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Immediate Past President

Board Members Dear Representative Burns and Senator Racul:

Mary Baim ‘Thank you for meeting with us today to discuss our concerns with the 1llinois Department of
Thomas Besore Transportation’s (IDOT) review of the rooftop heliport proposed by Children’s Memorial Hospital
Richard Carlson (CMH) for Streeterville.

Maurice Fanfus

As you are aware, your constituents are extremely concerned about the safety of putting a rooftop
heliport in the most densely populated area of the city, amidst significantly taller structures,
SOAR asked highly qualified aviation safety and aerospace engineering experts to review CMH’s

Patty Frost
- Mary Lunz Houston

Laurence Korwin heliport proposal. These individuals, with complimentary areas of expertise, raised serious and
Michael Kraynak significant safety issues and concerns with this heliport proposal, which they shared last December
Howard W. Melton with IDOT.,
Phyllis Mitzen
Adele Neems Although IDOT’s Chief Counsel verbally confirmed with SOAR in conversations on 2/17/09 and

2/27/09 that the safety issues and concerns raised by these experts are legitimate and that the

Edward Pear . . \ . .
ard mea alterniative heliport location proposed is compelling, since December, SOAR has had no response

Dan Rose from IDOT on the safety issues and concerns raised or the additional work that was requested to
Susan Ross address the outstanding questions around this proposal. IDOT has also not responded to several
Member Services requests for full disclosure of all information related to CMH’s proposal.
Manager
Buff Sergent As representatives of the community in which the proposed heliport would be located, we

respectfully request your assistance in ensuring that the review of this proposal answers the
following outstanding questions prior to any public hearing:

1. Could the conditions along the flight paths and at the heliport support safe heliport
operations?

2, Ifso, to what degree?

3. How would it be determined, on a flight-by-flight basis, that conditions aiong the flight
paths and at the heliport were safe?

4. What transparent process would be followed to ensure that all flights are flown within
established safe flight conditions?

5. Is there an alternative heliport location that would pose less risk to public safety?

Streeterville Organization of Active Residents
244 East Pearson Strest, Suite 101, CHICAGO IL 60611

T: 312/280-2596 F: 312/280-4631 Email: soarchicago@aol.com Web Site: www.soarchicago.org



We believe there is a reasonable, concrete way to approach and answer these questions. The wind tunnel work outlined
by Dr. Thomas Corke to IDOT would address questions #1-3:

*  Obtain surface normal profiles of three velocity components in a 3-D grid over roof from edge to edge for 16
wind directions (100 x 100 x 100)

* Examine all possible flight paths for all 16 wind directions

*  Assess the ability of the proposed super AWOS among buildings by validating whether the proposed super
AWOS can be used to predict the wind velocity and gusts along the possible flight paths (i.e., determining
whether there is a correlation between flight path wind velocities and gusts to those that would be measured by
the device at the hospital)

IfIDOT is unwilling to ask CMH to perform these additional tests, then IDOT should itself commission an independent
contractor to conduct these tests.

Mr. Gene Doub proposed a more comprehensive safety plan to IDOT to address questions #3 and #4. A sound public
safety risk assessment, which included the evaluation of alternative heliport locations, would address question #5.

In order to have an open and transparent process, it is critical that all parties have access to all information and data. The
public cannot fully participate in a public process if the public is not fully informed. As such, we request that you ask
IDOT to:

*  Release all of the information it has with respect to CMH’s proposal

*  Request that CMH release the information CMH has refused to provide to Dr. Corke and Mr. Doub for their
review. This information was outlined most recently in letters from SQAR to CMH on 4/7/09 and 4/13/09.
(IDOT has copies of those letters and CMH’s responses to them.)

After our meeting today we learned that IDOT is poised to issue an order to approve the heliport next week on April 239
We ask that you ask IDOT to delay issuing any order to approve the application and/or conduct a public hearing until the
outstanding questions have been answered, the additional testing/work has been completed, and all information has been
disclosed in a timeframe that would allow all parties to review it.

