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MAYOR EPSTEIN:	I’d like to call this meeting to order and ask Pastor Aaron Clark from Youth for Christ to come forward and lead us in prayer.

AARON CLARK:	Let us bow our heads and pray.  Our Father, we thank You, ah, for the opportunity to come together to join our efforts to make our City the best that it can be.  We ask You to bless this evening, God, and let the genuine innovative ideas come forth with sincerity and clarity that we can all walk away from this place with a greater vision for a greater City.  We thank You for every Council member and every City personnel present in this place and we ask You to bless them and bless our town together.  In Jesus name.  Amen

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you pastor.  Ah, now I would like the members of the Youth for Christ children to come forward.  Oh, not here?  Okay.  Then Aldermen will do the Pledge.

CITY COUNCIL AND ALL:	Pledge of Allegiance

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	We’re moving to the Public Comment portion of the meeting.  Please come forward when I call your name, direct your comments to the Mayor.  They are limited to five minutes. No personal attacks upon City Council members, staff, or other persons in attendance or absent will be permitted.  In addition, discussion of matters which are currently under legal review will not be permitted.  Ronda Claire.

RONDA CLAIRE:	Hi.  I have two brief comments tonight.  One is a thank you to the Police Department, the dispatcher who answered the call, the officer who responded.  This may not be much of an issue with most, yet in the grand scheme of things it is the law and the law was enforced.  I was at Walmart recently and there was yet another vehicle parked in the handicapped space without tag or card hanging on the dashboard.  I wrote down the number, called–and the car description, and called the police.  And, I know this seems almost trivial and they have better things to do, but then again, it is a violation of the law and I felt it should be reported.  The dispatcher was very nice, took the information and said we’ll be heading out to Walmart.  I thanked her and hung up.  A while later I was near the entrance waiting for a neighbor and saw the car had been ticketed.  And, the next time I see a car in a handicapped space which appears not to belong there, I will call.  But, I want to thank the Police Department, dispatcher and officer who responded to a call that most may not think is very important.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.
								
RONDA CLAIRE:	And, my second comment is, it’s my sincere hope that the Council will exercise common sense that you all have tonight and approve the Indian Oaks project. Naming, in order of appearance, the Planning Board members, who research every case, think this is a good idea.  The Police Chief thinks it is a good idea.  At least one of the Aldermen representing the Ward the proposed project is in is in favor of it.  I do not know the other’s opinion.  Those kids who evidently have earned their way to a path back into society, deserve a second chance to prove themselves to be socially acceptable again.  Supervision,  recreation classes, security cameras, what more would you want?  If this project doesn’t fit here, then where does it fit?  They will have the benefit of living in a City environment, getting used to being back into a more normal routine.  I can see much good coming from this.  Please don’t let small thinking negatively influence your decision.  This is for the good of the kids.  This is good for the kids, the neighborhood and the City.  Please approve it.  Thank you.
MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.  Tim Schmidt.

TIM SCHMIDT:	Good evening.  A little later on tonight, you guys are going to be considering the, ah, zoning request for the Senesac Funeral Home property.  It’s located in the central business district on South Washington Avenue.  And, there are a number of legal criterias in your own comprehensive plan that this proposal does not fit.  I’ve handed out to you earlier about 12 different rules that it doesn’t fit.  I’ll go through a couple of them for you.  Page 85 of your Comprehensive Plan is to maintain appropriate population density. Even high density developments require only twenty-two units.  This goes way beyond that.  Again, on 85, develop appropriate commercial areas for compatible use.  A boarding house does not fit in with the commercial professional business in that area.  Your latest developments in the area have been Walgreens and CVS are heavily  retail.  On page 92, the downtown business district serves the entire City and you say in your own plan that these areas have to be protected.  The housing next to the CBD (Central Business District) should be high end houses according to your plan.  On page 91, by guiding the development and growth of Kankakee with a balance, ah, balanced land use plan.  No single use will create a burden.  This project will create a burden.  On page 108, you want to attract retail in your plan.  The key to stabilizing the CBD according to the plan, is.... includes office space, upscale, high density residential, speciality commercial businesses to serve the offices in the City.  Page 91.  The largest concentration of people should not be placed close to incompatible land use.  This is not compatible.  This is why they are requesting the zoning.  Page 87, you want to promote home ownership.  This development does nothing to promote home ownership in that area.  On 93, your plan calls for the Central Business District, ah, being....that this area is an extension of special, ah, Central Business District.  And, it is important to consider all the functions in the CBD, according to the plan.  This proposal does not do that.  And, there are a few others.  But, just to cut to the chase for you, the testimony that Nexus investors should not have been heard at the Planning Commission.  Their goals and missions are irrelevant to the issue.  While their goals for this for-profit company is theirs, it doesn’t mean it has to be ours.  There are not enough jobs or tax dollars to balance the safety issues.  You will potentially lose young families and investors if you stay on this course.  All the reasons for granting the request are emotional and not on the findings.  Where else are they going to go is not part of the findings.  They are already in Manteno and you can’t tell me they can’t find a house in Manteno that can serve as a transition house.  In our own liquor code, if there are too many police calls, ah, ah, to an establishment, you can revoke and essentially close a facility.  Where is the fail safe for this unique project?  The Alderman’s intended oath is not to tackle every social ill a developer brings forward, but to protect and enhance the City of Kankakee.  While I don’t argue the need, I ask why Kankakee?  Why in one of the most troubled areas?  Just because a developer finds it suitable, doesn’t make it right.  The argument of what else will go in that building doesn’t fly.  When Schrefflers moved off of South Greenwood, it was filled.  When Clancys left Court and Hobbie, it was filled.  Give this location a chance.  Calling it a highly troubled area with many registered sex offenders already there an asset by one of our own Planning Commissioners, is both insulting and troubling.  On this unusual request, you have to take the time to gather the information, not only on the company’s request, but to spend the same amount of time with the people who live, work and invest and pay taxes near that location.  Don’t be persuaded by well-dressed gentlemen testifying to put lipstick on this project.  That’s their job.  They testified that they could not guarantee safety and they are asking you to put known sex offenders and others with a variety of mental issues who have violently acted out according to their own testimony in the City limits.  This violates your own findings of fact limit of protecting the health and safety and welfare rule.  One of the hurdles.  Just because no one called and objected does not mean that they don’t care or they agree.  I can tell you that no one came down our neighborhood and asked us businessmen and tax payers, if this was a good idea.  Not one call from the administration, Indian Oaks or Aldermen asking our opinion.  All phone calls were initiated by us.  And, I want to thank those Aldermen who took the time to.....to return phone calls.  We heard the testimony.  We talked to many Aldermen.  We also talked with people that have worked with these individuals and we are more concerned than ever.  This isn’t someone wanting to add a garage or put up a fence.  This is a life altering decision if you and Indian Oaks officials are wrong.  The lawsuits  that will come after the first assault on a City resident, and they surely will, will come at the tax payers’ expense on a company you welcomed.  It’s your vote.  You have to sleep at night knowing you potentially put City residents in harm’s way.  The intent of oath is to protect and enhance the City and its residents.  This project does neither.  Follow your own comprehensive plan.  It’s not good for the neighborhood.  It’s not good for the residents in Indian Oaks and it’s not good for the City of Kankakee and I would urge you to vote no.  Thank you.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Joanie Liesenfelt.

