demand charges at the rates set forth in the following
Schedule of Energy and Demand Charges.

SCHEDULE OF ENERGY AND DEMAND CHARGES
Rate 1 - Residential: (Section 13.08.080 of the Winnetka Village Code)

Energy Charge
Summer Rate $0-1264-$0.1233 per kWH
Winter Rate $0-14114-$0.1083 per kWH

Rate 2 - Space Heating Customers: (Section 13.08.090 of the Winnetka Village Code)

Energy Charge
Summer Rate $0-1261-$0.1230 per KWH
Winter Rate

First 750 kWH $6-4146-$0.1109 per kWH
All over 750 kWH  $6.-6785-$0.0754 per kWH

Rate 3 - Commercial: (Section 13.08.100 of the Winnetka Village Code)

Demand Charge
Summer Rate

March 19, 2013

First 50 kW
All over 50 kW
Winter Rate
First 50 kW
All over 50 kW
Energy Charge
Summer Rate
First 15,000 KWH
All over 15,000 KWH
Winter Rate
First 15,000 KWH
All over 15,000 kWH

-2-

$0.00 per kW
$11.27 per kW

$0.00 per kW
$9.91 per kW

$0-1236-30.1205 per kwH
$0:0949-$0.0918 per kKWH

$06-1099-$0.1068 per KWH
$0-0848-30.0817 per kwH
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Rate 4 - School and Government: (Section 13.08.110 of the Winnetka Village Code)
(a) With an annual peak demand of up to 1,000 kW:

Demand Charge
Summer Rate
Winter Rate
Energy Charge
Summer Rate
First 100,000 kWH
Over 100,000 kWH
Winter Rate
First 100,000 kWH
Over 100,000 kWH

$10.82 per kW
$ 9.01 per kW

$0.0774-30.0743 per kWH
$0-0709-30.0678 per kwH

$0-0719-30.0688 per kwWH
$0.0665-$0.0634 per KWH

(b) With an annual peak demand exceeding 1,000 kW:

Demand Charge
Summer Rate
On Peak
Off Peak

$10.82 per kW
$ 6.62 per KW in excess of On Peak

Demand

Winter Rate
On Peak
Off Peak

$9.01 per kW
$ 6.76 per KW in excess of On Peak

Demand

Energy Charge
Summer Rate
First 100,000 kWH

Over 100,000 kWH
Winter Rate

First 100,000 kWH

Over 100,000 kWH

$0-0774-30.0743 per kWH
$0-0709-$0.0678 per kKWH

$0:0719-$0.0688 per KWH
$0-0665-$-0.0634 per kWH

Load Factor Credit

($0.005) per kWH for kWH in excess of
50% based upon the on peak demand

Rate 6 - Water Heating: (Section 13.08.120 of the Winnetka Village Code)

Energy Charge
Summer Rate
Winter Rate

$0-4119-$0.1088 per KWH
$0-1119-$0.1088 per kWH

[Remainder of this page intentionally left blank.]
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Rate 7 - Large Residential: (Section 13.08.130 of the Winnetka Village Code)
Demand Charge

Summer Rate $9.91 per kW
Winter Rate $ 8.33 per kW
Energy Charge
Summer Rate $0-0957-$0.0926 per kWH
Winter Rate $0-0848-$0.0817 per kWH

Rate 18 - Street Lights: (Section 13.08.140 of the Winnetka Village Code)

Energy Charge
Summer Rate $0-1060-0.1029 per KWH
Winter Rate $0-1060-0.1029 per kKWH

SECTION 4: Wholesale Power Purchase Cost Adjustment.

A. Wholesale Power Purchase Cost Adjustment formula. The electric system’s
cost of purchasing power shall be estimated at least once per year. The estimated annual
purchase cost adjustment shall be prorated among all rate classes by establishing the cost of
purchase per KWH, which cost shall be added to or subtracted from the base rates set by Village
Council resolution. The actual annual cost of purchasing power shall be determined after the
close of each fiscal year. Pursuant to Section 13.08.160 of the Winnetka Village Code, the
Wholesale Power Purchase Cost Adjustment shall be calculated as the difference between the
estimated annual cost per kwWh of purchasing power and the actual annual purchase power cost
per KWH incurred during the prior fiscal year. If the actual annual cost per kWh of purchasing
power exceeds the estimated cost, the shortage shall be annualized and shall be recovered by
billing all customers at the same amount per KWh, beginning with all bills issued on or after
May 1 of the new fiscal year. If the estimated annual cost per KWh of purchasing power exceeds
the actual cost, the excess shall be annualized and shall be credited to all customers at the same
amount per kWh, beginning with all bills issued on or after May 1 of the new fiscal year.

SECTION 5: Renewable Energy Production Credit
A. Terms.

1. Eligible Customer. A customer of the Village’s Electric Utility who satisfies
all of the requirements of Section 13.08.260 of the Winnetka Village Code.

2. Renewable Energy Production Credit, or REPC, means the actual credit as
calculated pursuant to the formula in subsection B, below.

3. Renewable Energy, or RE, means the amount of energy, measured in kWh,
delivered to the Village by an Eligible Customer.

4. Wholesale Purchase Power Cost, or WPPC, means the allocation on a per
kilowatt hour basis of the total annual cost of purchasing power shown in the annual
budget line item for “Purchased Power — Contractual Services.”

B. Calculation of REPC
REPC = (RE x WPPC)
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C. REPC Carry-forward. If the REPC exceeds the cost of the power and energy
billed to the Eligible Customer by the Village in a billing period, the excess REPC will be carried
forward from one billing period to the next, except that no amount shall be carried forward past
the end of the calendar year and that any amount of energy in kWh reflected in carry-forward
credits remaining at the end of the calendar year shall be deemed to have been provided to the
Village at no charge.

D. No refunds or transfers. No Eligible Customer whose electric service is
terminated shall be entitled to a refund of any REPC balance, regardless of the reason for the
termination of service. Nor shall any Eligible Customer be entitled to transfer any REPC balance
to a succeeding customer upon the termination of the Eligible Customer’s electrical service,
regardless of the reason for the termination of service. Upon the termination of an Eligible
Customer’s electric service, the Eligible Customer’s account shall be closed and any amount of
kWh reflected in any REPC balance in existence at the time the account is closed will be deemed
to have been provided to the Village, at no charge.

SECTION 6: Undergrounding Surcharge. Pursuant to Section 13.08.240 of the
Winnetka Village Code, the following surcharges are hereby established for the undergrounding
of transmission and distribution lines:

RATE U - UNDERGROUNDING SURCHARGE

(@) Surcharge. Except as provided in subsection (c), each customer located in a
Project Area within which the Primary Lines and Secondary Lines are placed
underground pursuant to section 9.22 of the Winnetka Village Code shall be
subject to an undergrounding surcharge. The surcharge shall be charged
monthly until the Applicable Project Cost, plus interest on the unpaid balance
at a rate of 7% per annum, is fully paid. The surcharge shall not be charged
for more than 60 consecutive months. The surcharge amount shall be as
follows:

Surcharge UA  Monthly surcharge of $100 if Applicable Project Cost
equals $5,000 or less.

Surcharge UB ~ Monthly surcharge of $150 if Applicable Project Cost
is greater than $5,000 but does not exceed $7,500.

Surcharge UC ~ Monthly surcharge of $200 if Applicable Project Cost
is greater than $7,500 but does not exceed $10,000.

Surcharge UD  Monthly surcharge of $250 if Applicable Project Cost
is greater than $10,000 but does not exceed $12,500.

(b) Definitions. The following definitions shall be used in determining the
undergrounding surcharge:

Project Area: The service area covered by a petition for undergrounding, as
determined by the director of water and electric, and shall include the
Primary Lines, Secondary Lines and Service Lines within that service
area.
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Project Costs: All direct costs of undergrounding the Primary Lines and
Secondary Lines in the Project Area (“Cost 17). For customers with
overhead Service Lines, the direct costs of undergrounding overhead
Service Lines in the Project Area (“Cost 2”) shall be included in the
Project Costs in addition to Cost 1. Direct costs shall include, but not
be limited to, labor, materials, recording of easements and the cost of
relocating all related electric utility facilities and equipment, such as
pad mount transformers and switch gear.

Project Cost yg : the Project Cost per customer with underground Service
Lines, which shall be determined by dividing Cost 1 by the number of
customers in the Project Area.

Project Cost on: the Project Cost per customer with overhead electric service,
which shall be determined by dividing Cost 2 by the number of
customers in the Project Area with overhead electric service and

adding the resulting amount to Project Costyg .

Applicable Project Cost: the Project Costs as allocated to the individual
customers in the Project Area. The Applicable Project Cost for each
customer with underground Service Lines shall be Project Costyg.
The Applicable Project Cost for each customer with overhead Service
Lines shall be Project Costop.

(c) Exceptions _to_Surcharge. The undergrounding surcharge shall not be
charged to any customer in the Project Area who pays the Applicable Project
Costs in full before the project begins.

SECTION 7: Disconnection or Reconnection Fee. The following fees shall be
charged and collected for service calls to disconnect or reconnect service as the result of
nonpayment, as provided in Section 13.08.060 of the Winnetka Village Code:

SERVICE DISCONNECTION OR RECONNECTION FEE

Time of Service Call Fee

During regular business hours (Monday through Friday,  $95.00 per service dispatch
except for holidays, from 7:30 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.)

All other times (Evenings, nights, weekends and holidays) $265.00 per service dispatch

SECTION 8: Replacement of Touchpad. The following fees shall be charged for
replacement of removed touchpads and replacement of the touchpad wiring.

Replacement of Touchpad $95.00
Replacement of Touchpad Wiring $265.00
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SECTION 9: Costs of Adding, Upgrading and Undergrounding Electric Services.
The costs of installing new electric service, upgrading electric service to increase capacity and
converting overhead service to underground service shall be allocated as follows:

Installation and Ownership of Facilities: All existing facilities and equipment,
and all facilities and equipment related to new service, upgraded service
and underground conversions, up to the meter, shall be owned, operated
and maintained by the Village of Winnetka Water and Electric
Department. The meter pedestal or meter enclosure shall be provided by
the customer, at the customer’s expense, and shall be owned and
maintained by the customer. The Water and Electric Department shall
install all new electrical service lines, all meters, all service upgrades and
all conversions of overhead service to underground service, regardless of
the party initiating the conversion, except that the Water and Electric
Department shall not perform any work on the customer’s side of the
meter.

New Service or Increased Load: The following fees shall be charged for
installing new or larger electric services:

Installation of a 200 Amp-Ampere $-9,500-$ 9,800
service
(Includes conduits for
communication conductors)

Installation of a 400 Amp-Ampere $17,000-$18,000
service
(Includes conduits for
communication conductors)

Installation of three phase service L Eoay
The costs of providing three phase electric service, including the cost
of any necessary relocation, replacement or extension of the primary,
secondary lines and transformers to which the service line is
connected, shall be paid for by the customer requesting the new or
increased three phase service.

If a primary or secondary line must be relocated, replaced or extended in
order to install a new service or to increase the load capacity of an existing
service, any customer who connects to such primary or secondary line
within five years after the its installation may be required to pay that
customer’s pro rata share of such costs. The Village Manager, in the
exercise of his discretion, may enter into a written agreement with the
initial requesting customer and establish terms for the payment of such
costs, which may include a recapture provision that provides for the
Village to refund such pro rata costs, less administrative costs in the
amount of 10% of the recaptured amount, to the initial requesting
customer.
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Service Lines — Scheduled Conversion to Underground Service: A customer
may choose either to maintain overhead service or to convert his service
line from overhead service to underground service in conjunction with the
Water and Electric Department’s planned conversion undergrounding of
the primary and secondary lines to which the customer’s service line is
connected. If the customer elects to maintain overhead service, the Water
and Electric Department will install, at no additional cost to the customer,
a new pole as close to the service connection as the Department deems
possible, placing the service line underground to the pole, installing a
service riser to the top of the pole, and connecting an overhead line to the
existing service connection. If the customer elects to place the service line
underground, the Water and Electric Department will do so, at no
additional cost to the customer, provided the customer purchases the meter
enclosure or meter pedestal and makes, at the customer’s expense, all
alterations necessary to relocate the meter and building service so as to
connect to the underground service line in the location specified by the
Water and Electric Department.

Underground Service — Customer Requested Conversion: All costs of
converting overhead electrical service to underground electrical service,
including the cost of any necessary relocation of the primary and
secondary lines to which the service line is connected, shall be paid by the
customer if it is requested by the customer and the conversion is not done
as part of the Water and Electric Department’s undergrounding program.
If the customer is increasing the size of the service entrance equipment,
the customer shall be charged in accordance with rates for New Service or
Increased Load for the service connection work. Existing rear lot
residential services will be relocated to the front of the building and the
service connection shall be at a location specified by the Water & Electric
Department. As part of the conversion, an electric meter located within
the structure shall be relocated to the outside.