IDOT, the governmental body now responsible for evaluating the safety of this proposal, has acknowledged that it has
never reviewed an application for a heliport at this elevation. Clearly, more information is required. Prudence must
trump speed in vetting CMH’s application. Public safety depends on it,

We thank you in advance for your assistance in this matter and look forward to your response,

Sincerely,

rct A5

Gail Spreen

President SOAR
b b (Tt
Betty Eaton Patty Frost
Co-Chair Campus Task Force SOAR Co-Chair Campus Task Force SOAR
ce: Mr. Jay Stewart, Senior Counsel, Office of the Governor of Illinois

Ms. Michelle Saddler, Director of Policy, Office of the Governor of Illinois
Alderman Brendan Reilly, Alderman 42™ Ward
Ms. Madeleine Doering, Chief of Staff, Alderman’s Office



MARY 01 2009

Hinois Department of Transportation

2300 South Dirksen Parkway / Springfield, Hlinois / 62754

DATE: Apri 30, 2009 FOIA No.; 09-0079

Mr. Richard S. Porter Fila Reforence No.: Freedom of
Hinshaw & Cutbertson LLP information Act

1080 Park Avenye Request - Children's
P.0O. Box 1389 Memorial Hospital
Rockford, I  61105-1389 Rooftop Heliport

The Department has reviewed your request for documents under the Freedom of Information Act,

4 Your request is granted and all responsive documents maintained by the Depattment are
enclosed.

X Your request is granted In-part and denled In-part for the following reason{s): The Depariment is
not In possession of documents responsive to your request with the excepfion of
documents/communications to and/or from any expert retained by IDOT, which documents are
considered pre-dacisional and prefiminary In nature and are exempt from Inspection and copyng
pursuant to § ILCS 140/7(1)f). Attached are contracts relating to our experts and accompanying
comespondence thereto. Also attached Is Children's Memorial Hospital's Application for Hefiport.

0 The requasted records are not in the poseession of the llinols Department of Transportation.
O

Your request is overly broad and burdensoms. Please narrow your request and the Department
will aitempt to comply, or please call Barbara Brush, Freedom of Information officer, at 217-785-
2065, to discuss how your request can be reducad to manageable proportions.

O Other:

Please remit a check 1o the above address in the amount of;
Detalls:

Make check payabie to the Treasurer, State of llinoig, for reproduction costs. Please send afl
payments to: FOIA Officer, liinols Depariment of Transportation, Room 300, 2300 South Dirksen
Parkway, Springfiald, i1, 52764,

[0 Yourrequest is denied for the following reason(s):

CJa.  The requested records are exempt from Inspection and copying pursuant fo 5ILCS
140/7(1) .
Cb. Other

If you have eny questions, please contact the Freedom of Information Act Officer, Barbara Brush, at (217)
782-0692. Pursuant to 5 1LCS 140/8 you are advised of your right to appeal the denial of a request to
Gary Hannig, Acting Sscretary of Transportation, ¢/o Lance Jones, Depuly Chisf Counsel, Hiinois
Department of Transportation, 2300 South Dirksen Parkway, Room 311, Springfield, A 62764.



linois Department of Transportation
Division of Asronautics
1 Langhome Bonid Drive / Springfield, Hlinols / 62707-8415

November 24, 2008

Reymond A Syms & Associales
28 Baruch Drive
Long Branch, New Jersey, 07740

Dear Ray:

Enclosed is background information for your review on the proposed new Chiidren's
Memorial Hospital heliport In Chicago. 1t would not be practical to provide you with
oopiesofeveryhkmnldadtotmsprqod.suIhmmosemmaufearamralsvant
for your review. | have Included the detaiied submission by Children's in the large
m.mmmmmamomamommhmmmm.

Additional informatian enclosed i background information from SOAR (the citizens
roup opposed to the heliport proposal), Incuding information presanted from thek
experts. !did not include SOAR's expert, Dr. Corke’s rebuttal to Hhe. wind study, as we
have coniracied the services of Dr. Selig as our expert in that field. You will aiso see
the FAA airspace dala and the FAA elrspace determination.

mwmwmmWPWhtMMEWthmombyme
City of Chicago for the hospital with & heliport and there Is @ favorable FAA Birspace
determination, OurStﬂecertﬁcalionptmshasbmhlliabdwimwlaml Nolice
of aur Infention to issue an Order o approve the heliport. This Order wi certainly
trigger a request for a hearing and i is our intention 1 issue the Order in iate
Dscember or early January. We have also contracted the services of Jerry Lay, who
has made a site visit, flown the approaches and Is in the process of compiiing his

findings.
I will be out of the office from November 27* through December 14™. 1 will contact you