JOANIE LIESENFELT:	I have a different take on this a little bit.  Ah, children may die. Kankakee is about to make a decision approving the use of the former Senesac Funeral Home and Cremation site at 210 S. Washington into a group home.  It will house boys and young men from 17 ½ to 22 years of age in a transitional residence from which to complete their high school education, start college or just find their first job.  Now, the residents are mostly aged-out foster children in need of a stable environment to prepare them for adulthood.  Some have been abused, some acted on inappropriate sexual behaviors which led to their treatment at Indian Oaks and, ah, some have emotional disorders they’re learning to manage.   Most of them have no support systems to help them go forward in life like most of us do.  Family who we can count on to help us grow.  Now, I did some reading and there’s a Chafee Foster Care Independent Living Program and I assume some of this funding might come from there to help them.  Ah, and the youth in this program that receive–when you receive funding from there, they’re supposed to establish stable and safe housing, help them learn to manage physical and mental needs, promote connections with other adults and support, ah, teach them to support themselves through education and to learn life skills.  The funding for three years and sometimes more is to provide those things through the experienced treatment and care of professionals like those at Indian Oaks.  Now nothing about this national program details or, you know, the details or their intent says we should just rub their noses.......the noses of this youth and where they’ve come from  so they get used to the idea that they’ll be going back there.  And, in the paper, those comments and at the Planning Board meeting came from Mr. Francis Smith, the Nexus Indian Oaks board member and from Mr. Chavers, Executive Director of Indian Oaks Academy.  They proceeded to convince a few others that real life meant a crappy life for these children so they should get used to it by living in an old funeral home in a very bad area like where they came from.  They may have a lot of problems and issues and may not be able to live independently, but it seemed to me, I found it offensive for this Indian.........people representing Indian Oaks, ah, displayed that attitude.  Now, I think Indian Oaks, from what I’ve talked to people about’s done a very good job and they don’t, ah, probably, ah, use this negative attitude to treat the children so I think they’re probably doing a really good job, but I wonder why we’re hearing from so many people involved in pushing this sale and we’re hearing this.  Someone close to the project said to me, what else can we do with this property?  It’s Kankakee and right now there is nothing else.  So, if there is nothing else, ah, who could be paying the estimated $100,000,000 in improvements that Mr. Chavers has been talking about.  I’ve looked and I don’t find anybody saying, you know, who’s going to pay for it.  So, maybe they just didn’t give that to the paper, but, ah, the current owners are Mr. Francis Smith of Homestar Bank, because of a foreclosure default and he’s also the Nexus Indian Oaks board member, ah, and he’s, I assume, stuck with this property for the time being until they get rid of it–sell it–and then, ah, Mr. Tim Klopp, who inherited the property and, ah, I think the probate is still open because they have to settle the..........probably have to settle the debts.  So, there’s really no reason why they would pay to make $1,000,000 in improvements if they could sell it.  Ah, the new owner that’s  mentioned at the Planning Board meeting in September is Neighborhood Redevelopment, LLC.  I don’t know anything about them, but I assume that if you’re going to buy, the new owner would be the one to make the improvements.  But, ah, they’re not indicating in the paper that they will, so what I’m wondering is the only funding that anybody’s ever mentioned in the last thirty days that’s in the paper or in Planning Board is DCFS.  Ah, if DCFS is being asked to fund these improvements, $1,000,000 is a lot of the children’s money to use to bail out, you know, a banker and, you know, who’s been hit hard by the failing economy, but the children don’t need this, just to have a house with $1,000,000 spent on it.  There are plenty of houses around here that are vacant.  You could buy.....you could build five new houses for $1,000,000.  So, I’m wondering, you know, and if DCFS pays this, it’s.........and, I think it said a 10-year contract probably........

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Your time is nearly up.

JOANIE LIESENFELT:	Is it?  Okay, so, can I read the last paragraph?  If we don’t accept our responsibility to choose the best for these children, a few of these boys might die from the toxins in the, you know, in the formaldehyde from the crematorium that was there ‘cause there aren’t any tests that have been run to determine that, ah, and perhaps they’ll die not from bullets or from embalming fluid toxins, but from something far worse than even these.  They may die because we cared so little when they needed us.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.  You’ve had your five minutes.  Carolyn Butler.

CAROLYN BUTLER:	Madam Mayor and fellow Councilmen.  My name is Carolyn Butler and I’m here on tonight not only speaking for myself, but speaking for my husband.  We live at 192 N. Greenwood.  We’ve lived there for approximately 27 years.  And, I know there are those who would ask, Carolyn, why are you still on the north side?  You’ve been a principal, you’ve been a director.  You could have lived in Bourbonnais, you could have moved to Gracefield.  But, I say to you on tonight, it’s the house that the Lord gave me and I’m gonna’ stay there.  And, it was not until this past summer that my husband and I had ever even considered moving.  But, we had some, ah, neighbors to move in and let me make this very clear.  I understand that everyone needs a roof over their head and I don’t want anyone to think that I am trying to put myself above anyone else.  But, we had neighbors to move in.  Two sets of neighbors and I would say within a two-week period, it was like we didn’t know where we lived.  There was garbage in the yard.  There was broken bottles there.  And, anyone that knows my husband, if you’ve ever passed by 192, not only does he take care of his yard, but he’s also been taking care of your corners, usin’ our money.  So, this is not like, we just take care where we live.  I believe where we live, it’s the whole thing and we’ve been doing.  Well, let me cut to the chase.  I wanted to come because I don’t know how many times Aldermen get kudos, but I want to give a kudo to my Alderman,  none other than Mr. Glenn Davidson because from the moment, Mayor, that I called him, he came right away.  He said, because you all are not used to livin’ like this.  And, I know that there are statutes on the books that we’re supposed, ah, this body is supposed to make sure that, ah, the rental, ah, the owners of the rental property, keep their property up.  But, let me say to you, I don’t know what happened, but that did not happen this time.  The owner of the property never came by.  I mean, we’ve got pictures of it because we thought we were going to literally have to put the pictures in the paper for somebody to come to our rescue.  Our Alderman came and I mean he would come on a daily basis to see what he could do.  And...and....and, not only him, Carl Brown is not even our Alderman, and he came by.  I mean we had people knockin’ on our door.  Are you all, alright?  Do we need to get some help over?  I mean, God knows we’re grateful that people thought that much of us.  But, let me say to you that there are only a handful of owners still left on the north side and let me speak for all of ‘em.  I’m proud of where I live.  I’m not tryin’ to move to Bourbonnais.  I’m not tryin’ to go anywhere else, but I feel that you all have a responsibility to make sure that at least after 27 years, that in a two-week period, we don’t feel like packin’ our bags and gettin’ up and leavin’.  So you really are going to have to put a closer eye on these people who are renting the property on the north side and only doin’ it to gain money.  There are some of us that live there.  And, we enjoy livin’ there.  I like goin’ out on my lawn and seein’ my pretty flowers just like the people out in Bourbonnais.  They like lookin’ at they flowers.  I like lookin’ at mine.  I don’t want no bunch of wine bottles and paper tore up.  I mean, we pay taxes.  And, we feel like that’s what we deserve.  But, I want to come tonight and I want to thank Glenn for coming.  We did get one of the properties, ah, cleared up.  We....we....we’re grateful for that.  We’re working on some other things.  But, let me say to you, don’t forget the people on the north side.  Don’t forget the people on the north side.  Like I said, there’s only a handful of us that own our homes, but please let us live in peace, also.  Thank you for your time.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.  Larry Mackin.