SECTION 10: Temporary Electric Service. Pursuant to Section 13.08.210 of the
Winnetka Village Code, temporary electric service provided during building construction shall
be billed at the rate applicable to the use specified in the building permit.

SECTION 11: Fee for Returned Payments. A fee of $30.00 shall be charged for any
payment that is returned to the Village for any reason, including, but not limited to, insufficient
funds, account closed, or referred to maker.

SECTION 12: Payment Period; Late Fees. All bills issued for electric service shall be
paid in full within the payment period specified in the bill. The payment period shall be
established by the Director of Finance, and shall be no less than 21 no more than 30 days from
the date of the issuance of the bill. Pursuant to Section 13.08.040.B of the Winnetka Village
Code, if any bill for electric service is not paid within the payment period prescribed by
resolution, a late payment penalty of 5% of the amount due shall be added to the bill and
collected from the user.
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SECTION 13: Home Rule. This Resolution is adopted by the Council of the Village of
Winnetka in the exercise of its home rule powers pursuant to Section 6 of Article VII of the
Illinois Constitution of 1970.

SECTION 14: Effect of Resolution. The rates established herein shall apply to all bills
issued on or after April 1, 2013, and this resolution shall supersede Resolution R-8-2012.

SECTION 15: Effective Date. This resolution shall be in full force and effect
immediately upon its adoption.

ADOPTED this 19" day of March, 2013, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

Signed:

Village President
Countersigned:

Village Clerk

Introduced: March 5, 2013
Adopted: March 19, 2013
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title:

Resolution R-11-2013: Sewer Rates- Adoption

Presenter: eqward McKee, Finance Director

Agenda Date: /19,9913

Consent: YES

v

NO

| Ordinance
Resolution

Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

9

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)
Village Council Budget review meetings: February 6, 13, and 20, 2013.

Public Budget Hearing, March 6, 2013.

Executive Summary:

Because of the projected capital needs of the sanitary sewer system, a rate increase is proposed for the
2013/2014 budget. The proposed budget proposes a 10% sanitary sewer rate increase to pay for
capital repairs to the sanitary sewer system.

The 10% sanitary sewer rate increase is projected to cost a typical customer about $24 more per year.

The projected capital plan contains approximately $950,000 of sanitary sewer repairs that are
anticipated to be completed over the next three years.

Based on cash-flow projections, a 10% rate increase is necessary for the next several years to pay for
the anticipated improvements. It is possible, based on projections, that this fund may also borrow
from the General Fund in two or three years as a negative cash position is possible for a few years.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

Consider adoption of resolution.

Attachments: (please list individually)

R-11-2013: A resolution establishing the sanitary sewer rate.
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RESOLUTION NO. R-11-2013

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING RATES AND FEES
FOR SEWER SERVICES

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka is a home rule municipality in accordance with
Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970, pursuant to which it has
the authority, except as limited by said Section 6 of Article VII, to exercise any power and
perform any function pertaining to the government and affairs of the Village, including, but not
limited to, the powers (i) to regulate for the protection of the public health, safety, morals and
welfare, (ii) to license, (iii) to tax, and (iv) to incur debt; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka maintains a public sewer system that serves all
premises within the Village; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that all matters pertaining to the operation and
maintenance of the Village’s public sewers, including but not limited to establishing rates for
sewer service, are matters pertaining to the affairs of the Village.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Council of the Village of Winnetka as
follows:

SECTION 1: Sewer Service Rates. Any person owning or occupying premises which
are connected to the public sewers within the Village of Winnetka shall pay for such services, as
provided in Section 13.12.010 of the Winnetka Village Code, at the rate of $106-38-$11.42 per
1,000 cubic feet of water supplied to those premises.

SECTION 2: Fee for Returned Payments. A fee of $30.00 shall be charged for any
payment that is returned to the Village for any reason, including, but not limited to, insufficient
funds, account closed, or referred to maker.

SECTION 3: Payment Period; Late Fees. All bills issued for sewer service shall be
paid in full within the payment period specified in the bill. The payment period shall be
established by the Director of Finance, and shall be no less than 21 nor more than 30 days from
the date of the issuance of the bill. Pursuant to Section 13.12.010.B of the Winnetka Village
Code, if any bill for sewer service is not paid within the specified payment period, a late payment
penalty of 5% of the amount due shall be added to the bill and collected from the user.

SECTION 4: Home Rule. This Resolution is adopted by the Council of the Village of
Winnetka in the exercise of its home rule powers pursuant to Section 6 of Article VII of the
Illinois Constitution of 1970.

SECTION 5: Effect of Resolution. The rates established herein shall apply to all bills
issued on or after April 1, 2013, and this resolution shall supersede Resolution R-9-2012.

[Remainder of this page intentionally left blank.]

March 19, 2013 R-11-2013

Agenda Packet P. 96



SECTION 6: Effective Date. This resolution shall be in full force and effect
immediately upon its adoption.

ADOPTED this 19" day of March, 2013, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:

Signed:

Village President
Countersigned:

Village Clerk

Introduced: March 5, 2013
Adopted: March 19, 2013
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title:

Resolution R-12-2013: Refuse Rates- Adoption

Presenter: eqward McKee, Finance Director

Agenda Date: /19,9913

Consent: YES

v

NO

| Ordinance
Resolution

Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

9

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)
Village Council Budget review meetings: February 6, 13, and 20, 2013.

Public Budget Hearing, March 6, 2013.

Executive Summary:

There are no changes proposed to the existing refuse collection charges. The Village adopts a new
resolution each year, even if there are no changes in the rates, so that there is an annual review of
existing fees and transparency in our operations.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

Consider adoption of resolution.

Attachments: (please list individually)

R-12-2013: A resolution establishing refuse charges.
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RESOLUTION NO. R-12-2013

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING RATES AND FEES
FOR REFUSE SERVICE

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka is a home rule municipality in accordance with
Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970, pursuant to which it has
the authority, except as limited by said Section 6 of Article VII, to exercise any power and
perform any function pertaining to the government and affairs of the Village, including, but not
limited to, the powers (i) to regulate for the protection of the public health, safety, morals and
welfare, (ii) to license, (iii) to tax, and (iv) to incur debt; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka, through its Public Works Department, operates a
municipal waste system that provides for the collection, transportation and disposal of refuse and
yard waste within the Village; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that all matters pertaining to the operation of the Village's
municipal waste system, including but not limited to establishing rates and fees for refuse and
yard waste services, are matters pertaining to the affairs of the Village.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Council of the Village of Winnetka as
follows:

SECTION 1: Definitions. All terms defined in Section 8.16.010 of Chapter 8.16 of
the Winnetka Village Code, “Garbage and Refuse,” shall have the same meaning when used in
this resolution.

SECTION 2: Commercial Refuse Service Fees. Pursuant to Section 8.16.050 of the
Winnetka Village Code, the following monthly fees are hereby established for commercial refuse
service, including apartments in commercial buildings:

SCHEDULE OF MONTHLY COMMERCIAL REFUSE SERVICE FEES

Container Number of Pickups Per Week

Volume per

Pick-up 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1Cu.Yd. $31 $55 $78 $101 $122 $147 $171
1.5 Cu.Yd. $39 $70 $103 $135 $168 $199 $231
2 Cu.Yd. $47 $87 $129 $170 $210 $251 $292
3 Cu.Yd. $62 $117 $173 $228 $284 $339 $395
4 Cu.Yd. $81 $142 $216 $284 $352 $419 $487
5 Cu.Yd. $99 $179 $259 $339 $419 $500 $579
6 Cu.Yd. $117 $210 $302 $395 $487 $579 $672
1-99 Gal. $13 $19 $24 $31 $36 $42 $48
100-180 Gal. $19 $31 $42 $55 $66 $79 $91

[Note: Individual accounts will be charged a share of the monthly fees charged
based upon the account’s proportionate use of the container(s), as determined by
the Winnetka Public Works Department.]
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SECTION 3:

Residential Refuse Service Fees. Pursuant to Section 8.16.050 of the

Winnetka Village Code, the following fees and charges are hereby established for residential

refuse service:

SCHEDULE OF RESIDENTIAL REFUSE SERVICE FEES

Service

Charge

One pick-up per week of no more than two garbage cans of No charge

household rubbish

Collection of household rubbish or garbage in excess of

$2.00 per sticker

two garbage cans per pick-up(one sticker required per

container)

Subscription service for one additional pick-up each week

SECTION 4:

$25.00 per month

Charges for Special Refuse Collections. Pursuant to Section 8.16.050

of the Winnetka Village Code, the following rates are hereby established for special refuse

collections:

SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR SPECIAL REFUSE COLLECTIONS

Service
Base Fee for special collections

Bulk pick-ups
Up to 1.0 cubic yards
Over 1.0 cubic yards

[Note: Bulk pick-ups are for light refuse other
than liquids and yard waste.]

White goods and other large items
[Note: Includes appliances, sofas, etc.]

Hard-to-handle refuse
[Note: Hard-to-handle refuse includes such
miscellaneous rubbish as wood, fencing,
carpeting, multiple pieces of furniture and
cabinets, and construction materials such as
wallboard, plaster and flooring, but shall not
include liquids, soil, concrete and asphalt.]

Tires and/or tire rims
Charge per tire
Tire without rim
Tire with rim
Truck tire without rim
Truck tire with rim
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Charge
$30.00

Base Fee
Base Fee plus $11.00 for each
additional cubic yard or fraction thereof

Base Fee plus $10.00 for each item

Base Fee plus $15.00 per cubic yard

Base Rate plus Charge per Tire

Base Rate plus $10.00
Base Rate plus $15.00
Base Rate plus $20.00
Base Rate plus $25.00
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SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR SPECIAL REFUSE COLLECTIONS (cont’d)
Service Charge

Carts and roll-off boxes
[Note: Charge is based on container size.
Contents shall not include concrete, soil,
asphalt or liquids]

1.0 cubic yard $40.00
1.5 cubic yard $50.00
2.0 cubic yard $60.00
6.0 cubic yard $165.00

SECTION5: Yard Waste. Pursuant to Section 8.16.050 of the Winnetka Village
Code, the following rates are hereby established for the removal of certain yard waste:

SCHEDULE OF YARD WASTE REMOVAL FEES
Service Charge

Removal of yard waste
Village yard waste bag $2.00 per bag
Other bags (one sticker required per bag) $2.00 per sticker

Removal of brush, trees, logs and limbs
Diameter of 4 inches or less

First 10 minutes $30.00
Each additional minute $1.00
Diameter over 4 inches Charged as hard-to-handle item

(See Section 4)

SECTION 6: Charges for Miscellaneous Refuse Services. Pursuant to Section
8.16.050 of the Winnetka Village Code, the following rates are hereby established for
miscellaneous refuse services and for the purchase of miscellaneous items for use in disposing of
refuse:

SCHEDULE OF MISCELLANEOUS FEES

Service or ltem Charge
Small Recycling Carts $50.00 each
Large Recycling Carts $67.00 each

SECTION 7: Fee for Returned Payments. A fee of $30.00 shall be charged for any
payment that is returned to the Village for any reason, including, but not limited to, insufficient
funds, account closed, or referred to maker.

SECTION 8: Payment Period. All bills issued for refuse service shall be paid in full
within the payment period specified in the bill. The payment period shall be established by the
Director of Finance, and shall be no less than 21 no more than 30 days from the date of the
issuance of the bill.
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SECTION 9: Home Rule. This Resolution is adopted by the Council of the Village of
Winnetka in the exercise of its home rule powers pursuant to Section 6 of Article VII of the
Illinois Constitution of 1970.

SECTION 10: Effect of Resolution. The rates established herein shall apply to all bills
issued on or after April 1, 2013, and this resolution shall supersede Resolution R-10-2012.

SECTION 11: Effective Date. This resolution shall be in full force and effect
immediately upon its adoption.

ADOPTED this 19" day of March, 2013, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

Signed:

Village President
Countersigned:

Village Clerk

Introduced: March 5, 2013
Adopted: March 19, 2013
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: Resolution R-13-2013: General Permit & License Fees - Adoption

Presenter: eqward McKee, Finance Director

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | Ordlnan_ce
v | Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: YES v’ | NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)
Village Council Budget review meetings: February 6, 13, and 20, 2013.

Public Budget Hearing, March 6, 2013.

Executive Summary:

The proposed budget contains no major changes to the existing fees and most customers will see no
change in costs for these items.

The only change of note in fees is an updated hourly rate for instances when the Village bills for
services. The Village rarely bills for services, so this change is not projected to have any impact on a
typical residential or commercial customer.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)
Consider approval of resolution.