M\enIruummmakemelnantsforasitevisntocmagow;lﬁghtdm
approaches. Imummmgmlbwmmmusageswhialammyﬁomﬂm

office. You can call me at 217-785-5746 of email pary.d.stevens@Blipois.gov with any
questions or if you need further 2ssistance,
Sincerely, g

-]
Flight Safety Coordinalor
JLLTE00



CONTRACT

'lhsParieshﬂisGmummsmdﬂhnkmgmmWAgmq(mﬂnM)mdmedeor. The Contract
msishuimissignauepaga,MMmmMEMMﬁm.memmmmM.

TERM AND TERMINATION
DESCRIPTION OF SUPPLIES | SERVICES
PRIGING

STANDARD TERNIS AND CONDITIONS
CERTIFICATIONS AND CONFLICTS
SUPPLEMENTAL PROVISIONS

lnmﬁmemsmsmwmmmwhmmmmmmmmmmmmmtm
mwumlmmmmwa,uwmmmmwmmmmmmwmmmm
emaledbywddym«izadmnﬁwsmmedatudnmbdm

VENDOR STATE OF ILLINOIS

ol X L) F

J. , Chisf Councel DATE
{Approved as fo fom)
BY: .
d Atr /%éz//a?
Ann L. , Dircios of Finance & DAYE 7
Administration

&Y,
%‘J&%lﬁu é'ké; of Cehuredtin—

R, G008, P. ofmneportalion DATE 7 7
BY:

NGT PART OF CONTRACTUAL PROVISIGNS
Conlracti_08-D04. 44

PEReLE o

Subconkacior iMzalion? Yes[] Mo Subconimclor Distiosure? Yes [J Mo (5

Sosrce QObiigalion ¥ TWJ




1. IERMAND TERMINATION

11 'rsmorrmscomm:mmwmwmmemmmmmtmnmmamnzm
1.2 RENEWAL: This Contract may not be renewed,



2 DESCRIPTION OF SUPPLIES AND SERVICES

21 GOALSAHDO&EGWES;TheoveMImdufﬂxispmpdistaptdesm.umlmd.werlwhhnonusahlyofamsad

mdhpheipﬁfo:ﬂhﬁm‘smnuhlmqp&ﬂhwnago.

22 mmmmamua&o:mmmuwmcmmmgtomma'hafputaspmhjm
proposed hedport,

new hiosplal leclly in Chicago. Consuftant services for fhe hosptsl and & local clizens falltn on the of the
memqmammumvmbmgmmmmmmmdm%zmmhemmM

1 the hospital shouid proceed with e projact
221 Tha Vendor wit

" 1. Review ol documents from Chidren's Mesnortal Hospilas considtants on the heliport proposal and all documents provided
by the Streelervie Organization of Active Residents {SOAR) n oppoaitin tn Hhe heiport,

2 Conducta lest fight o the proposed hefiport ske, conuct an on-siie evaluaion, and provide the Agency wil sn opinicn on
s relaive safely of the proposed helipart based on e fight and reviews.

3 mmmqmmmdmmhmmmmmmmmmmm.
4. Ukiize the sarvices of he Agency's heficopier in the flight test porfion of the contract

23  MILESTONES AND DELNERABLES: W&ﬂmm%%wmmhwmhmmmm
smmumhhb&eﬁon.urieaah@wammlhwﬂuhsdhmgbyﬂwwmbmvmmmmm.pmidingﬂle

supplies, or incarrng the expenses,
Nok-to-exceed $6,000.00
24  VENDOR/STAFF SPECIFICATIONS:
241 SUBCONTRACTORS: Vesiior shall kantlly the names and adiresses of all subcontractors utitzed by Vendor in the performance of

mcmu,hwmﬁmum&ipmmmuofmuymm subconiractor js wxpected lo receive pursient to this Contract. The
State may iequest updated infonnalion at any ime. For purpases of this section, subcontractors are hose specilicaly hired to perform afl o

part of he work of this coniract or 1o provide the suppiies fecuesied by e Siate,
Wum Amoust in be paid