LARRY MACKIN:	Good evening.  Madam Alderman.  Excuse me, Madam Mayor, you used to be my Alderman.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	That’s true.  

LARRY MACKIN:	City Council, Department Heads.  Thank you for lettin’ me be here tonight.  Ah, I’m here about the Academy.   Two weeks ago or so, I read the article in the newspaper.  I cannot, in mixed company of a bunch of people that I don’t know, say what my first reaction was.  Ah, I doubted that the people who were on the Commission lived in the City.  Ah, I had several other reservations, but rather than sit in the dark and mumble, I made some phone calls.  I did some research.  Ah, I talked to my Alderman and several other Aldermen.  And, since I made a pest of myself for the past two weeks, I figured I was kind of halfway obligated to be here tonight.  Ah, I was extremely apprehensive, ah,  based on some of the things I have found out, based on some of the things the Aldermen have found out.  I feel better about what the Academy is offering and what they will be doing in the community.  I still have a number of reservations due to, primarily, to density.  Ah, I do know that Riverside Hospital, at one time, I don’t know if they still do or not, had a contract with the Academy, but they made sure they had an escape clause, that if the people did not do what they promised, that they were able to cancel the contract or the special zoning or whatever the case may be where you are doing business with the Academy.  Ah, I would feel better if there was something along those lines.  While they do have, ah, one of my first thoughts was, I understood that these were the perpetrators of problems as opposed to being victims of problems.  Ah, finding some of the things out that I have in reference to these are the best individuals that they have out there.  They have to work to qualify to get out of the premises so that they do have some training.  They do have supervision.  I’m not a.....I don’t have a prepared speech, but I’ve been thinking about this for the past two weeks.  And, ah, it just seems that they’re going to be getting a lot more supervision than a lot of the young people out there on the streets are getting from their parents.  Along with training on how to balance a checkbook and a few other things.  So, while I still have a great deal of apprehension and that’s about the density and about the City being able to cancel the contract, I’m aware of the nuisance housing laws, ah, my understanding is there’s a lot of concern about whether that would be for the individual that caused the incident or whether it be for the entire facility.  I realize that the Academy is a well-organized, well-intended institution, however, the rate of recidivism I understand is somewhere in the area of 3%.  That doesn’t a mean a lot when you’re the victim of that 3%.  So, I do have concerns, again about the density, and the control of the individuals. God love ‘em.  I hope they do well, but I don’t want anybody else to have some problems due to it.  So, again, I just felt that I had to come in and, since I had been a nuisance, express myself.  But, I would not like to be the ones that have to take some of the votes here tonight.  So, thank you for your time and take care.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.  Steve Cantway.

STEVE CANTWAY:		Mayor, Council members, Department Heads, I was here for that meeting and I heard both sides of the argument.  I’ve heard how this facility could be a positive, could revitalize the area even with what the lady over here brought up as troubling  with the amount of sex offenders in the area was troubling.  Okay.  Not to mention to the fact that we have drug dealers, we still have an ongoing  prostitution problem in the area.  My twelve-year-old daughter can point ‘em out to me in the car.  That’s great.  Good job.  It’s awesome.  I’ve also heard that neighborhood would most likely have an impact on kids rather than the kids having an impact on the neighborhood.  That’s troubling as well.  Okay.  And then I also heard someone say, and I would ask him if he was here, that this is the real world.  Is it the real world?  It’s not the real world where I would like to raise my family.  Is it the real world in Bourbonnais?  Bradley?  Is it the real world in Manteno?  I don’t think it is.  Unfortunately, it’s the real world in that five to six block area.  And, I can name a few more areas in Kankakee where that is the real world on a daily basis.  Okay.  My other question would be, on a ten-year lease, what happens, or is there a clause or should there be a clause–I think there should be–if this whole thing goes south and  we sign a ten-year lease?  Is there some way to get out of that?  Can we cancel that?  Can it be a done deal?  Are we stuck with a ten-year lease and just keep shifting people in and out until we find twenty, ah, students that fit the criteria and can graduate? That’s a question I also have.  So, tonight, you guys have a tough decision to make.  Unfortunately, we don’t have the luxury of voting on where to put a handicapped sign or how much money to donate a football team.  This is about real people.  Real consequences and real lives, here. Ah, this goes way beyond  what Mr. Schmidt, ah, was talking about meeting a criteria and the City’s plan for........with a criteria.  Ah, we’re talking about what’s in the best interest of.....of 20 kids.  They’re on the threshold of being....of reentering society.  So, you gotta’ ask yourself, are we giving them the best chance to succeed here–in this area?  Or are we setting them up to fail?  That’s what you have to ask yourself.  Okay.  That’s pretty.........you know, I don’t know how else to put it.  Ah, so this vote that you take tonight, I’m hoping won’t be, ah, politically motivated in any way.  Okay.  I certainly hope it wouldn’t be.  Ah, not based on what’s in the best interest of the City ‘cause I’ve already you what the best interest is here.  It’s about potentially 20 individuals in that area.  That’s the most important thing.  And, I hope it’s not because somebody would have  wanted you to vote a certain way.  This comes from in here. Okay.  You have to understand that.  I think most of you do.  If you can get rid of the politics, get rid of, ah, ah, who thinks I should vote this way or that way and vote the way you know is right, it’s pretty simple.  It really is.  So, you know, I don’t know how else to put this.  I thank you for your time.  You’ve only got two choices.  If you ask yourself is this is the best thing the City can do, the best place the City can put these kids and have them succeed, then I guess you have to vote yes.  But, if you have any reservations at all, if you don’t agree with this, then you have to vote no.  

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.

STEVE CANTWAY:		Thank you.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	James Stokes.

JAMES STOKES:	Yes, ma’am. Good evening ladies and gentlemen, Mayor, City Councilmen, Alderman Hunter, Brown, Cheryl, Bubba, Glenn, Larry and the rest of the Council members.  Also, like to thank everybody for attending tonight.  It’s a great honor to see you come out and you should come out more often and be more of a part of our City Council meetings.  Tonight, Mayor, just a few items that bugs me.  Ah, just gonna’ kinda’ throw it out there, maybe ‘bout....probably ‘bout six items, perhaps.  But, the most important thing is I look into our community, in our neighborhoods and I still see slum and blight.  And, we understand that in the First Ward was nominated as slum and blights and if I’m wrong correct me, but I think it’s kinda’ goin’ towards the south and it’s probably driftin’ a little bit more towards the west and it’s kind of look like it’s about ready to do a full circle.  But, lo and behold, it appears to be, Mayor, we just don’t have the leadership that’s carryin’ us forward in our community.  And, it really bothers me because I sit here and I think about some of the appointed officials that you allow and if I’m wrong, Mayor, correct me.  I, to my understandin’ I think I gave my, I gave back money to the City for a Alderman raise. The last time, I think I volunteered and gave money back, in other words didn’t take a raise.  But, if I’m doin’ that, how can you allow appointed positions, I mean these people actually work for us and I know anyone in their right mind would understand that we have people laid off in our community,  we have people that’s hungry and....and livin’ underneath the bridge.  And, we givin’ raises.  I just don’t understand.  You don’t have to answer right now, Mayor, please.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	No.  I’d.....I’d like to just make a comment Alderman.  As long as.........