Attachments: (please list individually)
R-13-2013: A resolution establishing general permit and license fees.
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RESOLUTION NO. R-13-2013

A RESOLUTION
AMENDING GENERAL PERMIT, LICENSE AND REGISTRATION FEES,
PARKING AND TOWING FEES AND
MISCELLANEOUS SERVICE FEES

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka (“Village”) is a home rule municipality in
accordance with Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970, with
the authority and, except as limited by said Section 6 of Article VII, is authorized to exercise any
power and perform any function pertaining to the government and affairs of the Village,
including, but not limited to, the powers (i) to regulate for the protection of the public health,
safety, morals and welfare, (ii) to license, (iii) to tax, and (iv) to incur debt; and

WHEREAS, the Council of the Village of Winnetka finds that setting of rates and fees
for various permits, licenses and services is a matter pertains to the government and affairs of the
Village.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Council of the Village of Winnetka as
follows:

SECTION 1: Permit, License and Registration Fees. Fees are hereby established
for certain permits, licenses and registrations, in the amounts and for the purposes set forth in the
following Schedule of General Permit, License and Registration Fees, pursuant to the sections of
the Winnetka Village Code (“Code”) referred to therein.

SCHEDULE OF GENERAL PERMIT, LICENSE AND REGISTRATION FEES

Note: All annual permits, licenses and registrations other than motor vehicle
licenses are due and payable on or before the beginning of each fiscal
year, April 1, and remain in effect until the end of the applicable fiscal
year, the following March 31. Motor Vehicle Licenses are due and
payable on or before January 1 of each year and remain in effect until the
end of the calendar year, December 31.

Type of Permit, License or Registration Amount of Fee  Code Section
Amusement Devices 5.12.010
Daily $15.00
Annual $25.00
Animals 6.08.010
Dog License (Annual)
Unspayed Female $15.00
All Other Dogs $10.00
Animals (counted) 6.08.010
Replacement License $2.00
Taking up or Impounding Dog $55.00
Bicycle Registration No Fee 10.32.060
March 19, 2013 R-13-2013
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Type of Permit, License or Registration Amount of Fee  Code Section

Billiard Rooms & Pool Rooms 5.52.020
Annual License (per table) $10.00
Bowling Alleys 5.52.030
Annual License (per alley) $10.00
Coin Operated Musical Devices 5.16.010
Annual License (per device) $25.00
Charitable and Political Solicitation None 5.48.010
Circuses and Carnivals (Daily) $100.00 5.52.040
Drug Paraphernalia Sales 9.04.070
Annual Registration Fee $25.00
Film Production Application Fees
Basic Application Processing Fee $1,000.00 5.20.070
Additional Application Processing Fee (Per $250.00 5.20.070
Hour)
Food Dealers
Restaurant Permit: (Annual, based on seating 5.24.010
capacity)
1-20 $35.00
21-50 $45.00
51-100 $50.00
More than 100 $75.00
Fast Food/Drive-In $75.00
Food Store Permit (Annual, per cash register) $25.00 5.24.010
Itinerant Food Vendor Permit (Annual) $15.00 5.24.010
Vending Machine Operator Permit (Annual, $15.00 5.24.010
per machine)
Foresters, Tree Surgeons 5.72.010
Annual License $15.00
Garbage and Refuse Scavenger 8.16.040
Annual License $500.00
Junk Dealers (Annual) 5.32.010
License, Base Fee $50.00
Vehicle Fee (per vehicle) $25.00
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Type of Permit, License or Registration

Laundries
Annual Fee

Liquor Licenses

Class A-1 Restaurant (Annual)

Class A Restaurant (Annual)

Packaged Meal Rider (Take-out; Annual)

Class B - Grocery Store (Annual)

Class C - Special Event (Daily)
Maximum per event more than 2 days

Class D — Package delivery service/mail

Class E - Limited Food Products Store (Wine)

Class E-1 - Limited Food Products Store
(Wine or Beer)

Class P - Park District (Annual)

Sidewalk Restaurant Rider

Money Changers
Annual Fee, per location

Parades and Processions

Pawnbrokers
Annual Fee, per location

Peddlers
License, if NO vehicle used
Per year
Per month
Per day

License, if vehicle used
Per year, per vehicle
Per month, per vehicle
Per day, per vehicle

Public Dance Halls
Per year
Per Day
Public Garage and Service Station
Base fee, annual
For each fuel pump

Raffle, per event
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Amount of Fee

Code Section

$15.00

$1,000.00
$750.00
$150.00
$750.00
$25.00
$75.00
$150.00
$500.00
$500.00

$500.00
$150.00
$25.00

None

$100.00

$25.00
$10.00
$3.00

$50.00
$15.00
$5.00

$100.00
$20.00

$50.00
$5.00

$25.00

5.36.010

5.09.100

5.40.010

10.08.060

5.44.010

5.48.010

5.56.010

5.60.010

9.04.040
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Type of Permit, License or Registration Amount of Fee  Code Section

Second Hand Dealers 5.64.010
Annual Fee, per location $25.00
Taxicab Operator’s License $2.00 5.68.050
Vehicle (Motor) Licenses 10.12.030
Annual Fee $40.00
Semi-Annual Fee (if purchased after 6/30) $20.00
Transfer Fee $1.00

SECTION 2: Parking Permit Fees. Pursuant to Chapter 10.24 of the Winnetka
Village Code, titled, “Parking,” the following fees are hereby established for parking permits:

SCHEDULE OF PARKING PERMIT FEES

Semi-Annual Parking Permits (Commuter Parking Permits)
Note: Semi-annual parking permits are issued for the periods of January through
June and July through December. Purchase and refund amounts are pro-
rated based on the month in which the purchase or refund request is made.
Only persons who reside in the Village of Winnetka, and who have a
current Village vehicle sticker for a vehicle registered with the State to a
Winnetka address, are eligible for the resident fee.

Purchase Cost Refund Amount
Month of Purchase or Refund Resident  Non-Resident Resident Non-Resident

January or July $100.00 $220.00 $83.33 183.33
February or August 83.33 183.33 66.67 146.67
March or September 66.67 146.67 50.00 110.00
April or October 50.00 110.00 33.33 73.33
May or November 33.33 73.33 16.67 36.67
June or December 16.67 36.67 - -

Annual Parking Permits (Not refundable)
Business District Employee Parking Permit $10.00

Daily Parking Permits (Not refundable)

Notea Raoaninning

Commuter Parking Lots $3.00
Business District Employee Parking $3.00
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Remote Lot Parking Permits (Public Works Yards)
Semi-annual charge per vehicle $120.00

Note: The Village Manager may issue permits to allow parking on a limited
basis at the Village’s landfill site, 1390 Willow Road, by businesses
located in the Village of Winnetka, including but not limited to the United
States Postal Service, for parking of their fleet vehicles, and by businesses
located in the Village of Winnetka that are engaged in the retail sale of
automobiles, for parking of their sales inventory. The Village Manager
shall determine the number and location of such spaces that may be made
available on the site may vary from time to time. Such space shall be
limited to areas of the site that the Village Manager determines will not
interfere with the Village’s use of the site. Requests for such parking shall
be made directly to the Village Manager. Remote parking spaces shall not
be available for the general public.

SECTION 3: Fees for Vehicle Impoundment and Towing. Fees and charges are
hereby established for the impoundment, towing and storage of vehicles upon the issuance of a
final notice for unpaid parking tickets, as set forth in the following Impoundment and Towing
Fee Schedule, pursuant to the sections of the Winnetka Village Code (“Code”) referred to
therein.

IMPOUNDMENT AND TOWING FEES

Type of Fee Fee Amount Conditions for Payment or Refund
Impoundment $200.00 Payment is required prior to release of vehicle. Payment

will be refunded if the hearing officer determines that the
impoundment was not conducted in accordance with the
procedural requirements of Village Code Section

10.24.130.
Towing and/or Actual costas  Payment is required prior to release of towed, removed,
Storage - Private billed by the relocated and/or stored vehicle. Payment will be
Contractor towing or refunded if the hearing officer determines that the
impounding towing, removal, relocation and/or storage was not
facility conducted in accordance with the procedural

requirements of Village Code Section 10.24.130.

Storage on Village $10.00 per day, Payment is required prior to release of stored vehicle.

Property per vehicle Payment will be refunded if the hearing officer
determines that the storage was not conducted in
accordance with the procedural requirements of Village
Code Section 10.24.130.

Collateral 100% of the Payment is required prior to release of impounded,
amount of all towed, removed, relocated and/or stored vehicle.
outstanding Payment is also required before a request for a judicial
fines due, as proceeding made pursuant to a “final notice” is
stated in the processed. Payment will be refunded if, as the result of
final notice. the dismissal of outstanding or unsettled traffic violation
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Type of Fee Fee Amount Conditions for Payment or Refund

notices, judgments and/or warrants by a court of
competent jurisdiction, the impounded or removed
vehicle is subject to fewer than five unsatisfied fines for
violation of any parking ordinance of the Village.

SECTION 4: Miscellaneous Service Fees. Fees are hereby established for certain
miscellaneous services and purchase items in the amounts and for the purposes set forth in the
following Schedule of General Permit, License and Registration Fees, pursuant to the sections of
the Winnetka Village Code (“Code”) referred to therein.

SCHEDULE OF GENERAL PERMIT, LICENSE AND REGISTRATION FEES

Miscellaneous Service Fees Amount of Fee  Code Section
Ambulance Services 2.52.040
Advanced Life Support $675.00
Basic Life Support $525.00
Audit (Print copy) $35.00
Annual Budget (Print copy) $35.00
Certified copies (per certification) $1.00
Comprehensive Plan
With Maps $35.00
Without Maps $8.50

Copying, Scanning and Printing Charges
In-house copying

Black & White, 8%2” x 11” (per side) $0.15
Black & White, 82" x 14” (per side) $0.15
Black & White, 11” x 17” (per side) $0.50
Color, 8% x 11” (per side) $0.50
Color, 8% x 14” (per side) $1.00
Color, 11” x 17” (per side) $1.00
Out-sourced copying Actual Cost
Oversize documents (plats, etc.) Actual Cost
CD-ROM (per disk) $5.00
DVD recordings of meetings (per DVD) $20.00
Fire Alarm Monitoring Services $55.00
(direct connections to Village’s fire alarm per month

monitoring system only)
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Miscellaneous Service Fees

Amount of Fee

Code Section

Other, Unspecified Services Actual Cost

Street Cleaning $550.00

Unincorporated Fire Service (See Resolution R-15-2013)  13.040.120
Winnetka Village Code $200.00

Winnetka Zoning Ordinance $10.00

SECTION 5:

Fees for Special Services, Film Production and Special Events.

Services provided or performed in conjunction with film production permits issued pursuant to
Chapter 5.20 of the Winnetka Village Code and in conjunction with special event permits issued
pursuant to Chapter 5.66 of the Winnetka Village Code shall be subject to the following fee

schedule.

SCHEDULE OF SPECIAL SERVICE FEES

Note: The following hourly rates shall be assessed for: (i) all services provided in conjunction
with film production and film production permits issued pursuant to Chapter 5.20 of the
Village Code; (ii) all services provided in conjunction with film special events and events
subject to special events permits issued pursuant to Chapter 5.66 of the Village Code; and
(iii) all other non-standard services provided by Village personnel and all other uses of
Village equipment not subject to specific fees set out in either this resolution R-13-2013

or resolution R-14-2013.

Department
Village Administration & Finance Departments
Village Manager
Assistant to the Village Manager
Village Attorney
Department Head
Supervisory Personnel
Clerical/Support Staff

Police Department
Command Staff (Deputy Chief, Commanders)
Sergeants
Patrol Officers
Support Staff
Vehicles

Fire Department
Command Staff (Deputy Chief, Captains)
Lieutenants
Fire Medics
Support Staff
Light Vehicles

March 19, 2013 -7-
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$340-$350
$280-$290
$340-$350
$280-$290
$180-$190
$180-$190

$230-5240
$180-$190
$150-$160
$130-$140

$50

$230-$240
$180-$190
$150-$160
$130-$140

$60
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Department
Ambulance
Fire Truck / Engine

Public Works
Supervisory
Engineers
Maintenance Workers
Light Trucks
Medium Trucks
Heavy Trucks, Refuse Trucks, Street
Sweepers

Community Development
Assistant Director
Planners, Architect
Inspectors
Clerical / Support Staff
Vehicles

Water & Electric
Deputy Director, Chief Engineer
Supervisory
Plant Operators
Linesmen
Clerical / Support Staff
Light Trucks
Medium Trucks
Heavy Trucks, Boom Trucks

Hourly Rate

$100-$110
$450-$460

$180-$190
$180-$190
$130-$140
$60
$90
$120-$130

$230-5240
$180-$190
$150-$160
$130-$140

$50

$230-$240
$180-$190
$150-$160
$150-$160
$120-$130
$60
$70-$90
$120-$130

SECTION 6: Fee for Returned Payments. A fee of $30.00 shall be charged for any
payment that is returned to the Village for any reason, including, but not limited to, insufficient

funds, account closed, or referred to maker.