2.4.2 The Vendor must have:
1. Avalid FAA issued plot cerBiicate wilh a Rutororat Helicoplar raing,

2. Expstisnce in the design and construcion of rooflop and hospital heliports in urban environments,
3. Thorough knowlodge of FAA criteria and bukding codes on the design, conskuciion and safety of roofiop heliports,

25  DELIVERY SPECIFICATIONS: N/A

28 WHERE SERVICES ARE TO BE PERFORMED: Uniess otherwisa spacified in this saction &l services shal be performed i e United
States, HhVMmﬁwmmmumdememoﬂummﬁyinvinfﬁmofmcmtw.mm
'+ may be deemed 2 breach of the Contract. Vendor shall disclose the kocafion whers the services required shall be parformed, I &l muttipls locations,
the known or enBcipeted vafue of the sarvices performed at sach locaion shall be identfied. If the Vandor recsived eddiional consideration In the
amazabnbasaummmmmumwmummamwmumwmmwmmmmm

Statos.

Vakie of services performed et this focaion $5,000.00
&Y  SCHEDULE OF WORK: Any wark perfarmed on State premises shal be done dusing the holire designated

by the State end performed In @

= manngr that does nof interfere with the Siate and s parsonnel.



Z8 WARRANTES FOR SUPPLIES ARD SERVICES:

28

281 Vendex wormnis al the suppliss fumished urder this Cortract (a) will confarm %o the Staie’s manufacturing standavds,
specificalions, drawing, samples or descriptions fumished by fhe Stals, inciuding but not imiled & aft specificaions attached as exhbls
hamh,(b}wummhh,dnmdqﬁlylﬂmfanm.ﬁeeimdefedpfmamdodnnvdvenmﬂwoﬂuwlspedﬂedh
wﬂﬁng.wmmmummm{qmwmdmmmm,mwmmmmpammbm
mentifacliring, packing, labelng, sele end delfvery of the suppites (d) wif be of gond ttie nd be free and cleer of @l kens and encumbrances
and (8) wif not inkinge any patent, copyright or other inteeciual propesty rights of any third party. Vendor egrees to reimburss the Siate for
myhssas,_wsb.damguum,%m%mﬂemwsmmmm.mmumﬂm
suppiies to meed such waranties, Vendor shall inaiire lhat ol manufackrers’ wamaniies are ransfernsd do the State and shall provida a copy
of the warmaniy, These warranfies shal be In addiion % off other warranbies, express, mpéied of statutory, and shall survive e Siale’s
peymeat, accaptance, inspection or iafure t inspect the supplies,

282  Vandor wanents that sl services will be performed in B good snd professional manner o indusiry stancerts by fralned and
compelent personnel. Vendor shall monitor performances of sach individugl and sholl remssign immedialcly any individual wha ks not
perforaing to professionat standants, who is nat eficlent or effecive In perlorming the work of the contracl, who IS cistupéve or ol respecti
af others i the workplacs, or who in any way violates G1e Coniract o Stale policies.

REPORTING, BTATUS AND MONITORING SPECIFICATIONS:
2.8.1 Vendor shall immediately nottfy fhe Stats of any event fhal may have B makerinf impact on Vendor's abilty to perform the Coniract

mzmqmmmmmww.mmmmwummmm ex-offendars hised
:[meWslmtmnHediwdm. vmmumwbwmmtmmunmmsmmmmms@



3. ERICING
31 METHOD AND RATE OF COMPENSATION: Vendor shall be compensaled by the fofowing method:
Hourly $200.00
Montly
L] Annually
B Profec!
tem
32  MAXMUM COMPENSATION FOR SUPPLIES AND SERVICES:

Fiem Price
Estimated Price __§5.0600.00

3.3  RENEWAL COMPENSATION: NA
3.4 EXPENSES: thmwien\isaagmedmmmmmdhudn.ﬁsmwmmmhm&nbmwﬂdmymmmdby
Vendor, including bul not limlied to lelephone or other communications device, posiage, copying, fravel, sanwporiation, lodging, food and per diem.

3.4 1 Travel expensos wl be reimbursed
DSl ssiems/?_servicese othVinvguid

3.5 DISCOUNT: N/A % discount for payment wilhin /A days of mosipt of involce

& TAX mmwmwhmmmmwpwumwwmmem i necessary, Vendor may request the

applicable Agency's Minols tax exemption number and faderal tax exempion information.