JAMES STOKES:	Could you hold on Mayor?

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	No, I won’t hold on.

JAMES STOKES:	Just let me get it out, ma’am.  Just.......just let me....

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	No, I’m not going to hold on.

JAMES STOKES:	Okay, go right ahead, ma’am.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	I assume, as a firefighter all these years, you’ve accepted the raises that your union has negotiated for you.

JAMES STOKES:	That’s contractual.  I’m  talkin’ about appointed positions, Mayor.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	I just want to declare.

JAMES STOKES:	And, not only that, If it was up to me we would..........I would not take a raise.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Well, you may have that opportunity shortly.

JAMES STOKES:	Go ahead, ma’am.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.

JAMES STOKES:	Okay, now the other thing, Mayor.  ‘Cause I know these appointed officials, they.....when you gave them a raise, they didn’t..........I’ll betcha’ they didn’t question you about it.  I betcha’ they didn’t say, Mayor, we know that you got people laid off and we feel bad about takin’ this raise.  I think it’s wrong.  I think it’s wrong.  I think you robbin’.....they robbin’ our community.  We are hurting.  We got people underneath the bridge that’s hurting.  I think it’s wrong.  But, I’m gonna’ move right on.  I noticed, Mayor, on Maple Street, we talked about that property on Maple Street and I tried to get you to understand if those two apartment buildings on Merchant Street did not come down, the Park District would not do anything and includin’ you Mayor.  You basically said that DPW can’t touch any of that.  Well, who was out there after the two apartment buildings went down?  DPW came out there and cleaned everything out, basically.  So, I’m movin’ right on. And the reason why I brung that up is because, if you drive down Maple Street and you drive down Merchant Street, you will see a big sign erected, basically indicating the City of Kankakee, Mayor Epstein.  What did you call it, Mayor?  Ah, stabilization program.  But, Mayor, you gotta’ understand, we as the City Council, we, not you, but, us, we in this together allowed it to happen.  I don’t know if you lookin’ for credit for this?  I don’t understand.  Because I see your name and it shoulda’ been the Kankakee City Council.  We, as a team.  I have a issue with that.  We talked about, oh, the vehicles.  Back to the vehicles again. We got City of Kankakee vehicles leavin’ the area.  We need to monitor them, where they goin’, what they doin’, why they leavin’.  We need to.........we really need to monitor that.  It’s gettin’ outta’ hand again.  If you need me to help,  I’ll help.  And, ah, let’s see, you got the credit on the Maple Street park.  Okay.  Wasteful spending.  If I see any wasteful spending in my community that don’t have to take place, I got somethin’ to say.  I’ll tell you right now.  Department Heads, make sure you check your department.  I don’t  want no wasteful spending when the bills come through.  I’m lookin’ at every bill that I think is wasteful.  We gonna’ tighten up until we get our ship right.  So, I just  wanta’ thank you Mayor and the City Councilmen and you all have a great day.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Mr. Snipes.

ROBERT ELLINGTON SNIPES:	Good morning.  I mean, excuse me, not morning, you can tell I had a day, but good evening, ah, Madam Mayor, to the gentlemen and ladies of the Council. Ah, just a few comments and then I am, ah, gonna’ get out your way so you can get to the business of the City.  Ah, I need you to address the light that’s at, ah, Maple and Orchard.  That’s out again.  It was replaced. I don’t know if someone’s throwing rocks or  whatever to get that light out, but that light out is again.  Ah, it has been brought to my concern, ah, that the alleys need to be tended to.  Ah, I took the opportunity to go out there and they definitely do need to be tended to or whatever and then the issue of, I think I state this, when you first became Mayor and I’ll restate it, ah, now.  I lived in Kankakee since 1978, but I own my own residence since ‘93.  And, ah, you can look at me.........I don’t wear tampons so I don’t expect to see ‘em in the street.  I don’t drink beer and wine and I don’t care who do.  I don’t.  I shouldn’t see it in my yard.  And, the yards of other individuals.  The City has done an excellent job however as far as and you’ll find me out there.   They.........911 has heard me call.  Many times the police have responded.  We’ve gotten out a lot of these, ah, individuals who thought they were gonna’ come in and revamp our neighborhoods.  Ah, they’re gone thanks to the police, thanks to your office, thanks to the Council, Stevie and those that I’ve called.  Ah, they responded well including the County.  So, we have made some strides there.  Ah, but, I think, and I understand that the, ah,  we don’t like to impose taxes and I’m not askin’ you to do that.  But, I think that we need to have a no littering ordinance with a fee rating from five.....I mean, from $100 to $1,000.  When I was in North Carolina, I drove and you couldn’t see nothin’ on the streets, but I did see the sign that says a $1,000 fine if somethin’ drops.  So, perhaps that why their streets are clean.  And, there’s some other ones I saw $500.  So, I don’t think it’s unreasonable to state that if we, I mean, the City of Kankakee, I’m not moving.  I think it’s a great place to live.  I have three daughters that were born here and five grandchildren that were here and I’m not plannin’ on goin’ anywhere.  But, they’re not going to come in and trash up this neighborhood and make it look like it’s something unbecoming as Carolyn, Mrs. Butler, she was correct.  We do take pride and there are folks that do take pride and I think a lot of Kankakeeans take pride.  But, this ambience of individuals that’s infiltrating the City either needs to, ah, govern themselves as law abiding citizens or we need to create a law that they need to follow and I would  not be opposed and I will support it, and you can say I support it, ah, from the County level on down that if they come to trash this City, then they need to be fined.  They have the choice not to do it, but if they do do it, then they need to be known in the City of Kankakee.  You won’t trash here or you’ll pay.  Thank you, Madam Mayor and the Council.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.  Moving on, roll call.

7:39 P.M.

CLERK DUMAS:	
PRESENT: Brown; Hunter; Curtis; Baron; Thompson; Tall; Faford; Swanson; Osenga; Linneman; Stokes; Jones; Davidson; Cox (14)

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Department Heads.

CLERK DUMAS:
PRESENT:  Regnier; Perkins; Spice; Bohlen; Power; Simms; Tyson; Banasiak; Cross; Gordon; Bertrand; Yohnka (12)
 
MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.  I will entertain a motion to approve the minutes of the October 1, 2012, meeting.

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	Mayor Epstein, ah, hearing no objections, ah, hearing no objections from my colleagues, I move they be approved as recorded.

ALDERMAN THOMPSON:		Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion by Alderman Hunter, seconded by Alderman Thompson to approve the minutes of the October 1, meeting.  Are there any corrections?  Hearing none, all those in favor, aye.  Opposed, same sign.