SECTION 7: This Resolution is adopted by the Council of the Village of Winnetka in
the exercise of its home rule powers pursuant to Section 6 of Article VII of the Illinois

Constitution of 1970.

SECTION 8: Effect of Resolution. This resolution supersedes Resolution R-11-2012.

[Remainder of this page intentionally left blank.]
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SECTION 9: Effective Date. This resolution shall be in full force and effect
immediately upon its adoption.

ADOPTED this 19" day of March, 2013, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:

NAYS:
ABSENT:

Signed:

Village President
Countersigned:

Village Clerk
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

THE: Resolution R-14-2013: Building, Zoning & Construction Fees - Adoption

Presenter: eqward McKee, Finance Director

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | Ordlnan_ce
v | Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: YES v’ | NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)
Village Council Budget review meetings: February 6, 13, and 20, 2013.

Public Budget Hearing, March 6, 2013.

Executive Summary:

The Community Development Department is preparing some information to assist the Council in
evaluating how Winnetka's fees compare to those in other communities. Only one change is proposed

in the attached resolution, updating the fee charged for legal services to be consistent with the rate
established in R-13-2013.

It is not common for the Village to charge for legal services, so this change will impact few, if any
customers. No other changes to Winnetka's charges are proposed at this time.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)
Consider adoption of resolution.

Attachments: (please list individually)
R-14-2013: A resolution establishing building, zoning, and construction fees.
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RESOLUTION NO. R-14-2013

A RESOLUTION
AMENDING THE SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR
BUILDING, ZONING AND CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka is a home rule municipality in accordance with
Avrticle VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970, pursuant to which it has
the authority, except as limited by said Section 6 of Article VII, to exercise any power and
perform any function pertaining to the government and affairs of the Village, including, but not
limited to, the powers (i) to regulate for the protection of the public health, safety, morals and
welfare, (ii) to license, (iii) to tax and (iv) to incur debt; and

WHEREAS, the Council of the Village of Winnetka finds that all matters pertaining to
the regulation of building, zoning and construction activities within the Village of Winnetka,
including but not limited to establishing fees for permits for such activities, are matters
pertaining to the affairs of the Village.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Council of the Village of Winnetka as
follows:

SECTION 1: Permit, License and Registration Fees. Pursuant to the sections of the
Winnetka Village Code (“Code”) referred to in the following Schedule Building, Zoning and
Construction Activity Fees (“Fee Schedule™), there are hereby established certain permit, license
and registration fees, in the amounts and for the purposes set forth in said Fee Schedule:

SCHEDULE OF BUILDING, ZONING AND CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY FEES

WORK PERFORMED WITHOUT PERMITS
All permit fees for work performed without a required permit shall be
double the amount of the fees for the required permits.

PERMIT DEPOSITS (Section 15.32.020)
[Note: Deposits must be submitted with permit applications. The
Village’s costs, including plan review and reinspections, will be
deducted from deposits. Deposit balances will be retained by the
Village until a final certification of occupancy is approved.]

For Building Demolition Permits with site restoration plans $3,000
For Installation of New Security, Fire Detection or other Fire and Life Safety $1,500
Systems (Chapters 8.04 and 15.16)

For Temporary Certificate of Occupancy $3,000
For Tree Replacement (for each inch of DBH) $250

[Remainder of this page intentionally left blank.]
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PLAN REVIEW FEES (Sec. 15.32.020)
For all Building Permits, other than restrictive building permits:
e 15% of building permit fee, $70 minimum.

For review of Construction Document Revisions

e $15 for each review where original building permit was subject to
minimum fee, building permit is not required, or revision is for a
restrictive building permit.

e $100 for all reviews of any revision to building permit construction
documents that do not require zoning, engineering, and/or forestry
reviews.

e $130 for all reviews of any revision to building permit construction
documents that require zoning, engineering, and/or forestry reviews
for minor revisions (as determined by the Director of Community
Development).

o 25% of original plan review fee for all reviews of any major
revision to building permit construction documents (as determined
by the Director of Community Development).

For engineering review required for building in the flood plain:
e $500 for flood plain development review
e $500 for LOMR review

For plan reviews required for fire and life safety systems (Sec.
15.16.070) (deducted from any deposits)

o Fire Department review

e Technical review services

CONTRACTOR PERMIT BOND (Sec. 15.32.060)
[Note: Bond to be payable to the Village of Winnetka; required of
all contractors. Pursuant to the Contractor Unified License and
Permit Bond Act of 1998, contractor may provide a certified copy
of his/its current unified contractor bond in amount of no less than
$50,000, as on file with Cook County Clerk.]

BUILDING PERMIT FEES (Sec. 15.32.020)
Renovations, including remodeling and additions, to Existing
Structures and for other construction activity not specified by
Resolution of the Council
e $30 per $1,000 or fraction thereof of the estimated total project
cost, $70 minimum.

Construction [as defined in Title 17, for all primary structures and
additions thereto, including basement and attic areas, whether finished or
unfinished, crawl space, attached garages and detached accessory structures,
all without deducting for zoning allowances, bonuses or other exceptions]

e  $1.30 per horizontal square foot, but not less than $70.00,

March 19, 2013 -2-
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Variable,
based on
actual cost to
Village

$20,000
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BUILDING PERMIT FEES (cont’d)

Below Grade Parking Facilities

$0.80 per Gross Floor Area square foot.

RESTRICTIVE PERMITS

[Note: Includes initial plan review fee.]

Canopy/Awning (Sec. 15.44.030)

[Note: Certificate of Appropriateness of Design may be required.]

Construction Trailers (Sec. 15.32.020)

Demolition (Sec. 15.52.010)

For each accessory structure

For demolition with building permit application and complete
construction documents.

For demolition with site restoration plan and schedule.

Reimbursement of payment made by Village of Winnetka to
Winnetka Historical Society for research related to demolition of a
primary structure

Fences (Sec. 15.44.060)

Roofing (Sec. 15.32.020 and 15.44.100)

Signs (Sec. 15.60.140)

[Note: Signs may require Certificate of Appropriateness of Design.]
For each non-illuminated signs
For each illuminated sign (includes electrical permit fee)

Swimming Pools (Sec. 15.56.020)

[Note: Includes electrical, plumbing and fence permits]

Tree Enhancement/Tree Protection Plan Review (Sec. 15.28.070)

For each review per lot in development site

Landscape/Tree Replacement Plan Review (Sec. 15.28.050 and 15.28.060)

For each review per lot in development site

Tree Removal Permit Fee (Sec. 15.28.040)

For each tree

[Remainder of this page intentionally left blank.]
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$220 each
$45
$16,070

$16,070

$600

$65 each

$65 each

$60
$195

$515

$90

$90

$60
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ELECTRICAL PERMITS (Sec. 15.32.020 and 15.44.050)
[Note: Includes initial plan review fee.]

Base Fee for All Permits
Electrical Fixtures, per fixture

Heating/Air Conditioning/Ventilation (HVAC), per unit
[Note: Requires HVAC permit.]

Motors over 0.5 hp, per motor

New Service or Modifications to Existing Service Entrance Equipment
[Note: Permit fees are waived if modifications result from Water &
Electric Department’s scheduled undergrounding program.]

e Less than 200 amps, per new service or modification
e 200 amps or more, per new service or modification

Outlets, per outlet
Temporary Service, per service

PLUMBING AND MECHANICAL (HVAC) PERMITS (Sec. 15.32.020 and 15.44.050)
[Note: Includes initial plan review fee.]
Plumbing
o Base Fee for All Plumbing Permits (includes 5 fixtures)
e Plumbing Fixtures (beginning with the sixth fixture), per fixture
e Process Piping for Heating System, per unit

Lawn Sprinklers
= Base Fee
= Per Sprinkler Head

HVAC
[Note: Exterior installations require zoning approval.]
e Base Fee for all HVAC Permits
o For replacement of duct work only, per unit
HVAC (Cont’d)
e For totally new system, per unit
e For each roof-top unit, new or replacement
e For each new or replacement AC unit, if total capacity on the
property is 8 tons or more.

[Remainder of this page intentionally left blank.]
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$70
$1.10

$25

$25

$50
$60

$1.10

$340

$70
$10
$100

$80
$0.90

$70
$45

$90
$100
$100
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MISCELLANEOUS FEES

Development Agreement — Base Fee (Sec. 15.32.080(K))
[Note: Base Fee includes standard staff review time and 3 hours
of Village Attorney time.]

Development Agreement — Supplemental Fee (Sec.15.32.080(K))
All Village costs in excess of those included in the Base Fee shall be
based upon the actual time spent by the Village, plus costs incurred, and
shall be incorporated into the Development Agreement.

Fire Prevention Permit (Sec. 15.16.040)

Partial Permits (Sec. 15.32.110)

Permit Renewal (Sec. 15.32.200)

Stop Work Order (Sec. 15.04.080)
e 1% Stop Work Order
e 2" Stop Work Order
o 3" Stop work Order

Temporary Certificate of Occupancy (Sec. 15.36.010)

Village Attorney Services (Sec. 5.66.040)
For non-standard services related to post-approval implementation or
amendment of development agreements, subdivisions and planned
developments

PETITION FILING FEES

Administrative Appeals
o Building Code Appeals (Sec. 15.72.010)
e Zoning Appeals (Sec. 17.72.010)

Certificate of Appropriateness of Design (Sec. 15.40.010)
o For each new primary structure or addition thereto
o For each application for signs, canopies, or awnings
o All other requests

Consolidation of Land into single parcel (Sec. 16.08.010)
Driveway Variation (Sec. 12.12.010 and 15.44.040)

Flood Plain Variation (Sec. 15.68.100)

Sign Variation (Sec. 15.60.250)

Special Use Permit (Sec. 17.56.010)
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$1,500

Variable,
based on Staff
time spent and

rates set by
R-13-2013
$100

$150

50% of total

original permit
fees

$250
$500
$750

$275
$340-$350 per
hour,

% hour
increments

$350
$450

$450

$55
$110
$550
$265
$715
$220

$935
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PETITION FILING FEES (cont’d)
Subdivision of Land — Base Fee (Sec. 16.04.040)
[Note: Base Fee includes standard staff review time and 3 hours of
Village Attorney time.]

Subdivision of Land — Supplemental Fee (Sec. 15.32.080(K)
All Village costs in excess of those included in the Base Fee shall be
based upon the actual time spent by the Village, plus costs incurred.
For projects requiring a Development Agreement, the supplemental fee
shall be incorporated into the Development Agreement t.

Zoning Map Amendment (Sec. 17.72.040)

Zoning Planned Development (Chapter 17.58)

Zoning Special Use (Chapter 17.56)

Zoning Text Amendment (Sec. 17.72.040)

Zoning Variation by Zoning Administrator (Minor Variation) (Sec. 17.60.015)

Zoning Variation by Ordinance (Major Variation)(Sec. 17.60.030)

Zoning Variation by Zoning Board of Appeals (Standard Variation) (Sec.
17.60.020)

STREETS, SIDEWALKS, DRIVEWAYS AND OTHER IMPERMEABLE SURFACES
(Sec. 12.04.110)

Driveway curb cut, new or enlarged (Sec. 12.12.010)
[Note: Requires street excavation/occupancy permit and right-of-
way deposit]

Right-of-way Excavation and/or Occupation (Sec. 12.16.010)
Sewer (Sec. 15.24.090)

Impermeable Surfaces (including driveways, sidewalks, patios, etc.)
(Sec. 12.08.010)

Street Replacement (Sec. 12.04.20)
o Base fee - Streets resurfaced 5 or fewer years prior to the date of
permit application
o Base Fee - Streets resurfaced more than 5 years prior to the date of
permit application
e Per square yard of base (any type of base)
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$935

Variable,
based on Staff
time spent and

rates set by
R-11-2012
$800
$935
$935
$800
$250
$800

$400

$75

$125
$150

$75

$2,000
$1,000

$125
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SECTION 2: Determination of Construction Costs. In setting any fee based on the
cost of construction, the Director of Community Development may use any of the following
methods:

A. an estimate furnished by the permit applicant;

B. a certification of the cost of construction from a licensed architect or a registered
structural or professional engineer;

C. an affidavit from the owner or the owner’s agent setting forth the estimated cost of
the proposed work; or

D. a calculation to be made by the Director of Community Development, based on the
most current edition of the RS Means Square Foot Costs Book.

SECTION 3: Fee for Returned Payments. A fee in the amount of $150.00 or 5% of
the permit fee, whichever is greater, shall be charged for any payment that is returned to the
Village for any reason, including, but not limited to, insufficient funds, account closed, or
referred to maker.

SECTION 4: Home Rule. This Resolution is adopted by the Council of the Village of
Winnetka in the exercise of its home rule powers pursuant to Section 6 of Article VII of the
Illinois Constitution of 1970.

SECTION 5: Effect of Resolution. This resolution supersedes Resolution R-12-2012.

SECTION 6: Effective Date. This resolution shall be in full force and effect
immediately upon its adoption.

