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Village of
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3110 RFD, ILLINOIS 60047-9613
April 19, 2011

Representative/Senator XXXXX
XOXXXXXXX
XXXXXXXX

Dear State Senator /State Representative

| am writing to urge that you to vote “No” for any further the reductions of the municipalities share
of the state income tax (the Local Government Distributive Fund (LGDF) being considered by the
lllinois legislature.

Municipalities have received 10% of the total income tax for many years and this has its roots in
the 1970 lllinois constitution and when Governor Ogilvie instituted the income tax. This 10% share
was not continued in the recent 2% increase of the state income tax. While that alone was an
abrogation of the State/municipal compact of shared revenue, many of us understood the fiscal
woes of the state and reluctantly accepted the decision.

As you know, the municipal share of state income tax is not a grant. Rather the State is simply the
collector of the funds and is obligated under state law dating back to the 1970’s to disburse the
funds to lllinois municipalities. These are tax dollars paid by state residents with the expectation
that our village will receive the money to pay for local services such as police; emergency
management; road maintenance/snow removal; storm water management, etc.

The Village of Long Grove is a non-home rule community that does not levy a municipal property
tax on our 8,025 residents but rather funds operations through user fees, sales taxes and shared
revenues. At an estimated annual value of $615,919, these shared revenues make up more than
27% of the Village's $2.25M annual budget. If these funds are eliminated, the Village finances will
be devastated and our only option will be to ask our residents to approve a property tax
referendum to replace these funds or face further reductions in police protection, road
maintenance, snow removal, public works projects and staff. In short, the residents will be asked
to pay even more taxes, during what are already very difficult financial times, on top of the recent
67% state income tax increase simply to preserve their existing services.

Raiding these essential local revenues is not “sharing the pain”, but rather passing the buck and
increasing the taxes on lllinois residents and still not solving the State’s self-created $13B deficit.
You must vote against the State’s taking any of these essential funds away from local
governments.

Very truly yours,
Maria Rodriguez
Village President
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David Lothspeich

From: ILCMA ILCMA [ILCMA @wpo.cso.niu.edu]

Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2011 5:12 PM

To: ILCMA@wpo.cso.niu.edu

Subject: URGENT: State Shared Income Tax Legislation - Action Needed!

Importance: High
Attachments: SDOC5059.pdf; Rigoni, Al.vcf

Dear Colleagues:

Attached please find letters the Skokie Mayor has written to our state elected officials in regard to the
state income tax. As you know municipalities have received 10% of the total income tax for many years
and this has its roots in the 1970 Illinois constitution and when Governor Qgilvie instituted the income
tax. This 10% share was not continued in the recent 2% increase of the state income tax. While that
alone was an abrogation of the State/municipal compact of shared revenue, many of us understood the
fiscal woes of the state and accepted the decision.

We are now hearing very strong signals that the legislature will reduce or eliminate the original tax
sharing arrangement. The signals are loud and clear from members of the house and senate who are
using terms like "shared pain®. The value of the income tax to municipalities is estimated by the Illinois
municipal league at $76.75 per capita for 2011. The loss of this revenue will hurt all municipalities but
arguably will be devastating for non-home rule communities.

As immediate past Chair of the Illincis Municipal League Legislative committee, I often heard from
legisiators in Springfield something like "I have not heard from my mayor so they must be OK with this
legislation”. Hard to argue with that. I urge you or your Mayor or President to communicate your
position in regard to this issue to your legislators as soon as possible.

Thank you

Albert J. Rigoni
Village Manager
Village of Skokie
5127 Qakton
Skokie, IIl. 60077

al.rigoni@skokie.org
P: 847-933-8210

4/20/2011



George Van Dusen FPhone (847) 933-826%
Mayor April 19, 2011 Fax (847) 933-8200

State Senator Jeff Schoenberg
2031-J Stratton Building
Springfield, 1L 62706

Dear State Senator Schoenberg:

As this session of the General Assembly proceeds, I'm growing more
apprehensive regarding this state budget and the maintenance of the municipal
share of the state income tax (the local distribution fund). The municipalities’
share of the state income tax is not a grant. This share provided to municipalities
was the basis of the original agreement to impose a state income tax and was an
irrevocable commitment to municipalities in return for their support of the tax.

This action would be akin o a partner unilaterally changing the terms of a
partnership.

