DRAFT MINUTES
VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
ZONING AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE MINUTES
MONDAY, OCTOBER 25, 2010
MEMORIAL HALL
7:30 p.m.

Present: Chairman Williams, Trustee Angelo, Trustee Schultz
Absent: Trustee LaPlaca

Present: Robert McGinnis, Community Development Director/Building
Commissioner; Mark Wodka, Deputy Chief of Police; Mike Kelly, Fire Chief

Chairman Williams called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.

Minutes — October 25, 201

Trustee Angelo moved to approve the minutes for the September 20, 2010 meeting.
Trustee Schultz seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Referral to Plan Commission

Recommend Case A-28-2010 be Referred to the Plan Commission for Review and
Consideration of a Text Amendment to Section 6-106 to Allow Certain Uses in
the 0-2 Limited Office District as Special Uses

Mr. Brockman provided information regarding this request, he stated the parcel is zoned
office and the purpose of the rezoning will make the current tenant a permitied use.
Currently the tenant has a temporary occupancy permit and the process for rezoning will
take approximately 3 months. Trustee Schultz stated the time needed for rezoning could
take longer than 3 months and recommended that the temporary permit be extended by 5
months. Trustee Schultz motioned to recommend Case A-28-2010 be referred to the Plan
Commission for Review and Consideration of a Text Amendment to Section 6-106 to Allow
Certain Uses in the 0-2 Limited Office District as Special Uses. Trustee Angelo seconded.
The motion passed unanimously.

Approve an Extension through 2/20/2010 for a Temporary Use Permit at 722 — 728
N. York Road

Trustee Schultz motioned to approve an Extension Through 2/20/2010 for & Temporary
Use Permit at 722 — 728 N. York Road for a period of 5 months, Trustee Angelo seconded.
The motion passed unanimously.



Approve an Ordinance Approving Site Plans and Exterior Appearance Plans for
Modifications to a Commercial Building at 20 W. Hinsdale

Jeanette Spinazzola, property representative, provided information regarding the request
for exterior appearance and stated the building facade was going to be changed from a
blue paint to vinyl siding, Chairman Williams stated this item was unanimously
approved by the Plan Commission. Trustee Schultz motioned to recommend the approval
of an Ordinance Approving Site Plans and Exterior Appearance Plans for Modifications to
a Commercial Building at 20 W. Hinsdale. Trustee Angelo seconded. The motion passed
unanimously.

Monthly Reports — September 2010

Police Department

Deputy Chief Wodka reported that the Police and Fire Open House was held on Oectober
Oth and stated that il was a large turnout. He asked for questions from the Committee
regarding the monthly report.

Fire Department

Chiefl Kelly presented information from the September monthly report and asked for
questions from the Committee. He also highlighted a training exercise that will be taking
place at a home scheduled for demolition that will involve live burn training. He
encouraged Committee members and residents to attend.

Community Development

Mr. McGinnis stated September was a good month and activity was up approximately 5%
over last year. Work on the Hinsdale Hospital is going strong and steel crection has
begun. Trustee Angelo questioned if the job was still on time. Mr. McGinnis stated the
status of the job is on schedule and he was confident it would be completed on time.
Trustee Schultz questioned the citation that was issued for 722 N. York and if it had any
effect on the approval that was just given to the owner at this property. Mr. McGinnis
stated this citation was for a property maintenance issue and stated that the owners were
working with the village to bring the property into compliance. Trustee Schultz also
questioned how the part time inspector was working out. Mr. McGinnis stated the
inspector has worked out wonderfully and that with the Hinsdale Hospital work and
increased permits issued it was needed in order to keep permit review time at a
reasonable level.

Request for Board Action

Approve an Ordinance to Declare Certain Personal Property of the Village of
Hinsdale as Surplus and Sold at Public Auction



Trustee Schultz motioned recommend the Approval of An Ordinance to Declare Certain
Personal Property of the Village of Hinsdale as Surplus and Sold at Public Auction.
Trustee Angelo seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Approve an Ordinance Authorizing a Variation from Subsections 3-110(E)-(F) for
the Construction of an Attached Garage at 409 W. Walnut Street

Mr. MeGinnis clarified information contained in the ordinance to the Committee. Trustee
Schultz motioned to recommend the approval of an Ordinanece Authorizing a Variation
from Subsections 3-110(E)-(F) for the Construction of an Attached Garage at 409 W.
Walnut Street. Trustee Angelo seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Adjournment

With no further business to come before the Committee, Trustee Angelo motioned to
adjourn. Trustee Schultz seconded. The meeting was adjourned at 7:530p.m.

Respectfully Submitted,

e

Robert MceGinnmis, MCP
Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner



Memorandum

To:  Chairman Williams and Public Safety Committee

I'rom: Robert McGmnis MCP, Community Development Director/Building Commissioner ;“
Date: November 5, 2010

Re:  Community Development Department Monthly Report-October 2010

In the month of October the department issued 130 permits including 3 new single family homes
and 3 demolition permits. Revenue for the month came in at just over $70.000.00. 398
mspections were done during the month and plan review (urnaround is running aboul three weeks.

There are approximately 71 applications in house including 10 single family homes and 4
commercial alterations. There are 25 permils ready to issue at this time.

The department finished the lirst half of the fiscal year with revenues of almost $850,000; an
increase of nearly $400,000 over the same period last year. This increase was primarily due to the
hospital expansion, but also is reflective of an increased level of permilting activity within the
Village. Permit activity is up almost 8% over the same period last year with a total of 777 permits
issued thus far. Inspection numbers are down slightly at 2,065 versus 2,204 and the number of
new single family homes has better than doubled at 23 versus 11 over the same period last year.

The Engineering Division has continued 10 work with the Building Division in order to complete
site inspections, monitor current engineering projects, support efforts 1o obtain additional state and
lederal funding, and respond to drainage complaint calls. In total, 98 inspections were performed
for the month of October by the division.

We currently have 25 vacant properties on our registry list. The department continues to pursue
owners of vacant and blighted properties to ither demolish them and restore the lots or come into
compliimee with the property maintenance code.



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT MONTHLY REPORT - October 2010

PERMITS THIS THIS MONTH FEES FY TODATE |TOTAL LASTFY
MONTH LAST YIEAR TO DATE

New Single Family i Il 14.416.35

Homes

MNew Multi Family 0 o 5 -

Homes

Residential 23 29 % 7,210.00

Addns./Als.

Commercial { ol % r

MNew

Commercial 2 2 % 275.00

Addns. /Alts,

Miscellaneous 42 1| % 20,012.15

Demolitions 3 I % 9.125.00]

Tatal Building 73 3 % SLO3BS0 § 62371949 § 351,459.42

Permits

Total Electrical 26| 14| § 59660000 % 102,943.85] § 35,578.34

Permils

Total Plumbing 31 26| S 13270.400 §  120,151.75] % 61,243.20

Permits

TOTALS 130 84 5 70,274.90) £ B46,815.09 § 448,280.96

Citations 5 250.00

Vacant Properties 25 b 200.00

INSPECTIONS THIS THIS MONTH TOTAL LAST FY
MONTH LAST YEAR FY TO DATE TO DATE

Building Insp. 169 | 89

Eleciric Insp. 57 45

Ilumbing Insp. 37 3l

Property Maint./Site

Mgmi, 37 40

Engineering Insp. a8 155

TOTALS 398 480

REMARKS:
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Memorandum
To:  Chairman Williams and Public Safety Committee
From: Robert McGimnis MCP, Community Development Director/Building Commissioner %‘

Date: December 6, 2010

Re: Community Development Department Monthly Report-November 2010

In the month of November the department issued 96 permits including 3 new single family homes
and 1 demolition permit. Revenue for the month came in at just over $51,000. 520 inspections
were done during the month and plan review turnaround is running between two and three weeks.

There are approximately 73 applications in house including 11 single family homes and 4
commercial alterations. There are 35 permits ready to issue at this time.

The Engineering Division has continued to work with the Building Division in order to complete
site inspections, monitor current engineering projects, support efforts to obtain additional state and
federal funding, and respond to drainage complaint calls. In total, 126 inspections were performed
for the month of November by the division.

We currently have 27 vacant properties on our registry list. The department continues to pursue
owners of vacant and blighted properties to either demolish them and restore the lots or come info

compliance with the property maintenance code.

Work on the hospital addition is progressing nicely and their team is extremely happy with the
progress made thus far. Steel erection is underway and should be completed fairly soon. Pictures
of work done to date are attached for your perusal.



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT MONTHLY REPORT - November 2010

PERMITS THIS THIS MONTH FEES FY TO DATE |[TOTAL LASTFY
MONTH LAST YEAR TO DATE

New Single Family I 20 5 10,575.80|

Homes

New Multi Family ﬂ1 0 % -

Homes

Residential 23 11 § 11,755.20

Addns./Alts.

Commercial !]‘ 0 % -

MNew

Commercial 5 o % 775.00]

Addns./Alts.

Miscellaneous 28 il 3 14,769.50

Demaolitions 1 2 8 3,425.00)

Total Building 58 18] 41,300.50 665,019.99] $ 372,141.62
Permits

Total Electrical 19| 15| § 4,532.50 107,476.35| § 39,008.34
Permits

Total Plumbing 19| 11 % 5,633.40| 125,785.15| § 68,713.20|
Permits

TOTALS 06 441 % 51.466.40 8598,281.49 § 479.863.16
Citations 12,719.00]

Vacant Properties 27 1.200.00]

INSPECTIONS THIS THIS MONTH TOTAL LASTFY

MONTH LAST YEAR FY TO DATE TO DATE

Building Insp. 219 127

Electric Insp. 60 25

Plumbing Insp. 53 33

Property Maint./Site

Mamt. 60 62

Engineering Insp. 126 110
TOTALS 320 361

REMARKS:
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FIRE AND POLICE
SERVICES
MONTHLY REPORT

October 2010




HINSDALE

POLICE SERVICES
MONTHLY REPORT

October 2010



PRESENTATIONS

OCTOBER - 2010

D.A.R.E. (DRUG ABUSE RESISTANCE EDUCATION)

October 1, 7, 8, 14, 15, 21, 22, 28, 29 45 classes Hinsdale Middle School
October 4, 18, 256 9 classes St. Isaac Jogues

The Junior High D.A.R.E Program is a 10-lesson program that is presented in
all eighth grade classrooms in Hinsdale Publiec and Parochial Schools. Topics
include making good decisions, consequences, decision-making, drug, alco-
hol, tobacco awareness and resistance.

D.A.R.E. (DRUG ABUSE RESISTANCE EDUCATION)

October 19, 25, 26 6 classes The Lane School
October 4, 18, 25 9 classes St. Isaac Jogues

A 13-week D.A.R.E. Program is presented in all fifth grade classrooms in
Hinsdale Public Schools and in sixth grade classrooms in the Hinsdale Paro-
chial Schools. Topies include making good decisions, consequences and alco-
hol, drug, tobacco awareness and resistance.

From October 4-8, 2010, Officer Rauen was in California for FTK, Forensic Toolkit
training. He learned how to utilize the FTK program in order to forensically search a
suspect’'s computer better.

On October 5, 2010, Officer Coughlin spoke to all the sixth grade students at Hinsdale
Middle School about bullying. Officer Coughlin addressed back locking lockers, giving
dead legs, knocking books down, taking items that do not belong to you and being part
of the solution not the prohlem of bullying.

On October 6, 2010, Officer Coughlin participated in the annual Walk to School Day
at Oak School. Officer Coughlin walked with and spoke with many students from the
school and handed out stickers and gave high fives to the students. Officer Coughlin
then had a chance to speak to the students about walking to and from school safely.
The new District 181 Superintendent and Representative Patii Bellock also addressed
the students.

On October 6, 2010, Officer Coughlin attended the D.J.O.A. board meeting in Whea-
ton. Topies covered were the past awards luncheon, board elections, and the annual
fall training conference at Ahbington Banguets.

Hinadale Police Department
o
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On October 8, 2010, Officer Coughlin attended the Fall Festival at Paulsen Pediat-
ric Center at 222 East Ogden Avenue. Officer Coughlin fingerprinted many chil-
dren, assisted in taking photographs of them, and handed out safety tips, stickers
and badges.

On October 9, 2010, Officer Coughlin hosted the annual Hinsdale Police Depart-
ment Open House, Other agencies who helped make 1t successful were representa-
tives from the United States Coast Guard, Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad
Police Department, United States Army (made ID dog tags), Burr Ridge Police De-
partment, Downers Grove Township, Fullersburg Woods, FIAT SWAT. Many chil-
dren were fingerprinted, a face painter was available to paint kid's faces, a inflat-
able moon jump for kids to jump in, badges, stickers, pencils and crime prevention
tips were handed out and a less lethal weapon demonstration was presented. Food
and desserts were handed out by the Hinadale Jr. Women's Club.

On October 11, 2010, Officer Rauen attended the department rifle training. We
went through the qualification course and numerous other drills to hecome more
proficient in using our AR 16a.

On October 12 and 13, 2010, Officer Coughlin taught the Alive at 25 defensive
driving course to a Drivers Education class at Hinsdale South High School.

On October 14, 2010, Officer Rauen participated in a webinar through the RCFL.
The topic was on what every officer should know when trying to analyze a running
computer system,

On October 18 and 20, 2010, Officer Rauen covered the patrol shift for other offi-
cers who were attending rifle training.

On October 19, 2010, Officer Rauen allended a deteniion hearing for a juvenile
who was arrested the previous day. The judge decided the juvenile needed to be
held in custody until their next court date.

On October 20, 2010, Officer Coughlin attended the annual rifle training at the
outdoor rifle range in Lemont. Officer Coughlin qualified with the AR15 and par-
ticipated 1in hand gun and nifle drills and scenarios with other members of the de-
partment.

On October 21, 2010, Officer Coughlin participated in the lnckdown drill at Hins-
dale Central High School.

On October 27, 2010, Officers Coughlin and Rauen attended the annual Fall
D.J.O.A. Training Conference at Abbington Banquets in Glen Ellyn. Topics pre-
sented were by N.C.M.E.C. National Center for Missing and Exploited Children
and the 11.S. Marshals Department. Both presenters spoke about how their agen-
cier can assist us with missing, exploited, and endangered children.

Hinsdale Police Department
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On October 28, 2010, Officer Coughlin attended Red Ribbon festivities at Hinsdale
Middle School. Officer Coughlin also participated in judging Red Ribbon posters and
made the announcements of the winners.

On October 6, 13, 20, 27, 2010, Officer Coughlin presented the Ninth Annual Citizen
Police Academy. Topics covered these weeks included [lhinois Vehicle Code, Traffic
and Felony stops, Traffic Stop Scenarios, BNSF K-9, Homeland Security, Crime Pre-
vention, School Resource Officer, tour of Hinsdale Central High School and Commu-
nications/9-1-1 by Southwest Dispatch Center. Each week featured different speak-
ers [rom within this department.

On October 1, 8, 15, 22, 29, 2010, Officer Coughlin walked the Business District
monitoring the behavior of middle school students. Officer Coughlin spoke with
shoppers, business owners and handled any incidents related to the students.

On October 6, 9, 14, 26, 28, 2010, Officer Coughlin supervised five offenders from the
S.T.AAT. program performing community service.

Submitted by:
Officer Michael Coughlin
Crime Prevention/D.A R.E/Juvenile

Officer Joseph Rauen
Detective/ Juvenile Officer

Hinsdale Police Department
4



Number of Citations

Hinsdale Police Department

Selective Enforcement Citation Activity

October 2010
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TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT

OCTOBER 2010

* Includes Citations and Warnings This MIEE:Eh
Month Last Year YTD  Last YI'D
Speeding 133 144 1,463 1,-191
Disobeyed Traffic Control Device H8 41 336 297
Improper Lane Usage o2 21 454 316
Insurance Violation 25 20 190 248
Registration Offense ) 28 31 248 269
Seatbelt Violation 3 . 16 14 254 479
Stop Signs 38 67 444 643
Yield Violation 13 18 131 167
No Valid License 2 6 47 30
Railroad Violation 0 3 20 46
Suspended/Revoked License 4 6 42 70
{Other 80 112 9564 1,606
Totals 436 483 4,673 5,641

Hingdale "alice Department
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Investigations Division Summary
October 2010

On Qclober 1, 2010, a 66-year-old Arizona woman was charged with one count of Retail
Theft. The female was chserved on video concealing a ring and leaving a downtown
business, When questioned by officers, the female initially denied taking the ring. After
being presented with additional information, the female acknowledged she took the ring,
The female then removed the ring from her purse, and gave it to the officer. The female
was released after posting bond.

On October 1, 2010, a 33-year-old Willowbrook man was charged with one count of
Criminal Trespass and one count of Disorderly Conduct. The malc had been trans-
ported to Hinsdale Hospital ER for alechol intoxication. During his care, the male be-
came combative with hospital staff. The male threatened to blow up the hospital. The
male was released after posting bond.

On October 3, 2010, a 26-year-old Melrose Park man was charged with one count of DUI
and one count of Unlawful Possession of Cannabis, The male was found passed out
behind the wheel of a running vehicle. The male was released after posting bond.

On October 8, 2010, a 22-year-old Lyons man and a 53-year-old LaGrange Highlands
man were each charged with one count of Theft, An officer on patrol observed the two
subjects drive into a construction area that has been abandoned. The two subjects began
using pliers (o cut down galvanized chain link fence. The subjects then loaded the fence
into their truck with the intention of selling it for scrap. Both were released after posting
bond,

On October 12, 2010, a 49-year-old Downers Grove woman was charged with one count of
Retail Theft. The female 1s alleged to have removed two bracelets from a downtown
business. She was released after posting bond. Later that same day, the same female
walked in to HPD surrendering two rings she stated she had taken from a different busi-
ness. She also returned the bracelets from this incident.

On October 13, 2010, a 55 year-old Hinsdale man was charged with two counts of Do-
mestic Battery and one count of Unlawful Interference with the Reporting of Do-
mestic Violence., The male is alleged (o have grabbed a female family member and
threw her to the ground. When the female went to call 911, the male 18 alleged to have
taken the phone from her.

On October 27, 2010, a 44-year-old homeless woman was charged with one count of Re-
sisting a Peace Officer. The female was known to officers to be wanted on a warrant.
When they attempted to apprehend her on the warrant, she refused to comply with
handeuffing by wallking and pulling away {rom officers. The female was transported to
DuPage County Jail.

Hinsdale Police Department
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On QOctober 28, 2010, Hinsdale detectives closed a Residential Burglary which
occurred in July 2010, The offender in this case was a 24-year-old male from Oak
Forest. The male was in custody at DuPage County Jail on other burglaries, and
made admissions regarding the Hinsdale incident. The male related he first
knocked on the front door to make sure nobody was home, before foreing entry
through a window. The male accurately described the missing property, in which
he exchanged for drugs. The Hinsdale case will be used 1in aggravation, regard-
ing other cases with which the subject has been charged.

On October 29, 2010, a 68-year-old Shorewood man was charged with one count
of Aggravated Battery. The man is alleged to have struck a paramedic in the
face. The paramedic had been involved in the transport of a family member of
the man. Since a paramedic is considered to be in a protected class, the charges
in this case were upgraded from a Battery to an Aggravated Battery, The male
was released after posting bond.

Submitted by:

Erik Bernholdt

Detective Sergeant

Hingdale Police Department
8



BURGLARIES

OCTOBER 2010
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SERVICE CALLS SUMMARY—OCTORBER 2010

This Month This I'u;{;r:.t:'l Last Thisu‘gf‘:rtu Las.tl:;r'ava;:r To % CHANGE

Sex Crimes 1] 1 3 4 =25
Robbery 0 { 1 4 -75
Aggault/Battory 1 h 22 33 -
Damastic Violence 16 A 91 102 -1
Burglary 3 a2 7 14 -Gl
Residential Burglary 3 0 13 17 -2
Burglary from Moltor Vehicls 8 3 50 51 -2
Thell 13 4] 135 137 -1
Retail Thefi 4 1 21 23 -
[dantity Thaft 1 3 20 24 -i7
Auto Theft 1] } 1 i -33
Arson/lixplosives 0 0 1 [¥] 1y
Deceplive Praclace . [} 19 156 27
Forgery/Fraud 3 2 20 23 32
Criminal Damage to Troperty 11 11 G 119 -18
Criminal Trespass 1 2 18 26 -2
Disprderly Conduct 0 4 26 32 -22
Harassment b 8 85 48 -1
Death Investigations 0 1] 8 3 1687
Dirug Offenses 0 2 an 35 -14
Minor Aleohol/Tobaven Offenses 2 1 16 22 -27
Juvenile Problems a1 24 249 246 !
Reckless Driving —= 1 5 19 43 -6
Hit and Hun 10 - T8 5T ] a4
Traffic Offonsns 7 g Gl a0 -32
Motorist Assist a6 115 364 214 7
Abandoned Motor YVehacls b ] 18 8 125
Parking Complaint 21 20 186 243 -23
Auto Accidents 71 59 hifil H0&G 11
Assistance to Outside Agency 19 11 244 144 (1)
Child Seat Inspections ] 2 9 35 -7d
Traffic Incidents 4 7 12 G2 -32
Well-being Check ] 10 28 102 -7a
Moise complaints 11 6 A2 81 I
Vehicle Lockout 32 23 275 J18 -14
Firo/Ambulance Assislance 201 107 1611 996 &2
Alarm Activations 116 Ba 1026 967 i
Open Door Iovestizations 2 3 34 47 -28
Liosl/Found Articles 1h 11 120 141 -15
RunawayMissing Persons ) 10 4h 61 w1
Suspicions AutaTPearaon 17 47 fial 444 29
Dhsturbance 13 ] 112 140 -24
011 hanpup/misdial 1] 20 a7 aTn -4
Animal Complaints A0 20 347 235 a2z
{Citizen Assists 47 21 338 217 54
School Crossings - a 61 216 472 -5d
Solicitors Fa] 3 16 446 G5
Community Contacts 1] 19 1hT 262 -34
Curfew/Truancy 4 i 27 32 -16
Cither 100 4 B4T 388 I11%
TOTALS | a71 T8 H411 7784 &

Hinsdale Police Department
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MONTHLY OFFENSE REPORT

OCTOBER 2010

Yr. to

e

This | This Mo. Last Yr. |
CRIME INDEX Month | Last Yr Date | to Date ;
1. Criminal Homicide 4] 0 ] 0
2, Criminal Sexual Assault/Abuse i 0 {) 1
3. Robbery 1] 0 1 4
4. Assault and Battery, Ageravated 1] 0 1 H
6. Burglary/Residential ] 3 17 74
fi. Theit 28 a 187 6
7. Auto Theft 0 0 2 5
B. Arson 1] 0 1 0
TOTALS 33 11 396 186

Minsdale Police Department

11



Hinsdale Police Department
Training Summary
October 2010

All officers completed their monthly legal update. Topics included Investigating Complaints of Domes-
tic Violenco.

All officers received a copy of Roll Call News for the months of September and October, Tuopics covered
were Bail Bond Changes, Search and Seizure, Confessions, DUI Decisions and Child Passenger
Protection Act.

All officers completed their yearly Rifle Shoot. Officers Hayes, Lillie and Holecek taught this training n-
house.

October 4, 2010—Officer Susmaraki attended Search Warrant Preparation and Execution. Suburban
Law Enforcement Academy sponsored the course.

October 6, 2010—Deputy Chief Simpson attended a seminar on Senior Management Leadership Pro-
gram.

October 5-7, 2010—Officer Rauen succesafully completed the course AccessData Boot Camp & Practi-
cal Skills Assessment. AccessData sponsored this course.

October 11-22, 2010 —Sergeant Lamb attended 80 hours towards his 350 hours of Staff and Command
School taught by Northwestern University Center for Public Safety.

October 12, 2010—Officers Hayes and Lillie and Sergeant Bernholdt attended their monthly SWAT train-

ng

October 19, 2010—Sergeant Cogger attended a one-day course on Street Drug Development. DUMEG
sponszored this seminar,

October 24-27, 2010 Chief Bloom and Deputy Chief Simpson attended the Annual International Associa-
tion of Chiels of Police Conference. Some of the topics available were: Stop Producing Problem Cops,
Strategic Planning for Small Agencies, Leading by Legacy, Social Media and Law Enforcement,
Aspiring and New Chiefs — Future Success and Responding to the Mentally T11.

October 24-29, 2010—Officer Leuver attended 40 of training titled Transformation to Leadership Ef-
fective Police Supervision offered by Tllincis Law Fnforcement Traming and Standards Board Execu-
tive Institute.

October 26, 2010—Officor Mayes attended a 32-hour training program titled Street Leadership. ISP
sponsored this program to give first-line police leaders the hands-on experience they need to overcome dif-
ficult tasks associated with nssembling and leading a small team of police officers into dangerous inci-
dents,

October 26 & 27, 2010— Officer Lillie attended AR-15/M-16 Armorer School, sponsored by NEMERT.

October 27, 2010—Officer Rauen veceived a Certificate of Participation for attending the Annual DJOA
Fall Conference. The conference was titled Using Technology in Protecting our Youth.

Submitted by:

Mark Mandarino, Sergeant

Training Coordinator

Hinedale Police Department
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COLLISION SUMMY OCTOBER 2010

Al Cﬂllimnﬂ at Intersections ﬁ!fl?f;ﬁﬂilﬂ .E?ﬂi?.i? gt Iniorsections.
LOCATION B Lo ;Eftﬁ L;f:m EOLATION Month Months  Years
Adams & Hickory I 1 1 Adams & Hickory 1 1 I
County Line Rd. & Eighth [ 1 i Garfield & Hickory i 2 15
County Line Rd. & Ogden 1 B 49 Garfield & Wanut ! - 2l
Flm & Walnut I 1 . G_rrmt & Seclund 1 1 2
Garfield & Hickory I 2 17 EZEE : E;;lt:? 11 ? 131
Garfield & Hinsdale l 4 30 ;

(arfield & The Lane 1 1 1 poures & S l ] ]
1 |Spinning Wheel & Ogden 1 I 7
(eativle o Watuh : & 10 quhmﬁtun & l*crurth 1 1 6
(Grant & Second 1 1 2 TOTALS : g 7 56
Lincoln & Hickory 1 i 12
Lincoln & Ogden 1 1 14
Monroe & Ogden 2 4 66
Monroe & Sixth 1 1 1
Rt 83 & Opden 1 ! 66
Spinning Wheel & Ogden 1 1 13
Washington & Fourth 1 1 6
TOTALSS 5 Rl iy 17 39 300
 Contributing Factors and Collision Types
Contributing Factors: Colfision Types:
Failure 1o yield |2 Privaie property 12
Impraper backing 1 Hit and run Lo
Failure to reduce speed 20 Crashes at mtersections |7
Following too closely & Personal injury 6
Driving skills/ knowledge 3 Medestrian 0
Improper passing 0 Bicyclist 1
Too fast lor conditions 0 Other 21
Improper turning 2
Disobeyed traffic control device i TOTAL CRASHES " Vi R s i e,
Improper lune usage 2
Had been drinking 0
Weather related 0
Vehicle equipment 4]
Unuble to determine 4
Other 0
TOTALS i 67

Mingdale Police Department
|



Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices Warrants

October 2010

The following warrants ahould be met prior to installation of 1 two-way slop sign:
1. Intersection of a less important road with a main road where application of the normal right-of-way rule
would not be expected to provide reasonable compliance with the law;
. Strect entermyg a through highway or alreel;
3. Unsignalized intevsection in a signalized area; andfor
4. High apeeds, restricted view, or crash records indicate a need for control by the STOP sign (defined by 5 or
mare collisions within a 12-manth period).