37 INVOICING: vmmmmammmdmcmmmmummicmmnm:nudelmues.or
Contract. The Vendor may subait mondily invoices, Send invoices to Steven J. Long,

other invoicing requiremsnts agreed ¥ aisewhere in this
mimhnammmmmmnwmmamwunmmmmnmsmwd. IL 82707,

38 PAYMENT TERMS AND CONDITIONS:
By submiting an involce, Vendor cerfiles that the suppiies or servioes provided meet all requirements of the Coriract, end the

KER]

amount iifled and expenses incured are as afkwied in the Confrect lawoices for supplies purchased, sarvices performed and expsnses
Ww&mwdmmmﬂummmmmem.HﬂyMdﬂulyea:om‘d'em(ww!mehm
payment through the Kilols Cowt of Claims (30 LLCS 105/25). All invoices ae subjec! to statulory offset (30 LCS 210),

382 Paymanh.hmmyimpayrmutdugas.M!hpﬁdhmﬂanmwhhe%'ﬁmpmtwmlcs&O)mdnies
{74 B. Adm. Code 900) when appicable. Payments deisyed ut the beginning of the Stae's Sscal year (July end August payments) becavse
of the appropriafion process shadl not be corsidered a breach,

3839 The Stale shall not be liable ko pey for supplies provided of services rendersd, including relaled expenses incurred prior 10 the
execution of this Canteact by the Pariies and the baginning of the term of s Coniract

384 Anmﬁmdrwdvhgpmnuﬂhdmmuﬂpaymempbmmmhgmmmmbylaw(eg..ptﬂicm.
peinding, favitorial, window washing, budding and grounds services, s technician sarvioes, nelral resourca Services, securfly guand
food services). Vendor Is respansible for contacting e Bincis Dept. of Labor (217-782-8208; biin/fwww siale A usinge

onsure undsrstanding of prevalling wage requirements (30 L.CS 500/25-60{b).

385 As a condilion of receiving peyment Vendor musl pay its suppliers end subcontraciors according 1o the terms of teir respective
nonkaeb.VendurMprwldelmmivmbmeSﬁupmreqmt




[

4. STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS
44 Avmwuwwmmmrbumusmwp Sfafemumltshesthmmﬁciemmopdaﬁmsmtmtﬁs
, he Stats, amsaoleopﬁm.rrmyhmﬁnaﬁmsuspmdﬂisconmmmwnm. munparwtyumpaymtbem

requived, K the Rinols ormefoduafimtﬁ'rgmmfaﬂsbmatemmpmm" Sulficient fo such obligation, or ¥ funds
medadarehwfﬁcianlhfmyreasm. i

44 FORCE MAJEURE: meqummhmmwwmmuwwmmws

mmmmummmmamudmmmmmmmm.mgowmmmtal

picibition, MnmdedmmpwmaythMMWmmﬂmemmmm 30 deys of e decisrasion,

45 CONFlDEmmNFORHATtDN: Each Parly, Mmgibmmdmhmm.tuﬂhcmmdmqummb

wnﬁdmﬂddahormmbnomﬁuﬁﬁwﬂhyh%?akhﬂwmedwmwihmmmwmum The

mceMtpPatyslldmmaﬂhfwmlmmMortoMﬂdlHgﬂmmpummtb&llacmmdhmnﬁdenﬂdunbumm
mawnaemamammmmm

hrmﬂismairﬂahsd,p: mmaemfof&ncomd.oraarsaraﬂnwmnfﬂndhdmm
R e e e e Pt e
; fecelvad in falth & nats ko any confidentla ; (isctos T W
oty — Pty iy ?orichdepermnu,:devabpedbyme

MetmidHoepihlheipmaspmofam i in Chitago. ) y
atiomey-dient priviage b pmaﬂw mdmuymymmqmuhmnmymm ! or court
mmmmemmwmm«mmwmwwm. Vandor shall not festify at
wmmwmludngregmnmedhwpm excapt at the request of Agency.