At a recent presentation to the Illlinois Municipal League, a Representative
addressed the issue of the state budget by twice telling us there must be “shared
pain”. This leads me to believe the decision on stripping the municipal share of
the State tax in whole, or in part, is at hand.

The Village of Skokie saw the economic crisis coming and for two consecutive
fiscal years reduced its operating budget, took action that reduced the workforce
by at least five percent and enhanced local revenues in the face of local
opposition. In contrast, the State of Hlinois saw the economic crisis coming and
seemingly ignored it, not making the difficult and responsible decisions. The
State is proposing “shared pain”, when it should be grappling with shared
responsibility to our same constituents

Now the State is asking the Village of Skokie to bail-out the State?

lllinois legislators deal in billions of dollars so | want to give you a municipal
perspective. Skokie receives approximately $5 million per year in our share of
the income tax. This amount is the equivalent of 50 full-time firefighters, or 50
full-iime police officers, (inclusive of benefits). It is the equivalent of 63 Public
Works employees. Each of these departments has approximately 100
employees. Quite frankly a loss of $5,000,000 would be devastating.

The Village of Skokie » 5127 Oakton Street + Skokie, 1L, 60077



Any diminution of the shared income tax for municipalities is harmful to the
Village of Skokie as a municipal corporation. The effect will be either more taxes
or greatly reduced services, inasmuch as we've already felt the pain while

balancing our budget. | am completely opposed to either option and, therefore,
request you vote in opposition to any such legislation.

I hope that the Village can count on you.

GVD:em
cc:  Albert J. Rigoni, Village Manager
J. Patrick Hanley, Corporation Counsel



Representative
Senator

Dear Sir/Madam:

| am writing to request that you vote against the reductions currently being
considered by the Illinois legislature of the Local Government Distributive Fund and
the Motor Fuel Tax fund.

These funds are funded by tax dollars paid by state residents with the expectation
that our village will receive the money to pay for local services such as road repairs
and storm water management. The State is simply the collector of the funds and is
obligated to disburse the funds to Illinois municipalities in accordance with state
statute. Now the legislature is acting as though it has the right to use this money to
pay for the debt it has accumulated over the years due to its poor fiscal
management!

Tower Lakes is a quiet, bedroom community with a population just under 1,300.
Tower Lakes has no commercial, industrial or retail businesses and therefore
collects little in sales taxes. In addition, Tower Lakes is not a home rule community
and cannot initiate a local tax without a referendum.

Tower Lakes manages its budget. Our Village Board prioritizes work projects for the
year and is conservative in its use of municipal funds. Over the last three years, our
village has lost 17% of our share of the state collected funds with the decrease in
collection of state income tax revenues and corresponding decrease in distribution
to the village. Our Village Board has trimmed the budget each year and still manages
to stay on budget by reducing the number and scope of road repairs, storm water
projects and deferring capital improvements and maintenance.

If the State starts taking municipalities’ funds, the village will not be able to provide
these basic services. Is the State going to do it?

Tower Lakes relies heavily on the Local Government Distributive Fund and the
Motor Fuel Tax fund for payment of our monthly expenditures. These funds make
up 14% of our general fund. If the State takes these funds---in violation of state
statute--- the basic services provided by our village will be severely curtailed.

You must vote against the State’s taking of these funds. Not only will our village be
unjustly limited in its ability to provide these vital services, but we are confident the
state will not provide these services, and we will never get our revenue back from
the legislature. This is a BAD IDEA. The State legislature needs to look at its own
budget, including benefits it receives, to make cuts.

Very truly yours,
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David Lothspeich

From: [IML Legislation [Legislation@iml.org]
Sent: Friday, April 15, 2011 4:05 PM

To: IML Legislation

Subject: IML Statehouse Briefing - April 15, 2011

IML STATEHOUSE BRIEFING

“On the ground news and insider information!”
4-15-11

The General Assembly deadline to pass bills out of their chamber of origin is today.
The IML will be assembling a comprehensive report on issues that remain alive at the
“mid-point” of session that have the potential to affect municipal governments. We will
also provide an update early next week about what transpired concerning key issues
during deadline week. House and Senate members will conclude business today and
return to their legislative districts for spring break. The House is scheduled to return to
session on April 26 and the Senate is scheduled to return to session on May 3.