[ ]

The following warrants should be met prior to the installation of a Multiway stop aign:
L. Where traffic contral signals are justified, the multiway stop is an interim measure that can be installed
quickly to control traffie while arrangements are being made for the installation of the traffic control signal,
2. A erash problem, as indicatod by 5 or more reported crashes in a 12-month period, that is susceptible to cor-
rection by a multiway stop installation, Such crashes include right-turn and left-turn collisions as well as
right-angle eollisions.
4. Minimum volumes:

8 The vehicular volume entering the intersection from the major street approaches (total of both ap-
proaches) averages at least 300 vehicles per hour for any 8 hours of an average day, and
b. The combimed vehicular, pedestrian, and bicyele volume entering the intersection from the minor

strest approaches (total of both approaches) averages at least 200 units per hour for the same B
hours, with an average delay to minor-street vehicular traffic of at least 30 seconds per vehicle dur-
ing the highest hour, hut,
c, If the 85th-percentile approach apeed of the major-street traffic exceeds 65 km/h or exceeds 40
mph, the minimum vehicular volume warrants are 70 peroent of the above values.
4. Where no single criterion is satisfied, but where Criteria 2, 3.4, and 4.b are all satisfied to 80 percent of the
mimimum values, Criterion 3. 18 excluded from this condition.

Option:
Other oriteria that may be considered in an engimeering study inelude:

1. The need {o control left-turn eonflicts;

2. The need to control vehicle/pedestrian conflicts near locations that generate high-pedestrian volumes;

3. Locations where a road user, after stopping, cannot zee conflicting traffic and iz not able to reasonably
safely negoliate the intersection unless conflicling erpss traffic is also requived to stop; and

4. An intersection of two reaidential neighborhood collector (through) streets of similar design and operating
characteristics where multiway stop control would improve traffic operational characteristics of the inter-
section,

T'he following warrants must be met prior to the mmstallation of 1 Yield sign;

. Ona minor road at the enteance to an intersection where it is neceasary to assign right-of-way to the major
voad, but where a stop sign is no neceasary at all times, and where the safe approach apeed on the minor
road exceeda 10 miles per hour;

2. Onthe entrance ramp to an expressway where an aceeleration ramp is not provided;

4. Within an intersection with i divided highway, wherve a STOP sign is present at the entrance to the fivat
roadway and further control is necesaary at the entrance between the two roadways, and where the me-
dian width hetween the acceleration lane; and

4. At an intersection where a special problem exists and where an engineering study indicates the problem Lo
he susceptible to correction by use of the YIELD aign.

Hinsdale Palice Department
14



Parking Citations — October 2010

PARKING CITATIONS BY LOCATION Phis  This Month
Month  Last Year YT Last YT
Chestnut Lot {lominler Permil 15 29 268 263
Highland Lot tlonmuter Permit 0 18 36 102
Village Lot LCnmmuzer Fermil 54 5d 422 404
Washington Lot Merchant Permit 62 64 H42 526
Hinsdale Avenue Farking Moters 338 401 3,120 3,069
First Stroet Prarking Meters 346 377 3,046 2,830
Washington Street Parking Meters 452 b4d6 4,162 3,741
Lincoln Street s leing Metoes 40 e 283 J4443
Garfield Lot Parking Muters 190 179 1,664 | 1385
Other 367 478 4,112 4,401
TOTALS 1,863 2,182 | 17,5856 | 17,068
VIOLATIONS BY TYPE This  Thiz Month

Month  Last Yeor Y1'D Lagt YTD

Parking Violations

METER VIOTLATIONS 1,416 1,560 12,6211 11,619
HANTHCAPPRED PARKTNG 3 g 62 101
WO PARKING TAM-0AM A0 28 189 237
WO PARETNG 2AM-5AM 1010} 76 1,005 590
PARKED WHERE PROHIBITED BY B1GN 4 B3 691 652
NO VALID PARKING PERMIT 31 02 b a6
TOTAL PARKING VIOLATIONS 1,644 1,358 14,870 | 14,085

Vehicle Violations

VILLAGE BTICKER 849 123 877 940
HEGISTRATION OFFTNSR G0 92 539 G600
VIEHICLE RQUIPMENT 10 a 216 04

TOTAL VEHICLE VIOLATIONS 15649 220 1,652 [, 744
Animal Viaelations 12 11 110 98

Hinsdale Police Tlepartment
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Youth Bureau Summary
October 2010

On October 1, 2010, the School Resource Officer at Hinsdale Central High School issued
a violation notice to a freshman for not attending school. The student did not feel like
attending school that day. It was his first unexcused absence so he was issued a viola-
tion notice.

On October 3, 2010, a parent came into the station to report her daughter was missing.
The female juvenile lefl the house the previous evening and had not returned home yet.
The juvenile was localed and returned home.

On October 5, 2010, officers were dispatched to the south side of town for a Domestic
Battery that just occurred. Upon the officers’ arrival, they were informed by the com-
plainant she just got into an argument with her niece. She instructed her niece to turn
the volume on the TV down but she wouldn't. The niece turned the volume higher and
this caused a verbal argument. The verbal argument turned into a physical altercation
and the niece seratched the complainant’s neck and pulled her hair. Officers took the ju-
venile to the station and she was charged with Domestic Battery and it was sent to Ju-
venile Court.

On October 8, 2010, a student at Hinsdale Central High School was issued a local ordi-
nunce citation for not attending school without proper permission for the second time.

On October 9, 2010, at approximately 11:50 p.m., a police officer was on patrol and no-
ticed a male juvenile walking down the street with no shoes on. The officer stopped to
speak with the juvenile and he began running. The officer got back in his car and relo-
cated the juvenile. He stopped the juvenile and noticed a strong odor of alcohol emitting
from his breath. The officer told him he was under arrest and he began to run away. The
officer was able to stop the offender and escort him to the ground. The juvenile at-
tempted to wrestle with the officer while he was being detained. The officer was able to
handcuff the juvenile, and he was eventually transported to the police station. At the
station the juvenile refused to give any of his information and wouldn't speak to the offi-
cers. The juvenile then started to say because of the tightness of the handeuffs he was
going to pass out. The officers had the Hinsdale Fire Department check to sce if he was
ok. The male juvenile became belligerent with the paramedics and yelled curse words at
the officers. They eventually secured him to a cot and transported him to Hinsdale Hos-
pital. He continued to he disruptive to hospital staff along with the arresting officers and
refused to give any personal information. The arresting officer was able to find a home
phone number for the male juvenile and made contact with his parents, His parents re-
sponded to the hospital and 1dentified their son. The male juvenile was charged with re-
sisting a police officer, battery, and unlawful use of alcohol to appear in court.

Hinadale Police Department
16



Youth Bureau Summary
October 2010

On October 1, 2010, the School Resource Officer at Hinsdale Central High School issued
a violation notice to a freshman for not attending school. The student did not feel like
attending school that day. [t was his first unexcused absence so he was isgued 4 viola-
tion notice.

On October 3, 2010, a parent came into the station to report her daughter was missing.
The female juvenile left the house the previous evening and had not returned home yet.
The juvenile was located and returned home.

On October 5, 2010, officers were dispatched to the south side of town for a Domestic
Battery that just occurred. Upon the officers’ arrival, they were informed by the com-
plainant she just got into an argument with her niece. She instructed her niece to turn
the volume on the TV down bui she wouldn’t, The niece turned the volume higher and
this caused a verbal argument. The verbal argument turned into a physieal altercation
and the niece scratched the complainant’s neck and pulled her hair. Officers took the ju-
venile to the station and she was charged with Domestic Battery and it was sent to Ju-
venile Court.

On October 8, 2010, a student at Hinsdale Central High School was issued a local ordi-
nance citation for not attending school without proper permission for the second time.

On October 9, 2010, at approximately 11:50 p.m., a police officer was on patrol and no-
ticed & male juvenile walking down the street with no shoes on. The officer stopped to
speak with the juvenile and he began running. The officer got back in his car and relo-
cated the juvenile. He stopped the juvenile and noticed a strong odor of aleohol emitting
tfrom his breath. The officer told him he was under arrest and he began to run away. The
officer was able to stop the offender and escort him to the ground. The juvenile at-
tempted to wrestle with the officer while he was being detained. The officer was able to
handecuft the juvenile, and he was eventually transported to the police station. At the
station the juvenile refused to give any of his information and wouldn't speak to the offi-
cers. The juvenile then started to say because of the tightness of the handeuffs he was
going to pass out. The officers had the Hinsdale Fire Department check to see if he was
ok. The male juvenile became helligerent with the paramedics and yelled curse words at
the officers. They eventually secured him to a cot and transported him to Hinsdale Hos-
pital. He continued to be disruptive to hospital staff along with the arresting officers and
refused to give any personal information. The arresting officer was able to find a home
phone number for the male juvenile and made contact with his parents. His parents re-
sponded to the hospital and identified their son. The male juvenile was charged with re-
sisting a police officer, battery, and unlawful use of aleohol to appear in court.

Hinedale Police Department
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On October 19, 2010, a female juvenile was arrested on a warrant for a violation to her
probation. She was taken inlo custody and transported to the Youth Home,

On October 29, 2010, officers responded to a house on The Lane for a report of an un-
derage drinking party. Upon their arrival, officers arrested two juveniles for unlawful
use of alcohol and the home owner was also charped with hosting an underage drink-
ing party.

Submitted hy:

Joseph Rauen
Detective/ Youth Officer

IMinsdale Pohice Department
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Hinsdale Police Department
Juvenile Monthly Report

October 2010

AGE AND SEX OF OFFENDERS
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Hinsdale Police Department
Juvenile Monthly Report (cont.)
October 2010

DISPOSITION BY OFFENSE TYPE

O Heleazed to Parents

Cirenit Court

Criminal Trespass I
DOMESTIC & @ STAAT Program
VANDALISM @
. B Peor Jury
TRAFFIC
RUNAWAY @ Station Adjustment
DISORDERLY CONDUCT
5 O Detention
BATTERY
ALCOHOL [Pt S =59 | @ Released to Other

0 1 2 3

Hingdale Police Department
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Hinsdale Police Department
Juvenile Monthly Offenses Total Offenses by Offense Type
October 2010
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Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
October 2010

Emergency Response

In October the Hinsdale Fire Department responded to a total of 261 requests for
assistance for a total of 228() responses this calendar year. There were 49

simultaneous responses and 4 train delays this month. The responses are divided
into three (3) basic categories as follows:

Type of Response October % of October
2010  Total 2009

Fire:

(Includes activated fire alarms, 114 43.6% 75
fire and reports of amoke) ’
Ambulance:

(Includes ambulance requests, vehicle 107 40.9% 103
accidents and patient assists :

Emergency:

(Includes calls for hazardous conditions, 40 15.3% 45
rescues, service calls and extrications *

Simullaneous:

(Responses while another call is on- 0
going. Number is included in total) 49 21.6% 59
Train Delay: 4 1.7% 24
(Number is included in total)

Total: 261 100% 223

IYemj_m Date Totals
Fire: 886 Ambulance: 918 Emergency: 476

2010 Total: 2,280

2009 Total: 1,986




Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
October 2010

E‘mergency Respﬂnse

Type of Responses
Year to Date

B8E g18
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4 2009
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Ambulance g
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Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
October 2010

-Emergency Response
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Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
October 2010

Emergency Response

Disribution of Emergency Related
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Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
October 2010

Incidents of Interest

1st - responded with an ambulance to assist Pleasantview with a medical
cmergency.

11th - responded with an Engine and Chief to assist Westmont with an Apartment
fire.

11th - responded with an Ambulance to assist Downers Grove with an electrical fire
in an office building.

13th - responded with an ambulance to assist Oak Brook with a multiple injury
accident in their town.

20th - responded with an Engine to assist Clarendon Hills with a car on fire next to
a house.

20th - responded with an ambulance to assist Clarendon Hills with an accident in
their town.

20th - responded with an ambulance to assist Western Springs with a medical
emergency.

22nd - responded with an Engine to assist Clarendon Hills with a rubbish fire
ingide a house.

23rd - responded to NB 1-294 near the Oasis for a vehicle fire - one person also
evaluated by paramedics but not transported - $5000 damage.

24th - responded with an Engine to stand-by @ Westmont Fire Station #2 while they
were at a house fire in town.

24th - responded with an Engine to stand-by @ Westmont Fire Station #2 while they
were ab a house fire in town (answered an ambulance call for them during this
time).

25th - responded with a Truck to assist TriState with a house fire.

28th - responded with an Engine to assist Clarendon Hills with a house fire.



30th - responded with an Ambulance to stand-by @ Brookfield Fire Station #1 while
they were at a multiple injury accident in town (answered an ambulance call for
them during this time),

31st - responded with an ambulance to assist Clarendon Hills with a medical
emergency.



Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
October 2010

Traininnguents;

In October, the members of the Hinsdale Fire Department continued their
scheduled fire and EMS training.

Training highlights for the month of October consisted of:

e Fire Department members worked in conjunction with the Police Department
to prepare for, and put on the annual Open House which was very well
attended.

¢ The Fire Department demonstrations included:
Technical Rescue Demonstration

“Live Fire" Extinguisher Demonstration

Side by Side “Live Burn” Sprinkler Demonstration

NiCor and Hinsdale Hospital had Safety and health booths to
distribute information

Lo R o T & B

o Members reviewed “Firefighter Emergency Procedures” which outlined
emergency communication procedures, Ff distress emergency prevention, RIT
procedures, Rescue support, SCBA emergencies, Accountability and
Evacuation orders.

¢ Paramedics learned procedures to address heart rhythm problems.

o Firefighters reviewed the operation and maintenance of the Hazardous
materials and radiation monitoring devices.

e All personnel reviewed Cold and Flu precautions and care,
¢ The required annual review of the Incident Command System was conducted.

s FEach shift familiarized themselves with several businesses in town by
walking through each, as a part of the ongoing preplan update program.



s Hinsdale Fire Department

@ t a Monthly Report
October 2010

Prevention Activities

The fire prevention bureau is responsible for conducting a variety of activities
designed to educate the public, to prevent fires and emergencies, and to better
prepare the public in the event a fire or medical emergency oceurs.

Fire Prevention/Safety Education:

1. Inspector McElroy attended seminar on plan review for Automatic Fire
Sprinkler Systems.

2. Inspector McElroy attended October Division 10 Cause and Origin monthly
training.

3. Chief Kelly and Inspector McElroy attended October District 181 Safety and
Crisis plan meeting.

4. Inspector McElroy participated in special committee meeting to rewrite the
shelter in place policy and the severe weather response plan for district 181
Crisis Plan.

Prevention Activities in October

® Plan Reviews
m Inspections
1 Re-Inspections

m Consultation

| Acceptance Test

[nspection Fees forwarded to Finance Department

Inspection lees $2250.00
Re-Inspection Fees $75.00

Total $2325.00




Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
October 2010

Survey Says....

Each month, the department sends out surveys to those that we provide service fo.
These surveys are valuable in evaluating the quality of the service we provide and
are an opportunity for improvement.

Customer Service Survey Feedback:
We received 13 responses in the month of September with the following results:

Were vou satisfied with the response time of our personnel to
your emergency?

Yes- 13/13 _ |

Was the quality of service received-

“Higher” than what I expected- 11/13
“About” what I expecied- 2/13

Miscellaneous Comments:

“They were exceptionally kind and explained what they were dotng and why they
were doing it. I thank them for their professionalism also."

“I just want to thank everyone that took care of my daughter, I really appreciate it
very much and keep doing a great job!”

“Very kind and considerate — The firemen told us te call if any additional problems
surfaced after they responded when I felt poorly in the business district.”
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Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
November 2010

Emergency Response !

In November the Hinsdale Fire Department responded to a total of 185 requests for
assistance for a total of 2,465 responses this calendar year. There were 25
simultaneous responses and 9 train delays this month. The responses are divided

into three (3) basic categories as follows:

Type of Response November % of November
2010 Total 2009
Fire:
(Includes activated fire alarms,
fire and reports of smoke) 79 42.7% 62
Ambulance:
(Includes ambulance requests, vehicle
accidents and patient assists g 41.6% 95
Emergency:
(Includes calls for hazardous conditions, 29 15.6% 47
rescues, gervice calls and extrications )
Simultaneous: _
(Responses while another call ts on-
going. Number is included in total) €9 13.5% 47
Train Delay: 9 4.8% 2
(Number is included in total)
Total: 185 100% 204
II’.::ar to Date Tatag
Fire: 965 Ambulance: 995 Emergency: 5056

2010 Total: 2,465 2009 Total: 2,190



Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
November 2010

Emergency Response

Type of Responses
Year to Date

I 965 995

Total Calls for November

A

T

Ambulance Calls

Fire Calls




Hinsdale Fire Department

N\

Monthly Report
November 2010
Emergency Response ]
Simultaneous Calls
o
w
2 _/'/./f’
50 - .
a0 _v// r "

30 A

80
10
a0
50

ELY]
20
10

N

N

LY

N

s\

November '09 November '10

Distribution of Fire Related Calls

\

\

N
i
|

Smoke/ Odor
Investigations

Fire Calls(all types) Fire Alarms




Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
November 2010

Emergency Response
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Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
November 2010

Incidents of Interest

—

6th - Responded with an engine to assist WSPR FD with a small fire in a house.
Crew assisted in removing smoke from residence.

8th - Responded with an engine to assist CLHL FD with a smoke investigation
inside a house.

8th - Responded with an ambulance to assist WSPR FD with a vehicle accident.
Crews transported one person to LaGrange Hospital ER.

11th - Responded with an engine to assist WSMT FD with a kitchen fire. Crew
assisted at the acene.

18th - Responded to 21 Spinning Wheel Road for an activated fire alarm. Crews
found a sprinkler pipe broke on the 12th floor with water leaking down to the 1st
floor. Members assisted with controlling the water and helping staff remove water.
Members also assisted elderly residents. One resident was treated by paramedics
for a cut to the hand and was not transported.

22nd - Responded to 500 block of South Lincoln Street for a smell of smoke after a
power outage. Crews found an overheated electrical motor.

925th - Responded to the 800 block of S. Adams for a person not breathing.
Paramedics and Police found a male unconscious and not breathing. The patient
was resuscitated and transported to the Hinsdale Hospital ER.

925th - Responded to the 700 block Wilson Lane for a fire in the kitchen. Crews
found food in the oven had caught fire. No damage was found and crews checked for

hazards.

26th - Responded with an engine to assist PLVW FD with a house fire. The crew
assisted at the scene.

28th - Responded to the 500 block of E. Sixth Street for an odor investigation.
Crews found an overheated motor to a home refrigerator

29th - Responded to 21 Spinning Wheel Road for a smell of smoke in an apartment.
Crews investigated and found burnt food. The apartment was ventilated and no

damage was found,



Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
November 2010

I Training/Events

In November, the members of the Hinsdale Fire Department continued their
scheduled fire and EMS training.

Training highlights for the month of November consisted of:

The Fire Department members performed a “hands on drill” with chain saws
and circular power saws used for ventilation as well as forcible entry. The
burglar bar simulation bracket was used for this exercise. After the drill,
proper cleaning and servicing of the tools was reviewed.

All shift members went thru the SCBA confined space obstacle course in the
fire house storage basement.

All ambulance personnel received training to recertify their CPR cards as the
EMS Drill of the month,

All members spent time driving various vehicles in town to better prepare
themselves when responding with these vehicles in emergency situations.

Each shift familiarized themselves with target hazards in town by walking
through each, as a part of the ongoing preplan update program.

A “live burn” drill was postponed awaiting bank approval for the building to
be demolished.

A drill on master streams was postponed due to the standpipe being out of
gervice.
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Prevention Activities

The fire prevention bureau is responsible for conducting a variety of activities
designed to educate the public, to prevent fires and emergencies, and to better
prepare the public in the event a fire or medical emergency occurs.

Fire Prevention/Safety Education
1. Inspector McElroy attended seminar on Building Plan Review for Fire

Inspectors
2. Inspector McElroy attended November Division 10 Cause and Origin

monthly training.
3. Chief Kelly and Inspector McElroy attended November District 181 Safety

and Crisis plan meeting.

Prevention Activities in November

E Plan Reviews

1

H Inspection Activities

s Special Inspections

o Occupancy

® Fire Alarm Inspections

' Fire Protection System

v Acceptance Test

Re-inspections

Inspection fees forwarded to Finance Department
Inspection fees $2850.00
Re-inspection fees 75.00
Fire Pump Fees 155.00
Total $3030.00

Fiscal year to date §14,030.00
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The Survey Says...

Each month, the department sends out surveys to those that we provide service to.
These surveys are valuable in evaluating the quality of the service we provide and
are an opportunity for improvement.

Customer Service Survey Feedback:
We received 33 responses in the month of November with the following results:

Were you satisfied with the response time of our personnel to
your emergency?

Yes;— 33f3£

Was the quul ity ﬂf service received-

“Nu ﬁnswer g;ven ﬁf33

Miscellaneous Comments:

“The Hinsdale Fire Department provided exceptional service to my husband when he
fell and needed stitches I am very grateful.”

“Bveryone was extremely professional as well as kind and considerate to my children.
Thank you again!”

“T am very proud of the department, they are outstanding!”

“Many thanks for your prompt + compassionate + professional service. ¥
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PRESENTATIONS

NOVEMBER - 2010

D.A.R.E (DREUG ABUSE RESISTANCE EDUCATION)

November 4, i, 18, 19 classes 20 classes Hinsdale Middle School
November 1, 8, 15, 23, 2% 15 classes St, Isaace Jogues

The Junior High D.A.R.E Program is a 10-lesson program that is presented in all eighth
grade classrooms in Hinsdale Publie and Parochial Schools, Topics include making good
decisions, consequences, decision-making, drug, aleohol, tobacco awareness and resis-

tance.

D.A.RE. (DRUG ABUSE RESISTANCE EDUCATION)

November 9, 16, 30 9 classes The Lane School
November 1, 8, 15, 22, 29 15 classes St. Isanc Jogues

A 13-week D.AR.E, Program is presented in all fifth grade classrooms in Hinsdale Public
Schools and in sixth grade classrooms in the Hinsdale Parochial Schools, Topics inelude
making good decisions, consequences and alcohol, drug, tobacco awareness and resis-

tance.

On November 2, 2010, Officer Coughlin attended a Cyber Bullying training at Clarendon Hills Middle
Srhool. The training was put on by the lllincis Attorney Ceneral's office for staff at Distriet 181 and
their D.A.R.E./Schoal Resource Officers.

On November 3, 2010, Officer Coughlin spoke with 10 scventh grade classes at Hinsdale Middle
Zchool about the book, Touching Spirit Bear, that they just read. The book was aboul a middle school
student who resorted to violence and was charged with battery and sent to an Taland in Alaska. Offi-
cer Coughlin explained our juvenile justice system and wenl over many laws that apply Lo middle
goliool studenta and answered all of their questiona.

On November 8, 2010, Officer Rauen attended our monthly hoard meeting for DJOA. We discussed
upcoming training dates, topics, scholarships, and other varions topics.

On November 4, 2010, Officer Coughlin attended an Internet Safety/Cyber Bullying presentation for
parents of District 181, The presentation was given by the Attorney General's office and Officer
Coughlin spoke about incidents in our community, gave information and answered gquestiona.

On November 8, 2010, Officer Rauen attended a training seminar on Slips, Trips, and Falls. 1t was
put an hy IRMA to prevent any future workplace accidents,

From November 9-12, 2010, Officer Rauen attended an EnCase Computer Forensic training called
NFS. We discussed the NTES file system and how to examine it.

Omn November 10, 2010, Officer Coughlin participated in a Bullying/Cyber Bullying forum at Hinsdale
Middle School for the PTO. Officer Coughlin answered many guestions, shared information and gave

adviee to the parents.

Hinadale Police Department
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On November 146, 2010, Officers Rauen and Coughlin worked a Railroad Education Delail, We handed
nut eups and key chains to commuters al the main depot. We alse spoke to people aboul the dangers of

viplating the crossings.

On November 17, 2010, Officers Coughlin and Rauen attended a IMOA training at the Naperville Po-
lice Department. The topic was The Power of Chaiee which is a coalition of community and achool part-
ners committed to sharing the truth about drugs and aleohol.

On November 17, 2010, Officer Coughlin attended the Carser Fair at Hinsdale Adventist Academy.
Officer Coughlin spoke to high schoal classes about the job of a police officer and answered many ques-
tions from the atudents,

On November 17, 2010, Officer Coughlin attended the District 181 Safety Commiltee meeting at Elm
School. ‘Topies covered were cell phone use in school zones, setting up table lop scenarios at individual

schools, and lockdown training for new stafl
On November 18, 2010, Officer Rauen gave a station tour Lo a group of Boy Scouts.

On November 19, 2010, Officer Rauen gave a presentation to the Hinadale Rotary Club an Computer
('rimes. We discussed a variety of computer related crimes and TT) thefts,

On November 19, 2010, Officer Coughlin met with the awners and employees of a new store in down-
town Hinsdale called My Sister Kate. Officer Coughlin spoke about shoplifting, middle school students
visiting the store, and where best to position cameras to deler thefts.

On November 28, 2010, Officers Coughlin and Rauen assisted in the Christmas Walk in downtown
Hinadale, Officer Coughlin spoke with many parents and their children, answering questions and
handing out stickers, Officer Coughlin visited many stores and apoke with employees and owners.

On Novemher 29, 2010, Officer Coughlin gave a station tour to a group of 15 cub seouls from S Tzaac
Jopues School. Officer Coughlin spoke about the role of a police officer and answered many questions
and handed out stickers and badges to the cub scouts.

On November 3, 10, 17, 2010, Oificer Coughlin presented the Ninth Annual Citizen Police Academy.
Topics coverad these weeks included Hostage and Crisis Nogotiations with seenarios and role playing,
DUT drugs/aleohol and fatal vision goggles, Fire Department night — where the class had a chance to
put on fire gear including the air tank, view all the vehicles, receive a five station Lour, go up in ladder
truck and try the fire maze.

{in November 5 and 19, 2010, Offcer Coughlin walked the Business District monitoring the hehavior
of middle school students. Officer Coughlin spoke with shoppers, business owneys, and handled any
mcidents related to the students,

On November 2, 4, 8, 9, 10, 15, 22, 2010, Officer Coughlin supervised four offenders from the
S.T.AAT. program perlorming community service.