ADOPTED this 19" day of March, 2013, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

Signed:

Village President
Countersigned:

Village Clerk
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: Resolution R-15-2013: Fire Service Fees - Adoption

Presenter: eqward McKee, Finance Director

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 | | Ordlnan_ce
v | Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: YES v’ | NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)
Village Council Budget review meetings: February 6, 13, and 20, 2013.

Public Budget Hearing, March 6, 2013.

Executive Summary:

The Village annually calculates an unincorporated fire service fee based on a formula. The
unincorporated fire service fee is assessed based on a formula that takes into account the equalized
assessed value of the area served, calls for service, and fire department expense data. This formula is
designed to ensure an equitable charge for unincorporated customers.

The proposed resolution sets the cost of providing service to the Village of Kenilworth at $474,692.58
for next year, a decline of $158.68.

The proposed resolution sets the individual homeowner amount at $985.86 per year ($82.16 per month).

Winnetka's unincorporated water customers are required to pay for unincorporated fire service by code,
as they benefit from the fire hydrants in the area available for fire suppression purposes.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)
Consider adoption of resolution.

Attachments: (please list individually)

1. R-15-2013: A resolution establishing non resident fire service fees
2. Fire contract worksheet for fiscal year 2013 / 2014
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RESOLUTION NO. R-15-2013

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING THE ANNUAL FEE FOR THE MAINTENANCE
AND AVAILABILITY OF FIRE SUPPRESSION AND RESCUE SERVICES
TO CERTAIN PREMISES IN UNINCORPORATED NEW TRIER TOWNSHIP

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka is a home rule municipality in accordance with
Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970, pursuant to which it has
the authority, except as limited by said Section 6 of Article VI, to exercise any power and perform
any function pertaining to the government and affairs of the Village, including, but not limited to,
the powers (i) to regulate for the protection of the public health, safety, morals and welfare, (ii) to
license, (iii) to tax, and (iv) to incur debt; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka (“Village”) owns and operates a water utility that
provides all water service within the Village of Winnetka; and

WHEREAS, the Village’s water utility also provides water service to certain customers
located in unincorporated areas outside the corporate limits; and

WHEREAS, Section 13.04.120 of the Winnetka Village Code, *“Charges for the
maintenance and availability of fire suppression and emergency paramedical and rescue services,”
provides for the establishment of an annual fee for providing such services to any customer of the
Village of Winnetka water utility located outside of the corporate limits of the Village and in the
vicinity of one or more fire hydrants maintained by the Village for fire protection purposes; and

WHEREAS, Section 13.04.120 of the Winnetka Village Code establishes the formula for
determining said annual fee; and

WHEREAS, calculations performed by Village staff pursuant to Section 13.04.120 of the
Winnetka Village Code have established that the annual amount to be charged to each of the
premises in unincorporated New Trier Township that receives fire suppression and rescue services

from the Village of Winnetka is—One—Theusand-Seventy-Seven-Dolars—and-Twenty-FeurCents
{$1,677-24) Nine Hundred Eighty-Five Dollars and Ninety-Two Cents ($985.92); and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Social Security Administration Medicare billing
requirements, non-residents receiving emergency medical services from the Village are charged the
same fixed, per call charge for such services that Village residents pay, pursuant to the Village’s
annual general fee and rate resolutions; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that it is fair and reasonable to set the charges for non-

resident fire suppression and rescue services at-One-Theusand-Seventy-Seven-DoHars-and-Twenty-
FourCents{$1,07724) Nine Hundred Eighty-Five Dollars and Ninety-Two Cents ($985.92) for the

fiscal year commencing April 1, 2013; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that all matters pertaining to the operation of the Village’s
water utility, including but not limited to providing water service to residents in nearby
unincorporated areas and establishing the rates, terms and conditions for such service, are matters
pertaining to the affairs of the Village.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Council of the Village of Winnetka as follows:

SECTION 1: The foregoing recitals are hereby adopted as the findings of the Council of
the Village of Winnetka, as if fully set forth herein.
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SECTION 2: Effective April 1, 2013, the annual amount to be charged to each premises
that is located in unincorporated New Trier Township and is receiving fire suppression and rescue
services from the Village of Winnetka is hereby established in the amount of-One—Fhousand

Seventy-Seven-DelarsandTwenty-FourCents{$1.07724) Nine Hundred Eighty-Five Dollars and
Ninety-Two ($985.92).

SECTION 3: All non-resident water customers who are subject to the foregoing fire
suppression fee shall pay for emergency medical services on a per call basis, at the rates established
in the Village’s general fee and rate resolutions.

SECTION 4: Home Rule. This Resolution is adopted by the Council of the Village of
Winnetka in the exercise of its home rule powers pursuant to Section 6 of Article VII of the Illinois
Constitution of 1970.

SECTION 5: Effect of Resolution. This resolution supersedes Resolution R-13-2012.

SECTION5: Effective Date. This resolution shall be in full force and effect
immediately upon its adoption.

ADOPTED this 19" day of March, 2013, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

Signed:

Village President
Countersigned:

Village Clerk

March 19, 2013 -2- R-15-2013
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FIRE CONTRACT WORKSHEET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013/2014 (beginning April 1, 2013)

The annual reimbursement for fire suppression and emergency paramedical and rescue services
provided by the Village of Winnetka to the Village of Kenilworth and to certain premises located

in unincorporated New Trier Township is based upon the following terms: ESTIMATED
A. POPULATION (latest decennial census figures available): <2010>
Total New Trier TOWNSHIP....coooviiiiiicieceeeee s 56,205
Incorporated New Trier Township:
Village of Kenilworth............ccccooiiiiiniiccce (2,513)
Village of Winnetka..........ccooveeinnineieninscee (12,187)
New Trier Township portion of Village of Glencoe............. (8,723)
New Trier Township portion of Village of Wilmette.. . (27,087)
New Trier Township portion of Village of Glenview........... (3,173)
New Trier Township portion of Village of Northfield.......+ (1,696)
Total Incorporated New Trier TOWNShip.......cccooveiirinincenn. = (55,379)
Unincorporated New Trier TOWNShIP ......ccoovviiriniiiniineeene = 826
Fire Service Area:
Village of Kenilworth...........ccoccoiiieiiiccceces 2,513 ( 16.19% )
Village of Winnetka...........ccccoeveinenee 12,187 ( 78.49% )
Unincorporated New Trier TOWNShip.......ccoovvenininceiinne + 826 ( 5.32%)
Total Fire SErvice Area.........ocoovveeererennnriceeeerennns = 15,526
B. EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION (latest figures available): <2010>
Total New Trier TOWNSHIP....coooviiiiiiieeee e $4,946,850,035
Incorporated New Trier Township:
Village of Kenilworth..........cccocovviviiiiccieseseeeeeseens ($315,051,106)
Village of WInnetka.........cccccevviviiiiiincrcneeeeennns . ($1,440,254,090)
New Trier Township portion of Village of Glencoe............. ($929,105,591)
New Trier Township portion of Village of Wilmette.. . ($1,862,970,271)
New Trier Township portion of Village of Glenview........... ($130,505,841)
New Trier Township portion of Village of Northfield.......+ ($142,163,871)
Total Incorporated New Trier TOWNShip.......cccoovvriiiiniicenn = ($4,820,050,770)
Unincorporated New Trier TOWNShIP ......ccoovvirninininrccne = $126,799,265
Fire Service Area:
Village of Kenilworth...........cccccooniiiiiincccs $315,051,106 ( 16.74% )
Village of WINNEtKa. ..o $1,440,254,090 ( 76.52% )
Unincorporated New Trier TOWNShipP.......cccoovveniniiciinnn + $126,799,265 (  6.74%)
Total Fire SErvice Area.........ccoovveeererennnrieceeererennns = $1,882,104,461

C. CALLS (for fire suppression and emergency paramedical and rescue services, including false,
for twelve-month period January 1st through December 31st): <2011>
Fire Service Area:
Village of Kenilworth............cccoooiiiiinniiicce 160 ( 7.24%)
Village of Winnetka (including auto and mutual aid calls). 2,002 ( 90.55% )
Unincorporated New Trier TOWNSIpP.......ccovvvenniiecinne 49 (1 2.22%)

Total Fire SErviCe Ara.......ccovveierveeeereseiiseseeeseeeseennens = 2,211
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D. FIRE SERVICE AREA ANNUAL BUDGET (for fiscal year corresponding to

term of contract): <2013/2014>
Winnetka Fire Department annual budget....including capital $4,877,494
Less:
Fire Prevention -- salaries & retirement <*>............c.cccco..... ($940,036)
Fire Prevention -- SEIVICES.........ocureiiririeieeniesieee e (57,100)
Fire Prevention -- employee insurance benefits <*>................ (99,768)
Foreign Fire Insurance (75,000)
Joint Services Credit ......o.ovie i (30,000)
Building Improvements 0
Major capital in proposed budget............ccccoevinriniiiiinnns 0
Total SUDLFACTIONS. ......vveiiiieiee e (1,201,904)
Plus:
Amortized Major Capital <**>..........cccccovvvivivvnnneeees $136,467
TOtAl AUITIONS. ..o 136,467
Kenilworth contract annual budget calculation $3,812,057
<*> These figures each equal exactly 25% of total budgeted departmental expenditures for
salaries, retirement and employee insurance benefits. The resulting dollar figures shown
are estimates of the department's respective budgeted amounts allocated to fire prevention
activities within Winnetka.
<**> This figure is the sum of:
1993 Public Safety Bldg Renovation Plans (Fire); $30,000 over 30 years
installment #21 of 30; installments required through FY 2022/23 1,000
1995 Pumper Truck; $211,000 over 20 years; ,
installment #19 of 20; installments required through FY 2014/15 10,550
2007 Training Tower $290,000 over 20 years
installment #7 of 20:installments required through FY2027 14,500
1998 Conversion of Pumper to Rescue/Pumper; $42,000 over 17 years;
installment #16 of 17; installments required through FY 20014/15 2,471
2000 Pumper Truck; $290,000 over 20 years;
installment #14 of 20; installments required through FY 2019/20 14,500
2011 Command Vehicle;$60,000 over 10 years
installmant #3 of 10; installments required through FY 2021/2022 6,000
2008 Staff Vehicle; $35,000 over 6 years;
dic installment #6 of 6; installments required through FY 2014/2015 5,833
2010 Ladder/Quint truck; $674,400 over 20 years
installment #4 of 25, 33,720
2004 Self Contained Breathing Apparatus; $60,000 over 14 years;
installment #10 of 14; installments required through FY 2019/2020 4,143
2012 Ambulance:$275,000 over 12 years
installments #2 of 12;installments required through FY 2024/2025 22,917
2007 Ambulance;$180,000 over 12 years
installments #7 of 12; installments required through FY 2019/2020 15,000
2012 Staff Vehicle;$35,000 over 6 years;
chief installment #1 of 6; installments required through FY 2019/2020 Done 5,833
Total amortized major capital ...........ccoeviiviiinicicee = $136,467
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E. CREDIT FOR PAYMENTS MADE TO THE VILLAGE OF WINNETKA EXCEEDING
EXPENSES (for latest available audited fiscal year):

<2011/2012>
Amount budgeted for Winnetka Fire Department Operations............ccccceveeneneae. $4,565,410
Final audit amount for Winnetka Fire Department................... - ($4,308,117)
reflects operating expenses e
REDALE. ...t = $257,293
Fire Service Area budget costs were apportioned that year as follows:
Village of Kenilworth............cccoiiiiiiice e * 13.85%
Village of WINNETKA.........coviiiiiiieiee s * 81.18%
Unincorporated New Trier TOWNSNIP........ccoeiiriiicisceeseeee e +/* 4.97%
TOMAL .o =/* 100.0%
Therefore, the following amounts equal the respective credits
(Rebate multiplied by respective percent):
Village of Kenilworth. = $35,635.08
Village Of WINNELKA. ......c.oiiiiiriiiieie s = 208,870.46
Unincorporated New Trier TOWNSNIP........cccoiiiiriiniineieseeeeseieene =/+ 12,787.46
TOtAl REDALE. ... = $257,293.00
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F. ANNUAL COST OF FIRE SUPPRESSION AND EMERGENCY PARAMEDICAL AND RESCUE SERVICES
PROVIDED TO THE VILLAGE OF KENILWORTH:

Village of Kenilworth population.............cccccovriiiiniinncienns 2,513

Fire Service Area population.............ccccoevvreeiininscneneceenen / 15,526
Village of Kenilworth population as a proportion of

Fire Service Area population............coccceeevieineinncseceas = 16.19%

Village of Kenilworth equalized assessed valuation.............ccccveeieniirinnnnns $315,051,106

Fire Service Area equalized assessed valuation...............c.cc...... / 1,882,104,461

Village of Kenilworth equalized assessed valuation as a
proportion of Fire Service Area equalized assessed