Preserving Local Revenues: The IML Legislative Day on Wednesday, April 13
focused on the need for our membership to engage their legislators in the fight to
preserve existing state-collected local government revenues. Legislators will be back in
their districts beginning next week. Now is the time to set up appointments and
make phone calls! Click here to l[earn more.

ACTION IS NEEDED IMMEDIATELY TO PROTECT AND PRESERVE STATE-
COLLECTED LOCAL GOVERNMENT REVENUES. CONTACT YOUR STATE
LEGISLATORS AND URGE THEM TO MAKE FIRM COMMITMENTS THAT THEY
WILL NOT VOTE FOR ANY BUDGET PROPOSAL THAT WOULD REDUCE LOCAL
REVENUES BY ANY AMOUNT!

" If you do not wish to receive information from the lllinois Municipal League via e-mail, please reply to this
email - include the words "Please remove from list" along with your name, municipality and email address
included in the message.

4/15/2011
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Cities Must Fight to Preserve Local Revenues!
By Joe McCoy, Senior Legislative Advocate, IML

The fight to pratect and preserve state-collected local government revenue is just beginning. Every municipal
official must explain to their state legislators what the consequences would be if the General Assembly voted to
take away ANY amount of state-collected local government revenue. These contacts must begin
IMMEDIATELY!!! We need firm committments from state legistators that they will not reduce critical revenues
depended upon by local governments. Please note the "Call to Action” at the conclusion of this article.

Attendees at the IML Legislative Briefing on April 13 heard a presentation by Deputy Executive
Director/General Counsel Roger Huebner about the severe and unimaginable impact that further revenue
losses would inflict on cities and counties. The following major points concerning state-collected local
government income tax revenue (LGDF)} were explained to those in attendance:

« Cities and counties are being asked to "sacrifice" to help the state close a substantial budget deficit.
Cities and counties have already sacrificed hecause of natural revenue declines and the actions of the
General Assembly and Governor to reduce the local percentage of overall income tax collections from
10% to 6%.

» Prior to the Great Recession of 2008, cities and counties were receiving $92.02 per resident in income
tax distributions. In FY2012, this amount is estimated to drop to $73 per resident. This is a difference of
$19.02 per resident.

+ If the General Assembly and Governor decided to reduce our state-collected income tax revenue by
$300 million, municipalities would immediately lose an additional $23.40 per resident on top of the
$19.02 that has already been lost during the recession. This totals an estimated $42.42 in lost revenue
per resident in FY2012.

+ As part of the income tax increase enacted into law in January, cities and counties saw their percentage
of total income tax collections reduced from 10% of the old rate to 6% of the new rate.

« The "opportunity lost" ¢reated when the General Assembly and the Governor reduced our income tax
distribution to 6% of income tax collections is a staggering $2.7 billion from FY2011 through FY2015.
This is $2.7 billion that will not be returned to local communities over the next four years.

Click here for statistical information about these and potential future revenue losses.

Following the IML Legislative Briefing, mayors from communities throughout lilinois gathered to hold a press
conference and labby legislators in conjunction with the IML Legislative Day. These mayors described the
consequences that would befall municipal governments if state-collected local government revenues were
taken down even further. A press release can be viewed here.

CALL TO ACTION!!!

The IML is asking that local officials begin to actively engage with their legislators to make them understand the
very real consequences of further reductions in state-collected local government revenues. Explain what has
been cut and what would be cut in the future from further revenue reductions. WE NEED SOLID
COMMITMENTS FROM LEGISLATORS THAT THEY WILL NOT CUT ANY MONEY THAT MUNICIPALITIES
ARE CURRENTLY RECEIVING. When you speak with your legislators and learn their position on preserving
state-collected local government revenues, contact Senior Legislative Advocate Joe McCoy with what you

have learned.

4/15/2011
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General Assembly News > 2011 News > State-Shared Revenue >
The End of State-Collected Local Government Revenue?

By Joe McCoy, Senior Legislative Advocate, IML
Jonas Harger, IML Legal Intern

The state budget crisis has reached such an unprecedented level that there is a very real danger that state-
collected local government revenues could be reduced or even lost altogether. Past years have seen fleeting
discussion about reducing state-collected revenues only to see the proposals quickly abandoned. This year the
state is very seriously gearing up to take away state-collected local government revenues in the name of
“shared sacrifice.” The only way to combat the possible loss of these critical revenues is for local officials to
actively engage state legislators and the general public. Those that would be affected by the cuts need to fully-
understand the impact.