Submitted by:
Officer Michae] Coughlin
Crime Prevention/DAEREE/ duvenile

Officer Joseph Rauon
Deteclive/Juvenile Offieer

Hinzdale Police Department
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Number of Citations

Hinsdale Police Department

Selective Enforcement Citation Activity
November 2010
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TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT

NOVEMBER 2010

* Incfudes Citations and Warnings

This Month

Hinsdale Police Department

A

This Month _Last Year YTD Last YTD

Speeding | w170 1629) 1661
Disobeyed Traffic Control Device 25 41 361 338
Improper Lane Usage 38 41 492 356
Insurance Violation o 15 27 208 275
Registration Offense 34 45 282 304
Seatbelt Violation 76 18 330 497
Stop Signs 43 73 489 716
Yield Violation 15 18 148 175
No Valid License 3 1 o0 34
Railroad Violation 1 4 21 b0
Suspended/Revoked License 8 7 50| 77
Other 112 117 1067 1723

Totals 545 565 5122 6206



Investigations Division Summary
November 2010

» (On November 25, 2010, a 43-vear-old Hinsdale woman was charged with two
counts of Domestic Battery. The female is alleged to have punched and
scratched a male family member in the face during a verbal argument. The

female was transported to DuPage County Jail.

Submitted by Erik Bernholdt
Detective Sergeant

Hinsadale Police Department
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BURGLARIES

NOVEMBER 2010
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@Q Burglaries from Motor Vehicles

Burglaries (none)

”
—ﬁ{rﬁ Residential Burglaries
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SRRVICE CALLS SUMMARY—MNOVEMBER 201U

Last Year TE:-.

This Manth Thiz h:r;r;irh Last Thl,sD‘;IIa:: ta irm % CHANGE
Sex Crimes Ml 1] K| 4 25
Raohhery o [ ] 4 -75
Assuull/Baliery ) I 22 M -35
Domestic Vialence 13 3 LM 17 -3
Burglary 0 2 7 15 -6
Residential Burglary I | 14 [ S L
Burglary from Maotar Vehicle D 14 S0 [iN] -23
Theit 16 i1 151 151 -
Betail Thef -0 3 21 26 -0
Identity Thell 2 2 22 20 -15
Autne Theft i} 0 1 t -33
Arsun/Explosives ] ] | 0 1og
Deecptive Praclics i 2 B 17 i2
I orgery/Froud e 4 30 26 15
Criminu] Damage (o Property 1 7 [RALE] 126 -2
Criminal Trespass 1 i 19 i2 -41
Disorderly Conduct l B 26 37 -3
\Harassmend 3 12 o) 110 -8
Death Investipations ¥ 1 8 4 )
Dirug Oflenses ) 4 3 14 ik -1
M iner AleoholTobucee OlTenses 3 2 1% pL =27
Juvenile Problems 13 K] 262 270 -3
Reckless Driving ] ] 149 49 _ =fl
it and Hin 9 4 &7 62 44
Trallic Ollenses 8 b [k 99 =34
Motorist Assisl 7 | I8 4N 232 73
Abundonced Molor Vehicle 7 1] 25 d 213
Parking Complainl 18 26 20 264 -24
Autn Accidents 0 48 631 _ 554 14
Assistance 10 Outside Agenoy in 13 280 157 78
Child Scal Inspections ] 10 ) 45 -4
i raffic Incidents 3 T 45 a -35
Well-being Check 7 28 105 -74
MNoise complaints 5 4 B a5 2
WVehicle Lockout 34 31 30 149 -{1
Fire/ Ambunlunce Assistance 160 95 1671 1091 -
Alarm Activalions 114 74 1144 1341 I
Cpen Door Investigalions | 3 is 33 -13
Lost/Tound Articles G 15 128 1506 -18
Runawuy/Missing Persans f 3 ] fd -
Suspivives Aule/Person 47 47 308 A73 26 |
[Yisturhance L1 11 123 155 =21
011 hanpup/misdinl ] 16 47 386 =75
Animal Complainls Pib 25 i Al 20 N
Cilizen Asgists 35 23 191 240 i3
School Crossings 1 - 37 2ih 529 -5§9
Solicilars 2 2 TR 4% A3 |
Community Contacts | ¥ 158 260 =19
Curfew | mancy 2 8 29 40 -28
her 112 3% 959 426 i25
TOTALS Hi6 723 9247 8307 9

Hinadale Police Department.
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MONTHLY OFFENSE REPORT

NOVEMBER 2010

This |This Mo.| Yr.to | Last Yr.

CRIME INDEX Month | Last Yr Date to Date

1. Criminal Homicide 0 0 = 0 0

2, Criminal Sexual Assault/Abuse { { 0 1

3. Rabbery 0 0 ] a |

4. Assault and Battery, Aggravated 0 ] 1 3

b. BEglarwREﬂidentia] 1 1 18 32

6. Theft 16 29 203 161

7. Auto Theft 0 (1] 4] ]

8. Arson 0 1 1 1
TDTﬁILS i 17 31 - 224 208

Hinadale Police Thepariment
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Hinsdale Police Department
Training Summary
MNovember 2610

All officers completed their monthly legal update. Topics covered included: Driving
While License Revoked; Home Repair Fraud; Criminal Resisting/Obstruction
— Failure to Display License/Proof of Insurance; Unlawful Restraint. .

All officers completed a review on Haz Mat & Bloodborne Pathogens. Others re-
celving a review on Bloodborne Pathopgens were part-time employees Marquez, Madon

& Sellig.

November 3, 2010—Officers Susmarski and Leuver completed a Fraud Seminar
sponsored by the International Association of Financaal Crimes Investigators.

November 3, 2010—Deputy Chief Simpson attended a seminar on Senior Manage-
ment Leadership Program.

November 8, 2010—The following personnel, Jirasek, Holecek, Leuver, Keller, Miller,
and Rauen, received a half-day training presented by IRMA on Slips, Trips & Falls.
November 8-19, 2010—Secrgeant Lamb attended 80 hours toward his 350 hours of
staff and Command School taught by Northwestern University Center for Public
Salety

November 9-12, 2010—0flicer Rauen successfully complefed the course EnCase Ex-
aminations of NTFS and earned 32 hours in computer forensics training.

November 17, 2010—Sergeant Bernholdt and Officer Maraviglia attended a four-hour
seminar on Hazardous Materials - Awareness Level presented by NIPSTA.

November 18, 2010—O0fficer Susmarski attended a seminar entitled Property Con-
trol Procedures and Collection and Preservation of Criminal Sexual Assault
Kits, presented by Cook County Sherill's Police Department/ETs.

November 21-23, 2010—Sergeant Bernholdt, Officer Hayes, and Officer Lillie at-
tended the ITOA Training Conference.
November 29 — December 3, 2010—0fficer Leuver attended 40 hours of training enti-

tled Transformation to Leadership Effective Police Supervision offered hy I1li-
nois Law Enforcement Training and Standards Board Executive Instituie.

November 30, 2010—Sergeant Mandarino attended a law enforcement-training semi-
nar entitled The Bulletproof Mind, sponsored by The Northeast Police Training

Academy.

Submitted by:

Mark Mandarine, Sergeant
Training Coordinator

Hingsdale Police Departmont
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LOLLISIDI\ SUMMARY — NOVEMBER 2010

I
| All Collisions at Intersections. JDighiongle Collizione o it Intersections
LOCATION e e s [LoCATION Mo Nonishe,  Youss
Adams & Oedin 1 q 17 County Line & Ogden 1 2 14
aunf.;.r Line Hd. & Ogden ] 1 4 48 Elm & Ogden ] 3 il
Flm & Ogden 1 95 20 Garfield & Chieago 1 a4 26
(larfield & Chicago 1 3 34 Garlield & Hickory P 4 17
Garfield & Hickary 9 4 19 | [Lincoln & Fifth 1 3 _8
Lincoln & Fifth ! 5 g Diagigon 3 Mg L 2 d
Madison & 55th 1 5 51 Abaron b Qpeeh 1 1 i

_ : (tak & Chicapgo 1 4 15
tadison & Carolyn Lane 1 1 3 Oak & Seventh ) " .
tMadisaon & Maple 1 = 3 Taft & Woodland 1 ) .
tonroe & Ogden 1 10 a7 Vine & Maple 1 ¥ 5
(}ak & Chicago 1 4 28 Vine & Walnut i : g
Dak & Seventh 1 1 1 TOTALS : ‘ig e T
Kt 83 & 55th 1 2 70
Taft & Woodland 1 2 2
Vine & Maple 1 4 5
Vine & Walnut 1 1 3
TOTALS SapE s s e LBy F e

ErRs

Contributing Factors:

Callision Types:

Failure to yield ' 13 Private property 12
lmproper backing 1 Hit and rn B
Failure to reduce speed I Crashes at intersections 17
Following too closely 3 Personal injury B
Driving skills! knowledge 0 Fedestrian 1
Improper passing 1 Ricyclist ]
Too fust for conditions [ Other 14
Improper turming l

Disobeyed traffic control device 1 mTALE‘MSHES’ a4 L
Improper lane nsage 5

Had been drinking ]

Weather reluted 0

WVehicle equipment 0

lInable to determine 3

Other 49

"1OTALS e R R0 5B

Hinedale Police Department
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Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices Warrants

November 2010

The following warrants should be met prior to installation of a two-way stop sign:
1. Intersection of a less important road with a main road where application of the normal right-of-way rule
would not be expected to provide reazonable compliance with the law;
2. Street entering a through highway or street;
Unsignalized intersection in a signalized area; and/or
4. High speeds, vestricted view, or crash records indicate a need for control by the STOP sign (defined by & or
more collisions within a 12-month period).

&

The following warrants should be met prior to the installation of a Multiway stop sign:
1. Where traffic control signala are justified, the multiway stop is an interim measure that ean be installed
quickly to control traffic while arrangements arc being made for the installation of the traffic control signal.
2. A crash problem, as indicated by 5 or more reported ¢crashes in a 12-month period, that is susceptible to cor-
rection by a multiway stop installution. Such erashes inelude right-turn and left-turn eollisions as well as
right-angle eollisions,
3. Minimum volumes:

4. "The vehicular volume entering the intersection from the major street approaches (total of both ap-
proaches) averages at least 300 vehicles per hour for any 8 houre of an average day, and
b, "The combined vehicular, pedestrian, and bieycle volume entering the intersection from the minor

street approaches (total of both approaches) averages at least 200 umts per hour for the same 8
hours, with an nverage delay to minor-street vehicular Lraffic of at least 30 seconds per vehicle dur-
ing the highest hour, but
C. If the 86th-percentile approach speed of the major-gtreet traffic exceeds 65 km/h or pxceads 40
mph, the minimum vehicular volume warrants are 70 percent of the above values.
4, Where no single criterion is satisfied, but where Criteria 2, 3.5, and 3.b are all satiafied to 80 percent of the
minimum values. Criterion 8.c is excluded from this condition.

Option:
Cther eriteria that may be considered m an engineering study include:
1. The need to comtrol left-torn confliets;
2. The need to control vehicle/pedestrian conllicts near locations that generate high-pedestrian volumes;
4 Locations where a road user, after stopping, cannat see conflicting traffic and is not able to reasonably
safaly negotiate the intersection unless conflicting cross traffic is also required to stop; and
4. Anintersection of two residential neighborhood collector (througly) streets of similar design and operaling
characteristics where multiway stop control would improve traffic operational characteristics of the inter-

gection,

The following warrants must be met prior Lo the inatallation of a Yield sign:

1. On g minor road at the entranee Lo an intersection where it is necessary to assign right-of-way to the major
raad, but where a stop sign is no necessary at all times, and whevre the safe approach speed on the minor
road exceads 10 milas per hour;

2. On the entrance ramp to an expresaway where an acceleration ramp is not provided,

3. Within an intersection with a divided highway, where a STOP sign is present at the entrance to the first
rondway and further control is necessary at the entrance between the two roadways, and where the me-
dian width betwoen the acceleration lane; and

4, At an intersection where a special problem exists and where an engineering study indicates the problem to
be susceptible to correction by use of the YIELT sign.

Hinsdale Police Department
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Parking Citations — November 2010

PARKING CITATIONS BY LOCATION i T
is Ihig Month
Month  Tast Year YT Last YTD
Chestnut Lot - Canimuier Pormit 28 25 | 286 288
Highland Lot lcommuter Permit 3 13 89 115
Village Lot Comnuter Permil 1% 43 441 462
Washington Lot [Merchant Permit hs a7 GO0 562
Hinsdale Avenue Parking Meters d45 390 3,165 3,469
First Street Pariing Metara 462 329 3,408 3,179
Washington Street Porking Metors 411 Hdl 4,564 4,280
Lincoln Street Parfing Metors 26 47 409 490
Garfield Lot Virrking Moters 1588 162 1,744 1,547
Other 4383 6156 4,607 5,011
TOTALS : ' 1,918 | 2000 19512 19,983
Month  Last Year YD Last ¥'I'D
Parking Violations
METER VIOLATIONS 1,362 1,469 13,885 ] 12,988
HANDICAPPED PARKING d 22 31 123
WO PARKING TAM-9AM 21 10 210 247
NO PARKING 2AM-6AM 59 95 1,004 9806
PARKED WHERL PROHIBITED Y STGN b6 73 789 725
MO VALID PAREING PERMIT 24 3 526 TO0D
TOTAL PARKING VIOLATIONS 1,686 1,732 15,535 15,768
Vehicle Violations
YILLAGE STICKER 61 114 939 1,104
RECHSTRATION OFTENSH 100 &89 349 749
VEHICLE EQUIPMENT 74 20 290 114
TOTAL VEHICLE VIOLATIONS 245 | 223 1,868 | 1967
Animal Vicolations 2 25 112 124

Hinsdale Police Department
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Youth Bureau Summary
November 2010

On November 3, 9, and 15, 2010, four students were cited by School Resource Officer
Keller for not attending school. They were 1ssued local ordinance citations due to it not
heing their first offense for school truancy violations.

On November 12, 2010, a patrol officer ohserved a vehiele parked in Robbins Pa rk with
its headlamps illuminated after the park had been closed. The officer ohaerved two
male juveniles sitting inside the vehicle. When the officer approached the vehicle and
began speaking with the two male juveniles, they appeared to be extremely nervous.
The officer asked the driver to exit the vehicle so he could speak with him. When he
started to talk with the driver he could observe the passenger, who was still seated in
the vehicle, began to move around inside the car. The officer stated it appeared if he
was trying to hide something. The officex started to question the driver about the pas-
senger’s movements and what might be inside the car. The driver eventually admitted
to having a pipe inside the vehicle that they uged to ingesl marijuana, along with a
small baggie of cannabis. The officer then arrested both the driver and the passenger.
He transported them back to the station and izsued them both local ordinance citations
for Possession of Cannahis and Possession of Drug Paraphernalia.

On November 12, 2010, at approximately 9:50 p.m., a patrol officer observed a vehicle
crossing over the tramn tracks. He noticed that three female passengers were standing
up in the car and yelling out the windows. The officer stopped the vehicle and asked
the driver for his driver's license. The driver of the vehicle was only 16 years old and 18
only allowed to transport one passcnger at & time. He also observed a strong odor of
aleohol emitting from within the vehicle. He had the driver exil the vehicle and spoke
with him. The driver stated the three female juveniles had been drinking and asked
him to pick them up. The driver was not under the influence of alechol but was cited
for carrying more then one passenger. The three fomale juveniles were taken 1nto cus-
tody and taken back to the police department. They were all cited for unlawful use of
aleohol and were diverted to Peer Jury.

On November 21, 2010, while on patrol a police officer observed a vehicle eross over the
lane dividers. The officer stopped the vehicle and spoke with the driver. The officer
could smell a fresh scent of burnt. cannabis emitting from the vehicle. The officer had
the male juvenile driver exit the driver. The driver admitted to smoking marijuana
carlier. He was given ficld sobriety tests, which he failed, and was taken into custody.
The officer located numerous baggies of marijuana inside the car as well as a pipe used
to ingest marijuana. The driver was charged with DUT and possession of cannabis.

Hinsdale Police Department
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On November 30, 2010, at approximately 11:43 p.m,, a patrol officer observed & vehicle
traveling down the streeta without its head lamps illuminated. The officer stopped the
vehicle and spoke with the driver. The driver was only 16 years of age and was in viola-
tion of the currenl Oraduated Licensing laws. A 16-year-old driver ean only be driving
up until 10:00 p.m. from Sundays-Thursdays. The driver was then placed into custody
for No Valid Driver's License. While he wus searching the driver, he located two small
baggies containing a green leafy substance, later identified as cannabis. While the officer
was doing this, he could sce the passenger trying to shove something between his legs.
The officer approached the passenger and asked him to exit the vehicle, The passenger
was in possession of marijuana and a glass pipe used to ingest marijuana. They were
both arrested and taken back to the Hinadale Police Department. They were both
charged under local ordinance for Possession of Marjuana and Drug Paraphernahia,

Submitted by:

Joseph Rauen
Petective/ Youth Officer

Hinsdule Police Department
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Hinsdale Police Department
Juvenile Monthly Report
November 2010
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Hinsdale Folice Department

Noverber 2010 (cont.)

Juvenile Monthly Report

DISPOSITION BY OFFENSE TYPE
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Hinzdale Police Department
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DATE: December 14, 2010

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT
SECTION NUMBER Communmity Development

ITEM Relerral - Case A-33-2010 — Applicant: Doug Fuller —

Request: Text Amendment to Section 6-106, to allow Real Eslate APPROVAL

Offices with a Maximum of 10 Agents, in the (O-1 District as Special
Uses.

The Applicant, Doug Fuller, has submilled an application to amend Article VI (Office Districts), Section 6-
106 (Special Uses), ol the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code, to allow Real Estate Offices, with a Maximum
of 10 Agents, in the O-1 Specialty Office District as Special Uses.

The applicant is requesting the text amendment along with a Special Use permit, which if approved would
allow them to maintain the current business at the subject property. The applicant has indicated that they
feel a realtor is suitable in the O-1 District given that the profession of real cstate has evolved dramatically
and most reallors now work independently, rather than in a large office setting with several other agents,
and rarcly meet with clients in the office, but convene oll site 1o discuss their business. The O-1 currently
allows insurance agents, medical oflices, legal services and accounting services as permitted uses. The
applicant leels thal the requested usc for a realtor’s office is now more in line with these prolessions due to
the aforementioned reasons. [f the Board approves the Temporary Use, the applicant intends to pursue a
text amendment that would allow a realtor’s office in the O-1 district as a Special Use and would also run a
Special Use request concurrently with the text amendment. This would allow the Plan Commission and
Village Board to hear all cases independently and establish the appropriateness of the use based on the
location and the individual circumstances of the property in question.

On September 21¥, the Board of Trustees approved a temporary use to allow ERA Realty Lo occupy the
space and operate their business there while the building owner wenl through the necessary processes of
obtaining the text amendment and associated Special Use. At that time, the Board of Trustees had concerns
with the potential size ol the business, so as such, the Board advised the applicant to [urther limit the
request 10 a maximum of 10 realtors. The building owner agreed 1o this condition and is now requesting to
make this use legal and conlorming.

Below is draft language proposed by the applicant that would amend the Zoning Code so that Real Estate
Ollices with a maximum of 10 agents would be Special Uses in the O-1, Specialty Office Distriet:

Section 6-106 Special Uses 0-1 0-2 0-3
A. Finance, Insurance and Real Estate:
3. Real Lstate Offices (65) with a Maximum of 10

Agents

MOTION: Move Lo recommend that the application be referred to the Plan Commission for
review and consideration of a Text Amendment to Section 6-106, to allow Real Estate Offices, with a
Maximum of 10 Agents, as Special Uses in the O-1 Specialty Office District.
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

A T e L

OF HINSDALE wwwnre pLAN COMMISSION APPLICATION
FOR OFFICE DISTRICTS

I. GENERAL INFORMATION

Owlrner _ _

Neme: Douglas fller , e
Address: |02~ w. C\Micago Ave
City/Zip: __thwnsdale g (oos2-|
Phone/Fax: ((30) B} —toSH 1 (G50 )25 - 34157
E-Mail: da. ﬁ_.x,l\er @k{a}lﬂ[}fimm

Applicant —
Name: _Fullec's Sexvice Cender
Address: 102 L) d"\'-f_ﬂ.?ﬂ A/e
City/Zip: _truwnsdale (oS

Phone/Fax: (l6%0) 325 -00 8%((:20) 375 - 27
E-Mail:

I Others, if aTy, in:ulved in the project (i.e. Architect, Attorney, Engineer)
= — — e -
Name: Name:
Title: Title:
Address: Address:
City/Zip: City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: (__) / Phone/Fax: {(__ ) /
E-Mail: E-Mail: _

Disclosure of Village Personnel: (List the name, address and Village position of any officer or employee
of the Village with an interest in the owner of record, the Applicant or the property that is the subject of this
application, and the nature and extent of that interest)

1)

2)

3}




II.  SITE INFORMATION

—

Address of subject property: 39 . L_wu’ &lﬂ

Property identification number (P.L.LN. or tax number): Uq -0l - 350 - oty

Brief description of proposed project: [ pm ur"lm,} ‘tfﬁ‘u’ N L—}Q bLLf ﬂm.r}

%»!’ dFice SPace

General description or characteristics of the site: Dlm-; o SW\J{ h_mgdm

'@H’CLM& o WS

Existing zoning and land use: M

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: \QL'{ South: G-\
East: O-\ West: O -\

Proposed zoning and land use: Gg:qlf_. Soace Qw’ ealte s

e e —e
Please mark the approval(s) you are seekmg and attach all applicable applications and
standards for each approval requested:

O Site Plan Disapproval 11-604 M Map and Text Amendments 11-601E
Amendment Requested:

O Design Review Permit 11-605E

O Exterior Appearance 11-606E
O Planned Development 11-603E
g;s;:eciai Use Permit 11-602E
Special Use Requested: O Development in the B-2 Central Business
' District Questionnaire




Address of subject propeny: ol)cg\ n . L/l ol

TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

The following table is based onthe 0 = | Zoning District. { A( gg,gﬂnq)

Minimum Code
Requirements

Proposed/Existing
Development

O-1 0-2 0-3
Minimum Lot Area (s.f.) 8,500 | 25,000 | 20,000 12,6(2.5 |
Minimum Lot Depth 125 125 125 1 b5
Minimum Lot Width 60 100 BO .G
Building Height 30 40 60 eicting
Number of Stories 25 3 5 ]
Front Yard Setback 36 25 25 dg oy
Corner Side Yard Setback 35 25 25 7953
Interior Side Yard Setback 10 10 10 (L.{lo
Rear Yard Setback 25 20 20 2.5
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 40 .50 .35 '
(F.A.R.)* A8
Maximum Total Building 35% N/A N/A
Coverage* .09
Maximum Total Lot Coverage® | 80% 80% 50% 26,
Parking Requirements
I\ K
Parking front yard setback w4
Parking corner side yard v
setback A I A
Parking interior side yard A\
setback MW\ &4
Parking rear yard setback nla
Loading Requirements A Ya
Accessory Structure
Information l\] A

* Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance is shown, state the reason and explain the Village's authority, if any, to approve the

application despile such lack of compliance:




CERTIFICATICN

The Applicant certifies and acknowledges and agrees that:

A,

C.

On the

to abide by ils ndll[r:m,s _
ML{,A.‘"'—’

SUBSCRIBED AND_SWORN ’? J 4 :
lo bEfﬂi:E;} me this = day q:.':f “/‘I o Lﬂf_ T

The statements contained in this application are true and correct to the best of the Applicant's knowledge and
beliel. The owner of the subject property, il diflerent from the applicant, states that he or she consents to the filing
of this application and that all information contained in this application Is true and correct to the best of his or her

knowledge.

The applicant understands that an incomplete or nonconforming application will not be considered. In addition,
the applicanl understands that the Village may require addilional information prior to the consideration of this
application which may include, but is not limited o, the following items:

1. Minimum yard and setback dimensions and, where relevant, relation of yard and setback dimensions
to the height, width, and depth of any structure.

2.~ A wvehicular and pedestrian circulation plan showing the location, dimensions, gradient, and number of
all vehicular and pedestrian circulation elements Including rights-of-way and streets; driveway
entrances, curbs, and curb cuts; parking spaces, loading spaces, and circulation ajsles; sidewalks,
walkways, and palhways; and total lot coverage of all circulation elements divided as between

vehlcular and pedestrian ways.

3 All existing and proposed surface and subsurface drainage and retention and detention facllities and
all existing and proposed waler, sewer, gas, eleclric, lelephone, and cable communications lines and

easements and all other utility facilities,
4, Location, size, and arrangement of all ouldoor signs and lighting.

Location and height of fences or screen plantings and the type or kink of building materials or
plantings used for fencing or screening.

B. A detalled landscaping plan, showing location, size, and species of all trees, shrubs, and other planl
material.
7. A traffic study if required by the Village Manager or the Board or Commission hearing the application.

The Applicants shall make the property thal is the subject of this application available tor inspection by the Village
at reasonable times;

If any information provided in this application changes or becomes incomplete or inapplicable for any reason
following submission of this application, the Applicants shall submit a supplemental application or other
acceptable written statement containing the new or correcled information as soon as practicable but not less than
ten days following the change, and that failure o do so shall be grounds for denial of the application; and

The Applicant understands that he/she is responsible for all application fees and any other fees, which the Village
assesses under the provisions of Subsection 11-301D of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code as amended Agpril
25, 19889,

THE OWNER OF THE SUBJECT FROPERTY AND, IF DIFFERENT, THE APPLICANT ARE JOINTLY AND
SEVERALLY LIABLE FOR THE PAYMENT OF THE APPLICABLE AFPLICATION FEE. BY SIGNING THE
APPLICATION, THE OWNER HAS AGREED TO PAY SAID FEE, AND TG CONSENT TO THE FILING AND
FORECLOSURE OF A LIEN AGAINST SUBJECT PROPERTY FOR THE FEE PLUS COSTS OF COLLECTION,
IF THE ACCOUNT IS NOT SETTLED WITHIN THIRTY (30) DAYS AFTER THE MAILING OF A DEMAND FOR

PAYMENT
day of DcAThoer” ,22{0 , /\We have read the above certification, understand it, and agree

dnathre of applicant or authorized agent Signature of applicant or auth,
OFFICIAL
L"i 2(}-195‘{\ K&,W\ 1Y NATASHA %
Mame of applicant or aulhorized agent Name of applicant or authorized ay0maRY PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLINOES

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: 10/17/11

o

Motary Public
4



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

ZONING CODE TEXT AND MAP
AMENDMENT APPLICATION

N LAGE
OF HINSDALE oo

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of the subject property or description of the proposed request:
ZF N. nce\n

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-601 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Amendments. The amendment process
established is intended to provide a means for making changes in the text of the Zoning Code and in
the zoning map that have more or less general significance or application. It is not intended to relieve
particular hardships nor 1o confer special privileges or rights. Rather, it is intended as a tool to adjust
the provisions of the Zoning Code and the zoning map in light of changing, newly discovered, or
newly important conditions, situations, or knowledge. The wisdom of amending the text of the Zoning
Code is a matier committed to the sound legislative discretion of the Board of Trustees and is not
dictated by any set standard. However, in determining whether a proposed amendment should be
granted or denied the Board of Trustees should be guided by the principle that its power to amend
this Code is not an arbitrary one but one thal may be exercised only when the public good demands
or requires the amendment to be made. In considering whether that principle is satisfied in any
particular case, the Board of Trustees should weigh, among other factors, the below criteria.