VAUBLION. ...t = 16.74%
Village of Kenilworth calls............ccocoeieiiininiiiccicennn 160
Fire Service Area Calls...........ccovvevvieviiineie e / 2,211

Village of Kenilworth calls as a proportion of Fire

Service Area Calls.........cooviiiicccee e = 7.24%

Fire Service Area annual BUAGEL............ooooeiiiiiiririiee e 3,812,057

Average Village of Kenilworth proportion of Fire Service Area...........ccccceeeenenne. * 13.39%
Village of Kenilworth portion of Fire Service Area annual budget.. $510,327.66
Less Village of Kenilworth latest Credit............oeeiinceinnceeesseee s (35,635.08)
Village of Kenilworth annual amount due..............ceeernnieiinnneecee = $474,692.58
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G. ANNUAL COST OF FIRE SUPPRESSION AND EMERGENCY PARAMEDICAL AND RESCUE SERVICES
PROVIDED TO THE VILLAGE OF WINNETKA (required for computation purposes only):

Village of Winnetka population............ccoerveveninnncienincnns 12,187

Fire Service Area population.............ccccoevvreeiininscneneceenen / 15,526
Village of Winnetka population as a proportion of

Fire Service Area population............cocceeiecnneninisneeei = 78.49%

Village of Winnetka equalized assessed valuation.............c.ccccoeverencenan. $1,440,254,090

Fire Service Area equalized assessed valuation...............c.cc...... / 1,882,104,461

Village of Winnetka equalized assessed valuation as a
proportion of Fire Service Area equalized assessed

VAUBLION. ...t = 76.52%
Village of Winnetka calls..........cccooieiieiininiiiieeeees 2,002
Fire Service Area Calls..........cccoveeveiivcieieieccisccee e / 2,211

Village of Winnetka calls as a proportion of Fire

Service Area Calls.........cooviiiicccee e = 90.55%

Fire Service Area annual DUAGEL............ooooeiiiiiiiririie e $3,812,057

Average Village of Winnetka proportion of Fire Service Area............cocoveevinvnnne. * 81.86%
Village of Winnetka portion of Fire Service Area annual budget. $3,120,359.29
Less Village of Winnetka latest Credit............cooeveiirrreiiineeseee e (208,870.46)
Village of Winnetka annual amount "dUe".............cceiiiiiiiiniiee e = $2,911,488.83
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H. ANNUAL COST OF FIRE SUPPRESSION AND EMERGENCY PARAMEDICAL AND RESCUE SERVICES
PROVIDED TO UNINCORPORATED NEW TRIER TOWNSHIP:

Unincorporated New Trier Township population...........cccccevvvenene. 826

Fire Service Area population.............ccccoevvreeiininscneneceenen / 15,526
Unincorporated New Trier Township population as a

proportion of Fire Service Area population............cccccceveveunee. = 5.32%

Unincorporated New Trier Township equalized assessed
VAIUBLION. ... $126,799,265
Fire Service Area equalized assessed valuation...............c.cc...... / 1,882,104,461
Unincorporated New Trier Township equalized assessed
valuation as a proportion of Fire Service Area equalized

a55eSSed ValUALION.....c..ceveeiiieeceec e = 6.74%
Unincorporated New Trier Township callS..........cocooieiiinnniiiniisciieene 49
Fire Service Area calls.........cccooeeveiviciieiiccsceee e / 2,211

Unincorporated New Trier Township calls as a proportion of

Fire Service Area Calls..........cccoovvvviiiineieiccceeenas = 2.22%
Fire Service Area annual DUAGEL............ooooiiiiiiriiie e $3,812,057
Average Unincorporated New Trier Township proportion of

FIre SEIVICE ATBA......coieiiiiccecerrrr s * 4.76%

Unincorporated New Trier Township portion of Fire Service Area annual

DUTGEL. ... = $181,370.05
Less Unincorporated New Trier Township latest credit............coovveiinniciicnnnnn - (12,787.46)
Unincorporated New Trier Township annual amount "due™............cccovverinirrnnnnnn. = $168,582.59

Number of fire contracts between Winnetka Fire Department and
Unincorporated New Trier TOWNSNIP.......coviiiiiiceiiceeee e / 171

Annual amount due per contract in Unincorporated New Trier Township.....= $985.86

Current Monthly
Proposed Monthly ~ $ 82.16
cc: Winnetka Village Manager
Winnetka Fire Chief
Winnetka Finance Director
Kenilworth Village Manager
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: M-3-2013 - 630 Pine Lane Landmark Rescission

Presenter:  atherine S. Janega, Village Attorney

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 LV ‘Ordlnan_ce
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: YES v’ | NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)

March 5, 2013 - Amended draft discussed; no formal action taken
February 19, 2013 - Ordinance M-3-2013 introduced
November 7, 2006 - Resolution R-25-2006 (Approving CBI Subdivision)
- Ordinance M-20-2006 (Certified Landmark Designation for 630 Pine Lane)
November 6, 2007 - Resolution R-43-2007 (Approving development Agreement for CBI Subdivision)

Executive Summary:

Ordinance M-3-2013 grants the request of the owner of 630 Pine Lane to rescind the landmark status of the
home at that address. The owner has applied for certified landmark status as an inducement to obtain approval of a
3-lot subdivision of a 3.38 Acre parcel located north of Pine Street, between Hibbard Road and Pine Lane (CBI
Subdivision). The owner's development partner, who was to do the building construction, abandoned the project.
None of the proposed improvements were made to the residence, which has fallen into disrepair.

The amended draft of Ordinance M-3-2013 rescinds the landmark status, and imposes conditions to address the

following key issues:

1. Relaxes and expedites the demolition process without conflicting with the demolition procedures set by
Village Code.

2. Preserves the substance of the original subdivision's restrictive covenants and avoids unintentionally granting
a subdivision amendment.

3. Confirms the owner's responsibility for the demolition, construction and development.

4. Protects the neighborhood from construction interference by requiring an easement to assure construction
and demolition access from Hibbard Road.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)

1. Consider a motion to amend Ordinance M-3-2013, as indicated in the attached March 15, 2013 revised
draft.

2. Consider a motion to pass Ordinance M-3-2013, as amended.

Attachments: (please list individually)

1. Agenda Report
2. Ordinance M-3-2013, with Exhibit A
3. Most recent aerial photo, showing construction traffic for Lot 3, on Pine Lane
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AGENDA REPORT

SUBJECT: Ordinance M-3-2013 - 630 Pine Lane Landmark Rescission

PREPARED BY: Katherine S. Janega, Village Attorney

REF: March 5, 2013 Council Agenda, pp. 105 - 129
February 19, 2013 Council Agenda, pp. 26 — 95
November 6, 2007 Council Agenda, pp. 58 — 104
November 7, 2006 Council Agenda, pp. 22 - 114

DATE: March 14, 2013

Introduction

Ordinance M-3-2013 grants the request of the owner of 630 Pine Lane to rescind the landmark
status of the residence on that property. The residence was designed by architect Edwin Clark
and built in 1922 and, at the request of the owner, had been designated as a certified Village
landmark as an inducement for the Village to approve the CBI Subdivision.

The CBI Subdivision is a three-lot subdivision of a 3.386-Acre parcel located between Hibbard
Road and Pine Lane, north of Pine Street. The subdivision bears the name of one of the
developers, CBI Custom Homes, Inc. (“CBI”). The other developer is GBM Properties, LLC,
(“GBM?”), the owner of the subdivision property, which has applied for the landmark rescission.

Although GBM is the owner of the property, both GBM and CBI were parties to the subdivision
and landmark designation requests, the subdivision plat and the implementing Development
Agreement with the Village. Pursuant to an agency agreement between GBM and CBI, CBI was
to serve as GBM’s agent in furtherance of the development and construction on all three parcels
of the subdivision.

CBI has since involuntarily dissolved and the whereabouts of its principals is unknown. The
subdivision has languished and only Lot 3, which lies along Pine Lane, has been developed.
Although the required utility lines and stormwater infrastructure for the subdivision have been
installed, the other two lots have not been developed.

CBI initially secured the residence on the center lot (Lot 2, at 630 Pine Lane), but never began
the building addition and restoration. The building’s condition has since deteriorated
significantly, leading to GBM’s current request to rescind the landmark designation so the
building can be demolished and the property redeveloped.

Ordinance M-3-2013

Ordinance M-3-2013 was introduced at the February 19, 2013, Council meeting and was
modified to reflect the discussion at that time. An amended draft was considered at the March 5,
2013, Council meeting, but no action was taken. On March 7, as directed by the Village
Council, the Village Attorney met with GBM’s attorney to discuss the key issues.
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Page 2

The attached Ordinance contains further amendments, to reflect the Council’s discussions, the
follow-up discussions with GBM’s attorney, and other developments since March 5. The
revisions address the key issues that arise from the landmark rescission:

1) How to expedite the demolition process (once GBM applies for a permit), without
conflicting with the demolition procedures set by Village Code;

2) How to grant the relief requested without conflicting with the subdivision procedures
set by Village Code and without unintentionally granting a subdivision amendment
(which GBM is not requesting);

3) How to assure that the parties that own and control the property are held responsible
for the development going forward; and

4) How to minimize the impact of building demolition and future construction on
neighboring properties.

Amended Draft of Ordinance M-3-2013

The following bullet points provide a section-by-section review of the revised draft of M-3-2013,
with special focus on the four key issues identified in the preceding section.

» Preamble. The Preamble provides the procedural and factual background:
e Provides an expanded history of the CBI Subdivision as it relates to 630 Pine Lane.

e Retains the discussion of the basis for the landmark designation, the difficult history of
the development, and the standards for the rescission of the landmark status.

» Section 1. Legislative findings:
e Incorporates the preamble’s recitals as the Council’s findings.
» Sections 2, 3and 5. Core relief:

e Section 2 grants the landmark rescission, subject to the conditions in Sections 4
through 8.

e Section 3 states that Ordinance M-3-2013 supersedes the ordinance that granted the
original certified landmark designation.

e Section 5 releases the landmark-related conditions and covenants of the subdivision.
> Sections 4, 6, 7 and 8. Specific conditions addressing the four key issues defined above:

e Ownership and Responsibility Issues. GBM has been the owner of the CBI
Subdivision since it was designated and, along with CBI, is a party to the Development
Agreement. However, the Secretary of State’s corporate records indicate that both
entities have been involuntarily dissolved, CBI in 2010, and GBM in late 2012. (GBM’s
status changed just days before the letter seeking rescission was submitted, and GBM
probably did not have notice of the change at the time.) Because the Village’s Landmark
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Ordinance is entirely voluntary and does not allow anyone who is not an owner to make
any application for another’s property, Section 4 requires proof of ownership before the
rescission of the landmark is effective. This proof of ownership will also assure that the
Village has the real parties in interest as parties to the Development Agreement.

Demolition Issues. Although GBM has not yet applied for a demolition permit,
MC-3-2013 recognizes that demolition is inevitable once the landmark status is
rescinded. The following conditions are designed to address sequencing and to expedite
the demolition process so the deteriorated building can be quickly removed from the
neighborhood. At the same time, the conditions modify the demolition process to
accommodate GBM, while staying true to the Village policy and procedures found in
Chapter 15.52 of the Village Code.

= Recognizes that new construction is not imminent, and so requires a site restoration
plan.

= Requires demolition and restoration to be completed within 90 days after issuance of
the demolition permit.

= Modifies the Historic and Architectural Impact Study (HAIS) process.

o Eliminates the preliminary determination of possible historic and architectural
merit, but retains the HAIS requirement. (On March 7, GBM’s attorney
represented that HAIS is already underway and will be prepared by the Winnetka
Historical Society.)

Allows demolition to proceed parallel to the HAIS process.

Allows, but does not require, the Landmark Preservation Commission to make a
formal determination of historic or architectural merit.

Prohibits preservation delay.

Retains Village’s right to delay demolition for the administrative reasons set out
in the Village Code (i.e., public safety and convenience).

Subdivision Issues. GBM has not applied for a subdivision amendment, and the Village
Code establishes a specific process for such amendments. Therefore, M-3-2013 contains
the following conditions to preserve the substance of the original subdivision.

= Requires an amended Development Agreement (requires future Council action).

= Amended Development Agreement will not include a preservation requirement for
the residence on Lot 2.

= Requires a new restrictive covenant to be recorded against Lot 2.

o0 Maintains the gross floor area, roofed lot coverage and impermeable surface
limitations that are already recorded on the Subdivision Plat.
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0 Replaces the previously incorporated, approved plans with the equivalent building
envelope. (See Exhibit A to Ordinance M-3-2013.)

e Neighborhood Issues. Sections 7 and 8 also address construction access and the
sequencing of construction, so as to reduce the impact of development on the
neighborhood.

Requires all construction and demolition access to come from Hibbard Road.

Hibbard Road construction and demolition access for Lot 2 remains until construction
is substantially completed.