The Groundwork for Cuts to Local Government Revenues is Being Laid

In past years, policy organizations have endorsed reductions in state-collected local government revenues as a
means of helping to reduce the state budget defict. For example, the Governor's Taxpayer Action Board issued
a report in June of 2009. Click here to read the report's recommendations regarding state-collected local
government revenue. The Civic Committee of the Commercial Club of Chicago also issued a report in 2009
that called for cuts to state-collected local government revenue. Click here for an excerpt from the report.

More recently, the lllinois Policy Institute (IP1) issued a March 15 report calling for what could be a total cut in
state-collected local government income tax revenue. Using FY 2009 numbers, this translates to $1.118
billion withheld from municipalities and counties throughout lllinois! This money belongs to municipalities and
counties and is simply collected by the state. It would be the height of irresponsibility if the state elected to take
this money away from local government. In a disturbing acknowledgement of how "out of touch" some are
concerning budgetary demands and community needs, the IPI report includes the following statement:

"On balance, most local governments can afford to budget without LGDF assistance."
(Page 100 of "Budget Solutions 2012)

The lllinois Senate Republican Caucus seemingly agrees with the IPI's objective to cut revenues that belong to
local governments. And the Senate Republican Caucus proposal goes beyond targeting state-collected income
tax dollars as part of a budget-balancing "solution." Rather, the Caucus issued a March 17 report that outlines
reductions worth $300 million across a broad array of state-collected revenue. Included within the discussion is
reducing local government money from income taxes, sales taxes, the Motor Fuel Tax, and the Personal
Property Replacement Tax. All of these sources together generate essential revenues upon which local
governments rely to provide fundamental services that promote the health and safety of the public, pave roads,
clean streets, and provide recreational opportunities for children.

lllinois must not be allowed to eliminate its budget deficit by robbing local governments of vital sources of
revenue. Local governments are at a particularly high-risk for losing out on state-collected local government
revenues because it appears as though some state leaders and policy organizations do not fully comprehend
how important these funds actually are to local communities. It is therefore incumbent on local leaders to
make a strong case to the General Assembly and the public as to why these revenues are absolutely
necessary to maintain the basic community services that benefit millions of lllinois citizens. This case
must be made right now!

lllinois' "Fiscal Responsibility Report Card"

The Office of the Comptraller offers insightful information concerning the critical importance of state-collected
local government revenue. The Comptroller's "Fiscal Responsibility Report Card." published in 2009, shows

4/15/2011
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that nearly one-third of municipal revenue outside of Chicago is collected by the state on behalf of municipal
governments.

Tutorial

Legislative Section

Municipalities
FY 2009 Revenue By Source
[Data Set Includes 1,204 of 1,295 Municipalities, City Of Chicago Not Included]
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This money goes toward the funding of core municipal services. Of the total revenue collected by municipal
governments excluding Chicago, 33.7% is spent on public safety while 24.1% is spent on social services. In
terms of social services, more than one-half of the money is expended for transportation and public works.

Municipalities
FY 2009 Expenditures By Program
[Data SetIncludes 1.204 of 1,295 Municipalities, City Of Chicago Not Included]
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More than half of all municipal revenue is used to fund priorities like police and fire protection, water and sewer
services, and baseline social services. Further revenue reductions will result in decreased services, higher
incidences of crime, and diminished public health standards.

State-Collected Local Government Revenue Already Declining

http://iml.org/page.cfm?key=4786 4/15/2011
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State leaders must comprehend that the local share of the state income tax has already been on a steady
decline since its peak in municipal fiscal year 2008. In 2008, local governments received $92.02 per capita as
their share of the state income tax. Local governments saw a 1% decrease in the state income tax in 2009
followed by a 12.8% decrease in 2010 netting $79.38 per capita. The IML forecasts another drop for municipal
fiscal year 2011 of 3.3% yielding a per capita income of $76.75. This number may be inflated due to the recent
tax amnesty period. Local governments are already dealing with decreased revenue at a time when demand
for services is at an all-time high. These are the core services that people notice every day because they are
absolutely necessary for daily living.

Local Officials Must Act Now to Prevent Cuts in Revenues Collected by the State on Behalf of Local
Governments!