Below are the 14 standards for amendments that will be the criteria used by the Plan Commission
and Board of Trustees in determining the merits of this application. Please respond to each
standard as it relates to the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper to respond to
questions if needed. If the standard is not applicable, please mark N/A.

1. The consistency of the proposed amendment with the purpose of this Code.

\ﬁ\u?_ .D(Q()(}b&d USe V'S yaefe. 1n Ve L,_ﬁ%\ 'w\ﬁu_fa..nc_fa

Cli}ru&b WL& cal f;*-?{-u_::. llur.l,i S Vite S angd OC r_gwfdmc; Sevvit

Lk_lll'{ C_ju"\ﬂ._..nf. 9L{M ‘HL(E !f\"“Jﬁch__ e ?}1‘_-;\'{ tt. N aae ttmu{‘nrm +‘ | O c}_ TS,
2. The existing uses and zoning classifications for properties in the vicinity of the subjecT pmperg

The W’*MN 1S swareunded onthaiee sides by © -1 and

T&‘;!dam’ﬂa‘d e ove A Tthe Lﬁ,n}tmq bmk{mﬁ Lo pds qe i+
5 f&&lduﬁ‘lﬁ_ I e T e




:[nJ

The trend of development in the vicinity of the subjecl property, including changes, il any, such
trend since the subject property was placed in its present zaning classification.

N /A

The extent, if any, to which the value of the subject property is diminished by the existing zoning
classification applicable 1o it.

None ) o

The extent to which any such diminution in value is offset by an increase in the public health,
safety, and welfare. -

No [,kcuxcj& LA ASe .

The extent, if any, to which the use and enjoyment of adjacent properties would be affected by

the proposed amendment, |\] C.\‘l'll/\'wxcj LQIGL.LLd C_'\n__&_n_g Q0

The extent, if any, to which the value of adjacent properties would be affected by the proposed
amendment. r

flfdxof_am\_ brf:.)OP(he_a LIS ﬁ(‘:Jr e a;q\@g;‘md

The extent, if any, to which the future orderly development of adjacent properties would be
affected by the proposed amendment.

Nu‘j ne - 20nwng i &t Cnuing 4.f15f,
- _J

The suitability ¢f the subject property for uses permltted or permls.':*.lble under its present Zzoning
classification. D =tv c ¥t allewcs o ¢ <t

D@%&L@b ; \Qtjcﬁ SEVIULS  Gind ecoen -huc.ﬁrmqj LA RATA A
nde —(,\—tﬁ,\ L 1Lc:~j_j.§‘c_~r’ TS Suean \CU




-

f
10.* The availability of adequate Ingress o and egress from the subject property and the extent to

11.

12.

13.

14,

which traffic conditions in the immediate vicinity of the subject property would be affected by the
proposed amendment. R

Eu.i LA Lﬁ(ja Gundd po kluxfj G lve ad\?{ exist

The availability of adequate utilities and essential public services to the subject property to
accommodate the uses permitted or permissible under the present zoning classification.

p(“ € X« &“H,mfj

The length of time, if any, that the subject property has been vacant, considered in the context of
the pace of development in the vicinity of the subject property.

%\,u: kd&ﬁ\li;i &ki“ﬁc@w e Xats :

The community need for the proposed amendment and for the uses and development it would
allow, _Fillows nm’jt o (eo sl ‘]n: D1t {:)u ‘-4—%& ’Lkliﬁ'ﬁ ﬁ.ﬂji

ol \CL@‘O Yheir business in e U‘U_mgs&z of Hinsdeale
and ast \ead Hem 1 \eove Jouon

The reasons, where relevant, why the subject property should be established as part of an
overlay district and the positive and negative effects such establishment could be expected to
have on persons residing in the area.

N[ A ) _




DATE: December 14, 2010

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT
SECTION NUMBER ZONING & PUBLIC SAILTY Community Development

ITEM Referral - Case A-38-2010 — Applicant: Village ol Hmsdale —

Request: Text Amendment to Section 9-104 F3(c),of the Hinsdale Zoning | APPROVAL Robert MceGinnis
Code as il relates 1o Parking and Driveways for Residential Uses Director/Bldg. Comsr.

For many years staff has taken the position that residential driveways were limited to 1/3" of the lot width
and no greater than 207 at the lot line based on the language in 9-104F 3(c).

Recently, an argument was made that this limitation should only apply in cases of driveways leading to
detached parages based on the verbiage “no single family detached driveway”™. As the zoning code does not
define “detached driveway”, the village attomney has recommended that staff pursue a text amendment to
remove the word “detached” from this provision in order to minimize the chances for challenges moving
[orward.

Staff is recommending that the Code be amended for the following reasons;

L. Without the 20" limitation m place, anyone with a wide lol and an attached garage would have no
limitations on driveway width at the lot line other than 173" lot frontage. In the case of a 200" deep
corner Jot with a driveway in the comer sideyard, an applicant could build a driveway with a width of 60°
at the lot line.

2. Without the 20" limitation in place, permitees will be able to install wider dnveways. With wider
driveways comes a greater chance of off street parking in required front yards. The Code does not
presently permit this.

3. Wider driveways and more impervious surfaces in the front yards is generally frowned upon due to the
sterile strectscape il creates as well as the potential drainage problems created by additional stormwater
runoff.

Based on this mlormation, staff s seeking a motion to adopt an ordinance amending the Zoning Code to
remove the word “detached” from “...no single-Tamily detached driveway..." in an effort to help clarify the
requirements. I the Committee concurs with staff's recomumendation, the following motion would be
appropriate:

MOTION: Move to recommend that the application be referred to the Plan Commission for
review and consideration of a Text Amendment to Section Y-104 F3(c),of the Hinsdale Zoning Code
as it relates to Parking and Driveways for Residential Uses

MANAGER’S
APPRO VAL%; APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL

COMMITTEE ACTION:

BOARD ACTION:




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLE IX (DISTRICT REGULATIONS OF
GENERAL APPLICABILITY), SECTION 9-104 (OFF STREET PARKING),
SUBSECTION F (RESIDENTIAL USE REQUIREMENTS),
SUBSECTION 3 (PARKING AND DRIVEWAYS FOR RESIDENTIAL USES),
SUBSECTION (C) (WIDTHS) OF THE HINSDALE ZONING CODE
(Plan Commission Case No. A-_ -2011)

WHEREAS, the Applicant, the Village of Hinsdale ("Village"), seeks to
amend Article IX (District Regulations of General Applicability), Section 9-104 (Off
Street Parking), Subsection T (Residential Use Requirements), Subsection 3
(Parking and Driveways for Residential Uses), Subsection (¢) (Widths) of the
Hinsdale Zoning Code (“the Application”) to delete the word “detached” from said
subsection; and

WHEREAS, the Hinsdale Plan Commission conducted a public hearing to
consider the Application on , 2011, pursuant to notice thereof
properly published in the Hinsdalean on . 2011, and, after
considering all of the testimony and evidence presented at the public hearing, the
Plan Commission recommended approval of the Application subject to numerous
conditions and recommendations, all as set forth in the Plan Commission's Findings
and Recommendations for Plan Commission Case No. A- -2011; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning and Public Safety Committee of the Board of
Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale, at a public meeting on
2010, considered the Application and the Findings and Recommendation of the Plz-u]
Commission and made its recommendation to the Board of Trustees; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale
have considered the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission and all
of the facts and crcumstances affecting the Application, and the President and
Board of Trustees have determined that il is appropriate to amend the Hinsdale
Zoning Code as provided in this Ordinance.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of
Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale, DuPage and Cook Counties and State of [llinois,
as follows:

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




Regulations of General Applicability),
Subsection F  (Residential Use Requirements), Subsection 3 (Parking and
Driveways for Residential Uses), Subsection (¢) (Widths of the Hinsdale Zoning
Code are amended by deleting the following overstricken language to read as
follows:

Section 2. Amendment of Section 9-104. Article IX (District

Sec, 9-104. Off Street Parking:

- w * w

I'. Residential Use Requirements:

* * W w

3. Parking And Driveways For Residential Uses: Notwithstanding any
other provision of this code, driveways serving single-family dwellings
may traverse any required yvard and shall conform to the following
regulations:

* W * *

(¢c) Widths: The total width of driveways measured at the lot line on a
parcel of property used for residential purposes shall not exceed one-
third (1/3) the lot frontage and no single-family detached driveway
shall exceed twenty feet (20" when measured at the front andfor
corner side lot line. In the case of a detached garvage located not more
than ten feet (10 from public alley lot line, the driveway shall not
exceed the width of the detached parape. The width of the driveway
approach measured at the curb shall in no case be greater than five
foet (6" more than the width measured at the property line.

& W * *

Section 3. Severahbility and Repeal of Inconsistent Ordinances.

Section 9-104 (Off Street Parking),

Ir

any section, parvagraph, clause or provision of this Ordinance shall be held invalid,
the mvalidity thereof shall not affect any of the other provisions of this Ordinance.
All ordinances m confhiet herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of such
conflict,



Section 4, Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in tull force and eftect
alter its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form in the manner
provided by law.

PASSED this _ day of 2011,
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED this _ day of 2011.

Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President

ATTEST:

Chnstine M. Bruton, Deputy Village Clerk

LoPLEWWilage of Hinsdale s Ovdinances s 0105 10-%% Sec, B-104 17-18-10 e



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

ZONING CODE TEXT AND MAP
AMENDMENT APPLICATION

"VILLAGE
OF HINSDALE oo

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of the subject property or description of the proposed request: Text Amendment to
Section 9-104F3(C), as it relates to Parking and Driveways for Residential Uses.

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-801 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Amendments. The amendment process
established is intended to provide a means for making changes in the text of the Zoning Code and in
the zoning map that have more or less general significance or application. It is not intended to relieve
particular hardships nor to confer special privileges or rights. Rather, it is intended as a tool to adjust
the provisions of the Zoning Code and the zoning map in light of changing, newly discovered, or
newly important conditions, situations, or knowledge. The wisdom of amending the text of the Zoning
Code is a matter committed to the sound legislative discretion of the Board of Trustees and is not
dictated by any set standard. However, in determining whether a proposed amendment should be
granted or denied the Board of Trustees should be guided by the principle that its power to amend
this Code is not an arbitrary one but one that may be exercised only when the public good demands
or requires the amendment to be made. In considering whether that principle is satistied in any
particular case, the Board of Trustees should weigh, among other factors, the below criteria.

Below are the 14 standards for amendments that will be the criteria used by the Plan Commission
and Board of Trustees in determining the merits of this application. Please respond to each
standard as it relates to the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper to respond to
guestions if needed. If the standard is not applicable, please mark N/A.

1. The consistency of the proposed amendment with the purpose of this Code.

The proposed text amendment was a recommended course of action by the Village Attorney to

further clarify a position regarding driveways that staff has always enforced procedurally. |f

approved, the text amendment would not change anything in terms of code reguirements, but
rather would clearly establish staff's existing posltion on driveway width and hopefully eliminate
unnecessary misinterpretations.

2. The existing uses and zoning classifications for properties in the vicinity of the subject property.

N/A




10.

11.

The trend of development in the vicinity of the subject property, including changes, if any, such
trend since the subject property was placed in its present zoning classification.

N/A

The extent, if any, to which the value of the subjecl property is diminished by the existing zoning
classification applicable to it.
The proposed texl amendment is not site specific, but it should not diminish any value as it will

not chanage anvthing the Village is currently requiring.

The extent to which any such diminution in value is offset by an increase in the public health,
safety, and welfare. N/A

The extent, if any, to which the use and enjoyment of adjacent properties would be affected by
the proposed amendment.
Again, nothing would change as to how interpretation of this section currently functions.

The extent, if any, to which the value of adjacent properties would be affected by the proposed
amendment. The proposed text amendment should not affect the value of any properties.

The extent, if any, to which the future orderly development of adjacent properties would be
affected by the proposed amendment.
The proposed text amendment would cut down on potential issues regarding lot coverage as well

as using driveways for off-street parking. Staff believes that the Village has always viewed this

type of use for driveways to be discouraged and also believes the Iintent was to always minimize

the amount of coverage in the front vard of a single-family residence.

The suitability of the subject property for uses permitted or permissible under its present zoning
classification. N/A

The availability of adequate ingress to and egress from the subject property and the extent to
which traffic conditions in the immediate vicinity of the subject property would be affected by the
proposed amendment. N/A

The availability of adequate utilities and essential public services to the subject property to
accommodate the uses permitted or permissible under the present zoning classification.

N/A




12.

13.

14.

The length of time, if any, that the subject property has been vacant, considered in the context of
the pace of development In the vicinity of the subject property. N/A

The community need for the proposed amendment and for the uses and development it would
allow.

Staff feels that if approved, the amendment of this language would only solidifv what was always

the intent of not only the code, but also Village officials.

The reasons, where relevant, why the subject property should be established as part of an
overlay district and the positive and negative effects such establishment could be expected to
have on persons residing in the area. N/A

3



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

f DEPARTMENT
VILMGF
OF HINSDALE . GENERAL APPLICATION
I. GENERAL INFORMATION
| Applicant Owner
Name: Village of Hinsdale Name: N/A
Address: 19 E. Chicago Ave. Address:
City/Zip: Hinsdale, 1. 60521 City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: (630) 789-7030 Phone/Fax: () /

E-Mail: E-Mail:

Others, if any, involved in the project (i.e. Architect, Attorney, Engineer) l

Name: Name:

Title: Title:

Address: Address:

City/Zip: City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: (__) / Phone/Fax: () /
E-Mail: ) E-Mail:

Disclosure of Village Personnel: (List the name, address and Village position of any officer or employee
of the Village with an interest in the owner of record, the Applicant or the property that is the subject of this
application, and the nature and extent of that interest)

1) Robert MeGinnis, Director of Commumity Development/Building Commissioner

2) Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner

3)




II. SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: Nf/A

Property identification number (P.1.N. or tax number): - - o

Brief description of proposed project: Text Amendment to Section 9-104 F3(c) of the Hinsdale Zoning

Code as it relates to Parking and Driveways for Residential Uses.

General description or characteristics of the site: N/A

Existing zoning and land use: N/A

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: N/A South: N/A

East: N/A West: N/A

Proposed zoning and land use: N/A

Existing square footage of property; N/A square feet

Existing square footage of all buildings on the property: _ square feet

Please mark the approval(s) you are seeking and attach all applicable applications and i
standards for each approval requested:
M Map and Text Amendments 11-601E
Amendment Requested: Section 9-104 as it
relates to Parking and Driveways for Residential

O Site Plan Disapproval 11-604

O Design Review Permit 11-605E

Uses.
O Exterior Appearance 11-606E O Planned Development 11-603E
Q Special Use Permit 11-602E O Development in the B-2 Central Business
Special Use Requested: District Questionnaire

O Major Adjustment to Final Plan Development




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of subject property: N/A

The following table is based on the N/A Zoning District.

Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development
Minimum Lot Area
Minimum Lot Depth Text Amendment:
Minimum Lot Width Not Applicable
Building Height

Number of Stories

Front Yard Setback

Corner Side Yard Setback

Interior Side Yard Setback

Rear Yard Setback

Maximum Floor Area Ratio
(F.A.R.)"

Maximum Total Building
Coverage”

Maximum Total Lot Coverage®

Parking Requirements

Parking front yard setback

Parking corner side yard
setback

Parking interior side yard
setback

~Parking rear yard setback
Loading Requirements

Accessory Structure
Information

* Must provide actual square footage number and perceniage.

Where any lack of compliance is shown, stale the reason and explain the Village's autherity, if any, to approve the
application despite such lack of compliance:




CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certifies and acknowledges and agrees that:

A

On the

The statements contained in this application are true and correcl to the best of the Applicant's knowledge and
bellefl. The owner of the subject property, If different from the applicant, states that he or she consents o the filing
of this application and that all information contained In this application Is true and correct to the best of his or her
knowledge.

The applicant understands thal an incomplete or nonconforming application will not be considered. In addition,
the applicant understands thal the Village may require additional information prior to the consideration of this
application which may Include, but is not limited to, the following items:

1. Minimum yard and setback dimensions and, where relevant, relation of yard and setback dimensions
io the height, width, and depth of any structure.

2. A vehicular and pedestrian circulation plan showing the location, dimensions, gradient, and number of
all vehicular and pedestrian circulation elements Including rights-of-way and streets; driveway
entrances, curbs, and curb cuts; parking spaces, leading spaces, and circulation aisles; sidewalks,
walkways, and palhways, and total lot coverage of all circulation elements divided as between
vehicular and pedestrian ways.

3. All existing and proposed surface and subsurface drainage and retention and detention facllities and
all existing and proposed water, sewer, gas, electric, telephone, and cable communications lines and
easements and all other utility facilities.

4. Location, size, and arrangement of all outdoor signs and lighting.

Location and height of fences or screen plantings and the type or kink of building materials or
plantings used for fencing or screening.

6. A detailed landscaping plan, showing location, size, and species of all trees, shrubs, and other plant
material,
7. A traffic study if required by the Village Manager or the Board or Commission hearing the application,

The Applicants shall make the property thal is the subjecl of this application available for inspection by the Village
al reasonable times;

It any information provided in this application changes or becomes incomplete or inapplicable for any reason
following submission of this application, the Applicants shall submit a supplemental application or other
acceptable written stalement containing the new or corrected information as soon as practicable but not less than
ten days following the change, and that fallure to do so shall be grounds for denial of the application; and

The Applicant understands that he/she is respansible for all application fees and any other fees, which the Village
assesses under the provisions of Subsection 11-301D of the Village of Hinsdale Zening Code as amended April
25, 1988,

THE OWNER OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND, |F DIFFERENT, THE APPLICANT ARE JOINTLY AND
SEVERALLY LIABLE FOR THE PAYMENT OF THE APPLICABLE APFLICATION FEE. BY SIGNING THE
APPLICATION, THE OWNER HAS AGREED TO PAY SAID FEE, AND TO CONSENT TO THE FILING AND
FORECLOSURE OF A LIEN AGAINST SUBJECT PROPERTY FOR THE FEE PLUS COSTS OF COLLECTION,
IF THE ACCOUNT IS NOT SETTLED WITHIN THIRTY (30) DAYS AFTER THE MAILING OF A DEMAND FOR
FPAYMENT.

Lol A , day of A o ber 2272 \We have read the above certification, understand it, and agree

to abide by its conditions. + févﬁg ot e i A ;‘

ML Z -

Signature of applicant or authorized agent Signature of applicant or authorized agent

Mame of applicant or authorized agent Mame of applicant or authorized agent

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN

to befure me this A2, day of (@ m (56‘
Lraliin &LW

CFFICIAL SEAL
CHRISTINE M BRUTCN
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLINOIS
MY COMMISSION EARIRES 03304

Motary Public
4




DATE: December 6, 2010

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ORIGINATING
SECTION Zoning & Public Safety DEPARTMENT Police Department

ITEM Recommend Approval of a Commuter | APPROVAL Chief Bradley E!Iocm,g? b
Parking Pay box convenience fee program.

We recently learned that an cell phone application is avallable that would allow a user once an account is established to pay
their daily parking fees through their cell phone. A commuter would then have the option of paying the parking fee at the pay
box or using a cell phane application that includes the parking fee plus a convenlence charge,

The company that provides the application collect .37 cents per transaction and Village can add an additional fee on top of
that. We are recommending that the Village charge an additional .38 cents to cover the start-up costs, increasing the total
convenience fee 1o .75 cents per transaction. We are recommending implementing this system at both the Chestnut Street lot
and Highland Station commuter lots.

The start-up costs for the system is $1000 plus an additional $250 per pay box for a total cost of $1500 which covers
programing and signage.

Based on the vendors experience 15%-20% of users will take advantage of this system. We currently have 152 spaces
combined in bath lots. Using the most conservalive estimates the payback will be less than 171 parking days (23 x
.38=5B.74/$1500=171 days).

This is a voluntary pragram that we believe the commuters will appreciate and take advantage of. The system is already in
use in Barrington and k= been wall recaived.

Therefore we recommend that the Village enter into an agreement with Park Mobile to provide a computerized pay box fee cell
phone application.

Motion: To recommend entering into an agreement with Park Mobile Inc to implement a parking fee convenience
cell phone application for the Highland and Chestnut pay box at a cost not to exceed $1500.

MANAGER'S
APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL

COMMITTEE ACTION:

BOARD ACTION:




Memorandum

To: Chief Bradley Eloom
From: Deputy Chief Kevin Simpson

Date: Movember 19, 2010

Re: Pay by Phone Proposal

| was recently introduced to the concept of payment by phone as a potential option for customers
utilizing our Cale pay boxes. Total Parking Solution (TPS), who is our vendor and service provider far
the pay boxes, supplied me with the initial information and upen researching this further it seems to be
a viable option for our commuter lols {Highland/Chestnut). The theory behind the service is to provide
a consumer the option of establishing an account that wil allow them to pay for their space via their cell
phone, through an Internet application, or by calling a toll free number. This would allow the commuter
to proceed directly to their destination without having to visit the pay box and provide payment on-
scene. This convenlence would eliminate unnecessary delays associated with lines at the pay box
caused by inexperienced consumers, peak hour usage, inclement weather or any machine
malfunctions. Although these occurrences are rare, having the option available to our users that can
expedite their routine would be beneficial and worth the small cost asscciated with this senice
Additional features include the option to receive text messages alerting the consumer to the expiration
of their allotted time, as well as the ability to add time to a previously purchased space.

Pricing

Pay by Phone charges are a standard rate of $0.37 per transaction, which would be paid by the end
user or the client and absorbed as revenue by the vendors. | explored the options of charging a higher
rate as part of this convenience fee with anything above $0.37 being paid to the Village. Parkmobile
confimed that this was an acceptable practice and one that the Village could set at their awn
discretion. My proposal would be to charge $0.75 as the standard rate with the additional $0.38 per
transaction to be paid to the Village.

Implementation of Integrated Pay by Phone system is $1,000 for the initial programming, set-up and
installation of signage and informational stickers. There is a cost of $250 for each additional parking lot
or garage added to the systermn by the municipality or operator, bringing the total one time cost for the
Village of Hinsdale for use at Highland and Chestnut lots to $1500.00.

Once the system is implemented use |s estimated at 15-20% of all users or transactions. Highland lot
and Chestnut have152 spaces combined and using the conservative estimate of 15%, roughly 23
users a day may choose to utilize this feature. At that rate it would take less than a year for the Village
to secure the one time cost to fund this program.

Below are the details of the operating system and the workfiow,

Integration

Parkmablle offers pay by phone parking as a hosted solution to the Village. This means that the Village
has 24x7 access to reports offered via username and password protected SSL256 ('Padiock’)
encrypted website. The only system-operating requirement is Internet Explorer 5.5 or higher.
Parkmoblle’s platform is Microsoft.net and SQL server based. All of their solutions are also compatible
with Apple and other operating systems. Parkmobile's pay by phone parking system is hosted by



AT&T in a synaptic 'cloud' hesting solution which guarantees an unmatched uptime performance of
95 99%.

Cale Integration

Parkmobile offers custom integration with Cale's web Interface system. At locations where
Parkmabile's pay by phone parking system is used, suppliers can pull the detailed parking information
obtained from Parkmobile's pay by phone parking system to then present to their customers through
Cale's web interface. The integration can be configured to pull the parking information as often as
necessary to present real-time parking startfexpiration times for parking spaces. The following parking
infarmation is an example of what can be pulled from Parkmobile's pay by phone parking system

v Start date and time of the payment
v"  Expiration date and time of the payment
v Space number

¥ Parking zone number (lot identification)

Registering for Service

Parkmobile offers users fast and easy (on-street) account set up options, People can register via
internat (s packmobile.con), download a mobile app (native iPhone, Blackberry, Droid and a
generic browser version), call the toll free 800 number and register with IVR (DTMF and speech), or
register via the helpdesk, Required information:

s Credit card information (number, CVC, expiration date)
e License plate number
s Zone number — lot identifier

Access to the service
Parkmobile users have access to the service via:

= Mobile apps (native iPhone, Blackberry, Droid, and a generic browser version)
e Tall free 800 number (DTMF and speech)

s SMS/TXT message

« Internet {via username and password protected personal pages)

e Land line
s Help desk

One-time registration from home or from your parking spot

v Call the Parkmebile 800 number or go to parkmobile.com
v |finterested in using a Mobile application to activate or de-activate pay by phone parking,
go to parkmobile.com to download mobile application.

When Registering while parking

® Fage 2



¥ Enter or say your zone number
v Enter or say your credit card details
¥ Enter or say your license plate number

* When Parking

v' Driver pulls into a Parkmaobile parking space. The
driver can register with Parkmobile in advance or
when parking. A driver only has to register once.

¥ Driver uses our mobile app or calls Parkmobile's toll-
free number on the sign or meter and speaks or keys
in the parking zone number.

¥ Transactions can also start with landline, internat or
SMS/TXT message. Parkmobile confirms the zone
and parking rate. This process takes less than 20
seconds from 'send’ to 'end’.

v Optional:  Recelve periodical {e.g. every hour)
reminder (still active) and warning (parking about to
expire) text messages

e Once you've Returned to vehicle (start stop method
of operation only)

¥ Call Parkmobile’s toll-free number

v Confirm end of parking transaction (enter 1 or say
yes)

¥ Optional; Receive parking transaction information
{duration, cost, etc.)

Centralized Data Management

Information is instantly sent to Parkmobile's centralized data
management system and is immediately available to the
parking provider, All information is protected using a 55L-256
bit encryption process. Our SQL servers are maintained and
hosted in a secure and redundant cloud using @ SAS-70
certified service provider here in the U.S.

® Page 3



DATE: December 6, 2010

REQUEST FOR BEOARD ACTION

AGENDA ORIGINATING
SECTION Zoning & Public Safety DEPARTMENT Police Department

,f n
ITEM Recommend Purchase of Replacement | APPROVAL Chief Bradley Bloom {_‘i =
Squad Car Video Recording System.

We are seeking to replace our current squad car video recording system. The current systern |s approximately six (6) years
old and we have had consideruble maintenance and reliability issues. We have come to rely on the squad car video recording
systerm as an important tool in the prosecution of DUI offenses and in reconciling citizen complaints we may recelve. The
recording system s installed in each patrol unit and is automatically activated when the emergency equipment is aclivated,
Officers are equipped with microphones that record conversations wilh drivers for lraffic related offensas.

We conducted considerable research into the avallable video recording systems and subsequently developed specifications.

The specifications were published and we entered into the compelitive bidding process sending bid packets to nine video
camera vendors, We recelved bids back from three (3) vendors:

L3 Mabile Vision Inc 357,937
AMR Digital Corporation $44,494
Coban Technologies $73,933

The bid specifications called for complete video systems for nine (8) squad cars, removal of the old equipment and installation
of the new system. Additionally included is the video server and achieving system and a 12 month warranty on baoth.

In our review of the bid rezpondent's equipment specifications we found that only L2 Mobille Vision met the published
specifications, The allached bid review table specifies whal specs were not met. Additionally we surveyad the currant
customers using this equipment and found that they were satisfled with L3 Mabile Vision performance and relialzility.