East access to Lot 2, i.e., access from Pine Lane via the “flagpole” of Lot 2, is to be
closed off before any construction or demolition activity begins on either Lot 1 or Lot
2. Emergency access is preserved.

GBM must record a construction easement against Lot 1 for the benefit of Lot 2.
This provision has been retained because the proposals offered by GBM’s attorney
would provide no protection once GBM sells Lot 1. Since GBM intends to sell the
undeveloped property, a recorded easement is necessary. While GBM’s attorney has
offered to provide performance security for the restoration of Pine Lane if Lot 2 can
use Pine Lane for construction and demolition access, that does not eliminate the
disturbance in the neighborhood. The Council has also expressed concern about the
ability of construction vehicles to maneuver the turn to the narrow Lot 2 driveway
access.

e Final Documentation. To assure that all documentation is in place, M-3-2013 prohibits
the issuance of any building permits for Lot 1 or 2 before (i) issuance of the Demolition
Permit for Lot 2, (ii) submittal of the HAIS, and (iii) the approval and recording of the
Amended Development Agreement and all covenants and conditions.

Recommendation:

1)

2)

Consider amending Ordinance M-3-2013, as presented in the attached March 14,
2013 revised draft.
Consider passing Ordinance M-3-2013, as amended.
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ORDINANCE NO. M-3-2013

AN ORDINANCE
RESCINDING THE LANDMARK DESIGNATION
OF THE RESIDENCE AT 630 PINE LANE

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka (“Village”) is a home rule municipality in
accordance with Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970,
pursuant to which it has the authority, except as limited by said Section 6 of Article VII, to
exercise any power and perform any function pertaining to the government and affairs of the
Village; and

WHEREAS, the Council of the Village of Winnetka finds that establishing standards for
identifying, designating and preserving buildings and structures in the Village that are
historically, culturally and architecturally significant promotes the welfare of the Village and is a
matter pertaining to the affairs of the Village; and

WHEREAS, on November 7, 2006, pursuant to an application submitted by CBI Custom
Homes, Inc. (“CBI”), the Council of the Village of Winnetka (“Village Council”) adopted
Resolution R-25-2006, which approved a three-lot subdivision of a 3.386 acre parcel of property
located between Hibbard Road and Pine Lane, north of Pine Street (“CBI Subdivision”); and

WHEREAS, the Final Plat of the CBI Subdivision (“Final Plat”) was recorded with the
Cook County Recorder of Deeds on December 18, 2007, as Document No. 0735215110; and

WHEREAS, in addition to being improved with a residence that was designed by well-
known architect Edwin Clark and built in 1922, the CBI Subdivision property had several other
defining characteristics, in that (i) it is heavily wooded, with more than 300 trees, 151 of which
had diameters in excess of 8 inches, making them subject to the Village’s tree protection
Ordinance, (ii) the westerly portion of the property is located within the boundaries of the
floodplain, making it subject to floodplain construction regulations and requiring a large amount
of detention and compensatory storage for stormwater runoff, and (iii) it is located in an
established, low density neighborhood; and

WHEREAS, because of the unique characteristics of the underlying property, the Village
Council imposed certain covenants and conditions on the CBI Subdivision, in order to maintain
the existing neighborhood context while allowing appropriate development; and

WHEREAS, the covenants and conditions for the CBI Subdivision, which were stated on
the Final Plat, included a requirement that the residence on Lot 2 of the CBI Subdivision,
commonly known as 630 Pine Lane (“Subject Property”), be preserved and designated a certified
landmark pursuant to Chapter 15.64 of Title 15 of the Winnetka Village Code, titled “Landmark
Preservation” (the “Landmark Ordinance”); and

WHEREAS, in furtherance of Resolution R-25-2006, and pursuant to the procedures
established by the Landmark Ordinance, on November 7, 2006, the Village Council also enacted
Ordinance M-20-2006, designating the residence on the Subject Property a certified Village
landmark; and

WHEREAS, the certified landmark designation of the residence on the Subject Property
was based on two key findings: (i) that the residence was significant in its style and design, being

Revised March 14, 2013 M-3-2013
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a rare example of the Colonial Revival style that had not undergone significant changes in more
than 55 years; and (ii) that the residence was associated with Edwin Clark, a well-known
architect who contributed significantly to the architectural character of the Village, having
designed the Winnetka Village Hall, the North Shore Country Day School and the Indian Hill
Country Club, as well as many other prominent buildings on the North Shore and in Chicago,
including the Plaza del Lago shopping center, and the Reptile and Primate houses at Lincoln
Park Zoo; and

WHEREAS, the Final Plat also contained covenants and conditions that limited the
buildable areas, roofed lot coverage and maximum building size on each of the three lots, and
required the developers of the CBI Subdivision to enter into a Development Agreement with the
Village; and

WHEREAS, GBM Properties, LLC (“GBM?”), is the owner of the CBI Subdivision
property, including the Subject Property and, as such, entered into an agency agreement with
CBI, whereby GBM would finance the development and CBI would implement the construction
and development; and

WHEREAS, as required by Resolution R-25-2006, both GBM and CBI entered into a
Development Agreement with the Village, which was approved by the Village Council’s
adoption of Resolution R-43-2007 and was recorded with the Cook County Recorder of Deeds
on January 18, 2008, as Document No. 0801722074; and

WHEREAS, after securing the Subject Property as required by the Development
Agreement, CBI proceeded to develop Lot 3 of the CBI Subdivision, but abandoned all work on
the development, leaving GBM with the development responsibilities; and

WHEREAS, GBM has filed a written request to rescind the certified landmark
designation of the residence on the Subject Property so that it can be demolished and the land
can be marketed for redevelopment; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to due notice, the Landmark Preservation Commission considered
the application to rescind the landmark status on January 7, 2013, and the five members then
present unanimously recommended that the landmark designation be rescinded, having found
that the applicant had met the criteria for rescission, in that: (i) the residence had deteriorated to
the point that the qualities that once warranted the designation have been lost or destroyed, (ii)
the architectural features cannot be repaired, (iii) the building is not economically viable and
cannot yield a reasonable return in its current condition, and (iv) the alterations that would be
required to restore the residence would exceed the market value of the Subject Property; and

WHEREAS, GBM has established that its net investment in the purchase of the Subject
Property and the construction of site improvements and utility infrastructure, after accounting for
the development and sale of Lot 3 of the subdivision, is approximately $5.9 million; and

WHEREAS, GBM has established that the estimated cost of restoring the residence
according to the approved plans would be an additional $3.4 million and that the estimated
market value of the restored residence would be in the range of from $2.9 million to
$3.1 million; and

WHEREAS, having reviewed the record presented, the Village Council accepts the
findings and recommendations of the Landmark Preservation Commission and accordingly finds
and determines that the applicant has established that the record shows conclusively that the
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qualities that caused the residence on the Subject Property to be designated a certified landmark
have been lost or destroyed, due to the deteriorated condition of the Subject Property; and

WHEREAS, the Village Council further finds and determines that the cost of restoring
the residence would significantly exceed the market value of the restored property; and

WHEREAS, the Village Council therefore finds and determines that the Subject
Property meets the standards for rescission of the landmark designation under Section
15.64.050(A) of the Village Code; and

WHEREAS, the Village Council further finds and determines that, because rescinding
the landmark status will result in the demolition of the residence on the Subject Property, it is
necessary to make that rescission subject to certain conditions and covenants, to assure that
development of all three lots of the CBI Subdivision will be consistent both with the Final Plat
that was approved and recorded pursuant to Resolution R-25-2006 and with the terms and
conditions of the Development Agreement approved and recorded pursuant to Resolution
R-43-2007.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the President and Board of Trustees of the
Village of Winnetka as follows:

SECTION 1: The foregoing recitals are hereby incorporated as the findings of the
Council of the Village of Winnetka, as if fully set forth herein.

SECTION 2: Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in Sections 3 through 9 of
this Ordinance, the designation of the residence located on the property at 630 Pine Lane,
permanent real estate index number 05-17-312-075-0000, as a certified landmark under Section
15.04.070 the Landmark Preservation Ordinance, is hereby rescinded.

SECTION 3: The rescission of the certified landmark status of the residence located
on the property at 630 Pine Lane shall not go into effect unless and until GBM provides proof of
its ownership of Lots 1 and 2 of the CBI Subdivision.

SECTION 4: This Ordinance shall supersede Ordinance M-20-2006.

SECTION 5: This Ordinance shall supersede and release Subsections R and S of
Section 3 of Resolution R-25-2006, titled “A Resolution Accepting and Approving a Plat of
Subdivision (630 Pine Lane — CBI Subdivision); provided, that in all other respects Resolution
R-25-2006 shall remain in full force and effect.

SECTION 6: This Ordinance shall supersede and release Conditions and Covenants
numbers 4 and 5 on page 2 of 2 of the Final Plat of CBI Subdivision, as approved by Resolution
R-25-2006, and recorded with the Cook County Recorder of Deeds on December 18, 2007 as
Document No. 0735215110, a copy of which was also appended as Exhibit F to the
Development Agreement approved by Resolution R-43-2007 and recorded with the Cook
County Recorder of Deeds on January 18, 2008, as Document No. 0801722074.

SECTION 7: The demolition of the residence on Lot 2 of the CBI Subdivision, and
the redevelopment of said Lot 2, shall be subject to the procedures established by Chapter 15.52
of the Village Code, as modified by the following terms and conditions:

A. The application for demolition shall be accompanied by a site restoration plan.
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B. The building demolition and site restoration of the Subject Property shall be
completed within 90 days after the date of issuance of the demolition permit.

C. In light of the prior landmark designation of the residence, the application shall
not be subject to the preliminary historic and architecture review under Section 15.52.040
of the Village Code.

D. Applicant shall submit a Historic and Architectural Impact Study for review and
approval by the Landmark Preservation Commission pursuant to Sections 15.52.050 and
15.52.060 of the Village Code.

E. In light of the prior landmark designation of the residence, the Landmark
Preservation Commission may, but shall not be required to, make a formal determination
of historic and/or architectural impact pursuant to Section 15.52.060 of the Village Code.

F. The demolition of the residence shall not be subject to a preservation delay under
Section 15.52.070(A) of the Village Code, but the Village reserves the right to delay the
issuance of the demolition permit for any of the grounds specified in subsections B
through E of Section 15.52.070 of the Village Code.

SECTION 8: To assure that the development of Lots 1 and 2 of the CBI Subdivision
after the demolition of the residence on Lot 2 is consistent both with the Final Plat approved by
Resolution R-25-2006 and with the Development Agreement approved by Resolution
R-43-2007, the owners shall enter into an Amended Development Agreement, in a form
acceptable to the Village Council. Said Amended Development Agreement shall cover the same
subject matters as the Development Agreement approved by Resolution R-43-2007, except that
said Amended Development Agreement shall not require the preservation of the residence on
Lot 2 of the CBI Subdivision. The Amended Development Agreement shall also contain the
following additional covenants and conditions:

A. Access for all construction and demolition activity on Lot 1 shall be from Hibbard
Road.

B. Access for all construction and demolition activity on Lot 2 shall be from Hibbard
Road, until such time as the Director of Community Development determines that
construction has been substantially completed. For purposes of this provision, substantial
completion shall mean (i) that the buildings constructed on Lot 2 are ready for final
inspection and/or occupancy, and (ii) that all landscaping on the west side of Lot 2 has
been installed.

C. Prior to beginning any construction or demolition activity on either Lot 1 or Lot 2,
owners shall close the east access to the Subject Property; provided, that said closure
shall not alter or impede access to adjacent properties and shall not prevent emergency
access to Lot 2. The east access shall remain closed to all construction and demolition
traffic and vehicles until the Director of Community Development determines (i) that the
construction on Lot 2 has been substantially completed, as defined in the foregoing
subsection B, and (ii) that the only vehicles needing access to Lot 2 are small service
vehicles and vehicles making deliveries of home furnishings. The east access to Lot 2
shall be permanently reopened when a certificate of occupancy is issued for Lot 2.

D. Prior to the issuance of any construction or demolition permits for Lot 1 or 2, the
owners of the CBI Subdivision, at their expense, shall record a construction easement
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against Lot 1 of the CBI Subdivision for the benefit of Lot 2. Said construction easement
shall be in a form acceptable to the Village Attorney, and shall provide that the
construction easement shall remain in effect until a certificate of occupancy is issued for
Lot 2, at which time it shall be released.

E. The owners of the CBI Subdivision, at their expense, shall record a restrictive
covenant against Lot 2 that restates the limits on gross floor area, roofed lot coverage and
impermeable surfaces for Lot 2 that were stated in the Zoning Table on the approved
Final Plat of Subdivision. Said restrictive covenant shall also impose the same building
envelope that was approved in the initial subdivision, as depicted in Exhibit A to this
Ordinance. Said restrictive covenant shall be in a form acceptable to the Village
Attorney,

SECTION 9: No building permits shall be issued for Lot 1 or 2 before the owner has
satisfied all of the following conditions:

A. applied for and obtained a Demolition Permit for the residence on Lot 2;

B. submitted the Historic and Architectural Impact Study as required in Section 6.C
of this Ordinance; and

C. completed and recorded the Amended Development Agreement and all covenants
and conditions stated in Sections 8 and 9 of this Ordinance.