State leaders often refer to the need for local governments to "sacrifice” in the effort to free the state from the
shackles of growing state debt obligations. What state leaders need to realize and accept is that local leaders
have been sacrificing for years through painful budget cuts, service cuts, and employee reductions. lllicit raids
on state-shared revenues would be doubly-damaging considering that local governments throughout the state
have already been cutting back their operations to subsistence levels. Taking state-collected local government
revenue in the wake of these already painful reductions would be excessively damaging and would prove
harmful to lllinois residents.

We are past the point of conjecture and into discussions about very real cuts to services that allow everyday
people to live their lives with an expectation of health, safety, and prosperity. Further cuts in services at the
local level beyond those that have already been made would be easily recognizable by lllinoisans and must be
avoided at ALL costs.

Municipal officials must ACT NOW by expressing firm opposition to any cuts in state-collected local
government revenues. Do not wait until the General Assembly and the Governor mave further along in the
FY2012 budget process. Contact your state legislators and let them know how your community would be
affected without any state-collected local government revenue.

Related Stories:

Proposals Threaten State-Shared Municipal Revenue (IML)

From Wagging Finger to 'All Ears.' GOP Enters Budget Neqotiations (Chicago Tribune)

States Pass Budget Pain to Cities (New York Times)

GOP Senators Propose $6.7 Billion in Cuts to lllinois Budget (Business Week)

Think Tank: 'More Work Needs to Be Done on State Budget Still Billions in the Red' (Chicago Tribune)

© 1996-2011 Illinois Municipal League. All Rights Reserved.
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Proposals Threaten State-Collected Local Government Revenues
By Joe McCoy, Senior Legislative Advocate, IML

Proposals to cut state-shared revenue to local governments were floated from two different sources this week.
Both the lllinois Policy Institute and the Senate Republican Caucus offered forth budget proposals that outlined
a variety of spending reductions to grapple with the state's budget deficit.

In a document released on March 15 and entitled "Budget Solutions 2012." the lllinois Policy Institute
advocates the following:

"Budget Solutions 2012 recommends that most transfers of general revenue funds be stopped. This
would result in a significant reduction to funds transferred into the Local Government Distributive
Fund. On balance, most local governments can afford to budget without LGDF assistance. If, however,
lawmakers felt that the LGDF should maintain a fund balance above what Budget Solutions 2012 would
allow, they could examine replenishing funds from other non-general-revenue sources that are passed
on to local governments through antiquated formulas."

Two days later, on March 17, the lllinois Senate Republican Caucus released a plan entitled "Reality Check: A
Plan for Reality-Based Budgeting." The Senate Republican Caucus plan also calls for reductions in state-
shared local government revenue. Specifically, the report states the following:

"Review the over $6 billion that local governments receive in revenue sharing from the State of lllinois.
They receive around 6% of income tax receipts, over half of all gas tax receipts, 20% of sales tax
receipts on items other than food and drugs, 100% of sales tax receipts on food and drug purchases,
and 100% of revenues from the Personal Property Replacement Tax. A $300 million reduction
represents around 5% of those revenues. This approach has been suggested by many groups
including the Governor's Taxpayer Action Board, the lllinois Policy Institute and the Civic Committee.
Targeted Savings: $300 million"

The IML is opposed to ANY reductions in state-shared municipal revenue.

State-shared revenue is critical for municipal services. The IML believes that the return of these tax dollars to
local communities for the purpose of providing public services is the single-most visible and effective return on
investment that taxpayers can possibly receive. Local governments provide the core services that are most
important and impactful to lllinois residents. Municipalities pave local roads, provide water and sewer services
to businesses and residents, offer police and fire protection, provide recreational opportunities, and, as recent
history has borne out, clear the snow.

Furthermore, local governments in general, and municipal governments in particular, have been making
responsible budget choices to reduce costs and manage natural revenue reductions during the current
economic downturn. Difficult choices and sacrifices have already occurred in communities throughout lllinois.

It is imperative that local officials contact their state legislators and insist in the strongest possible terms that
local government revenue must not be reduced in any way as part of a "solution" to the state budget deficit.

Page 1 of 2
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When suburban day care centers say they
can’t handle children with disabilities

Greer Schnaitman 6,‘plays with stutfed animals anc[ toys at her §t. Chi
parents are.at. odds with the [eaders at a local day care center who recent]
concem at the facility. Here, Greer embraces her favonte horses and Kittie:

ér@dailyherald.com

speCialne~eds?