Eased on this we are recommanding awarding this bid lo L3 Mobile Vision Inc. We have budgeted $58,000 in cur current
budget for this purchase.

Motion: To recommend the awarding of a competitive bid to the Village Board to purchase nine (9) squad car video
recording systems and a video server per bid specifications to L3 Mobile Vision of Trenton NJ for a cosl
not to exceed $57,937.

MANAGER'S &
APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL | 2“‘"

COMMITTEE ACTION:

BOARD ACTION:




Memorandum

To: Chiel Bradley Bloom
From: Depuly Chief Mark Wodka
Date: November 22, 2010

Re: Recommendation for In-Car Video System Purchase — Competitive Bid #1478

The Hinsdale Police Department has budgeted $58,000 for in-car video system replacement for
the FY10-11. As you are aware, the agency has been experiencing many difficulties with the
existing product, Kustom Signals Digital Eyewilness. Since the initial installation of these
system(s) in Oclober of 2006, there have been more than forty (40) replacement systems
received lo replace units thal were malfunctioning or inoperable. Although the level of customer
support was acceptable, the product was unreliable and had wavered the confidence of both the
officers and the administration. Kustom Signals was given many opporlunities to demonstrate
that their product would be developed to meei the enviranmental condilions of their application,
but had failed to do so. In September of 2010, Kustom Signals advised that they will no longer
offer the warranty replacements of the existing units and provided a cost estimale of 545,000+
to replace the existing unils with newer models. Three of the eight in-car video systems are
currently inoperable, and it had been determined that additional money for repairs and/or
replacement should not be invested into Kustom Signals, and the Village of Hinsdale went to a
competitive bid process,

On November 12, 2010, competitive bids were received and opened for the Patrol In-Car Video
cameras. The bid process solicited at least seven (7) different vendars, three {3) of which
subrmilted bids based upon the specifications set forth by this department (see attached Bid
Review Table which idenlifies each bidding vendor and the respeclive bid amount).

Based upon the previous experience with Kustom Signals and the known vulnerabilities
associated with the technology of in-car video system(s), il had been determined thal the
winning bidders meeting the specifications of this project will not be selected purely based on
price, but also their quality {which includes their established reliability within the industry. ) This
was expressly stated in the bid instructions to vendors, and bidders were also required to
submit at least five references for installalions of at least 25 unils that have been in service for a

period of at leasl 12-months.

REVIEW OF SPECIFICATIONS

The specifications for an in-car video camera system were prepared following a comprehensive
review of various different manufacturers of this type of equipment and technology, and included
the recommendations from a study conducled by the International Association Chief’s of Police
arganization, The study, Digital Video Minimum Performance Specifications, was created to
provide law enforcement agencies and system manufacturers with a sel of recommended
minimum perfarmance system specifications in order to yield evidentiary-quality digital
recordings and promole officer safety, Specifications were also prepared after careful review of
the manufacturer's products of at leasl three independent video system(s).



The lowest bidder for this project is AMR Digital Corporation (Woodridge, IL). A review of the
vendor's specifications and an on-site demonstration of this vendor's product indicales that this
vendar does nol meel the specifications set forth by this department. In particular, the product

had not met specifications that affect the fundamenial

operations of the system that were selected by our agency, ineluding:

» Video system does not allow for video or audio review of a recorded Incident from within
the vehicle

« The Digital Video Recording system does nol allow for operalor controls of the recorder
within the vehicle.

=« The video storage management does nol track and log all user aclivity, including a chain
of custody log,

« The archiving and DVD preparation process is nol automatic and requires an
administratar to prepare backups or DVD evidence for court files.

e The digital evidence management software does not support exporting of video events
into the original AVD formatl or a canverled AV file (which is often required for review

within the courts).
« Additional specifications which have not bean mel are listed on the Bid Review Table,

The highest bidder for this project is COBAN Technologies, Inc. (Stafford, TX), A review of
the vendor's specifications and an on-site demanstration of this vendor's product {conducled at
the Hinsdale Police Department) indicates that this vendar does not meet the specifications sal
forth by this department. The specifications that had not been met by this vender are outlined in
the Bid Review Table altachment

The only vendor meeting all of the specifications is L3 Mobile Vision (Boonton, NJ). This
manufacturerivendor met the specifications of the agency for this bid process. The
manufacturer/vendor also provided for various warranty options available to the agency.

RELIABILITY AND QUALITY OF PRODUCT

Although the various representatives of in-car video systems will argue that their product is
reliable, the most accurate and trusted means of making this assessment is by researching the
product's reliability that has been established at their customer agencies. Each vendor was
asked to provide references of al |east five (5) agencies thal have more than twenty-five (25) in-
car video systems that have been in service for more than twelve (12) maonths. A
comprehensive survey was developed using not only references provided by bid, but other
public sources that had identified the vendor's customers. Feedback was received from
seventeen (17) paricipants of this survey, the results of which are described In the table on the

nexl page,
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Upon conducting further review of the responses to the seventeen {17} agencies participating in
this survey, | made telephone follow-up calls to agencies regarding their experiences with each
of the vendors, | also talked with the personnel respansible for the daily operations of lhe
camera systems within each agency, and inquired further about concerns that were noted in the
survey. | solicited further feedback from the personnel regarding their experiences and




confidence in the reliability of their systems. Users of L3 Mabile Vision and COBAN have cited
a notable satisfaction with the overall reliability and confidence in the performance of those
respective systems. With respect to AMR, a comman slalement | heard was that AMR is a
simple to use product; however, they are a small company and are not suited to compete with
the larger vendors, One agency equipped with the AMR product cited that the support response
time is very poor, and they are reqularly wailing for parts lo come in. The relerence noled thal
replacement parts ordered in May of 2010 were not yet delivered as of November 17, 2010.

Extensive review was also conducted using onling resources and studying other agency reviews
on in-car video syslems, and it is evident that L3 Mabile Vision surpasses other manufacturers
in reliability. In multiple reviews, recommendations were made to purchase the L3 Maobile Vision
system over other competing vendors, including COBAN. Some of those reviews included
research above and beyond what was conducted in this study, and also included on-site
demonstrations for 60-90 day periods,

RECOMMENDATION

In consideration of the documentation within this memarandum that supports my research in
finding a suitable In-car video system to meet the needs of the Hinsdale Police Department, |
am recommending the purchase of the L3 Mobile Vision videa solution.

| make this recommendation with the following qualifications used in its preparation;

= Pre-bid review of industry-standard specificalions for equipment that is exposed lo the
harsh environment conditions In which the in-car videa systems operate (IACP Study)

« Meetings and review of various manufacturers’ systems, including demonstralion

« Meetings and review with various users of systems
Review of feedback from seventzen (17) agency surveys

« Careful review of the reliabilily, cost, and quality of all competing vendors bidding for this
project

« Careful review of the specifications met by all competing vendaors bidding far this project.

» Review of public documents supporling the various manufacturers of in-car video
systems

« Review of memorandums similar to this recommendalion conducted by olher municipal
police departments,

There is established supporl through references that L3 Mobile Vision has developed a
product that is reliable, cost effective, and provides good quality audio/video recordings wilth a
secure video management salution.

EXTENDED WARRANTY

The L3 Mobile Vision system comes with a 12-month standard parts and service factory
warranty, This warranty does not caver the removal of equipment that musl be shipped back,
but does cover the shipping costs. Warranty includes phane technical support. Extended
warranty for additional years has also been quoted in the competitive bidding process.
Exlended warranty may be purchased before the expiration of the firsl 12 monlhs of the system
purchase.

At this time, | will not be recommending the purchase of extended warranty as a part of this
capital purchase. | do, however, recommend that extended warranty be purchased using
annual fiscal year budgeted maintenance plans for four (4) additional years. The exlended
maintenance plans may be purchased annually before the expiration of the prior years'



warranty. It can be discontinued at any time, or warranly for anly select items may be conlinued
as needed.

The following table represents the cosl(s) of ongolng warranty, maintenance, and software
Lpgrades:

Misc. Hardware
In-Car Video Systems Server ,H,EPUD RoboL & TOTAL
ireless Access
| Points)
Year 2 $2,000 ($250/unil) l $2,085 §554.80 $4,639.80
Year 3 $2,400 ($300/unit) ! $2,085 5554.80 $5,039.80
Year 4 $3,000 ($375/unit) $3,245 §554.80  $6,799.80
Year 5 $3,800 ($475/unit) . $3.245 5584.80 | $7,629.80
TOTALS §11,200 | $10,660 $2,249.20 | $24709.20

ADDITIONAL COST(S)

The compelilive bid for this manufacturer did not include the following accessories that would be
recommended at the time of installation:

» LUSE Flash Drives: Issued to each officer for the purposes of "signing-in" identification for
the security and access of video recordings. L3 Maoblle Vision sells these for $19.99 per
flash drive: hawever, compatible flash drives may be sought from anolher vendor for less

cost. Approximate cost; 3520

=« USB Extension Cabling: Should the agency chose to install the DVR into the glove box
in lieu of the radio console, USB exlension cabling is required so that the USE Flash
Drive port(s) are easily accessible for sign-in. The extension cabling may be provided by
L3 Mohile Vision for $24.99 per vehicle. Approximate cost: $200

INSTALLATION, TRAINING, AND IMPLEMENTATION

The competitive bid frorm L3 Mobile Vision includes the de-installation of the exisling video
system, as well as the installation of the new video systems, server, and software configuration,
The service will be provided by Miner Electronics (current vehicle service provider).

L3 Mobile Vision representatives will be on-site for software and server configuration and will
pravide 2 hours of training to train-the-trainer users. The vendor recommends thal he sysltem
administrator of the agency be present during the full day on-site configuration

If ardered before December 31%, 2010, the parts for the system are expected lo be shipped in
late January with a full implementation lo be completed by March 19 2011

VENDOR DESCRIPTION AND SYSTEM FEATURES

As a division of L.-3 Communications Corporation, a Fortune 200 technology company, L-3
Mabile Vision is recognized as the premier provider of digital in-car video equipment to law
enforcement and public safety agencies throughout the U.S. Since inception, L-3 Mobile Vision
has provided over 88,000 in-car video syslems to more than 8,000 agencies within the US.




Currently, there are more than 12,000 of the digital Flashback systems in operation and the
digilal video files which they generale have withstood legal challenge.

Designed for harsh conditions, the Flashback 2 Digital In-Car system has no moving parts and
records to solid state flash memory. It can withstand shack, vibralion, and temperature
extremes thal would easily disable systems recording to hard drives or DVID's. The Flashback 2
DVR is compact enough to easily mount in a radio console, yet includes an internal GRS
receiver and 802,11 alg wireless LAN. This system also uses a premium ultra low light
NiteWatch camera as well as Voicelink Plus 2 4 GHz digital spread spectrum wireless
microphone system (patented technology in the in-car video industry).

The L3 Mabile Vision provides the following system features thal were specified for the seleclion
of an in-car video system for the Village of Hinsdale:

« Easy to use in-car video recording system that is suitable for operation by non-
technically advanced users.

» Easy fo use data transfer process that wirelessly uploads lhe videas from the squad car
to the server within the police station. Video files are categorized, ullimaltely facililating In
faster accessibility from the server for review and better video file organization.

« Background recording is a feature of this system that provides for the ability for a camera
fo be in an "always on" mode that records evenls without being in the tradilional record
maode.

« Automated file archiving, backup, and restoration using a robotic DVD burner

« Conltrol system access using a user password authorization hierarchy. All database
activity is logged.

« Allows file searches by many different field types, including date/time, officer, vehicle,
location, citation #, class of infraction, suspect's name, alc.

« Enables cases to be built and arganized around individual video files

« Allows for integralion with an interview room recarding system, crime scene video,
surveillance video, et

s Allows other digital media, such as jpegs and PDF's, to be imported into case files.

« Provides automatic purging routines (configurable, bul set for 90 days relenlion).

« \ideo may be accessed through any standard windows PC altached to the existing
departmen! LAN.

ATTACHMENTS

The following attachments are included ta this recommendation for reference purposes in the
fallowing order.

v Bid Review Table

Y L3 Mabile Vision Quole

y  Flashback 2 Digital In-Car Selution Praduct Material (L3 Mobile Vision)
Y L3 Mobile Vision Manufacturer's Warranty

V  Survey Responses



BID REVIEW TABLE

B #1478
Name of Vendor Meets Specifications Bid Amount
[.3 Mobile-Viswon, lnc. WO W arranty
90 Fanmy Road h57,937
Boanton, ™I (7005
With 2 %' Warranly:
; ; lests all Specihealions PR i
Adtn: MWike Hicks F02.577
With 3 yr Warranty:
07610
AN [)igim[ Cmpm':lli:m . Droes ol dlles for playbnek af viden Gles witlio the
PO Box 5352 e s ; W0 Warranty:
; C : . n vehicle does nol liee operalur conteals 4 40
Woadndge, [L 60512 o Does ol provide Goe reiisvable medin? 444
) o Dockpround weording? .
Attn; Juslin Leoken ¢« Sizeaf eamerm does not mest specilicalions | Wil 3 e Warranty.
o LB moenitor dues aol contain speaker for playhack or 547,004
| mmy confel funetions tor immediate video playback
. [T mmtor dnes not display renining recording time
. WWireless micophonte does iot include wn miegriled, |
removible, stainless sreel helt style chp
. Widen stntage manigerment does ot wack and log all wser
activaty, e inelude wchuin of custody Jog.
o Thearchiving/DV D backup process 12 notautomtic o
reyures wishiator backups
. Migital cvidenes manugemesnt sellwane docs not separaie
videos into case folders that dues uol peovide for aimple
senrch capuhilibies
- Crigita] evideice manngement softwarne doss ool support
uplaading at athar digitel medi, such as digital #ills,
drments, praphics, digulal audio ecordings, ote
= Digiti] evidence manngement ol bware dowes ool suppson
gxporting af video events mio the urggoal AT formar or
a comvaried AY] [ile
. Evidence cutputtad 1175 da not mclode ull pecessany
glements 10 porform evidence validity check on (e disk,
COBAN ‘Technologies, Inc. . The dugital video reenrder docs not wse compicl Duel
12503 Fxchange Drive, Suite i : With 3 yr Warrunty:
s Does ot provade for user conliols on the ear of the
530 T L e 573,933
; e camern for sy uncbowal ity o e opemions iggaid i
Stafford, TA 77477 - Cameri dugs nol provide for renges of lght sensitivity (included in base cost)
- Sereen size execeds specifeelivns by 227
Aty Travid [—]-i[ijSE . Sacrophones du not opecate on 2401Hz
s Thee i only one reference provided thal bas oo than
13 fn-aar B systens deployed foe o period oful leas)
12 momths
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GUOTE
Number AAAQLIZST
Date Mov 5, 2010

T, BO0-336-B4Y5 R, V025 7-3024

Sold To Ship To
; _ Hinsdale Police Dapartmant
Hinsdale Polles Deapzriment Mark Wodls
Mark Wodka 121 symonds Drive
Hinsdale, IL 60521
121 Symonds Drive LSA
Hinsdale, IL 60521
US4
Phone 6307897086 Phone 6307897086
Fa 6307893087 Fax G6307EI3087
Salasparson P.0O. Numbar Ship Via Terms
HIEBS . UPSs GROUND MNET 30
Line Gty - SKU Bescription Unit Price  Ext Price
1 1  MVD-DET-BTL 1 Day On-Site Installation (full day of install and 2 hour $1,200.00 $1,200.00
guick tralningy)
2 g MVD-FBZDVWS-2 Flashback 2 Digital Video System w/VLP2 assy £4,500,00 %36,000.00
3 B MVD-IR-CAM Option, Flashback IR Camera w/cables $250.00 $2,000,00
1 B INSTALLATION Inztallation - Flashkack In car %£365.00 2,920.00
& Will need to know the car types, antenna typez
and DVR locations when placing order.
& 3 MVD-BE75-A-ASSY  Wireless Access Point w/External Mounted 475,00 +1,425.00

AntennaB02, 11(a) Wireless Access pointAntenna and
Cabling (Mote: Pricing does not include Installation)

7 1 LSMYDTS50Z0DEP DES PRD TS0Z2 Server, Tower, 1.72TE RAID 6 DASD, B $10,8%6.40 £10,875.40
Core Xenon Processors, 6GE RAM DVM Sarver, Storage &
Distribution System, Tower Configuration Dual 2.26 GHz
Quad Core Processors, & GB RAM, 1.72TE Usable RAID &
DASD Red Hat w5 Enterprise Linux 05 / PestgreSg|
Database DVD-Rom, monitor, Keyboard, Mousa, CF Card
Reader 8 port 10/100/1000 Base T-switch Digltal
Evidence Software: Base Module, Inteligent Downloading
Mngulle, Archiver medule, Case Module, Consumer DVD
Module

) 1 LESMVDDVDDLIXI  wWaorkstation, Tower, 14068 DASD, 2 Core Intal £3,515.60 $3,515.60
Processors, 1 GBE RAM. DVD Backup System, 2.6 GHz
Dual Core Processors, 1 GB RAM, 140GE DASD Windows
X, DVD-RW, Monitor, Keyboard, Mouse MVI Archiving
Software, Dual Layer DVD Robot w100 disc capacity,
100 DYD-R Discs ) .

Continued Cn Next Page ...

T Duotation is valid for G0 days from date issusd
These commadities, lechnology or scftware were sxporied from the Uniled States In sccordance with he Export Administration regulations. Divarsian cantrary
o S law Is prehibiled.

1L/05/10 17:03:50 _ Fege laf 2



Line Qt'v sKU Description Unit Price  Ext. Price

SubTotal £57,537.00
Signing below Is in lieu of a formal Purchase Order.
Your signature will authonze acceptance of both pricing and produck Tax TED
Shipping =0.00
Signed: Date: Total +£57,937.00
Credit Terms: Net 30 Days. Statef Local Fes and Taxes are nat includsad

euolation s vahid for 87 days from dale izsued***=
These commodilies, lechnolagy or softiware were exparled fram the United Stales in accordance wih the Exposl dministralion iegulstions . Diversion conlrany
1o UE law iz prohibitad,

11/05/10 17:03:50 Page 2of 2
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When a Law Enforcement Agency Is looking to equip its flest of vehicles with Digital Camera
Systems,; L-3 Communications Mabile-Vision, Ine. Is the salution.

The desired system must suppart the intendead fleel. It must easily capture video at sufficient
quality to support its use in court, provide a simple and seamless transfer mechanism fram the
car to a server/storage infrastructure, and store/manage video for evidence raview and output for
internal and judicial use, The cars must be allowed to operates per Agency protocol and nat
burden the Officer with un-necessary additional tasks, All processes (from capture through
storage) must be automated and all content must also be easily available.

L3 Communications Mabile-
Vision, Inc. proposes to support
the Agencles neads and
requirements by supplying our
Flashback 2™ solid-state in-
car camera system and our
integrated server solution the
Digital Evidence Pro (D-E
Fra).

The transfer of files from the
car to the senver will be
accomplished through a high
speed “hands off" wirsless
transfer system. The storage,

management and archiving of video will be accommaodated
thraugh a server within the Pracinct office.

A T = A I e o o
D 0 i v B T E
s T [T T e

Rasere hmrisy
B

The video can be accessed through any standard windows

PC attached to the existing Departmant LAN, Additianally, the search and retrieval of video will be
based on agency key data (officer, date, location, incident class, etc.) and case relevant data
(cltation #, class of Infraction, suspects name, etc).

This system will meet all these critical requirements and will further provide many other unique
differentiating capabllities. It is robust and easy to use. |t also brings with it the ability to manage
all the digital rich media for a department (digital stills, etc.) and can be extended to suppart
and manage the other video sources such as interview room vidso, crime scene video,

survelllance viden, etc,
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FUNCTIONAL OVERVIEW -~ PRECINCT SERVER
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The Digital Evidence Pro solution consists of five prirnary elements:

Flashback 2 In-Car Digital Video Recording System

File Transfer Systems

Storage & Management Server with Application Software
OWD Backup Station with Robot

Agency LAN Connected PCs (Viewing Stations)

moom»

Upload (car to server): Video is collected on a daily basis by the patrol cars. This evidence is
automatically uploaded to the Precinct servers via secure high speed wireless (802.11a/a) "hot
spots” located In the parking areas, This is a completely “labor free” process that typically
consumes approximataly 15 minutes per car per day. (The multiple access points per Precinct
combined with an intelligent upload manager allows for multi-vehicle concurrency and allows the
Precinct fleet to be uploaded seamlessly and quickly. Even for very large flests.)

Viewing & Interaction: Once evidence has been uploaded to the server it is available via any of
the LAN connected PT's In the Precinct. The access is secure with all activity restricted,
verified and recorded. Searches are performed through simple "browser based" web interface
and incident relevant "Key Data". The solution alse provides the ability to simply create cases
that contaln any number of evidence elements including multiple videos, digital photos; digital
documents, ete.

Management, Storage & Archiving: The L-3 Mobile-Visian Digital Evidence Pra System
automatically manages, stores, archives and purges the video with the use of & Patent Pending
technelegy referred to as queue based evidence management. |n this process the evidence is
automatically managed throughout its lifecycle based on a series of evidence queues {including
type of incident, date, usage, ete.). This ensures that no evidence is ever lost (in fact it is
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redundantly stored) yet no labor Is required in the process. All standard video is retained for a
definable period. However, any evidence that is perceived as having value has its lifetime
automatically extended. And any evidence that is associated with a "case” can be further retained

automnatically for long term utllization.

Qutput to Court: The system provides a simple means of validating video evidence and
outputting to a self contained DVD for presentation in court. In addition, a secure Chain of
Custody report Is embedded onto the DVD. This repert documents all activities that have
been performed in order to manage any digiial evidencs |video, photos, audio and documents)
that hava hean stared in the Digital Evidence Pro system and exported to the DVD
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SOLUTION COMPONENTS

A. The In-Car Digital Video Recording System

Tha L-3 Communications Moblle-Vision Flashback 2 In-car Digital Video
Recorder (DVR) automatically records each Incident (2 video sources, 3 audio
solrces and metadata) with superior quality and accuracy. The RECORD mode
can be activated manually or automatically by the wireless microphone, light bar,
siren, vehicle speed or from two auxiliary inputs. For maximum reliability, the
DVR records to solid-state compact flash memory instead of hard drives or
DVDs. With no moving parts, the Flashback 2 DVR is able to sustain shock,
vibration, and temperature extremes well beyond the capabilities of ather in~car
digital systems. The compact flash memory also contributes o Flashbaclk's
compact size and extremely low power reguirements. |t can be mounizd in a
police radio console or in a glove box or trunk

The Flashback 2 DVR provides programmable pre-event recording, the ability to
simultansously record two video and three audio inputs as well as automatic
power-on, power-off and file transfer. Each incident can be tagged with &
classification (or priority level) Immediately after a recording is concluded thersby
allowing DUI video to be managed differently from routine traffic incidents, This
classification {or priority level) s passed to the server where definable operational
rules allow for the automated processing and categorization of specific classes of
Incidents

i The Flashback 2 in-car system uses a forward facing color
camera with 12% optical zoom and 12x digital zoom for a total
zoom capability of 144x. This camera has a 1-lux sensitivity
rating, which can be increased to 0.03 lux with the Nite-Watch
feature, making it optimal for nighttime surveillance.

Each system Is equipped our patented VoiceLink Flus, 24CGHz [REEL
digital spread spectrum, wireless microphone. This is a fully S
automatic device that will turn (tself on whenever the DVR is recording and turn
off when the DVR stops recording. An in-car microphone is also provided. The
Flashhack 2 DVR can accommodate one additional Voicelink Plus wireless
microphane for vehicles that carry twa officers.

A universal monitor console |s provided with flexible mounting options
The console includes a 3.5-inch colar LCD monitor, a speaker with adjustable
volume and backlit operational controls that duplicate the front
panel controls of the Flashback 2 DVR. This integrated design
allows the DVR to be mounted in remote |locations.

An Internal 802.11alg wirgless LAN Is provided as well as an
Ethernet port so that recorded digital video data files can be
“automatically uploaded to a secure server, Also included is an
" internal GPS receiver, which provides location and speed
metadata while setting all DVR clocks to the worldwide GPS

system.

As an option your vehicles can be equipped with a rear facing camera. The
optional “backseat" camera combines a wide-angle lens and internal infrared
ilumination to facilitate recording of the enfire backseat area and in total
darkness. The camera comes equipped with an internal microphone for recording
conversations within the vehicle. The rear camera records in color during the day
and in black and white at night.
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B. File Upload

Wireless Upload (from car): Wireless file upload Is the prefarrad method and s used by almost
all of our clients, Files are automatically uploaded to the Precinct servers via wireless "hot spots”
located in the parking lots. This is a completely "abor {ree” process that typically consumes
approximately 15 minutes per car per day. (This time Is the cumulative time. |t does not require a
single visitation and can be made up of multiple short visits to the precinct.) Through this methad,
video Is automatically collectzd, transfarred and storad while maintaining chain-of-custody.

|-3 Communications Moblle-Vision has created a unigue patent pending wireless solution that
works evan for large digital in-car video implementations. It is the only such solution develaped
specifically for the wireless transfer of Law Enfarcemant mobile video content. It effectively
increases the aggregate throughput capacity by 3 to 4 times that of conventional wireless
solutions, thereby making large fleet wireless transfer viable. It does this by leveraging the
increased channel capabilities of 802, 11a (vs. "g"}, using advanced antenna technology (o
increase the range and propagation performance of "a”) and finally manages the assignment of
vehicle to access point {channel) through complex algorithms that provide load balancing across
the entire access point array based on transmissicnfconnectivity metrics and predetermined unit
and evidence rules that determing video file priority and consequently upload sequencing (so as
to optimally map the transfer through the multiple access points without bottienecks).

In & nutshell, using up to nine 802 11a wireless access points in a single zone, the sarver "sees”
the data files residing in all equipped vehicles that are within range. It "knows” how wall each car
can "see" each access point. It “knows” how many cars have files fo upload and how many files
an aach unit. it "knows" the evidentiary priority of each car and file fo be uploaded and uses this
global knowledge to most effectively manage the transfer process across a notwork that Is thrae
to four times the aggregate speed available in conventional g" Implementations.

For convenience, Flashback 2 provides two other methods to upload files:
Ethernet Upload: The Flashback 2 DVR incorporates an Ethernet connector through which files
can be transferred, This process requires a wired Ethernet connection.

Manual Upload: Video evidence files can also be directly transferred manually by Inserting the
DWVR's compact fiash memory card Into a fiash card reader on any LAN connected agency PC.

C. Storage & Management Server

Management, Storage & Archiving: The L-3 Communications Mobile-Vision Digital Evidence
Pro System automatically manages, stores, archives and purges the video with the use ofa
Patent Pending technology referred to as queue based evidence management. In this process
the evidence Is automatically managed throughout its lifecycle based on a series of evidence
gueues {including type of incident, date, usage, etc.). This ensures that no evidence Is ever |ost
{in fact it is redundantly stored) and no labor is required in the process.

The storage & management server stores the video and metadata files as well as cantrols the
process by which the digital video data files are administered, managed and distributed. |t
receives the uploadsd files and stores them on a redundant RAID 5/6 (redundant array of
Independent disks) storage for a predetermined length of time and concurrently creates a backup
off-line.