MOTION TO APPROVE CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES OF OCTOBER 1, 2012


MAYOR EPSTEIN:	The minutes are approved.  Moving onto Petitions, ah, 7A, the minutes of the September 18, Planning Board meeting are information only.  Item B on the agenda, PB12-08, which is an application by Indian Oaks Academy requesting a conditional use permit.  Mr. Cross, would you like to speak to this?

CLIFF CROSS:	Sure, I’d be happy to, Mayor.  I know all of you have, ah, considered conditional use permits before, but tonight I’m going to walk you through the  process that was followed during the  application, ah, by Indian Oaks Academy.  As many of you know, ah, when a request for use comes to the Planning Department, we evaluate it based upon the underlying zoning district and the Appendix A of the Zoning Ordinance.  For this case, this property is located in a C-2 Service Commercial zoning district.  Therefore, the proposed use required a conditional use permit per that section of the Ordinance.  As a result, I worked with the applicant, they followed the proper statutes of the public notice guidelines, specifically, they provided public notices via certified mail with return receipts to all the property owners within 200 feet.  These notices were sent out within a 10-20 day window  prior to the September 18, meeting.  That’s subject to the statute and that was followed.  In addition, the applicant submitted a one-time public notice in the paper of general circulation, in this case it was The Daily Journal, in that same 10-20 day window.  Both those notices have been verified through the fact that I have received the certified return receipts and a publisher’s certificate from The Daily Journal.  Therefore, we know those notices have been  met and meet the  statutes.  During the public hearing, the Planning Board heard testimony from the parties that were either opposed or against or in favor of the request.  Those parties testified under oath, so therefore the, ah, during their testimony, we can..... we’re satisfied that they were truthful.  Once that testimony was heard, the Planning Board then considers six zoning review standards that are identified within Chapter 12 of our Zoning Ordinance.  Specifically, those six standards were whether the proposed use was consistent with the surrounding neighborhood, two, whether the suitability for the proposed use and improvements, three, the development trends of the general area, four, they considered the official comprehensive plan and to confirm compliance with the stated objectives, five, the maintenance, there to protect the maintenance  of the public health, safety and general welfare and six, they considered the request to insure that the enjoyment of the property by the neighbors is not affected.  Based upon those six review standards, the Planning Board then did take a vote to recommend approval based on six findings of fact which you have in your packet tonight stating that they felt like that it was in compliance with the comprehensive plan.  It was consistent with the underlying zoning district, it did not negatively affect the neighborhood.  It did not affect the enjoyment of the neighboring properties and met the requirements of the land use element of the comprehensive plan.  Therefore, based on that, those conditions and findings of fact by an eight to zero vote in favor of the request, the Planning Board recommends approval.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.  The first item on the agenda is, I need a motion to accept the Findings and Recommendations of the Planning Board.

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	Ah, Mayor Epstein.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Alderman Hunter.

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	Ah, Mayor Epstein, thanks a lot for offering me this opportunity to address this matter and I’d like to take my hat off to many of the Aldermen who had the occasion to physically go out to the Manteno, ah, Indian Oaks Academy location for an orientation and presentation.  Ah, Alderman Brown and myself had gone out to Indian Oaks Academy last year in which we had an opportunity to meet with the executive staff of the Indian Oaks Academy and we were allowed the opportunity to pose questions, ah, any and all questions that we thought may be germane to.......to the program.  I happen to be familiar with some of the board members and had some opportunity to discuss, ah, what the program is all about, what they do, how does it function, some of the positive aspects, the various dynamics associated, ah, with Indian Oaks Academy.  Ah, when you think in terms of the location, ah, you may think back a few years ago in which, ah, Walgreens, as well as CVS made a substantial, ah, investment in that area.  They think it’s a good investment.  They invested millions of dollars in that location.  Additionally, ah, from discussing matters with the Mayor as well as the Alderman in the 5th Ward, Provena St. Mary’s is looking at some other projects that may be associated with their business there as well.  Ah, it’s my understanding also that Provena St. Mary’s is also trying to acquire some of the additional vacant property in that location, so evidently they.......they may feel that that’s a good place for investment, a good place to do business.  Ah, by virtue of what we’ve heard, not only in the minutes, as well as what we’ve read in the newspapers and what we’ve been able to ascertain from Mr. Cross or the Mayor or any of us who have certain information about, ah, what’s going on, it seems like that’s a hot area over there inasmuch as you think about all kinds of investments that have been made over there with the creation of additional jobs, the location at CVS, and, ah, Walgreens.  Ah, from what I’ve been able to ascertain, and I’ve had no less than six conversations with Mr. Schmidt who had some concerns and also he reduced those concerns to writing and made that presentation to you, ah, tonight.  It appears from what, ah, what I’ve..... was able to ascertain from some of the people who live in that area as well as the, ah, legal elected officials for that area, this particular project will be an asset.  Ah, and it’s another step in investment for that particular area.  And, I also mentioned what has transpired was, ah, Provena St. Mary’s, Walgreens, CVS.  Be mindful of the fact that, ah, about the million dollars worth of investment, new construction jobs will be created.  Ah, there’ll be additional jobs, ah, ah, with Indian Oaks which will be created, so I don’t think they’re just going to transfer people in, but there’ll be additional hirees located at that location.  So, ah, we’re pleased in that regard.  I don’t see the.........the negative, ah, aspects that have been articulated.  All the Aldermen, ah, who have had an opportunity to go to, ah, the location in Manteno, those particular questions that they, ah, had have been satisfied, some of which who were initially a no vote–am I correct Alderman Osenga?–and he was quite adamant about, no, no, no, no, we can’t have it, we can’t have it.  However, he, as well as some other, ah, Aldermen had the opportunity, ah, to go to Indian Oaks and do a tour and pose questions to the staff out there and since that time I’ve talked at length with Alderman Osenga and.......and, to some of the people who made the visit there.  They seemed to be satisfied, ah, with the project.   I wish  we had an opportunity in all instances where projects are brought to the City, that all the Aldermen would have the time and the ability to, ah, talk with the developers and the people who are pushing these projects.  So, ah, you know, based upon, ah, what I’ve just articulated, Mayor Epstein, I....I would move that we, ah, accept the findings of fact and the recommendations of the Planning Board.

ALDERMAN COX:	Mayor Epstein.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	I have a motion to accept the findings.  Do I have a second?

ALDERMAN TALL:		Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Alderman Tall is the second.  Okay.  We have..........roll call, please.