By JaMES FULLER
Jfutler@duailyherald.com

Greer Schnaitman doesn't
experience the world like most
other 6-year-old girls do, She is a
child with a host of special needs
that cause her to leam and inter-
act with others in different ways.

Greer counts ADHD, autism,
and bipolar and oppositional defi-
ant disorders among her strug-
gles. She also comes from a fam-
ily with four children that relies on
two paychecks to get by. And now

with a choice she can't afford to
make.

After more than a year at a St.
Charles KinderCare, Greer began
leaving the classroom without
permission and without adult
supervision. Schnaitman said the
staff at the day care placed a chair
in front of the door and a stop sign
to curb the behavior.

When it happened again the
next day, Schnaitman said the
staff told her Greer was no longer
welcome at their facility without a

-one-on-one personal care assis-

can cost $25 an hour,

Stacey Schnaitman found her-
self one of the many parents of
special needs-children in between
an income rock and a child-care
hard place. She is faced with the
familiar scenario of being forced
to quit her job to stay home with
Greer and be without an income
she can't afford to.lose.

“Greer asks me, ‘Why don't they
like me? I promise I'll be good, "
Schnaitman said. “I'wantherto be
in day care with her siblings and

By KErRRY LESTER

| being pitched by suburban

2 plans
to save
money

Link, Kotowski pitch
. _.%Vays_ to consolidate
| | state government

anvo MIKE RIOPELY, §7
klester@dailyherald.com -
mriopell@dailyherald. com

Tiny governments across the
suburbs would have to prove
they'ré needed or be merged
into others, Voters would be
able to eliminate certain town-
ship positions,

Those are two proposals

lawmakers in Springfield as
a way to make local govern-
ments more efficient and save
money. )

In a state with more units of
government ‘than any in the
nation, and in the wake of local
elections that saw record low
turnout across the West and Northwest sub-
urbs, the proposals are timely -— and likely to
draw both supporters and staunch opponents.

The proposals by Sen. Terry Link of Wauke-
gan and Sen. Dan Kotowski of Park Ridge are
likely to receive a strong pushback from some

Pan Kotowski .

.| local officials, who argue their roles are vital

and necessary.

Avon Township Supervisor Sam Yingling
supports Kotowski's idea allowing local vot-
ers to decide whether to roll some of a town-
ship’s services, for example, into the county in
an effort to save money. .

But not many of Yingling's counterparts
ag‘ree, he said.

“I have received some constructive criticism
from other elected township officials,” he said.

Link’s plan calls for creating a commission to
dissolve or merge local governments across the

O ORNE . mANE A



ties either don’t realiy want to
have special needs children
in their facility, or they don't
know how to care for them,
“Typically, they tell a par-
ent they can't accommodate a
child because they can’t keep
the chlld or other children
4 ,,1 » Plister said, ‘E
8 questioh <l always
wa.nted an answer to is how '~
qnuch do they: have to, y?
“Wiat do they’ Fhave to *dg
before they say we can’t have
your child here? Do they have
to look into getting some
" training? Do they have to set
up their rooms differently? It's

heartbreaking for a parentand .

achild when this happens.”
* Plister said most children

with'special needs, like autism, -

just need stucture and
boundaries to fit in with other
. children. An autistic child oy-
ing to leave a classroom is very
comrnon, Pfister said, because

a child care facility can be very

loud and' overstimulating for
them,

A sign by ‘a’'door with a
child's name that just says
what time of the day the child
is allowed to walk out the door
can often be an easy solution
to the problem, she said.

“That way-the child knows
that leaving the classroom is

WW‘“ m-g\.,

for a special-needs child. Anna
McMonigal, disability services
coordinator for Knowledge
Universe, which cwns Kinder-
Care, said it's a-rare situation
that a parent is told their child
can't be at a KinderCare facil-
ity without a one-on-one aide.
goes happen..- <
en. a child*i§ endan—
genng theit" own safety '
cthe safety of others, we may
requu'e an -aide,” ~MeMoril-
gal said. "Requmng an aide
is only done in;extreme situa-
tions and as alhstresort )

Asked for an example of a
severe!. situation, McMonigal
said a’child leavmg a-class-
room would qualify. - -

Getting help

The Americans with' -Dis-
abiliies Act prevents child
care facilittes from dismiss-
ing or.not accepting children
solely because they have spe-
cial needs. The law requires
centers to “make reasonable
modifications” to their poli-
cies and practices to accom-
modate a special-needs child.
The law doesn’t define what
“reasonable” means.