&8 uszmowmsmummmmmwmmmmmmmdmmwm.m
ordalmblesofanvkhd.Mbedumadm-m&emmwmmwhwmmmrmmduws:aeaommlsis
] , oiherwise agreed f herein, mmmmmmsuba@t,m.m

gmnbﬂmmdemwnmmbalmm tnless

mmtmmhmwkmgmmmmd mwormimwmdalnhmmawmdormayhmmwmm

Muﬂmhmwwmmmmmwmm Confidental dala or information contained in such waork shall be subject to Section

.5 hersln,

47 IMEWHGATIQ\IANDL&BIU‘I’Y mavmmbhdmI&WMUmmaﬁamofm ﬂsm T
) agents and voluntesrs fam and all costs, expenses, losses, claims, , iabtise, satbements a med

o 1 o ; bydewufanyofﬁsmmsent&ﬁona.

damageorhmby'hmmwmm.cmedt result in negiigent h
: . subooniraclors or agents. Nelther party shal be Ksble for incidentsl, spadial, consaquential

48 INSURANCE: Vendor shafl et i times Guring the term and any renewals, mainiain and provide a Cortificate of insurance neming the State
s addltional insureq for all required bonds and insurance. Cerlificates may nol be madifed ar cancsled untl & Jeast 30 days nolice has besn



provided io the Stete. Vendor shall prowide: () General Commercial Uah'my-ocw:remformmamntorﬂ,mo }
including Hiredt Aulo and Nor-gwned Auto,

Bodiy and Property Damage) and $2,000,000 Amusl Agoregale; (b} Auko Liabifty,
(Combinad Single u?ﬁom Injury and Property Damage) in amount of $1,000,000 per occurrence; and {c) Worker's Compensation Insurance in
ount required by jaw, insurance shall not mit Vendor'sobligﬂmtohdemmfy, defand, or setfle any daims.

411 SOLICITATION AND EMPLOYMENT: Vendor s not amploy any person arployed by te Sise during the term of s Contrast Io periorm
any work under this Confract deushalgmmimmmmbﬂuwsmwvmmumnmsuemm
perim sny work under bhis Contact .

412  COMPLIANCE WITH THE Law: ﬂwwm.ibmpbwenayark.aﬁwbcmmmuhatWyﬁmal
local laws, rulas, m.m,m,m&mmaﬂbmumdmm:mmwhﬂnpcrfomancaofmscm
vmmmmmmmmmmmmmhwdmm

414  APPLICABLE LAW: mmmmmnmmmnmumﬂmmammwm The Daparyrent
dmwmwmmmmnmmmmmmwwm Mydahmdrﬂhﬂabﬁuundwmm
mmammmmuumcmuc&mmsmsﬂsm. Tthhlasmlfno(mmnfrﬂmubitrntbn to resoive any

Contract disprte. The Stete of lilinois does not walve Sovereign mmunity by mbm inly his Congmet

4.18  AUTHORIZATION: mmbmwmmmmmbmmum (ajlhasmerlgm.powamaumomytom
mzomdpndmmmobligasonsundulﬂsc«]mmwmmHmallraquishw!on(mmorale.mmyorolm)bappmnmﬁon.
ghympwfammmmhmmmmcmmmabﬂ.wwwm gelion upon fiself In accordance with s
ms. .

418 NOTICES; Noﬂcesmothummmmmw\ddedforherunﬂﬂheghminmli‘:ghyr%edormrﬁﬁadmﬂ,rqh:m it
femesud.byleceipwdhmwkuy.bym«ﬂfaFederdﬁmmormerdmmmm).bremnmbyfashmwhdue
of amlptmmumum:mammmcmmmmmmmmmmwmgu

e amaymimd.ﬂygimmﬁce.aimerPaﬂymaydmme



5. CERTIFICATIONS AND GONFLICTS

- Vawormnsmmtmmmmwmmmsueofmm, hasmkimmmwmfuﬂwmemwﬁfu that:

519 mmmwmmmmmmdmu&m Rights Acl, Sacion 504 of the Faderal
Rehabiltalion Act, 412 Amaricans with Dlsabﬂﬂasmmu,s.c.{rlzw!aiseq,}mdaﬂbahlerdeshps!mmmwsm