CLERK DUMAS:	
AYE: Brown; Hunter; Curtis; Baron; Thompson; Tall; Faford; Osenga; Linneman; Davidson; Cox (Mayor, can I make a motion to Table this?)  (11)
	NAY:   Swanson; Stokes; Jones; 	
	Cox: Mayor.	
	MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Yes.
	ALDERMAN COX: I make a motion we Table this whole issue.
	MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Do I have a second?
	ALDERMAN STOKES:	Second.
MAYOR EPSTEIN:   I have a motion to Table from Alderman Cox and a second by Alderman Stokes.  We will need a roll call vote.  If you vote yes, you’re motioning......you are voting to Table.  If you vote no, you are voting not to Table.  Roll call.
	CLERK DUMAS:	
AYE:  Stokes; Jones; Cox (3) 
NAY:   Brown; Hunter; Curtis; Baron; Tall; Faford; Swanson; Osenga; Linneman; Davidson (10) 
	ABSTAIN:   Thompson (1) 
CLERK DUMAS:   Ten ayes, three.....I’m sorry, it goes the other way.  Three ayes, ten nays and one abstention.
MOTION TO TABLE FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
	MAYOR EPSTEIN:	The motion to Table does not pass. 
ALDERMAN COX:	Mayor.
MAYOR EPSTEIN:   We need to finish..........Alderman, I need to finish a vote, please.  We need to finish the prior vote to accept the findings.
	CLERK DUMAS:   Cox.  You were the final one.
MAYOR EPSTEIN:	You were the final one to accept the findings.  Yes or no?
ALDERMAN COX:	What?
	MAYOR EPSTEIN:	You need to vote whether you are accepting the Findings or not.
ALDERMAN COX:	 I voted yes.
	MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Pardon me?
	ALDERMAN COX:   I voted yes.
	MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Okay.  So, is that it?
	ALDERMAN COX:	No, I voted yes to Table it.
	MAYOR EPSTEIN:	No, no.  This is.......we’re going back now to accepting the Findings and Recommendations.  Yes or no. 
ALDERMAN COX:	No. (4)
CLERK DUMAS:	Ten ayes, four nays.

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
PB12-08 – AN APPLICATION BY INDIAN OAKS ACADEMY REQUESTING 
APPROVAL OF A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO OPERATE A “TRANSITIONAL HOUSING FACILITY” AT THE  PROPERTY COMMONLY KNOWN AS 210 SOUTH WASHINGTON AVENUE

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Okay, the motion carries.  I need a motion to Suspend the Rules that would interfere with the passage of the Ordinance that would approve the Conditional Use Permit.  

ALDERMAN TALL:		So moved.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	A motion by Alderman Tall to Suspend the Rules.  Do I have a second?  

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Pardon me?   Second by Alderman Hunter.  Vote.

CLERK DUMAS:	
AYE: Brown; Hunter; Baron; Tall; Faford; Swanson; Osenga; Linneman; Davidson  (9)
	NAY: Curtis; Thompson; Stokes; Jones; Cox ((Mayor.
	MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Yes, Alderman.
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	ALDERMAN COX:	There’s two indistinguishable again. indistinguishable that’s a Alderman for the 3rd Ward, I understand there’s a teacher, there’s a Kankakee cop, one of the firemen, one of the 70 firemen.
MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Alderman, we need a vote.
	ALDERMAN COX:	And, indistinguishable was a plumber.  He’s a resident there now and indistinguishable when they sold it.  I vote no.)  (5)
CLERK DUMAS:    Nine ayes and five nays.  

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO OPERATE A “TRANSITIONAL HOUSING FACILITY” AT THE PROPERTY COMMONLY KNOWN 
AS 210 SOUTH WASHINGTON AVENUE
 
MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Okay, we need to put this item on its First Reading. 

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	I so move.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Do I have a motion to put on First Reading?

ALDERMAN TALL:		Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion by Alderman Hunter, second by Alderman Tall to place the Ordinance on First Reading.  Roll call.

CLERK DUMAS:	
AYE: Brown; Hunter; Curtis; Baron; Tall; Faford; Swanson; Osenga; Linneman; Davidson (10) 
	NAY: Thompson; Stokes; Jones; Cox (Too much conflict.) (4)

FIRST READING 
AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO OPERATE A “TRANSITIONAL HOUSING FACILITY” AT THE PROPERTY COMMONLY KNOWN 
AS 210 SOUTH WASHINGTON AVENUE

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Okay.  The motion carries.  We will do Second Reading at the next Council meeting.  Thank you.

ALDERMAN STOKES:	Question?

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Alderman Stokes.

ALDERMAN STOKES:	What did you mean by conflict?

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Alderman.

ALDERMAN COX:	I’ll tell you after the meetin’.

ALDERMAN STOKES:	Okay. 

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Moving onto Communications.  The first items, A, B and C are thank you notes from different people that we have helped.  Items D and E, we need a vote.  It’s, ah, the NAACP for the Freedom Fund. We are doing a table and as well as sponsoring an ad.

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	Mayor Epstein, do you want to try to do all these together en masse?  D through J.  And, I know some of them just...........

ALDERMAN COX:	No, I object.  There’s a conflict with Steven Hunter, Bubba Cox and I think Cheryl Jones.  We cannot..........don’t you interrupt me!  I told you 13 times, stop it!                    

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Alderman, what is the conflict?

ATTORNEY BOHLEN:	Well, Cheryl Jones indistinguishable 

ALDERMAN COX:	Well, Mayor, there’s people in here I know they belong to the NAACP.  They got no business votin’ on givin’ them $700.00.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	It’s not $700.00, Alderman.  It’s $400.00 for a table.

ALDERMAN COX:	It’s down here couple times.......whatever the amount.  They got no business votin’ on it.  It’s a conflict.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Ah, I’d like to do D and E separately, Alderman, ‘cause that requests money.

ALDERMAN COX: 	Thank you, Mayor.

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	Okay.  I’ll so move then to approve items D and E.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Alderman Hunter has a motion.  Do I have a second?  

ALDERMAN THOMPSON:		Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Alderman Thompson.  Roll call.

CLERK DUMAS:	
AYE: Brown (I’ll abstain ‘cause I am a member of the NAACP.  I’m a proud member of the NAACP.
ALDERMAN HUNTER:   There’s no inherent.........direct benefit involved. 
ALDERMAN BROWN:   If not, then I”ll vote aye.) Hunter; Curtis; Baron; Thompson; Tall; Faford; Swanson; Osenga; Linneman; Jones; Davidson (12) 
ABSTAIN: Stokes; Cox (Conflict.  I got a conflict. indistinguishable not Kankakee.) (2)

KANKAKEE COUNTY BRANCH OF NAACP IS REQUESTING CITY AD SPONSORSHIP 
IN THE ANNUAL FREEDOM FUND BANQUET PROGRAM BOOK ($100.00)

KANKAKEE COUNTY BRANCH OF NAACP ANNUAL FREEDOM FUND 
SPONSOR $400.00

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion carries.  Items F through J can be combined.

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	I so move.

ALDERMAN THOMPSON:		Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion by Alderman Hunter, seconded by Alderman Thompson to combine items F through J.  Those are just tag days.  Ah, all those in favor, aye.  Opposed, same sign.  Tag days and street closures.

ALDERMAN COX:	Mayor, I got a question.  

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Yes.

ALDERMAN COX:	Street closing on Cobb Park.   Is that City property or Park District property? 

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	It’s a street.  They want the street closed.  That’s the City.

ALDERMAN COX:	They want what?

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	The street closed.  That’s the City.

ALDERMAN COX:	Okay.  Okay.  Thank you.