L-3 Mobile-Vision employs an intelligent multi-tiered, storage architecture. This is not a
conventional time based hierarchical storage architecture, it is custom built for video evidence
and employs evidence value and state information (along with aging) to optimally manage and
migrate files. All key data (search parameters) persist indefinitely on the server, but video files
reside on the system’s RAID for a period of time based on their evidence value and aging rules.
The lifetime of video files are automatically extended if they have the "Indicators” (predefined) of a

|
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potential longer term need, yet standard incidents roll off the RAID mare quickly. In addition to the
RAID lifetime management, the system also manages longer term archiving through the use of
On-Line/Near-Line architecture {All ingested video, regardless of percaived evidence value, Is
backed up immediately). If an "after the fact' determination requires video already rolled off RAID
to be reviewsad, it can be reloaded to the server for renewed access. This leverages the
immediate accessibility of RAID as well as the cost effectiveness of DVD/Tape for long-term
storage. Virtually all of the "need” requests will come from the sarver designated priority group
and, for these, all access will be "on-ling" and immaediate. For the rare remaining that are not "on-

line" a simple automated “re-activation”

minutes to re-activate the video.

process is provided that typically consumes less than 10

If you nesd to access the video it is more than fikely "on-line". And under the unfikely event that
no indicators pointed to need, yet it 1s needad, it ean be simply re-activated and made to be "on-

lina" within short order,

Search and Access of Videa

Once video evidence is has been uploaded {o the Server, | F&s= i
it is available via any of the LAN connected PCs on the = B e
Agency network. The access is secure with all activity e
password protected, verified and recorded, Searches are
performed through a simple “browser based” web

interface and intuitive “Key Data®
fislds (no special software of skills
requlred).

The user simply logs anta any of the
agency's LAN connected PCs, and
searches for an incident by key data
(officer's name, date, time or other
relevant data),

An equally simple, embedded play
application provides video playback
controls that operate like a VCR.
Funetions include: view play, FF, RW
and pause,

Case File Management
Most video collected will not be used
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in court, however, that which is used needs to support the Judicial process. The D-E PRO has a
unique case management module that allows for the creation and management of case files.
As with all aspacts of this system this is a simple point and click operation. Multiple videos (and
ather rich media) can be added to a case file (e.g. the "in-car” chase, the subsequent interviews,
crime scene digital photos, the digital 911 call, reports, etc.) This entire case build process can be

tracked and cutpub.

Distribution of Video and Fulfillment of Disclosure Requests

Output to Court: The system provides a simple means of validating video evidence and
outputting to a self contained DVD for presentation In court. From the LAN connected Agancy
PCs, the user requests a certified duplicate of a file for output. The system is typically configurad
to route all such requests to the DVD robot for output rather than local burn on the client PC
(although local burn is an option). This provides output contrel and security. This is a simple
desktop PC request for the Officer and the system then automatically compiles the data,




‘ communications
Mobile-Visian, Inc.

performs secutity valldation checks, creates a Chain of Custody Report, labels and
outputs the DVD. The oificer's action Is a single "click”, the server does everything else.

Security

The security utilized within Flashback 2 is unmaiched [n the Industry. The DE PRO solution
contains multiple levels of security designed to protect against unauthorized access or editing and
to ensure filz authenticity and chain-of-custody, Network and access security is addressed
through, WPA encryption, address specific communication, firewall implementation, user
namel/password and hierarchical privilege levels to prevent unauthorized server access. File
integrity Includes the use of frame-level (MD hash) digital fingerprinting, which is a security
measure that other in-car systems apply at the global file-level. Additionally, the creation of
unalterable coples to non-rewritable media ensures the ultimate in file integrity. Physical, lockable
security |s enabled for both the in-car DVR and the server. And finally, the entire lifecycle of the
video evidence is completely tracked with all activity recorded. logged and documented.

2. DVD Backup Station with Rebot

For security and long-term retention purposes, the Flashback 2 solution archives video to
removable media (typically DVD or Blu Ray, but LTO tape is also an option), Upon receiving the
video from the storage & management server, the backup station automatically consolidates a
group of recorded incidents and coples them to DVD,

The backup station consists of a management sarver (with application control software) and a
DVD robot with integrated printer The process s fully automatic — once a DVD is full, it is
automatically labeled and numberad.

The DVDs are read only discs to ensure the integrity of the
recorded digital video data files and are exact duplicates of the files
recorded by the Flashback 2 DVR systems. This redundant {dual-
media) architecture assures that unalterable copies exist for secure
"disaster recovery'. They also provide an unquestionable chain-of-
custody compliance as well as a cost-effective, long-term archiving
solution.

This archiving process is automatic — the operatar only needs to
be sure that the robot has DVD media In the feed bin, a process
that should be necessary once par week,

Videgs that ware not tagged as potential evidence roll from the SAN
system (but are retained on the DVD archive), Accessing vidsos

after their SAN life has expired is simple and automated, The
Officers (from their desktop PC) search for files as usual. However,
when the search results ara returned (with file metadata and
thumbnail images), the video will nat play and an Officer |s asked If
this video should be restored. A single click, autcmatically identifies
the appropriate DVD number and notifies the administrator that
DVD# should be restored. The administrator need only insert the
identified DVD# and the video is reloaded and accessible thereafter
through the online system. (This restere process s typically less
than a 10 minute fask.)
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E. LAN Connected Agency PCs (Viewing Stations)

Vihen It is necessary to access video, the user logs onto the agency viewing station and simply
hrowses for an incident by date, car [dentifier and time. The user's access is limited by user name
and password. All operations are simple “point & click" — If the user can Use & web browser, they
can Use the Flashback 2 digital video management solution|

The Flashback 2 Digital Evidence Pro solution will streamiine your agency's digital video
evidence collection program. Videa is efficiantly collected, simply transferred, easily retrisvad,
viewad and managed, while maintaining chain-of-custody.

10
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UNIQUE FEATURES AND BENEFITS

In developing the Flashback 2 Digital careful attention was given to the concems of law
enforcement. The L-3 Mobile-Vision solution responds to the need for simplicity, security,
dependability, and durability, in a compact configuration. It provides excellent quality
recordings from multiple camera and audio sources, Aware of the many additional components
that increase the electrical demands in a modern police cruiser, L-3 Mobile-Vision engineers

purposefully designed to have a very modest power reguiremant, -
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Flashbaclk 2 collects video, audic and related ey FUTET

metadata In a maintenance-free, solid-state T et e
package. Video and related Infarmation s ARy e 7 LT R
automatically transferrad Into a secure sever  |oe—ossesesrs ; e

where storage, access and distribution are simple and secure. The solution is nearly completely
automatic — the system can turn on/off, record, transfer files, manage the evidence throughout

its lifecycle and with no operator intervention.

The in-car system also allows for the abllity to "designate an incident classification” immediately
after the Incident is concluded. This classification (or priority level) Is passed to the server where
definable operational rules allow for the automated processing and categorization of specific
classes of Incidents (e.g. DUI, Domestic, Accidant, ete.).

L-3 Mobile-Vision has appliet its extensive experience and expertise to deliver a complete
turnkey solution that provides an incomparable collection of distinctive capabilities:

Exceptional Performance

The Flashback 2 DVR offers features like pre-event recording, in-car Incident Classification,
TRACE, advanced MPEG4 compression, internal GPS and the automated collection of metadata
(GPS |ocation, vehicle number, lights, siren, etc.) to provide an unprecedented evidence
collection package. The Nite-Watch' camera provides unequalled nighttime performance while
the L-3 Mobile-Vision patent pending Voicelink Plus® wireless microphone uses the power of
digital spread spectrum technology for clear, interference free and automatic wireless
communication,

Rugged & Reliable

Flashback 2 Introduced the use of solid-state memary (no moving parts) ta in-car digital video
recording, It was specifically designed to withstand harsh police vehicle environments and

temperature extremnes that tapes, hard drives and DVD systems cannot.
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High Speed Wireless; Proven, Reliable, Secure, and Labor Free

Flashback 2 automatically iransfers video from the car to a secure server through a wireless
network. Using patent pending technology that enables an effective throughput more than thrss
fimes that expected out of conventional wireless technologles, wireless transferis finally
viahle for large agencies. B02.11g/a, advanced multi-polarized sntennas as well as patent
pending intelligent load balancing algorithms manage the upload acrose multiple integrated
access points assuring rapid and reliable uploading of the entire fleet automatically.

This ensures procedural compliance and reliability without the error-prone, labor-intensive
process associated with transferring tapes, hard drives, DVDs or Ethernet.

The L-3 autormatic wiraless uploading completely changes the car-to-office evidence transfer
paradigm from a fabor intensive (sometimes requiring supervisors as well s officers), error prong
process to a completely transparent one that is quick and completely secure and s unigtialy
suifed fo fast uploading of farge fleets.

An Agency Wide Solution

The Digital Evidence Pro (D-E PRO) system Is a flexible server class solution. It can support a
single client in a small agency or a State wide distributed array of networked servers and clients,
where the storage and file migration can be managed and optimized based on availahble natwork
infrastructure. The Agency Server is "Globally Aware” of all content and manages the access
control and state of all evidence across the entire networked solution.  The system can be
architected to adapt to the existing environment and growth path, As there is no need for special
software on the LAN connected PCs (D-E PRO |s a secure web based application), there Is no
need for separate PC client licenses or concern over special PC support.

Simple Search & Retrieval Capabilities

Recorded metadata and a simple search interface makes searching for evidence a snap — the
Flashback 2 digital video management solution allows you to search by a series of video and
incident-based key metadata such as date, car, officer, incident type, location, etc. All activities
are through & LAN connected PC, the officers does not have to chase down physical media,

Case File Management

The D-E PRO nat only facilitates the management of all recorded video, but It also supports the
processing and prosecution of cases. |t allews for the creation, search, output as well as lifecycle
management of Case Folders with case relevant data fields (citation #, suspect, incident class,
etc.). Multiple videos as well as other digital files can be added to the case folder and tracked

accordingly.
Digital Still Cameras and other Rich Media (Not Just In-Car Video)

D-E PRO is the only video evidence management solution an the market that Is video format
independent. It can manage video from many sources and can function as a complete video B
rich media management solution. This provides a single solution for managing all forms of digital -
media (digital photos, digital audio, documents, etc) as well as an Integrated Solution for

Interview rooms.
Automated Intelligent Evidence Management (AIEM)

The L-3 Communications Maobile-Vision Digital Evidence Series {DES) provides a configurable
solution that automatically and pro-actively manages, migrates, archives and purges files based
on a series of evidence value indicators and policy rules so as to optimize "on-line” |ifetime
without burdening the system with unnecessary data. The utilization of this technology effectively
allows most agencies to satisfy "on-line” requirement in a storage package that conventional
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technolagy would limit to less than half this period. Conversely it needs half the storage 1o
effectively support the same fleet size

If it Is neaded. it is available "on-line", If it is not nesded then it does not consume valuable disk
space. Yel no data (regardiess of initial classification or perception) is ever lost or fretrievable

regardiess of state or time.

Security and Access Control

The D-E PRO utilizes a layered security approach that includes automated file ingestion,
encryption, unique inter-component Ds, firewalls, complete activity tracking and reparting as well
as dual media evidence storage for the ultimate in file security, long term archiving and disaster
recovery, The system creates and outputs a formal "Chain of Evidence" report for court submittal.
It also gives you total control over record accessibility and management from any connected
department PC — you can sel up usar profiles and access rights (based an user job and rank) for
total security, (And even allows for the creation of special "view only” accounts.)




In-Car Video Feedback

Please complete the following:

Which In-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?

L3 Mohile Vision COBAN AR . gpuonse
Totals
Agancy Name 6 replles 5 replies G replies 100.0%
{100.0%) (100.0%:) (100.0%) (17}
Dopartment Contact 6 replles 5 raplies 6 replies 100.0%
(100.0%) (100.0%) {100.0%) (17)
Contact Eniail Addrass 6 replies 5 raplies 6 replios 100.0%
(100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) {17)
Cuntact Phone Numbar 6 roplies 5 replies & replies 100.0%
(100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (17
answered guestion & g G 17
skipped question
L3
Mobile | COBAN | AMR Agency Name
Vision
1 X Bolingbrook PD Mowv 15, 2010 5:46 PM
P X Streamwond Palice Department Mowv 15, 2010 6:26 PM
a X Riverside PD Moy 15, 2010 6:30 PM
4 X Horry County Palice Department Mo 15, 2010 7:28 PM
5 x Glen Ellyn Police Department MNowv 15, 2010 8:52 PM
6 X Kansas City Missauri Police Maw 15, 2010 9:52 PM
7 X Des Plaines Paolice Dapartmeant Mov 15, 2010 9:549 PM
a8 X Riverside PD {California) Mov 15, 2010 10:32 PM
9 X Mesguite TX PD MWov 15, 2010 10:44 PM
10 8 4 IRVING POLICE DEFARTMENT Nov 16, 2010 1:11 PM
11 X Elmhurst Police Depl Mov 16, 2010 4:02 FM
12 x Bloomington Polcie Department Moy 16, 2010 6:23 PM
13 X Downers Grove Moy 16, 2010 9:50 PM
14 x Farmington Police Dapartment Mov 18, 2010 6:41 PM
15 X Hanover Park Mav 19, 2010 3:49 PM
16 x Bartlatl Palice Departiment MNaw 18, 2010 1313 PM
17 b Pinellas County Sheriff's Office Mov 20, 2010 12:06 AM
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L3

Mobile | COBAN | AMR Department Contact

Vision el
1 X Lt Dave Schurr Mov 15, 2010 5:46 PM
2 X Daniel Barnas Mov 15, 2010 6:26 PM
3 X Richard Blue Moy 15, 2010 6:30 PM
4 X Lt Jaszon Freer Moy 15, 2010 7:29 PM
5 X Bill Halmer Moy 15, 2010 9:52 PM
s X Capt David Lindaman Moy 15, 2010 8:52 PM
7 X Tim Doherly Mav 15, 2010 9:58 PM
B x Richard Blue Moy 15, 2010 10:32 PM
8 X Tadd Dover Mov 15, 2010 10:44 PM
10 X QMcer Ron Hargrove Moy 16, 2010 1:11 PM
11 e Cmdr James Kveion Mowv 16, 2010 4:02 PM
12 x LL Joe Butcher MNowv 16, 2010 6:23 PM
13 X Ed Harrison Mov 16, 2010 9:50 PM
14 X Ligutanant Vincent Mitchell Moy 18, 2010 641 PM
18 X Ll Roy Hanold Mov 18, 2010 3:48 PM
16 X Depuly Chief Patrick Ullrich Mov 19, 2010 12:13 PMW
17 X Lt. Richard Malvan Mov 20, 2010 12:06 AM

L3

Mobile | COBAN | AMR Contact Email Address

Vision
1 X dschurr@bolingbrook.com Mov 15, 2010 5:46 PM
2 b4 dbarnes@streamwand.arg Mov 15, 2010 B:26 PM
3 X REluei@RiversideCa.gav Mowv 15, 2010 6:30 PM
4 X lreer|@horrycaunty.org Mov 15, 2010 729 PM
5 x wholmer@glenellyn.org Mov 15, 2010 8:52 PM
G X david lindaman@Ekopd.arg Mowv 16, 2010 9:52 PM
[ X tdohertyimdesplaines.org Mowv 15, 2010 §:58 PM
8 X RElue@RiversideCa.gov Mov 15, 2010 10:32 PM
9 X (dover@eityalmesquite.com Mov 15, 2010 10:44 PM
10 X rhargroved@cityolirving. org Mov 16, 2010 1:11 PM
11 x james kvetong@elmbursl.org Mov 16, 2010 4:02 PM
12 x bulcherf@eityblm.org Mov 16, 2010 6:23 PM
13 4 gharrison@downears. us Mov 16, 2010 9:50 PM
14 X vmitehell@fmtn.org Mov 18, 2010 6:41 PM
15 X rhanold@hpil.org Mov 19, 2010 3:49 PM
16 x pulliich@vharllelt.org MNov 19, 2010 13:12 PM
17 X rnalveni@pesonet.com Moy 20, 2010 12:06 AM

L3

Mobile | COBAN | AMR Cantact Phone Number

Vision
1 X G30-226-8645 Mov 15, 2010 5:46 PM
2 X 6307363701 Moy 15, 2010 6:26 PM
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Mu!a.lglle COBAN AMR Contact Phone Number

Vision
3 x 1-8951-353-7675 Moy 15, 2010 6:30 PM
4 X 843-915-7987 Moy 15, 2010 728 PM
5 X 630-547-5259 Moy 15, 2010 8:52 PM
6 A B16-234-5690 Mov 15, 2010 9:52 FM
[ X (B47)391-5367 Moy 15, 2010 9:58 PM
B X 1-951-353-7675 Moy 15, 2010 10:32 PM
] X g72-216-4173 Moy 15, 2010 10:44 FM
10 X 072-721-2643 Cell 214-287-5628 Moy 18, 2010 1:11 FM
11 X £30 530-6406 Mow 16, 2010 4:02 PM
12 X 309-434-2359 Mov 16, 2010 6:23 PM
13 X B30-434-5664 Mov 16, 2010 9:50 PM
14 X 505-599-1075 Moy 18, 2010 6:41 PM
15 X B30-372-4472 Mov 19, 2010 3:48 PM
16 X B30-837-D846 Moy 19, 2010 10:13 PM
17 X T27-420-8267 Moy 20, 2010 12:06 AM

Jalra




In-Car Video Feedback

What do you like best about this product?

Which In-Car Video Manufacturer do you hava?

L3 Mobile Vision COBAN
& replies b raplies
answered guestion A 5

Response
AMR
Count
G replies 17
B 17

sklpped quastion

L3 !
Mobile | COBAN | AMR Response Text
Vision

1 X Very simple system Mowv 15, 2010 5:46 PM

2 X Support - Justin from AMR has been oul mare Moy 15, 2010 6:26 PM
than ance at 2 am

3 X The Vendor is extremely accessible and is quick  |Nov 15, 2010 6:30 PM
{o resalve problems.

4 X It is compuler. You no longer have to buy the Moy 15, 2010 7:29 PM
next versiar 1o get the upgrade or new fealures.

5 b4 simplicity, not a ol of buttons to corrupt operation |Nov 15, 2010 8:52 PM

B X The backend power and the abilily o place a Moy 15, 20110 2,52 PM
hold on video

7 X Easy to use, on site supporliwarranty wark. Mov 15, 2010 9:59 PM

8 X The Vendar's customer service |s outstanding, Moy 15, 2010 10:32 FM

9 b Migration from L-3 System 7 (VHS) lo Flashback [Nov 15, 2010 10:44 FM
(Digital)

10 bt Very user friendly and the sevice cenler |s Mov 18, 2010 1:11 PM
appraximately 30 miles from us

11 b4 Reliable, good cosl, good relationship with Mow 16, 2010 4:02 PM
company reps when we have gueslions or nesad
help

12 * in rearview mirrar and auto up-load Mov 16, 2010 6:23 PM

13 x Simplicity in use for officers and evidence control. |Nov 16, 2010 9:50 PM
Great customer senvice,

14 b4 Vary easy for the officer to use and understand.  |[Nov 18, 2010 6:41 PM
15 X Ease of use and reliability based on previous Mov 19, 2010 3:49 PM
experience wilth other vandars.

16 A Ease of use for officers, mic batteries hold a long |Nov 19, 2010 10:13 PM

charge, easy to search for videos, the wireless
download from squad to server is really nice
17 * Features and system capabilities, Mov 20, 2010 12:06 AM
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In-Car Video Feedback

1. Please complete the following:

Which In-Car Videa Manufacturer da you have?

Res Se
L3 Mobile Vision COBAN AMR P
; Totals
I L] 100.0%
Ageney Namé 6 replies 5 replies replies
(100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) {17)
Department Contact 6 raplies 5 replies 6 replies 100.0%
(100.0%) {100.0%) {100.0%) (17)
Contact Bl Addrass & replies 5 raplies 6 replies 100.0%:
(100.0%) {100.0%) (100.0%) (17}
I ¥
Eontact Phons Number 6 replies 5 replies 6 replies 100.0%
(100.0%:) (100.0%) (100.0%) {17)
answered quastion B 5 & 17
shipped question 0
2. Which In-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?
Which In-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?
Responsn
L3 Mobile Vision COBAN AMR p
Totals
100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 35.3%
L3 Moblla Vision ; :
(6) (aj (@ (6)
0.0% .00 0.0% 28.4%
COBAM 110:0% .
-(0) (5) {0) (5)
0.0% 0.0% f .30
AMR 100.0% 35.3%
(0) (@) (@) (6)
answered question B 5 (& 17
skipped guestion

1ol 11




3. What Is the model name?

Which In-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?

; Response
L3 Mobile Vision COBAN AMR
Count
6 replies 5 replies 4 replies 15
answered guestion & 5 4 15
skipped guestion 2
4. How iong have you had this product in-sarvice?
Which In-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?
Re
L3 Mobile Vision COBAN AMR il
Totals
L e A AT 16.7% 0.0% 16.7% 11.8%
ess than 1y ;
() {0} (1) {2)
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
1 year :
(o) (0 {0} (0
2 yoars 33.3% 60.0% 16.7% 35.3%
{2} (3 (1) (B
4 0,0% 20.0% 16. 7% 11.8%
2ars
: () (1) (1) (2)
500% 20.0% 50.0% 41.2%
44 yoars :
{3) n {3) (7
answered guestion G 5 _ B 17
skipped question 0

2al 1




n-5

B-10

11-20

21-30

31-80

51100

101-200

201 or greater

“answered guesfion

5, How many units do you have in-service at this timae?

Which in-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?

L3 Mobile Vision

0.0%
(0)

0.0%
()

50.0%
{3

0.0%
(o)

0.0%
{0

16.7%
i1

33.3%
{2)

0.0%
i)

COBAN AMR
0.0% . 16.7%
(Q) (1)
0.0%, 0.0%
() {
0.0% 50.0%
{0} (3)
0.0% 16.7%
(o) (1)
0.0% 16.7%
{0) (1)
40.0% 0.0%
@t o)
40.0% 0%
(2) {t
20.0% 0.0%
{n (0
5 B

sﬁrippud guesfion

Response
Totals

5.9%
(1)

0.0%:
(0)

35.3%
(&)

5.9%
{1

5.9%
()

17.6%
{3

23.5%
(4)

5.9%
(1)

17

doefi




6. What was your primary reason for chesing this vendor?

Relialinity

Cost

Quality

answored gquestion

Whieh In-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?

L3 Mohbile Vision

80.0%
{4)

20.0%
(1

0.0%
(o)

COBAN AMR
0.0% 16.7%
(0) (N
0.0% 33.3%
(0) {2)
100.0% §0.0%
8] (3)
4 6

skipped question

Hésponse
Totals

33.3%
(=)

20.0%
{3

46.7%
{7}

15

4 af 11




In-Car Video Feedback

Rate the RELIABILITY of the product

Systam bools properly Unrattabi
nrellable

Poor

Meets Expectations

Reliable

rating average

Video records when necded
Unreliable

Poor

Meets Expectations

Reliable

raling average

Audio records when needed :
Unreliable

Poor

Meets Expectations

Reliable

rating avarage

Which In-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?

L3 Mobile Vision COBAN AMR
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
(i) {0} L]
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
L) (o (o)
33.3% 40.0% 20.0%
(2) (2) (1)
66.7% 60.0% 80.0%
(4 (3} (4]
367 .60 3,80
(6) (5} (5)
0.0% 0,0% C0.0%
(o) {0y ()]
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
(0} {0y {0
33.3% 33.3% 40.0%
(2] {1} (2)
66.7% 66.7% 0.0%
{4) (2) (3
3,67 3.67 A.60
(6) {3} (5)
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
(0} £} (0}
0.0% 0.0% 25 0%
() {0y (1
33.3% 13.3% 0.0%
[2) 1) {0
66.7% 66.7% 75.0%
4 (2) {3)
3.67 .87 3,50

1of 2

Responso
Totals

3.68
(16)

164
(14)

3.62



(9) (3] (4) (13}
Videos transfer automatically i rairabl 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
nraiiable
(0) (0) (0)
2 0.0% 50.0% 0%
i (0) 2) (0)
A o 16,7% 25.0% 50.0%
aols ecrations
2 (1) (1) (2)
83.3% 25.0% 50.0%
Reliable ;
{5) (1 {2)
rating average 3.83 276 3,50 3.43
{8) (4} (4 (14
Backend works as axpectsd e 0.0% 0,0% 0.0%
nrellable
(0} o) (0]
£ 0,0% 0.0% 16.7%
oor
(0 (o {1}
Rt b ot 16.7% 0.0% 16.7%
c ectations
A (1) (0) (1) -
B | 100.0 6.7
Raliable ] g Lt
{3 (4) 4
rating average 5,83 4.00 3.50 .75
(6) : Bol {B) (16)
Dither (please spacify) 1 reply 3 replies 1 reply h
answered quostion fi 5 6 17
skipped guestion 0
L3 :
Mobile | COBAN | AMR Other (please specify)
Vision e : :
X These are all reliable - will not aceept check mark |Nov 15, 2010 6:26 PM
b4 Problem with this wab site’s survey and Reliability|Nov 15, 2010 6:30 PM
selections. Can only selecl one par columin.
X Coban is an oulstanding preduct. | cauld only Moy 15, 2010 7:29 PM
answer one aof your questions, but | would answer
each with "Reliable"
4 X We do cradle uploads, nol automatic wireless Moy 15, 2010 8:52 PM
8 X We have |ost one video it was nol determined it |Nov 18, 2010 3:49 PM
user error or equipment errar
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In-Car Video Feedback

Rate the QUALITY of the product

Yidoo ;
Poor

Accaptable

Exceeds
Expectations

Audio
Poor

Acceptable
Exceeds

Expectations

Video Management
Software

Paoor

Acceptable

Excpndﬁ
Expectations

Cther {please specify)

answered girestion

Which In-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?

L3 Mobile Vision
0.0%
(0)

66.7%
{4}

33.3%
{2)

fi

0.0%
{0

83.3%
{5)

16.7%
(1)

0.0%
(o)

66.7%
(4)

33.3%
(<)

2 replies

Response
COBAN AMR
Totals
0.0% 0.0%
(o (0
60.0% 33.3%
(3 (2)
40.0% 66.7%
(2) {4
5 & 17
(.0% 0,0%
(o) (o)
33.3% B0.0%
{1 4
66.7% 20.0%
(2) {1
3 5 14
0.0% 0.0%
] )
33.3% 25.0%
{1 ("
66.7% 75.0%
{2} (3)
3 d 13
2 replies 1 reply o
5 & 17
skipped gquestion ]
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L3
Mobile | COBAN | AMR Other (please specify)

Vision

X vVideo Mgmt sallware acceplable - it won't accept |Nov 15, 2010 6:26 PM
checdk mark

b3 Problam with this wab sile survey and Quality Mav 15, 2010 6:30 PM
selections, Can only selecl one per column.
* The quality of the product exceeds expectations. |Nov 15, 2010 7:29 PM
X | don't know if | can say exceeds but it s above  [Nov 16, 2010 4,02 M
acceptable
X Tha Flashback 2 is a significant improvement in  |Nov 18, 2010 6:41 P

all of these areas
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In-Car Video Feedback

Use of Video Camera :
No difficulties

Some difficulties
Officers have a hard

time

Transfer of data to servar 7
Mo difficulties

Some difficulties
Officers have a hard

time

Searching of video files
$ No difficulties

Some difficulties
Officers have a hard

time

Production of TWD for
Caurl

Mo difficulties

Some difficulties

‘Officers have a hard
time

What is the feedback you receive from officers on EASE OF USE?