That's where people like
Kelly Lopresti come in,

Lopresti is the director of

“A lot of other child care
providers have, a-lot of fear
because they arent famil-
iar with or educated on these
special. needs,” Lopresti said.

“A lot of centers assume a.

child needs a one-on-one care

assistant, but nobodyhas bud-

gets like that gnymore.”
Loprestis said what she typi-

cally finds'is thata child'needs :

help with eating duiring meals
or some other specific portion
of the day, but not the full day.”
“Teachers are required to
sit at tables with kids during
meals anyway,” Lopresti said.
“But if a child needs help eat-
ing, they think of that as one-

on-one care, It's not. But then

parents are told they need.an
assistant. Who can afford to
pay $250 a week for child care

plus pay someone, an hourly

rate to be an assistant?”
Thus begins the path to a
child being-dismissed from a

[acility or suddenly prevented

from enrolling in the ﬁrst
place, Lopresti said.

"It's like they put a wall up
to these kids,” she said. “Thave
so many farnilies. who call me
crying, devastated, because a
facility told themy they can take
their child, but then, when
they say they have a child with
special needs, suddenly the

Save: Some say 1t’s impossible for
Illinois voters to be truly informed

Continsed from Page

state, His bipartisan commis-
sion would force all local gov-
emments to come forward
and prove their worth, ,

“They would have to sell
their case,” Link said.

Then, the cornmission would
create a statewide plan to elim-
inate or consolidate govern-
ments that lawmakers would
have to approve — or-not —
without tweaking,

That way, Link says, individ-
val lawmakeis couldn’t change
the plan to exempt local gov-
ernments in their areas.

“Next thing you know, we're
not voting on anything” he
said.

Link’s plan could get a hear-
ing this week.

- Meanwhile, Kotowski, whois
chairman of the Senate appro-
priations committee, plans to
file legislation that would allow
certain township positions to
be eliminated by referendum.,

“There’s a duplication of ser-
vices across theboard,” he said.
“We need to look at all aspects

+

of township- government to
reduce. duphcahons and save

taxpayersmoney.”

Kotowsld said it woulcl put; :
" and 49 of 74 park districts.

mote power “in the hands of
voters,”
Last week's . election was

notable in both the number of

uncontested rdces and in the
record low turnout by voters.

Some experts suggest that

with 50 many governmental
units, i's a near-impossible
task for voters to learn as much
as they need to make informed
decisions about so many
candidates.

And then . there’s the lack
of interest ih serving on these
local governments board, as
seen in the munmber of uncon-
tested races.

A Daily Herald analysis of the
528 local racesin last Tuesday’s
municipal electon in North-
west suburban Cook and Lake,
DuPage, Kane and McHenry
counties found only 238 were
contested:

_About 50 percr_snt of school
and municipal board posi-
tions;were contested: But four

of five, reglonal ofﬁce of edu-
cation ‘seats were uncontested,

. as were47 of 70 library boards,

16 of 24 five protection districts,

And few votérs came out to
cast ballots. :
DuPage
164 percent tumout — its

lowest in municipal election-
“history.

Suburban Cook County
turnout also was a record Tow
at 16.percent, down from 20. 8
percent in 2009 and 17.2 per-
centin 2007.

In Kane County, just 12.4
percent of registered voters
came out, the lowest mark in
at least 24 years for a nonpar-
tisanl, consolidated election.
And in McHenry County, just
12,5 percent of registered vot-
ers went to the polls, also a
record low.

“Pecple just didn't get
excited for local races, and
they probably should. The
outcome of the race will affect
taxes for a long time,” said
Kane County Clerk Jack Cun-
ningham said.

County saw

Anne M. Burke

The Journey of Women of |
on the Winding Road of L

Wednesday. April 27

11:30am-2:00pm
Butterfield Country Club, Oak Brook, IL

$55 per person includes an elegant luncheon with a choig
entrees. Visit www.mayslakeministries.org for more infor,
Register online or by phone. Visa and MasterCard acce

Mayslake Ministries

450 E 22nd Street, Suite 170, Lombard, IL 60148
630-268-9000 www.mayslakeministries.org
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