PAUL MITCHELL THE SCHOOL BRADLEY IS REQUESTING  PERMISSION TO 
HOST A TAG DAY ON FRIDAY, OCTOBER 26, 2012

KANKAKEE HIGH SCHOOL BAND IS REQUESTING PERMISSION
TO HOST A TAG DAY ON SATURDAY, OCTOBER 27, 2012

FREE CHRISTIAN CENTER IS REQUESTING PERMISSION TO HOST 
A TAG DAY ON MONDAY, OCTOBER 29, 2012

FREE CHRISTIAN CENTER IS REQUESTING STREET BLOCKAGE OF  THE ONE HUNDRED BLOCK OF EAST OAK STREET STARTING AT  THE ALLEY TO EAST 
AVENUE ON SATURDAY, OCTOBER 27, 2012, FROM 12:00 P.M. UNTIL 8:00 P.M., 
FOR A YOUTH FALL FEST

KENYAN ROBY IS REQUESTING STREET BLOCKAGE OF THE INTERSECTIONS 
OF EMORY STREET AND COBB BOULEVARD (THE AREA AROUND COBB PARK)
FOR A WEDDING CEREMONY AT THE COBB PARK GAZEBO ON SATURDAY,
OCTOBER 27, 2012, FROM 4:00 – 4:45 P.M.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motions carry.  Moving onto Standing Committees.  Economic Development.  Alderman Linneman.

ALDERMAN LINNEMAN:	Ah, we had a meeting.  We talked about applying for grants to get  brownfield studies done so that we could assess areas in the City that..... properties that might need..........we need to find out if there’s, ah, pollution problems, contamination  problems, ah, and Mr. Cross has been pursuing that and I think he’s worked out a really good deal for the City as far as the cost–as in zero–so you can’t beat that, but that was the subject of our meeting.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you, Alderman.  I apologize for the interruption.  Public Safety.  Alderman Hunter.  

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	Those minutes are self-explanatory.  Read them at your own leisure.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.  Budget.  Alderman Baron.

ALDERMAN BARON:	Just a couple items.  We didn’t have.........excuse me........we don’t have any action items to request on any formal action of the Council tonight as a result of the meeting.  Just, we reviewed, ah, several things.  One being the typical financials.  The, ah, our State, just to put this in context, the State for income tax owes us $525,000.  And, I was.......and I’ve looked back on the last six-seven months and to put it in perspective, that’s somewhat on the average to the low side.  We’ve had other....other months, ah, amounts that we’ve been owed by the State.... in August is $560,000.  July it was down to $410,000. June, nearly a million dollars–$919,000.   And, in March, $725,000.  This is.......they’re making some headway.......the State of Illinois is making some headway if you call being behind a half a million dollars some headway.  But, I just thought I’d put some perspective to that.  Ah, we also considered the issue of the refunding bonds and I’d just like to report–I think that you have on your desk the reports from Series 2012 B.  2012 A was sold quite some time ago. 2012 B was handled by PNC.  Ah, they were sold.......the bonds were sold, on 10-11-12, on October 11.   The bottom line savings to the City is found on the first sheet of numbers in your handouts and the significant number here is net present value benefit.  The net present value benefit  of our refunding is $234,608.  So.  And, if you have any questions about that..... and that’s.......that’s the way we had represented all the way along.  This is some savings and it’s crazy not to spend the money–it’s crazy not to refund the bonds where we’re going to be saving about a quarter million dollars on this.  So, if there’s any questions, I’d be happy to try to take a stab at it or, ah, I’m sure Mr. Spice would be able to answer ‘em also.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Okay.  Any questions?  Okay, thank you, Alderman.  Moving onto the Report of Officers.  I need a motion...........

ALDERMAN BROWN:	Ah, excuse me.  I......... 

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	I’m sorry, Alderman.

ALDERMAN BROWN:	Not to interrupt but, I’m sorry and I apologize to the Aldermen. I tried to get the minutes in their packets Friday, but I was unable to do that.  But, you do have the minutes of the License and Franchise for October 4, 2012, on your desk.  And, I ask you to read those at your leisure time and I think they’re quite extensive about  what happened and what we discussed in the meeting.   So, I ask you to please consider those.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you, Alderman.  I’m sorry I neglected to see that on my desk.  

ALDERMAN BROWN:	That’s okay.  That’s okay.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	The Report of Officers.  We need a motion to approve the payment of the bills.

ALDERMAN FAFORD:	I move we approve the Report of Officers, place the money in the proper accounts and pay the bills in the amount of $1,478,936.43.

ALDERMAN TALL:		Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion by Alderman Faford, seconded by Alderman Tall to approve the payment of the bills.  Are there any questions?  

ALDERMAN COX:	Ah, Mayor, I got a conflict with, ah, 073, former City employee.  What is 082?  
MAYOR EPSTEIN:	082?

ALDERMAN COX:	Yeah.

ATTORNEY BOHLEN:	Elevator repair.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	It’s elevators........ repairs.

ALDERMAN COX:	Okay.  And, I also have a conflict with 093, NAACP since I’m a member.  Joined from Baltimore.  

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Okay.  

ALDERMAN COX:	Ah, 104, former City employee.  109, kinfolks to a cop.  I’m through.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Okay.  Thank you.

ALDERMAN COX:	Thank you.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Ah, any other questions?  Roll call.

CLERK DUMAS:	
AYE: Brown; Hunter; Curtis; Baron; Thompson; Tall; Faford; Swanson; Osenga; Linneman; Jones; Davidson; Cox (I vote aye except 73.......
CLERK DUMAS:	Thank you.  13, ayes, 1 abstention.......
ALDERMAN COX: I’m not through.  I’ll vote aye for everything except 73, 93, 104 and 109.  Thank you.) (13) 
	ABSTAIN: Stokes (1)

REPORT OF OFFICERS APPROVAL OF BILLS - $1,478,936.43

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.  Motion carries.  There’s no Unfinished Business.  Moving onto New Business.  We have an Ordinance establishing a four-way stop sign at Merchant Street and Small Avenue.  I need a motion to Suspend the Rules.

ALDERMAN OSENGA:	So moved.

ALDERMAN LINNEMAN:	Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion by Alderman Osenga, seconded by Alderman Linneman to Suspend the Rules that would interfere with the passage of the Ordinance.  Roll call.

CLERK DUMAS:	
AYE: Brown; Hunter; Curtis; Baron; Thompson; Tall; Faford; Swanson; Osenga; Linneman; Stokes; Jones; Davidson; Cox (14) 

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion carries.  Motion to place the Ordinance on Final Passage.

ALDERMAN OSENGA:	So moved.

ALDERMAN LINNEMAN:	Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion by Alderman Osenga, seconded by Alderman Linneman to place this Ordinance on Final Passage.  Any questions.  Roll call.

CLERK DUMAS:	
AYE: Brown; Hunter; Curtis; Baron; Thompson; Tall; Faford; Swanson; Osenga; Linneman; Stokes; Jones; Davidson; Cox (14) 

ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 32, SECTION 238 ESTABLISHING A 
FOUR-WAY STOP SIGN AT MERCHANT STREET AND SMALL AVENUE

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion carries.  Thank you.  The next item on the agenda, Mr. Bohlen will address it.  It’s the recommendation by the Fire Department to purchase a used ambulance for $25,000.  Ah, Mr. Bohlen, do you want to read it then.....