L3 Mobile Vision

83.3%
(5)

0.0%
(o

16.7%
{1

66.7%
(4

16.7%
(1

16 7%
{1}

83.3%
(5)

0.0%
({m

16.7%
{1

68.7%
(4}

16.7%
{1

16.7%
(1

1of2

COBAN

80.0%
(4)

0.0%
(0)

20.0%
()

5

40.0%
(2)

40.0%
(2)

20.0%
(1]

80.0%
()

0.0%
0
20.0%
(1)

BO.0%
(4)

0.0%
(o

20.0%
(1}

Which In-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?

AMR
83.3%
{5)

18:7%
{1

0.0%
(o)

60.0%
(3}

40.0%
{2)

0.0%
(o

66, 7%
(4}

33.3%
{2}
0.0%
[y

66.7%
(4)

16.7%
(1

16.7%
(1)

Rosponse
Totals

17

16

17

17




Othar {please specily) 3 replias 1 reply 0 replies 4
answered guestion B b B 17
skipped question ]
L3 : :
Mobile | COBAN | AMR Othar (please specify)
Vision
x In the beginning, we had a came diffuculties with [Nov 15, 2010 7:23 PM
video transfers but it was quickly fixed by the
Caoban suppaort staff
A The anly difficullies on the officars partis user Mow 16, 2010 4:02 PM
issuas
X An IT person prepares the disks for officers, and  |MNow 18, 2010 6:41 PM
in speaking wilh them, the Flashback 2 system
has greatly improved this process.
X We purchased a OVD robol to make copies of Moy 19, 2010 10:13 PM
DVDs, which makes making copies vary sasy

2al2




In-Car Video Feedback

Please complate:

How many units have required service since you pul
units in senvica?

What types of problems should we gxpect?

What typas of problems arase during implementation
and Installation?

answered question

Which In-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?

L3 Mobile Vision

6 replies
(100.0%)

8 replies
{100.0%)

5 replies
(B3.3%)

COBAN

5 raplies
(100.0%)

5 replies
(100.0%)

4 replies
(80.0%)

R
AMR gsponse
Totals

6 replies 100.0%:
(100.0%) (17)
6 replies 100.0%
{100.0%) {17)
4 roplies TE.5%
(66,7 %) 113)
] 17

skipped guestion

L3 - it . . ;
Mobite | COBAN | AMR How many uhits haw?t raqmrudlsennce since
Vision you put units in service?
1 X All Mowv 15, 2010 5:46 P
2 X 1-3 Mov 15, 2010 6:26 PM
3 X Abaut hall the fleet have been serviced in some  |Nov 15, 2010 6:30 PM
fashian, In either major or minor issues. Moslly
minor,
4 X 3 Mov 15, 2010 7.28 PM
5 b 0 Mov 15, 2010 8:52 PM
B X Hundreds, but we have 365 in use for almost 3 [Nov 15, 2010 8:52 PM
years
7 X 5 Mav 15, 2010 9:59 PM
B X About hall the fleat, including minor repairs. Mav 15, 2010 10:32 PM
9 b 25-30 Mov 15, 2010 10:44 FM
10 X Many- mastly minor repairs Mev 16, 2010 1:11 PM
11 X \We had lwo units thal had to be replaced for the |Nov 16, 2010 4:02 FIM
cars, ather issues were only minor things.
12 ' X all of them, at least it seems so Mov 16, 2010 6:23 PM
13 p! Linknown Mov 16, 20110 9:50 PM
14 A The system has been in service for several MNov 18, 2010 6:41 PM
years, and this would be difficult to calculale. |
asked |T personnel and they described
Flashback 2 as an extremely improved and
reliable system.
15 b4 No DVR's or Cameras have had to be replaced. |Nov 19, 2010 3:48 PM
We have had lo replace the DVD printer but the
company did so rather quickly.
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L3

How many units have required service since

M.le"lﬂ RN | AR you put units in service?
Vision
16 X Mal many, usually DVR relaled issues or MWov 19, 2010 10313 FM
flashback cards
17 A Lnknowr, but nat an unexpected amount, Moy 20, 2010 12:08 AM
L3 y
Mobile | COBAN AMR What types of problems should we expect?
Vision
1 - Service response is very poar Mav 15, 2010 5:46 PM
2 X mic packs are tha largest vulnerablilty Mov 15, 2010 6:26 PM
3 A Mostly data transfer If you use wirsless. A few Mow 15, 2010 6:30 PM
USH problems loo
4 X Minar hardware |ssues Moy 15, 2010 7:29 PM
5 A configuring back end to your needs; Mov 15, 2010 9:52 PM
B X Misc hardware failures Mov 15, 2010 9:62 PM
7 X Hamess problems but were all replaced at no Moy 15, 2010 9:59 PM
cost io department, Other then thal most issues
ware our officers spilling coffea into mic dock due
to our location we picked to nstall them.
8 x Wireless transfers being cansistant Mov 15, 2010 10:32 FM
g X Motherboard (X8), Boot ROM, Remota Display,  |Nov 15, 2010 10:44 PM
Sync Bases
10 X We've replaced many crash sensars Nov 16, 2010 1:11 PM
" X Nothing majar, no different than any other Mav 16, 2010 4:02 PM
computer based item. On occasion we had to re-
boot when we first started.
12 X audio not working proparly, server full, Maov 16, 2010 6:23 PM
i3 X Typical glitches involving electrical components  [Nov 16, 2010 $:50 FM
14 X Problems mentioned have been wires coming Mov 18, 2010 6:41 PM
loose or wearing after extended periads.
Somelimes n extreme cold the monilor takes
time to work, but once Il warms up there are no
problems. Some officers damaged Lheir voice
packs, and this will probably happen, butitis
minimal considering the circumstances. | haver'|
personally used it, but | know the new volcepacks
are smaller and the sound quality is good.
19 x Minor confliguation problems with sel-up. Mov 19, 2010 349 PM
16 X Microphone balleries will expand dus to exlreme |Nov 18, 2010 1013 PM
heat if mics are stored |0 the squads,
17 X MNone, Moy 20, 2010 12:06 AM
L2 What types of problems arose durin
Mobile | COBAN | AMR YRR ST PR bl
Visi implementation and installation?
ision : ] :
1 X Mov 15, 2010 5:46 PM
2 X wo really had none Moy 15, 2010 86:26 PM
3 X Vehicle realestata for equipment lacation on older [Nov 15, 2010 6:30 PM

vehicles.
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L3

What types of problems arose during

Mobile /| COBAN. | ~AMR implementation and installation?
Vision

4 X | did not experience any pratlems during Moy 15, 2010 7:29 PM
Implementation.

5 X short leaming curve swilching between cameras  |Nav 15, 2010 8:52 PM

5] X Yehicle installalion |ssues, network securily Maov 15, 20110 9:52 PM
Issles

7 X MA MNov 15, 2010 9:58 PM

B X Equipment placement on some of the older Moy 15, 2010 10:32 PM
vehicles.

9 x MNone MNoted Mowv 156, 2010 10:44 PM

10 X Saveral -We were lhe second agency to be Mov 16, 2010 1:11 PM
Installed and there were many issues. The
system for us is good now.

11 X Again nothing major, re-boot a couple of times,  |Nov 16, 2010 4:02 PM
depends an who does your install, Our PW does
ours and some times he doesn't load the right
info into the cars so it has to be adjusted.

12 X Moy 16, 2010 6:23 PM

13 * Batttleneck In downlpading software and how to  |Nov 16, 2010 9:50 PM
best hook up to the vehicle's battery power,

14 X Mo problems. IT personnel said they had very Mowv 18, 20M0 6:41 PM
goad supporl.

15 X Mo real problems ather than configuration with Moy 19, 2010 3:.48 PM
some unils.

16 X MNov 18, 2010 10:13 PM

17 X Moy 20, 2010 1206 AM
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In-Car Video Feedback

What improvements would you like to see in this product?

Which In-Car Video Manufacturer do you have?

L3 Mobile Vision COBAN ANR . hosmore
Count
6 replies 5 replias i replies 17
answared question & 5 B 17
skipped question
L3
Mobile | COBAN | AMR Response Text
Vision
1 X Hvailability of equipment. Mav 15, 2010 546 PM
2 X They are a simple operation - back end software |Nov 15, 2010 6:26 PM
could ba refined
3 X A better support for Public Safety 4.8GHz Moy 15, 2010 6:30 PM
wireless.
4 X Right now, | cannot think of any improvements.  |Nov 15, 2010 7:29 PM
5 X Better delivery times; Moy 15, 2010 9:52 PM
6 X Some better server maonitaring sallware Mov 15, 2010 9:52 PM
[ " MNEA Mov 15, 2010 9:59 PM
8 X Battar suppart for Public Safely's 4.9GHz Meow 15, 2010 10:32 PM
wirgless (Ours is City wide)
9 x Mone Mated Mow 185, 2010 10:44 PMW
10 A We are vary happy with this product and | can't  |Mov 16, 2010 1:11 P
think of any major improvernents at this tima,
11 A We wanted a smaller mic and they already made [Nov 16, 2010 4:02 PM
that changa.
12 x improved response la problems MNov 16, 2010 6:23 PM
13 X Audio mikes to be able to pick up conversations  |Nov 16, 2010 9:50 PM
better,
14 x The only thing we have discussed is the creation |Nov 18, 2010 6:41 P
of a camera thal can track the voicepack location
s0 it can move and obtain mare evidentiary
|video
15 X Sturdier microphone cards, As lhey getalotof  |[Nov 19, 2010 3:48 PM
use and can get frayed. | would suggest
purchasing a microphone for each officer.
16 X lass costly flashback cards, they are $299/piece if|{Nov 19, 2010 10:13 P
they need to be replaced
i7 b Just the on-going rafinemeants from user Moy 20, 2010 12:06 AM
feedback to further enhance what is a very good
product.
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In-Car Video Feedback

Would yau purchase this product again? If answer is NO, please comment.

Olher (pleaso specily)

answerad guestion

Which In-Car Videe Manufacturer do you have?

L3 Mobile Vision COBAN
100.0% 100.0%

Yas :

{€) (5}

0.0% 0.0%
Mo

{0) {©)
2 raplies 0 replies

6 .

AVR Response
Totals

66.7% 88.2%

{4 (15)

33.3% 11.8%

(2) (2)

4 replies i

4] 17

0

skipped question

L3
Mobile | COBAN | AMR Cther (please specify)
Vision
1 i AMR has extreme difficully in producing units and [Nov 15, 2010 5:46 PM
equipment for them, Before you make a decision
you should call me.
Z b product has been good so far; delivery times can [Nov 15, 2010 9:52 FM
be bettar.
3 X We had Kustam Signals and this is a systern that |Nov 15, 2010 3:53 PM
WORKS. It's nice to finally have that,
4 X But will consider other systems al replacement  [Nov 15, 2010 10:44 PM
lime
5 X Paar response to problems Moy 16, 2010 6:23 PM
B X After our initial purchase of 15 units we added Mow 19, 2010 3:49 PM
anathar wilh the purchase of our transporl van,
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obile=Vigion, Inc,

Manufacturer’s Warrantv

L-3 Communications Moblle-Vislon, Inc. warrants Its In-vehicle video system for a period of one (1)
year from defects in workmanship or materals. At its discretion, L-3 Mobile-Vision agrees to repair or replace
any in-car video system compaonant that fails due lo defective materials or workmanship during the stated
warranty period from original date of purchase. During the warranty period, there will be no charge for repair
labor, parts or return shipping. The purchaser must return falled companent(z) to factory or factory authorized
service center. L-3 Maobile-Vision will provide purchaser a prepaid relurn shipping label for that purposs.
L-3 Mobile-Vislon's maximum reimbursement for shipping shall not exceed UPS ground service rates, This
warranty applies only to internal electronic components and circuitry, Warranty excludes normal wear-and-tear
such as frayed cords, broken connectors, scratched or broken cases, or physical abuse. Warranty excludes
laber fo diagnose compenants in vehicle and labor to remove or reinstall companents in vehicle, Warranty does
not extend to any devices n or of vehicle to which an L-3 Mobile-Vision companant |5 mounted or connected
-3 Mobile-Vislon reserves the right to charge for repairs to correcl damage resulling from abuse or
extraordinary environmental damage to companents during warranty period at rates normally charged for
repairing such units not coverad under warranty.

L-3 Mabile-Vision warranis that its In-car video systems are designed to make video and audio recerdings of
events in proximity lo and within a police vehicle. L-3 Mobile-Vision will not be llable for any direct, indirect,
consaquential or incidental damages arising out of the use or inabillity ta use this praduct,

As a further Emil an warranty, and as an expressed wamning, the user should be aware that harmful personal
contact may be made with any devices mounted inlo 8 motor vehicle in the event of viclenl maneuvers,
callisions, or other circumstances, even though said devices are Installed and used according ta instructions.
Furchaser will determine and accept any risk involved with the installation and use of this product. L-3 Mobile-
Vision specifically disclaims any liability for Infury caused by contact with its in-car video components in all such

circumstances.

The forgaing warranty ie exclusive in lieu of all other warranties of quality, fitness, or merchantability, whether
written, oral, or Implied. Motwithstanding, if the contractual sgreement under which this in-car video product has
been purchased specifies different terms and conditions those terms and conditions specified by such contract
shall prevall, :

All maintenance and service will be parformed by L-3 Communications Mobile-Vision, Inc., 80 Fanny Road,
Boonton, NJ 07005 ar, at the customer's choice, by an L-3 Mobile-Vision owned service center. Mate: [t is the
responsibility of the user to rermove and retum the componeni(s} requiring repalr. Adequate boxes and proper
packaging materlals can be obtained by calling L-3 Maobile-Vision and requesting them. L-2 Maobile-Vislan
cannot accept responsibility for damage In shipment. L-3 Mobile-Vision will reimburse the department for the

cost of shipping, via UPS Ground only,

Warranty repairs reguire an RA {Return Authorization) number in orderto be processed. This can be arranged
by calling {800) 336-8475 or by completing a Retun Authorization form on our websile: www L-3Com.com/MY,
the form is located under the Sites/Sales/Support tab. The unit serial numbar, description of defective part and
problem noted will be required, A point of eanlact and phone number will aleo be needed in case follaw-up

infarmation Is reguired.

Boonton, NJ OF005 + Telr (800) 336-B475 » (973) 263-1080 « Fax: (873) 257-3024 « www.L-Ecum.m_m.fmv

Revised 31506
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[Wabile-Vision, Ino.

FLASHBACK™
In-Car Video Systems

Extended Maintenance Agreement
Factory Support

L-3 Cammumnications Mobila-Vision, Ine. Extended Maintenance Agreement extends all
terms and conditions of the original warranly for an additional period of one year (1) after the
initial warranty period expires, from defects in workmanship or materials, provided that the system
has been properly maintained with normal usage. This agreement entitles the department to
maintenance and service on any companent of the video system. Components of the systam
include the Digital Video Recorder (DVR), control head, monitor, camera, lens, main cable
harness, wireless microphone transmitter and receiver as well as all brackets and hardware,

This agreement does nat cover damage caused by misuse, vehicular accldents, excessive
roughness, acts of God, cosmetic damage, damage due to malfuriction of the vehicle's electrical
andfor elecironics systems, ar components which show evidence of tampering by unauthorized
personnel [t does not cover any components of the vehicle in which the system is installed, nor
any auxiliary products to which it is connected, |.e. radar, etc. It does not cover expendable
items, |.e., batleries, videotapes or wireless micraphone cords,

All maintanance and service will be performed by L-3 Communications Mobile-Vision, Inc., 90
Fanny Road, Boonton, NJ 07005, or, at the customer's choice, by an L-3 Mobile-Vision owned
service center ONLY, Adequate baxes and proper packaging materials can be obtained by
calling Mobile-Vision and requesting them. L-3 Mobile-Vision cannot accept respeonsibllity for
damage In shipment. All shipment to L-3 Mobile-Vision should be insured against loss or
damage. The customer will be responsible for all inbound shipping and insurance charges
incurred in the shipment to L-3 Mabile-Vision. L-3 Mobile-Vision will pay for the raturn shipping
and Insurance charges, via UPS ground, within the continental U.S anly,

EMA Extended Malntenance Agreement — available aftar [he
initial 1 Year Parts and Labaor Warranty completes:
EMA-1 — 2™ year for the system § 250,00
EMA-2 — 3" year for the system 5 300,00
EMA-3 —4" yaar for the system $ a75.00
EMA-4 — 5" year far the system 8 47500

The Extended Maintenance Agreement is available starting at $250.%° per systemn, per year. Your
agreement will be activated upon receipt of your remittance or purchase order. This agreement is
renewable on an annual basis and must be cantinuous from the end of the warranty period. Any
breaks in coverage will not allow for the activation or reactivation of this agraemeant without
system inspection and possible refurbishment at the customer's expense.

Any questions or comments may be directed to L-3 Communications Maoblle-Vision, Inc. at:
{800} 336-8475, attention Customer Service.

80 Fanny Road * Boonton, New Jersey 07005 * 1.800-336.8475
EMA Form - Revised 10 May 2005



L-3 COMMUNICATIONS MOBILE-VISION, INC. DIGITAL EVIDENCE SOLUTION
WARRANTY and MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT

L-3 Communications Mobile-Vision, Inc. warrants its video management system to be free from
operationzl and material defects and covers all software updates for a period of one (1) year from
original “Implemantation” date (the date that L-3 Mobile-Vision's Support Engineers performed on-site
server Installation, configuration, and training). If on-site implementation was not purchased with the servar
(typical of software-only products), the (1) year warranty commencas en the original factory ship date, For
extensions to the original warranty, see the EXTENDED MAINTENANCE COSTS section at the end of this

document,

L-3 Mobile-Vision warrants that its video management systems are adequate |n features and functions to
facilitate the management of video for law enforcement purposes, L-3 Mohile-Vision will not be liable for
any direct, Indirect, consequential or incidental damages arising out of the use or inzhility to use this

product,

During the warranty period, L-3 Mabile-Vision agrses to repair or replace any video management system
compenent that fails due to defective materials or workmanship. Sale responsibility under this warranty
shall be to repair, adjust, or replace (at L-3 Mobile-Vision's option and according to the manufacturer's
warranty conditions) any software, equipment, and peripheral that is part of the originally installed system
that fails during this period and Is not subject to any of the exclusions listed herein Equipment and
software supplied by Customer is excluded from coverage, In-Car hardware components and software are
covered under a separate Warranty and Maintenance Agresment.

If repairs are covered under Warranty, L-3 Mobile-Vision will not charge for repair labor, parts, or return
shipping,

EXCLUSIONS: This Agreement expressly excludes damage due to system abuse {both physical and
electranic), extraordinary environmental damage (including acts of Nature, such as fire floods, lightning,
hurricanes, ete.). Warranty will not apply If adjustment, repair, or parts replacement s required because of
accident, unusual physical, electrical or slectromechanical stress, neglect, misuse, user programming
errors, loading of unauthorized software on the system, failure of electrical power, air canditioning or
humidity contrel, transpartation, or any cause other than expected normal and ordinary use.

If it |s determined that the system was damaged due to any of the exclusions listed above or any cause
other than defective manufacturing or workmanship, then L-3 Mobile-Vision reserves the right to charge for
the troubleshooting diagnosis and repairs to correct damage to components and software resulting from
the aforementicned causes at standard non-warranty rates.

The forgoing warranty is in lieu of all other warranties of quality, fitness, or merchantability, whether
written, aral, or implied. Notwithstanding, if the contractual agreement under which this video management
product has been purchased specifies different terms and conditions those terms and conditions specified
by such contract shall prevall.

L-3 Mobile-Vision is not respensible for reimbursing any labor expended by the customer or contractors
during the troubleshooting process,

Tofd
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L-3 COMMUNICATIONS MOBILE-VISION, INC. DIGITAL EVIDENCE SOLUTION
WARRANTY and MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT

SERVICE LEVEL AGREEMENT POINTS

o Single Point-of-Cantact and toll free number far | e Technical Support via telephane andfor remate an-line
support sanver servica

a  Yearly preventive maintenance, which includes e Warranty on all Labor and Materials
ongaing updates lo the servar systam & Mext Business Day replacament on server hardware

SUPPORT PROCESS & HOURS

Warranty repairs musi be arranged by calling (800) 336-8475 between the hours of 8:00AM and
8.00PM Eastern Standard Time where a Service Number will be designated and the issue assigned to a
membear of the support team to work. (At the time of call & description of the problem will be required.) An
authorized point-of-contact name and phone number will also be neaded |n case follow up information is
raquired, After hours/Holiday/\Weekend support: |f the request for support call is made outside the
aforementioned narmal hours, a callback will be made no |ater than the next business day.

L-3 Mobile-\ision provides an-line diagnosis and support that is initiated after the aforementioned support
call. Most service requests can be handled through this remote methad. Since this provides the mast
effective support methed, L-3 Mobile-Vision will discount the extended support casts far all customers who
uss the on-line support through a broadband connection (512 Khps or greater) |f the problem is
determined to be related to any of the L-3 Mobile-Vision pravided hardware, then L-3 Mabile-Vision will
coardinate the service with the appropriate hardware provider and facilitate the fix or replacement.

Should an agency not be able to, or prefers not to, provide the support necessary for our technicians to
repair the equipment remotely, then on-site service s avallable through this SLA at a preferred rate of
§1,295 per visit {Inclusive of travel and labar),

MNote: IF it is determined that the eguipment must be returned to L-3 Mobile-Vision for comprehensive
service, the customer may be required to package the system in the orginal box or boxes and ship it to an
L-3 Maobile-Vislan authorized service center

All maintenance and service of computer and computar-related components will be performed through L-3
Maobile-Vision’s Orlande office at 2700 Westhall Lane, Suite 235, Maitland, FL 32751 or by L-3 Moblle-
Vision's assigned authorized service centers. Nole: Original packing must be assired as L-3 Mobile-
Vision cannot accept responsibility for damage in shipment.

2of4
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L-3 COMMUNICATIONS MOBILE-VISION, INC. DIGITAL EVIDENCE SOLUTION
WARRANTY and MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT

EXTENDED MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT (EMA) COSTS

Hardware/Software Solutions:

Cutended maintenance agreements are available through L-3 Maobile-Vision upan the expiration of the initial
warranty at the following rates. This extends the Warranty period on all L-3 Communications Mabile-Vision,
Inc. provided server hardware, software and companents,

Note: Extended Maintenance must be continuous from the end of the initial 1-year warranty period.
Any breaks In Extended Maintenance rigufm purchasing an EMA for all years without a maintenance
agreement. For example, If during the 3" year in-service an EMA is desired and the Year-2 EMA was
not previously purchased, customer must purchase both the Year-2 and Year-32 EMA in order to
qualify for EMA purchase.

Mode] # Year 1 |\r’eur 2 (Sfvr)|Year 3 (%/vr) Year 4 (Shvr)|Year 5 (S/vr)| Motes
™ [Wircless Access Paints, Included TAIA0 FALAN &2 AN $92.EN
DVT-ATTOS0 | TocTuded 5163 $195 $195 F103
* [MVD-DVDVDT Ineluded §402 5403 §402 5402
MVD-DVIVBU-XE | Included EOE4 5584 5984 FoEE
ILSMVDDVDBR2330 | Included 1913 | 1913 51,913 51013
MVI-FORWARDER | Tncloded F600 600 o0 S0
M VD-RO8008 included $aTh SR78 SE7R 5E7R
MVD-RI 616 Trcluded 51,485 $1,485 §1,485 51,485
EV-1440-5 Inelnded | $1,425 5415 T §2A05 57,805 m"
DEV-1440-18 Included §1,425 $1,423 52 003 $2.805 )
[SMYDTSOIDET | Included 51,865 £1885 S35 $3.025 (1, (2)
“LEMVOTSZDET | Included $2.085 52,085 83,243 53,245 i, @1
1.SMVDT501DEP ncluded 52,085 51085 £1745 §3,245 (), 2 |
LSMVDTS02DEF | Inciuded 52,155 32,193 53575 | $3578 T
LEMVIITSIADEP | Tncluded 51,709 $2.700 §4,175 54,175 (1, 2
LSMVDRS0SDEP | Included 2,709 52,700 4,805 54608 ), 2)
LSMVDRATIDEP [ Tncluded | $3,629 $3,629 56,958 R,o5H (1), (2}
LSMYDRSITOEE | Tnluded 54610 0 57975 $7.975 (1) (2]
LSMVDRS24DEP | Included I $7258 513,916 ST3914 ), 21
LSMVDRSUSDEA | Tocluded $3,251 5135 5,011 55,011 a1, 2
LSMVDRSOSDFA | Tneluded 53,251 $3,231 55,01 500 ) @)
[SMVIIRAIIDEA | Included §435% $4.355 58,319 $8.349 (1), (2)
LSMVDRSITDEA | Inclnded $4.335 54,355 58,340 B3 [y 2 |
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L-3 COMMUNICATIONS MOBILE-VISION, INC. DIGITAL EVIDENCE SOLUTION
WARRANTY and MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT

Software Soluticn:

(1
(2

Model # Year 1| Year 2 (S| Year 3 (Sivr Year 4 (Shvr)[Year 5 (hivrl| Notes
MVD-SWR-DEVIA40-9 (per workstation) | Included|  $383 $383 $383
NVD-SWR-DEV 1440-18 (per workstation)| [ncluded| 5494 5494 5494
| W?_I?.._?.EE_DET {per server) |included $i1,302 H1,352 11I_.W2 . .51,392 (2}
MYD-SWR-DEP20 (per server) Ilnclufh:d _ _?l,Eﬁﬁ 51,865 F1,8063 51,865 (2)
. ‘.‘-'IVD;SWR—DEPJG [per server) Ineluded £2,162 52,162 | _$2.]62 52,162 (2}
MY D-SWIL-13E140 {pnﬂ‘ SEﬂ'c.I‘} Included 52,602 2,602 82002 I'Hl.u‘rF]Z E:I_
MVD-SWER-DEFED {per scrver) [ncluded|  §3,152 $3,152 | 53,152 $3.152 | @y

L-3 Mobila-Vision reserves the right to replace these components wilh equal vsed or refurbished componenis of aqual or graater

performeance,

On-ling Broadband support discount = $375 per year. (Deduct this from EMA value iF eliont allows L-3 Mobife-\Wsion on-ling support

at cannochion spasds of greater than 512 Kbps,)
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DATE: December 14, 2010

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT
SECTION NUMBER ZONING & PUBLIC SAVETY Community Development

ITEM Case A-14-2010 - Applicant: Hinsdale Township High School

District 86- Location: 303-315 W. 57" Streel: Map Amendment APPROVAL

The applicant, Hinsdale Township High School District 86, represented by JefT Eagan, is requesting
approval of a map amendment to the subject property Lo rezone it (o IB Institutional Buildings District Lo [it
with the existing zoning of the remaining 1igh School Property. The rezoning is requested to fulfill that
required and agreed to in the attached Intergovernmental Agreement.

