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Minutes 
Committee Members Present: Stanko and Frangiamore 

Renner arrived at 6:39PM 

 

Guest Present:  Jim Rock, Ancel Glink. 

 

Staff Present: Jones, V. Krueger, Kelly, Rea, Raica, Hughes, and Lee. 

 

Chair Stanko called the meeting to order at 6:33 PM. 

 

The minutes from the March 10, 2016 Administration, Finance, and Personnel Committee 

meeting were presented for approval. 

 

Frangiamore moved to approve the minutes; second by Stanko. 

 

Voice vote:  2-0.  All voting yes. Motion carried.  

 

There were no matters from the Public or Commissioners. 

 

Executive Director Jones explained that Jim Rock, an Attorney with Ancel Glink, was present 

and would be talking to the commissioners later in the evening about the 2015 Tax Extension. 

Jones then explained that an agreement has been reached with Meyer Material through the 

Village of Cary on the construction of a trail to connect existing trail at Hoffman Park to the 

Meyer property and will be approved on Tuesday evening by the Village of Cary. The Park 

District is going to get $350,000 in two installments to pay for the trail. The first installment 

would be in June for approximately $50,000 with the remainder paid around June 1, 2018. Jones 

stated this was a good thing and staff intended to take the initial payout and have engineering 

completed to submit an ITEP trail grant in 2018. The intent being to build the trail to connect 

existing trail to the Meyer property, but also via a grant build trail to connect the Cambria 

subdivision, to the Route 31 trail and connector trail to the Meyer Material Property. 

 

The first item up for direction was Policy 3-101-W, Budget – Purposes and Practices, Cary 

Prairie Heritage Fun.  

 

Jones explained that at the Committee as the Whole the Prairie Heritage fund was discussed and 

there was a desire to change the wording of the description to add habitat restoration. 
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Stanko explained that he would like to see “habitat restoration” added after the word 

“preservation” in the introduction, “The purpose for the Cary Prairie Heritage Fund is to provide 

long-range fiscal planning and revenue resources for the preservation and maintenance of the 

prairies and natural areas that are owned and operated by the Park District.” He feels that adding 

the words habitat restoration would cover a wider spectrum of what could be done at the site or 

at one of the other prairies such as seed collecting or herbicide treatments. He would also like to 

see habitat restoration added to item 4. 

 

For item 3, Stanko would like it changed to read, “Budgeted expenses for each year should not 

exceed interest earnings.” If it is changed to this wording, then any interest earned to date on the 

account can be used rather than just using the previous years earned interest. Stanko would like 

to respect the original intent, but he would argue that using only the previous year’s interest on a 

larger fund account is too restrictive. He would like to be able to use any interest accumulated, 

and if it isn’t used, anything rolled over could be used. 

 

Stanko moved to recommend Board approval of Policy 3-101-W: Budget –Purposes and 

Practices, Cary Prairie Heritage Fund as revised. Second by Frangiamore. 

 

Voice vote: 3-0. All voting yes.  Motion carried. 

 

The next item up for direction was an Update on the 2015 Tax Extension, FY2016-17 Budget 

Update, and Fund Allocation Adjustment. 

 

Jones explained that each fall the Board approves the tax levy and after the approval, it gets filed 

with the County Clerk. Early in the calendar year, there is a determination of what the actual 

EAV is going to be and whether there is a multiplier, and when those items are determined by 

the State, that information filters to the County Clerk. After the County Clerk puts all necessary 

information together, they distribute the PTELL (Property Tax Extension Limitation Law) 

allocation form. On the PTELL form, the Park District takes the levy request and transfers it to 

the current rates. The limiting rate for 2015 was .88184, and V. Krueger then has to do a 

reallocation of the rates to meet and not exceed the limiting rate.  

 

V. Krueger sent the PTELL form back to the County Clerk on April 28. Shortly after, the Park 

District received the Final Tax Compilation. Looking at the Final Tax Report, the tax rate read 

0.254460 under Cary Park District Pension and it should be .0254460. The County Clerk 

explained that when the numbers were entered in the system, they missed a zero.  

 

Jim Rock explained that as soon as the wrong number was entered, it pulled the money from the 

Corporate fund and placed in the Pension fund. Typically the Park District gets to sign off on the 

Final Tax Compilation Report saying that they agreed with the given tax figures. When V. 

Krueger saw it was wrong, she called the County Clerk right away, but they had already sent the 

tax bills to print before it was approved.  

 

Rock explained that there has been a request for the County Clerk to provide correspondence 

explaining factually what happened. To this point nothing has been received formally. 
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Jones next explained what the error meant and what the tax payers’ will see on their tax bill as 

well as what the impact to tax payers will be. He stated there will be a big jump in the pension 

compared to last year’s numbers; however, the total allocation is correct. The money was just 

placed in the wrong account.  

 

Rock explained the various options to correct the error, but concluded that the best action was to 

correct the errors when the funds are received from the county by placing the funds in the 

appropriate accounts per statutory authority of the Park District. The funds would be placed in 

the corporate and pension fund based on the initial PTELL relocation form. This decision comes 

from discussions with staff, the legal staff, and the auditors.  

 

Jones explained that he felt there needed to be something available for the public to explain what 

occurred. A Q&A has been drafted to explain the situation and answer most questions that would 

be asked. The Committee reviewed a draft. Jones stated it would be posted to the website 

tomorrow. 

 

Stanko asked if any type of legal precedent would be set due to the error. Rock stated no, 

because in order for legal precedence to be made, the case would have to go to court. Stanko then 

asked that the ordering of the questions on the Q&A sheet be redone to put the most relevant 

questions towards the top of the document. 

  

Frangiamore asked if the attorneys requested a response date from the County Clerk’s Office. 

Rock explained that they did not request a specific date to have an official letter from them by, 

but they will be following up with them about making sure it is done. 

 

Renner moved to adjourn the meeting.  Second by Frangiamore. 

 

Voice vote: 3-0. All voting yes.  Motion carried. 

 

Adjourned at 7:29 PM. 

 