ATTORNEY BOHLEN:	Sure.  Assistant Chief Perkins is here, also.  The Fire Department’s proposing to purchase a used Ford ambulance from the Crete Fire Protection District.  It would provide a reserve ambulance to be available during those periods that the front line ambulances are out of service.  The used ambulance is a 2003 Ford ambulance with 49,086 miles and 4,512 hours.  It is a Ford F350 chassis with a med tech ambulance box.  Purchase price is $25,000 which includes a budget for the installation of communication equipment and paid graphics.  Our current ambulances are a 2008 Ford ambulance with 67,880 miles and 10,619 hours and 2003 Ford ambulance with 98,383 miles and 18,150 hours.  Sales..........the reason this is somewhat time sensitive is other ambulances of the same vintage with twice the miles or hours are typically going for a similar price.  A new ambulance is about $150-170,000.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Chief Perkins, did you want to address this?

ASSISTANT CHIEF PERKINS:	We were talking with the Chief of Crete Fire Department and, ah, we were aware of this ambulance coming up for sale.  Last year they got a new ambulance that they were waiting on delivery for.  On October 15, this ambulance will be for sale.  We are the first buyer in line for it.  

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	This is an extraordinary, ah, a good price for this ambulance and it certainly provides us with back-up since we have one ambulance that has a significant number of miles as well as hours.  Do I have a motion to approve?

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	Yes, you do and.....and, is that coming out of Capital or where?

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Yes, it will come out of Capital.

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	Okay.  Motion to approve.

ALDERMAN STOKES:	Question, if you don’t mind.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Let me do a second, Alderman, and then I’ll take your question.

ALDERMAN OSENGA:	I’ll second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Seconded by Alderman Osenga.  Alderman Stokes.

ALDERMAN STOKES:	Yes, ma’am.  Um, we have to look at our maintenance costs.  I mean in every department, not just one department.  When I’m speakin’, I speak about every department.  To go from buying a new vehicle to buying a used vehicle as such as a ambulance because a ambulance is dispatched more in most cases than a fire truck.  So, we have to always look at the maintenance part of this.  Ah, when you buy somethin’ new, you get a warranty.  When you get somethin’ new you got a bag up plan.  When you buy somethin’ old, you gotta’ go try to find used parts.  You gotta’ dig a little deeper.  You may have to go to a Hemmings book.  My point is this.  We don’t want to go backwards in our community.  It goes back to this Mayor, we got to have the type of leadership in order to take Kankakee forward.  And, if we goin’ backwards gettin’ old equipment and used equipment and somebody else equipment that don’t want it, we goin’ backwards.  So, I just want to add that to that.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you.

ALDERMAN STOKES:	And, that’s all I’m gonna’ say.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	We have a motion and a second.  Any other questions or discussion?  Roll call.

CLERK DUMAS:	
AYE: Brown; Hunter; Curtis; Baron; Thompson; Tall; Faford; Swanson; Osenga; Linneman;  Jones; Davidson; Cox (How many they got now–ambulances?
MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Two.
	ALDERMAN COX:	 Aye. (13) 
	ABSTAIN:  Stokes (Can I vote on that?
ATTORNEY BOHLEN:   It’s up to you.  I’m not your attorney.
ALDERMAN STOKES: Wait a minute.  I’m askin’ you as a City attorney, can I vote on this matter?
ATTORNEY BOHLEN: In my opinion, no.  And, I’m not giving you advice.  I am not your attorney.
ALDERMAN STOKES:  Okay.  That’s all I want you to say, yes or no.  
ATTORNEY BOHLEN:  And, I did.) (1)

RECOMMENDATION FOR CITY OF KANKAKEE FIRE DEPARTMENT TO 
PURCHASE A USED AMBULANCE FOR $25,000.00

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion carries.  The next item on the agenda are two appointments.  Mr. Simms has retired from the Fire Pension Board and I am proposing Mike O’Brien for a three-year term effective October 15.  And Brian Hiatt, an attorney who resides in Kankakee, I am proposing him as an Adjudication Court Hearing Officer.  Do I have a motion to accept the appointments?

ALDERMAN BARON:	I move that we accept the appointments of Mike O’Brien and Brian Hiatt.

ALDERMAN SWANSON:	Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion by Alderman Baron, seconded by Alderman Swanson to accept the appointments.  All those in favor, aye.  Oh, I’m sorry, roll call.

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	Where’s Mike’s, ah, resumé?

ALDERMAN STOKES:	Yeah.

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	I’m gonna’ vote for him.  Everybody knows Mike.

ALDERMAN STOKES:	The actual resumé.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	I think there’s one in here.  Brian has a resumé.  We didn’t have one for Mr. O’Brien.  Would you like one?

ALDERMAN HUNTER:	It’s no big deal.  I....I know Mike.

ALDERMAN STOKES:	Well that was–Mayor, I’m sorry.  That was my question.  Where is his resumé?  Knowing we get a resumé.  Knowing that we can look at a little bit of his background.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	I understand.  My apologies.  That should have been included in the book and it wasn’t included.

ALDERMAN STOKES:	I still want a resumé

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	We’ll be happy to provide that for you.

ALDERMAN STOKES:	Thank you.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Any other questions?  Roll call.

CLERK DUMAS:	
AYE: Brown; Hunter; Curtis; Baron; Thompson; Tall; Faford; Swanson; Osenga; Linneman; Stokes; Jones; Davidson; Cox (Mayor, I’m takin’ you on your word.  I’ll vote aye.) (14) 

MIKE O’BRIEN – FIRE PENSION BOARD THREE-YEAR TERM, 
EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 15, 2012

BRIAN HIATT – ADJUDICATION COURT HEARING OFFICER

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you Alderman.  Motion carries.  Motions and Resolutions.  Alderman Brown brought to my attention that there’s a campaign this month to support that our children should not –well, all of us–should not be texting as well as driving.  There’s a Proclamation to support that position and I would like a motion to approve.

ALDERMAN BROWN:	Before that, could I just make a brief comment?

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Absolutely.

ALDERMAN BROWN:	Not only should we take this serious for this month, I think you just read in the paper a couple days ago where two young mens was involved in an accident.  Now, we don’t know if that was text-related or anything else, but I think it’s, often you hear how many accidents are caused by texting while driving.  I think not only should we take it serious and we should take a stand protectin’ our citizens and young people, but I think it’s encompassed on the County Board,  every school district, every school in this County to say and tell these young people the dangers of texting while driving.  ‘Cause accidents you can’t take it back and I can tell you it devastates peoples families  stuff.  So, that’s why I thought, this come out of License and Franchise and I think it is very important that we not only just say, this is the month that basically we got a Resolution, but it’s somethin’ that basically we need to really get out there and support and talk about it because it is for the protection of these young people.  And thank you.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Thank you, Alderman.

ALDERMAN BROWN:	With that, I make a motion that we approve this.

ALDERMAN STOKES:	Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion by Alderman Brown, seconded by Alderman Stokes to approve the, ah, Proclamation in support of the campaign against texting while driving.  All those in favor, aye.  Opposed, same sign.

PROCLAMATION IN SUPPORT OF THE CAMPAIGN AGAINST TEXTING WHILE DRIVING

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	The Proclamation is approved.  Thank you so much.   I will entertain a motion to adjourn.

ALDERMAN TALL:		So moved.

ALDERMAN JONES:	Second.

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	Motion by Alderman Tall, seconded by Alderman Jones.  All those in favor, aye.  Opposed.

MOTION TO ADJOURN CITY COUNCIL MEETING

MAYOR EPSTEIN:	We are adjourned.
												8:12 P.M.
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