SECTION 10: This Ordinance is passed by the Council of the Village of Winnetka in
the exercise of its home rule powers pursuant to Section 6 of Article VII of the lllinois
Constitution of 1970.

[Remainder of this page intentionally left blank.]

Revised March 14, 2013 -5- M-3-2013

Agenda Packet P. 139



SECTION 11: This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon its passage, approval

and publication as provided by law.
PASSED this day of
AYES:

, 2013, pursuant to the following roll call vote:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED this day of

Countersigned:

Village Clerk

Introduced: February 19, 2013
Passed and Approved: March 19, 2013

Revised March 14, 2013

Village President

Published by authority of the
President and Board of Trustees
of the Village of Winnetka,
Illinois, this _ day of

, 2013.
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EXHIBIT A

Restrictive Zoning Covenant against Lot 2 of the CBI Subdivision

as to the Maximum Allowable

Gross Floor Area, Roofed Lot Coverage, Impermeable Surfaces and Building Height

and as to the Minimum Required

Front Setback, Side Yards and Rear Yard

Zoning Standard

Restrictive covenant for
Lot 2 of CBI Subdivision

Typical zoning requirement
(R-2 Zoning District)

Gross Floor Area 9,275 s.f. 10,347 s.f.
Roofed Lot Coverage 4,675 s.f. 10,490 s.f.
Total Impermeable surfaces 15,432 s f. 20,819 s.f.

Zoning Standard

Restrictive covenant for
Lot 2 of CBI Subdivision

Typical zoning requirement
(R-2 Zoning District)

Front Setback (east) 77.91 ft. 50 ft.
Side Yard (north, minimum) 33.47 ft. 12 ft.
Side Yard (total) 72.78 ft. 55.65 ft. (30%)

(33.47 ft.+39.31 ft.)

Rear Yard (west)

47.59 ft.

25 ft.

Building Height

29 ft. as measured from the
first floor to the ridge of the
gables

33 ft.

Note: The above figures for maximum allowable Gross Floor Area, Roofed Lot
Coverage, Impermeable Surfaces and Building Height reflect a reduction from the
maximums allowable under the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance, and the minimum
required front setback, side yard and rear yard reflect an increase over the
minimums required under the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance, with both the
limitations and requirements being conditions of the approval of the CBI
Subdivision pursuant to Village Council Resolution R-25-2006.
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Agenda Item Executive Summary

Title: M-4-2013: 399 Ridge Avenue, Zoning Variation - Introduction

Presenter: \ichael D'Onofrio, Director of Community Development

Agenda Date: 03/19/2013 LV ‘Ordlnan_ce
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Consent: YES v’ | NO Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History: (reference past Council reviews, approvals, or authorizations)

No previous action.

Executive Summary:

The petitioners, David and Christine Walker, are requesting the variation in order to replace the existing
12.35 ft. x 18.45 ft. detached garage with a new detached garage measuring 20 ft. x 20 ft. The need for the
variation stems from the petitioners’ desire to utilize the existing driveway to access the proposed two-car
garage. The proposed garage would provide a rear yard setback from the east property line of 4.5 ft.,
whereas a minimum of 6 ft. is required because the subject site is adjoining the neighbor’s front and side
yards. The existing garage provides a rear yard setback of 7.97 ft.

At its February 18, 2013 meeting the Zoning Board of Appeals voted 5 to 1 to recommend in favor of
approving the variation.

Recommendation / Suggested Action: (briefly explain)
Consider introduction of Ordinance M-4-2013.

Attachments: (please list individually)

Attachment A: Zoning Matrix

Attachment B: GIS Map

Attachment C: Variation Application

Attachment D: Site Plans and Elevations

Attachment E: Photos of existing garage

Attachment F: Email from neighbor

Attachment G: Excerpt of draft minutes of Feb. 11, 2013 ZBA meeting
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AGENDA REPORT

TO: Village Council
PREPARED BY:  Michael D'Onofrio, Director of Community Development

SUBJECT: M-4-2013: 399 Ridge Ave.
(1) Garages

DATE: February 18, 2013

Ordinance M-4-2013 grants a variation by Ordinance from Section 17.30.110 [Garages] of
the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance to permit the replacement of the existing detached garage
with a new detached garage that will result in a rear yard setback of 4.5 ft., whereas a
minimum of 6 ft. is required, a variation of 1.5 ft. (25%).

The petitioners, David and Christine Walker, are requesting the variation in order to
replace the existing 12.35 ft. x 18.45 ft. detached garage with a new detached garage
measuring 20 ft. x 20 ft. The need for the variation stems from the petitioners’ desire to
utilize the existing driveway to access the proposed two-car garage. The proposed garage
would provide a rear yard setback from the east property line of 4.5 ft., whereas a
minimum of 6 ft. is required because the subject site is adjoining the neighbor’s front and
side yards. The existing garage provides a rear yard setback of 7.97 ft.

The existing garage is considered nonconforming in regards to the existing south side yard
setback of 0.8 ft. The proposed garage would comply with the minimum 2 ft. setback
required for a detached garage located within the rear quarter of the lot while adjoining the
side or rear yard of the neighboring property.

The property is located in the R-5 Single Family Residential District. The residence was
built circa 1905. A subsequent building permit was issued in 1935 to construct the
existing one-car garage. The petitioners purchased the property in 2004.

There has been one previous zoning case for this property. Case No. 296 was denied by
the ZBA on May 16, 1927 to allow an addition to a previous detached garage that would
have encroached the south side yard.

An attached zoning matrix (Attachment A) summarizes the work proposed under this
variation request.

Recommendation of Lower Board

At the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting February 11, 2013 the six members present voted 5
to 1 to recommend approval of the zoning variation.

Introduction of the ordinance requires the concurrence of a majority of the Council.
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399 Ridge Ave.
Feb. 18, 2013
Page 2 of 2

Recommendation:

Consider introduction of Ordinance M-4-2013, granting the zoning variation from the rear
yard setback to permit the replacement of an existing one-car garage with a two-car garage.

Attachments:

Attachment A: Zoning Matrix

Attachment B: GIS Map

Attachment C: Variation Application

Attachment D: Site Plans and Elevations

Attachment E: Photos of existing garage

Attachment F: Email from neighbor

Attachment G: Excerpt of draft minutes of Feb. 11, 2013 ZBA meeting
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ORDINANCE NO. M-4-2013

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A VARIATION IN
THE APPLICATION OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE
OF THE VILLAGE OF WINNETKA,

COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS (399 Ridge)

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka is a home rule municipality in accordance with
Avrticle VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970, pursuant to which it has
the authority, except as limited by said Section 6 of Article VII, to exercise any power and
perform any function pertaining to the government and affairs of the Village; and

WHEREAS, the Council of the Village of Winnetka (“Village Council”) find that
establishing standards for the use and development of lands and buildings within the Village and
establishing and applying criteria for variations from those standards are matters pertaining to the
affairs of the Village; and

WHEREAS, the property commonly known as 399 Ridge Avenue Winnetka, Illinois (the
“Subject Property”), is legally described as follows:

Lot 7 in George H. Mayr’s Subdivision of the North 264.4 feet of Block 63 West
of the railroad, in Peck’s Subdivision in the Northeast ¥ of Section 20, and North
fractional %2 of Section 21, Township 42 North, Range 13 East of the Third
Principal Meridian, in Cook County, Illinois, and;

WHEREAS, the Subject Property is located in the R-5 Zoning District provided in
Chapter 17.12 of the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance, Title 17 of the Winnetka Village Code; and

WHEREAS, on January 9, 2013, the owner of the Subject Property filed an application
for a variation from the garage setback requirements of Section 17.30.110(E) of the Lot, Space,
Bulk and Yard Regulations for Single Family Residential Districts established by Chapter 17.30 of
the Zoning Ordinance to permit the replacement of a dilapidated one-car detached garage with a
two-car detached garage that is proposed to be located 4.5 feet from the east (rear) lot line, rather
than then the required 6.0-foot setback, resulting in a variation of 1.5 feet (25%); and

WHEREAS, on February 11, 2013, on due notice thereof, the Zoning Board of Appeals
conducted a public hearing on the requested variation and, by the favorable vote of five of the six
members then present, has reported to the Council recommending that the requested variation be
granted; and

WHEREAS, there are practical difficulties associated with carrying out the strict
application of the Zoning Ordinance with respect to the Subject Property in that: (a) the Subject
Property is a corner lot that is subject to increased setbacks along both street frontages; (b) the
existing lot configuration was established by the construction of the single family home in 1905,
before the enactment of the Zoning Ordinance, and the construction of the existing one-car garage
in 1935, prior to the enactment of setback requirements; (c) the owners propose to utilize the same
driveway to access the proposed two-car garage; (d) because the rear yard of the Subject Property
abuts the side yard of the property to the east, the Subject Property is subject to an increased rear
yard setback requirement that is equal to the required side yard setback on the adjacent property;
and (e) shifting the garage to a fully conforming location will reduce the usable green space on the
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Subject Property, and will require that the driveway and the established driveway apron and curb
cut be relocated to align with the garage; and

WHEREAS, the Subject Property cannot yield a reasonable return if permitted to be used
only under the conditions allowed by the Zoning Ordinance, in that: (a) the existing garage is
deteriorated and in need of replacement; (b) constructing a new two-car garage in a conforming
location would result in the loss of permeable surface and back yard green space and require that the
established driveway, driveway apron and curb cut be removed and replaced so as to align with the
new garage; and (c) constructing a new garage in a conforming location without removing and
relocating the existing driveway, would restrict the size of the new garage to a one-car garage,
although properties in the immediate vicinity are improved with two-car garages; and

WHEREAS, the requested variation will not alter the essential character of the
neighborhood because the replacement of the deteriorated garage will be in the same general
location on the Subject Property and the established location of the driveway, driveway apron and
curb cut will remain; and

WHEREAS, the requested variation will not impair an adequate supply of light and air
because the proposed new detached garage will conform with maximum height restrictions and will
be set away from the residence located on the adjacent property to the east; and

WHEREAS, the requested variation will not increase the hazard from fire and other
dangers to the Subject Property, as the proposed construction will comply with all applicable
building and fire protection codes; and

WHEREAS, there is no evidence that the requested variation will diminish the taxable
value of land and buildings throughout the Village, and the taxable value of the Subject Property
may be increased because of the proposed improvement; and

WHEREAS, the proposed construction will not contribute to congestion on the public
streets, as the property will continue to be used for single family residential purposes and the
expanded garage will increase the amount of enclosed, off-street parking on the Subject Property;
and

WHEREAS, there is no evidence that the requested variation will otherwise impair the
public health, safety, comfort, morals, and welfare of the inhabitants of the Village; and

WHEREAS, this Ordinance has been placed on the Village Council’s agenda and made
available for public inspection at Village Hall and on the Village’s web site, in accordance with
Sections 2.04.040 and 2.16.040 of the Winnetka Village Code and applicable law.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the President and Board of Trustees of the
Village of Winnetka as follows:

SECTION 1: The foregoing recitals are hereby incorporated as the findings of the
Council of the Village of Winnetka, as if fully set forth herein.

SECTION 2: The Subject Property, commonly known as 399 Ridge Avenue and located
in the R-5 Single-Family Residential District provided in Chapter 17.12 of the Winnetka Zoning
Ordinance, Title 17 of the Winnetka Village Code, is hereby granted a variation from the garage
setback requirements of Section 17.30.110(E) of the Lot, Space, Bulk and Yard Regulations for
Single Family Residential Districts established by Chapter 17.30 of the Zoning Ordinance to permit
the replacement of a dilapidated one-car detached garage with a two-car detached garage that is
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proposed to be located 4.5 feet from the east (rear) lot line, rather than then the required 6.0-foot
setback, resulting in a variation of 1.5 feet (25%), as depicted in the plans submitted with the
application for variation.

SECTION 3: The variation granted herein is conditioned upon the commencement of
the proposed construction within 12 months after the effective date of this Ordinance.

SECTION 4: This Ordinance is passed by the Council of the Village of Winnetka in
the exercise of its home rule powers pursuant to Section 6 of Article VII of the Illinois
Constitution of 1970.

SECTION 5: This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon its passage, approval
and publication as provided by law.

PASSED this ___ day of , 2013, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
APPROVED this ___ day of , 2013.
Signed:

Village President

Countersigned:

Village Clerk
Published by authority of the
President and Board of Trustees
of the Village of Winnetka,
Illinois, this day of

, 2013.

Introduced:

Passed and Approved:
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