In 2005, TTigh School District 86 purchased the residential property and entered in to Intergovernmental
Agreements with the Village regarding the properties commonly known as 303-315 W. 57" Street. The
lots arc currently zoned R-3 Sinple-Family Residential, but per the altached intergovernmental agreement,
the School District agreed to rezone the property to [, Institutional Buildings to match the existing zoning
ol the remaining High School property.

At the Plan Commission meeting of November10, 20140, it was recommended, unanimously (7-0) that the
map amendment for 303-315 W. 57" Street, be approved.

Attached are the approved findings and recommendation from the Plan Commission and the
ordinance.

MOTION: Move that the request be forwarded to the Board of Trustees to approve an
“Oyrdinance Approving a Map Amendment for the Property Located at 303-315 West 57" Street”.

A MANAGER’S
APPROVAL ‘éj‘i APPROVALZ- | APPROVAL APPROVAL | APPROVAL

COMMITTEE ACTION:

BOARD ACTION:




RE: 303-315 W, 57" Street - Hinsdale Township High School District 86 - Map Amendment

DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION REVIEW:  November 10, 2010

DATE OF COMMITTEE REVIEW: December 14, 2010

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION

1. FINDINGS

1. Hinsdale Township High School District 86, (the “applicant™), represented by Jeff Eagan submitted an
application to the Village of Hinsdale for the property located at 303-315 W. 57" Street (the “subject
pmpﬂl‘t}’“].

2. The subject property is currently zoned R-3, Single-Family Residential and is currently being re-graded
for a discus field to be used by Hinsdale Central High School.

3.  The applicant i3 proposing rezone the entire property to IB, Institutional Buildings District to be
consistent with the adjacent high school property, as well as satisfy the requirements set forth by an
Intergovernmental Agreement executed between the Village of Hinsdale and District 86 in 2005.

4. The Plan Commission heard comments from the public expressing concerns regarding items such as
Jandscaping and future intentions of the school district. _

5. While certain Commissioners appreciated the neighbors concemns and wanted to make sure that the
school district was sensitive to surrounding area, the point was made that the Plan Commission had no

real authority regarding the issues being brought forward and a more appropriate venue to discuss those
issues was at the School District Board meetings. _

6. . The Commission agreed that given the execution of the Intergovernmental Agreement between the
School District and the Village in 2005, which mandated the rezoning, the Standards for Map
Amendments didn't apply to this situation.

II. RECOMMENDATION
The Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, by a vote of seven (7) “Ayes”, zero (0) “Nays”, two (2) “absent”,

recommends to the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale to approve the map
amendment at 303-315 W. 57" Street — Hinsdale Township High School District 86.

THE HHQSDAWN COMMISSION
By: W LA,

Chairman

F#
7
Dated this i day of D *< ik , 2010,
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A MAP AMENDMENT
FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 303-315 WEST 57'H STREET
(Plan Commission Case No. A-14-2010)

WHEREAS, Hinsdale Township High School District 86 (the “Applicant”) is
the legal title owner of the property generally located at 303-315 West 57t Street,
Hinsdale, Tlinoig, and legally described in Exhibit A, attached and incorporated
herein by reference (the “Subject Property”); and

WHEREAS, the Applicant has applied for a map amendment from R-3
Single-Family Residential District to IB Institutional Buildings District for the
Subject Property (the “Application”), to be consistent with the adjacent high school
property, as well as to satisfy the requirements set forth in an Intergovernmental
Agreement executed in 2005 between the Village of Hinsdale and the Applicant; and

WHEREAS, the Hinsdale Plan Commission conducted a public hearing and
deliberated on the Application on November 10, 2010, pursuant to notice thereof
properly published in the Hinsdalean on October 21, 2010, and after considering all
of the testimony and evidence presented at the public hearing, the Plan Commission
recommended approval of the Application by a vote of seven (7) in favor and none
(0) against, subject to the Plan Commission's Findings and Recommendations for
Plan Commission Case No. A-14-2010; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning and Public Safety Committee of the Board of
Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale (“Zoning and Public Safety Committee”), at a
public meeting on December 14, 2010, considered the Application and the
recommendation of the Plan Commission and made its recommendation to the
Board of Trustees; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale
have reviewed the recommendation of the Zoning and Public Safety Committee, the
Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission, and all of the materials,
facts, and circumstances related to the Application, and they find that the
Application satisfies the standards set forth in the Hingdale Zoning Code relating to

the requested approvals, but only subject to the conditions set forth in this
Ordinance.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of
Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale, DuPage and Cook Counties and State of Illinois,
as follows:



Section 1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are incorporated into this
Ordinance by this reference as lindings of the President and Board of Trustees,

Section 2.  Approval of Map Amendment [or the Property Located at 303-
315 West 57 Street. The Board of Trustees, acting pursuant to the authority
vested in it by the laws of the State of Illineis and by Section 11-601 of the Hinsdale
Zoning Code, approves a map amendment for the Subject Property located at 303-
315 West 57th Street, and legally described in Exhibit A from R-3 Single-Family
Residential District to IB Institutional Buildings District, subject to the conditions
set forth in Section 3 of this Ordinance.

Section 3. Conditions on Approval, The approval granted in Sections 2
above of this Ordinance are granted expressly subject to all of the following
conditions:

A, No Authorization of Work. This Ordinance does not authorize the
commencement of any work on the Subject Property. Except as
otherwise specifically provided in writing in advance by the Village, no
work of any kind shall be commenced on the Subject Property until all
conditions of this Ordinance precedent to such work have been fulfilled
and after all permits, approvals, and other authorizations for such
work have been properly applied for, paid for, and granted in
accordance with applicable law.

B. Compliance with Codes, Ordinances. and Repgulations. Except as
specifically set forth in this Ordinance, the provisions of the Hinsdale
Municipal Code and the Hinsdale Zoning Code shall apply and govern
the development of the Subject Property. All such development shall
comply with all Village codes, ordinances, and regulations at all times.

Section 4. Violation of Condition or Code. Any violation of (i) any term or
condition stated in this Ordinance, or (ii) any applicable code, ordinance, or
regulation of the Village shall be grounds for the immediate rescission by the Board
of Trustees of the approval made in this Ordinance.

Section 5.  Severability and Repeal of Tnconsistent Ordinances. If any
section, paragraph, clause or provision of this Ordinance shall be held invalid, the

invalidity of such section, paragraph, clause or provision shall not affect any of the
other provisions of this Ordinance, and all ordinances, resolutions or orders, or
parts thereof, in conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance are to the extent of
such conflict hereby repealed.



Section 6.  Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect
from and after its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form in the
manner provided by law.

PASSED this day of 2010.
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED this day of 2010,

Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President

ATTEST:

Christine M. Bruton, Deputy Village Clerk



EXHIBIT A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

LOT 5 (EXCEPT THE EAST 150 THEREOF) IN PENZE’S RESUBDIVISION OF
THE SOUTH % OF LOT 4 (EXCEPT THE EAST 60 FEET THEREOF) IN BLOCK
7 IN BRANIGAR BROTHERS HINSDALE FARMS, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF
THE SOUTHWEST 4 AND THE NORTHWEST Y (EXCEPT THE EAST % OF
THE NORTHWEST % OF SAID NORTHWEST %) OF SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP
38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT OF SAID RESUBDIVISION, RECORDED ON APRIL
16, 1946, AS DOCUMENT 495827, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; AND,

THE WEST 75 FEET OF THE EAST 150 FEET OF LOT 6 IN PENZE'S
RESUBDIVISION OF THE SOUTH % OF LOT 4 (EXCEPT THE EAST 60 FEET
THEREOF) IN BLOCK 7 IN BRANIGAN BROTHERS HINSDALE FARMS,
BEING A SUBDIVISION OF THE SOUTHWEST Y AND THE NORTHWEST %
(EXCEPT THE EAST % OF THE NORTHWEST % OF SAID NORTHWEST ) OF
SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT OF SAID
RESUBDIVISION RECORDED ON APRIL 16, 1946 AS DOCUMENT 495827 IN
DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; AND,

THE EAST 75 FEET OF LOT 5 IN PENZE'S RESUBDIVISION OF THE SOUTH %
OF LOT 4 (EXCEPT THE EAST 60 FEET THEREQOTF) IN BLOCK 7 IN BRANIGAR
BROTHERS HINSDALE FARMS, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF THE
SOUTHWEST Y AND THE NORTHWEST %4 (EXCEPT THE EAST % OF THE
NORTHWEST % OF SAID NORTHWEST %) OF SECTION 13, TOWNSHIF 38
NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT OF SAID RESUBDIVISION RECORDED ON APRIL
16, 1946 AS DOCUMENT 495827, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; AND,

THE EAST 60 FEET OF THE SOUTH % OF LOT 4 IN BLOCK 7 IN BRANIGAR
BROS. HINSDALE FARMS, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF THE SOUTHWEST %
AND OF THE NORTHWEST % (EXCEPT THE EAST ' OF THE NORTHWEST %
OF THE SAID NORTHWEST 4) OF SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH,
RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCTPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO
THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED APRIL 5, 1920 AS DOCUMENT 141390, IN
DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.



REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

DATE: December 14, 2010

AGENDA
SECTION NUMBER

ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT
Community Development

ITEM Case A-28-2010 - Applicant: Kim Brockman — Request:
Map Amendment for the property located at 722-728 N. York Road

APPROVAL

The Applicant, Kim Brockman, is requesting a map amendment Lo rezone the subject property at 722-728
N. York Road from O-2 Limited Office District to B-1 Community Business Distriet.

The applicant is proposing the map amendment to legally permit the uses which they feel are more suitable
to this location given that the building has always contained retail uses and is directly across the street from
Gateway Square which is zoned B-1. Tn discussions with the Village Attorney staff was informed that all
aspects of the property, including the building location, size, etc., need to comply with the B-1

requirements before legally proceeding with a rezoning. Because all of these conditions could not be met,
the applicant had originally been directed 1o request a text amendment which would allow specific service
and retail uses as Special Uses in the O-2 District. One use included in the text amendment request was for
a dry cleaner which recently received approval for a lemporary use from the Village Board, while the

applicant pursued the appropriate approvals.

On November 2, 2010, the Village Board of Trustees discussed the application for a text amendment to
allow the additional uses. As a result of the discussions between the Village Board, Stafl and the Village
Attorney, it was deterrmined that a more appropriate course of action was for the applicant to pursue
variations for any non-conformities on the property, and request a map amendment rather than pursuing a
text amendment. The Village Attorney confirmed the appropriateness of this course of action and the
Village Board unanimously moved to amend the request to be a map amendment from O-2 to B-1, subject
to the applicant obtaining the necessary variations and recommended the amended request be scheduled for
a public hearing at the next regularly scheduled Plan Commission meeting, The applicant will apply for
and proceed with the necessary variation requests simultaneously with this request and will proceed to the
ZPS and Village Board once a recommendation from hoth Commissions has been received.

At the Plan Commission meeting of December 8, 2010, it was recommended unanimously (7-0) that the

map amendment for 722 -728 N. York Road be approved.

Attached are the draft findings and recommendation from the Plan Commission and the draft

ordinance.

MOTION: Move that the request be forwarded to the Board of Trustees Lo approve an
“Ordinance Approving a Map Amendment lor the Property Located at 722-728 N. York Road”.

APPROVAL >

'-. S

AFFRUVAI% APPROVAL

MANAGER’S
APPROVAL APPROVAL

COMMITTEE ACTION:
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DIRAF

RE: A-28-2010 - 722-728 N. York Road — Kim Brockman — Map Amendment
DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION REVIEW: December 8, 2010

DATE OF COMMITTEE REVIEW: December 14, 2010
FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION

L. FINDINGS

1.  Kim Brockman, (the “applicant™), submitted an application to the Village ol Hinsdale lor the property
located at 722-728 N. York Road (the “subject property™).

2.  The subject property is currently zoned -2, Limited Office District and is currently improved with a
two-story building with first story retail and second lNoor apartments.

3. The first floor uses include a dry cleaner, a plumbing business, a barbershop and a real estate office.

4.  'The applicant is proposing to rezone the property lo B-1 Community Business District which they feel
is more suitable to this location given that the building has always contained retail uses and is directly
across the street from Gateway Square which is zoned B-1.

5.  Certain members of the Plan Commission expressed concemns regarding parking issues and the
condition ol the existing parking lot to the rear of the building and how that would potentially be
impacted by the uses permitted in the B-1 zoning.

6.  The Plan Commission specifically finds that the Application satisfies the standards in Section 11-601
ol'the Zoning Code applicable to approval of the amendments.

1. RECOMMENDATION
The Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, by a vote of seven (7) “Ayes™, zero (D) “Nays™, two (2) “absent”,

recommends to the President and Board of Trustees ol the Village of Hinsdale to approve the map
amendment at 722-728 N. York Road.

THE HINSDALL PLAN COMMISSION

By:

Chairman

Dated this day of . 2010,



DRAFY

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A MAP AMENDMENT
FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 722-728 NORTH YORK ROAD
(Plan Commission Case No. A-28-2010)

WHEREAS, Kim Brockman (the “Applicant”) is the lepal title owner of the
property generally located at 722-728 North York Road, Hinsdale, Illinois, and
legally described in Exhibit A, attached and incorporated herein by reference (the
“Subject Property™); and

WHEREAS, the Subject Property is currently improved with a two-story
building with first story containing retail and services, including a dry cleaning
business, a plumbing business, a barbershop and a real estate office, and second
floor apartments; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant has applied for a map amendment from 0-2
Limited Office District to B-1 Community Business District for the Subject Property
(the “Application”), as the B-1 Community Business District is more suitable zoning
for the Subject Property given that the two-story building has always contained
retail uses and is directly across the street from Gateway Square which is zoned B-1
Community Business District; and

WHEREAS, the Hinsdale Plan Commission conducted a public hearing and
deliberated on the Application on December 8, 2010, pursnant to notice thereof
properly published in the Hingdalean on November 18, 2010, and after considering
all of the testimony and evidence presented at the public hearing, the Plan
Commission recommended approval of the Application by a vote of seven (7) in favor
and none (0) againgt, subject to the Plan Commission’s Findings and
Recommendations for Plan Commission Case No. A-28-2010; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning and Public Safety Commitiee of the Board of
Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale (“Zoning and Public Safety Committee”), at a
public meeting on December 14, 2010, considered the Application and the
recommendation of the Plan Commission and made its recommendation to the
Board of Trustees; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale
have reviewed the recommendation of the Zoning and Public Safety Committee, the
Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission, and all of the materials,
facts, and circumstances related to the Application, and they find that the
Application satisfies the standards set torth in the Hinsdale Zoning Code relating to



the requested approvals, but only subject to the conditions set forth in this
Ordinance,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of
Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale, DuPage and Cook Counties and State of 1llinois,
as follows:

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

Section 2. Approval of Map Amendment for the Property Located at 722-
728 North York Road. The Board of Trustees, acting pursuant to the authority

vested in it by the laws of the State of Illinois and by Section 11-601 of the Hinsdale
Zoning Code, approves a map amendment for the Subject Property located at 722-
728 North York Road, and legally described in Exhibit A, from O-2 Limited Office
District to B-1 Community Business District, subject to the conditions set forth in
Section 3 of this Ordinance.

Section 3. Conditions on Approval. The approval granted in Sections 2
above of this Ordinance are granted expressly subject to all of the following
conditions:

A, No Authorization of Work. This Ordinance does not authorize the
commencement of any work on the Subject Property. Except as
otherwise specifically provided in writing in advance by the Village, no
work of any kind shall be commenced on the Subject Property until all
conditions of this Ordinance precedent to such work have been fulfilled
and after all permits, approvals, and other suthorizations for such
work have been properly applied for, paid for, and granted in
accordance with applicable law.

B. Compliance with Codes, Ordinances, and Regulations. Except as
specifically set forth in this Ordinance, the provisions of the Hinsdale
Municipal Code and the Hinsdale Zoning Code shall apply and govern
the development of the Subject Property. All such development shall
comply with all Village codes, ordinances, and regulations at all times.

Section 4.  Violation of Condition or Code. Any violation of (i) any term or
condition stated in this Ordinance, or (i1) any applicable code, ordinance, or
regulation of the Village shall be grounds lor the immediate rescission by the Board
of Trustees of the approval made in this Ordinance.

Secction 6. Severability and Repeal of Inconsistent Ordinances. 1If any
section, paragraph, clause or provision of this Ordinance shall be held invalid, the




invalidity of such section, paragraph, clause or provision shall not affect any of the
other provisions of thigs Ordinance, and all ordinances, resolutions or erders, or
parts thereof, in conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance are to the extent of
such conflict hereby repealed.

Section 8.  Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect
from and after its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form in the
manner provided by law.

PASSED this day of 2010.
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED this day of 2010.

Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President

ATTEST:

Christine M. Bruton, Deputy Village Clerk

ZAPLEVVillage of Hingdale Ordinanees 20104 LW-xx 722728 N, York map amend 12-08-10.due
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EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

BROCKMAN’S RESUBDIVISION OF LOT 5 IN RUCHTY'S RESUBDIVISION OF
LOTS 2 AND 3 IN BLOCK 8 OF THE PLAT OF FULLERSBURG AND PART OF
LOT 1 IN BLOCK 3 IN THE PLAT OF FULLERSBURG IN SECTION 1,
TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL
MERIDIAN, IN THE VILLAGE OF HINSDALE, DUPAGE COUNTY, TLLINOIS.
ALSO;

CHARLES SCHULZE RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 7 AND 8 IN BLOCK 3 IN
FULLERSBURG, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTH EAST
QUARTER OF SECTION 1, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE
THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN EXCEPT THAT PART OF LOTS 7 AND 8 IN
BLOCK 3 IN FULLERSBURG, DESCRIBED BY BEGINNING AT A STONE
MONUMENT IN THE SOUTH WEST CORNER OF LOT 8, THENCE
NORTHERLY, ALONG WEST LINE OF LOTS 7 AND 8, 229.68 FEET
RECORDED (231.2 FEET MEASURED) TO A CONCRETE POST AT THE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 7; THENCE EASTERLY, ALONG THE NORTH
LINE OF LOT 7, 131 FEET TO AN IRON STAKE; THENCE SOUTHERLY,
ALONG A STRAIGHT LINE, 150.9 FEET TO AN IRON STAKE 131.5 FEET EAST
OF THE WEST LINE OF LOT 8, THENCE SOUTHERLY 79 FEET TO AN IRON
STAKE ON THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 8, 137 FEET EAST OF THE SOUTH
WEST CORNER; THENCE WESTERLY, ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 8§,
137 FEET TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING; ALSO EXCEPT THAT PART OF
LOT 8, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: BEGINNING AT A POINT AT THE SOUTH
EAST CORNER OF LOT 8, THENCE WESTERLY, ALONG THE SOUTH LINE
OF SAID LOT, 154 FEET; THENCE NORTHERLY, 79 FEET TO A POINT WHICH
IS 159 FEET SOUTH WESTERLY FROM A POINT IN THE EAST LINE OF LOT
8, 92 FEET NORTH OF THE SOUTH EAST CORNER; THENCE NORTH
EASTERLY, 159 FEET TO SAID POINT IN THE EAST LINE OF LOT 8§ WHICH
IS 92 FEET NORTH OF THE SOUTH EAST CORNER OF LOT 8; THENCE
SOUTH, 92 FEET TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING, REFERENCE BEING HAD
TO THE PLAT OF THE TOWN OF FULLERSBURG, RECORDED APRIL 9, 1929
AS DOCUMENT 277204, IN DU PAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

TRACT 1: THAT PART OF LOT 7 IN BLOCK 3 IN FULLERSBURG, BEING A
SUEBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 1,
TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE 3%0 PM DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS TO WIT: COMMENCING AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID
LOT 7 FOR A PLACE OF BEGINNING; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE
EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 7 AND THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF
YORK ROAD A DISTANCE OF 60 FEET; THENCE WESTERLY AND PARALLEL



TO THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 7 A DISTANCE OF 157.9 FEET TO A
POINT, SAID POINT BEING 60 FEET SOUTH OF THE NORTH LINE OF SAID
LOT 7 AND 131.15 FEET EAST OF THE WEST LINE OF LOT 7, THENCE
NORTHERLY A DISTANCE OF 60 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTH LINE OF
SAID LOT 7, SAID POINT BEING 131.0 FEET EAST OF THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF SAID LOT 7; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG TIE NORTH LINE OF
SAID LOT 7 A DISTANCE OF 157.75 FEET TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING,
ALL IN DU PAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

TRACT 2: THAT PART OF LOT 7 AND 8, IN BLOCK 3 IN FULLERSBURG,
BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF
SECTION 1, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE 3% PM,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS TO WIT,; COMMENCING AT THE NORTHEAST
CORNER OF LOT 7, THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE WEST RIGHT OF
WAY LINE OF YORK ROAD AND THE EAST LINE OF LOT 7 A DISTANCE OF
60 FEET TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE
EAST LINE OF LOT 7 AND LOT 8 AND THE WEST LINE OF YORK ROAD A
DISTANCE OF 78 FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY AT AN ANGLE OF 94
DEGREES 25' TO THE LEFT OF THE LAST DESCRIBED COURSE A DISTANCE
OF 159.0 FEET RECORDED (158.85 FEET MEASURED) TO A POINT, SAID
POINT BEING 150.9 FEET RECORDED (150.8 FEET MEASURED) SOUTH OF
THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 7 AND 131.5 FEET RECORDED EAST OF THE
WEST LINE OF LOT 8; THENCE NORTHERLY A DISTANCE OF 90.8 FEET TO
A POINT, SAID POINT BEING 60 FEET SOUTH OF THE NORTH LINE OF LOT
7 AND 131.15 FEET EAST OF THE WEST LINE OF LOT 7; THENCE EASTERLY
AND PARALLEL TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 7 A DISTANCE OF 157.9 FEET
TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING, ALL IN DU PAGE COUNTY, TLLINOIS.

{wy §



DATE: December 14, 2010
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT
SECTION NUMBER ZONING AND PUBLIC SAFETY Community Development

ITEM 333 W. 57" Street — Hinsdale Central High School -
Request: Approval of a Temporary Use for a Temporary Flat Panel APPROVAL
Antenna

The Village has received a request by Insite RE, Inc. to allow a temporary flat pancl antenna, at 333 W. Y i
Street. The Hinsdale Zoning Code provides for Permiited Temporary Uses subject to the specilic regulations
and time limits as provided for in Section 9-103D of the zoning code and to the other applicable regulations
of the district in which the use is permitted. The total period of time granted by such temporary use shall not
exceed the period of time as specifically identified for that specific use. Where such uses are not specifically
permitted, the Board of Trustees may approve such use, subject to the following regulations:

9. (Mhers: In any district, any other temporary use consistent with the purposcs of this code and with the
purposes and intent of the regulations of the district in which such use is located; provided, however, that
any such use shall requirc the specific prior approval of the board of trustees. The board of trustees shall
establish a limitation on the duration of every temporary use approved pursuant to this subsection D9.
Any approval granted hereunder shall be deemed to authorize only the particular use for which it was
given, and shall not be construed to be any right or entitlement to any subsequent approval hereunder for
the applicant or any other person.

As identified in the attached application, the applicant is proposing to install a temporary flat pancl antenna,
2 feet in diameter. According to the applicant, the antenna will be mounted for less than 45 days while they
wail lor the carrier to install a T-1 telephone line and will be painted to match the tower. The applicant will
be present at the ZPS meeting to answer any additional questions.

Should the ZPS and Village Board find the temporary use request to be satislactory, the following motion
would be appropriaic:

MOTION: Move to approve a permit for a temporary use at 333 W, 57™ Street for the period
12/15/10 thru 1/31/11.

- MANAGER’S
APPROVAL 5;{5; APPROVAL ﬂ APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL QL/

o
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COMMITTEE ACTION:

BOARD ACTION:




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY USE

Address of proposed request: 333 57" Street

APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY USE

The Hinsdale Zoning Code provides for Permitted Temporary Uses subject to the specific
regulations and time limits as provided for in Section 9-103D of the zoning code and to the other
applicable regulations of the district in which the use is permitted. The total period of time granted
by such temporary use shall not exceed the period of time as specifically identified for that specific
use. Where such uses are not specifically permitled, the Board of Trustees MAY approve such
use, subject to the following regulations:

9, Others: In any district, any other temporary use consistent with the purposes of this code and
with the purposes and intent of the regulations of the district in which such use is located;
provided, however, that any such use shall require the specific prior approval of the board of
trustees. The board of trustees shall establish a limitation on the duration of every temporary use
approved pursuant to this subsection D8, Any approval granted hereunder shall be deemed to
authorize only the particular use for which it was given, and shall not be construed to be any right
or enfitlement to any subsequent approval hereunder for the applicant or any other person.

Owner: Insite RE, Inc. as agent for T-Mobile  Phone: (773) 960-8781

Date: December 9 , 2010

Temporary Use Period Requested:
From: December 15, 2010 through January 31, 2011

Nature of Temporary Use Request:

Install a temporary 2’ dish to allow T-Mobile to turn the site on-air in 2010. Once the telco lines

are installed by AT%F i 1, the dish will come down no later than 1/31/11.
Signature of Owner; i ;i

@m._,i

Date: , 20
Village Manager For Office Use Only
$100 Fee Paid EI
OR
Date:
Date of Village Board Approval: , 20

Received B}r
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	2.	Approval of Minutes – October 2010
	3.	Monthly Reports – October & November 2010
	a.	Police and Fire Departments 
	b.	Community Development

	4.	Referral to Plan Commission 
	a.	Referral of Case No. A-33-2010 for a Text Amendment to Section 6-106 to Allow Real Estate Offices, With a Maximum of 10 Agents, as Special Uses in the O-1 Office District*
	b.	Referral of Case No. A-38-2010 for a Text Amendment to Section 9-104 F3 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code as it Relates to Parking and Driveways for Residential Uses*

	5.	Request for Board Action
	a.	Recommend Entering into an Agreement with Park Mobile Inc to Implement a Parking Fee Convenience Cell Phone Application for the Highland and Chestnut Pay Box at a Cost not to Exceed  $1500*
	b.	Recommend Awarding a Competitive Bid to Purchase Nine (9) Squad Car Video Recording Systems and a Video Server per Bid Specifications to L3 Mobile Vision of Trenton, NJ for a Cost not to Exceed $57,937*
	c.	Approve an Ordinance Approving a Map Amendment for the Property Located at 303-315 W. 57th Street*
	d.	Approve an Ordinance Approving a Map Amendment for the Property Located at 722-728 N. York Road**
	e.	Approve a Permit for Temporary Use at 333 W. 57th Street for the Period 12/15/10 thru 1/31/2011*