5.2 Vendor Is notfn default on an aducational loan {5 LCS 38573).

5.3 mmgmmmmammmmmﬁwmwmmm&nmmww hal agency
aﬂhmmmmeaﬂym&mmhmnmmblmmsm 14-108.3 or 18-133.3 of the Yinois Pension Code, O LCSHIA 08T and 40
ILCS 5481333, muwmmMMmmemmmmeWWmmmmmm
services” or oher approprizion fine Hams: Verdwhasndmmindmemyraﬁuneminwuwmur#wm&eﬂm 14-1083 or 181333 of
mmmmwmm+m3mmcsm1mm bat conkects in vilaflon of Secion 152 of the Stals Finance Act are

. ol peyable om the oriraciral sericas ofother appropoton ne Rems (30 1LCS 105/152),

55 VMMMMMGMUW@bHBmeWMNMNﬁm or any other Stats, nor has Vandor
made an mammommmwmuamdmm ILCS 500/50-5).

5.8 If Vendor has basn mrrvicledofafah:y,!!miwmhmpsmdaﬂwhdmdmﬁndﬂamhmw.MMm
mmmwsuﬁmhmmmmnemmmwmmmmwmmmmwmmms

5.7 {Vm,wwofﬂou.dkechr,pm.orom«mw wmvm.mmmmmmmmmu
years have passad since the daia of the conviction. Vendor

m«;maamzmmmmmmmmm ol loast five
mmmnmmmmmammwhwmsmmdmmmwmwrmmm is

falss (30 1L.C3 500:60-70.5).

5% th%wmdﬂwﬁhumdmﬂbhmtﬂmthaontarad inte & deferrad payment plan to
pay the debt), and Vendor and its effikales mmmmmmwrmmsmmmmmw
deaummmmmmmmm:mmmwmtmmpayo«mamm&csmem.

5.9 mbrmuammwlmuﬂmwmmra:onanmwmmhpammmmus:awmmislnmm
with provisions of the Mincis Lise Tex Act (30 R.CS 50050-12) gnd acknowlediges hal fafure fo comply oan esultin the Contact being deciared void

0 VemmmnmnmmmamumwmmamemmmAu(rumwmvﬂ Penaities under
M)MlnhhdemkmmbmHMMQmamnm I the State later delermines

81
the Environments! Protection
#at his certification was faisely mede by the Vendor, the Vendar acknowisdges that e Stae may declare the Contract void (30 1.CS 500/50-14),

5.11 erlasmlpaidwmwammwhduwm o refrain from bidding on a Stale conkrac, nor has Vendor acoapted any
maongy or other vakiable thing, oracmdumﬂnprmﬁeﬂmfarnolbiﬁagonasmmtao LCE 500/50-25).

512 deuhmthﬁdathnofﬂie'ﬁmmgw'mbn of the llingis Procurement Code {30 ILCS 500/50-30),

513 Venduwllreparttohe!lfﬂolsmGmadmdheChhfPrmmmtDﬁwmysnspacbdmﬂusimorameﬂ-wmeﬁﬁve
practice amang ary bidders, offerars, mm,mmummwmmtsucsmmsm. 50-50),

5.14 in accordance with tha StedﬁowdstamtAd.slsdmmworappﬂadhmeperfwmmofamnmhrpublbwarks
mumwmmhmwmmmemmmhaﬂddmmmgwmumempﬂun {30 ILCS 565).

515 will, pursuant to the Fres ide 2 drug free andt Verdor and its employees_shabl not engags in the
Vendor wll, pu Drisg Free Workplace Act, provide 2 drug workplacs g e

Uniawkd menufaciure, distribution, dispansation, possesslon or use of a contralled substance during fhe
camﬁcaimapplaalommmmwalmh&ﬁdu#s:mbuiﬁesmzsormmnuoym(aoﬂ.c_s 5803.

515 Neither Yendor nor any substan owned ffiiale is participating or shall participate in an intemational boyoott i violation of the (1.5,
ExponAdrinhMunAdoHs?Qorﬂ:?pypicable regulztons of the U.8 Department of Commerce. This certification applies fo contracts that
. ©xcaed $10,000 (30 1LCS 562),

*



517 Vendwhasno(besnmnvlcledoflhsollenseofbidﬂgglngorbidmiaﬁnynrmysinﬂaroﬂmseofmystaleorofme.umedS!alumo
ILCS &/33 E-3, E-4).

5.18 vmmmﬂnmmmmommmmsmmmwwmbmmmolucﬁruewalemploymmu
WIQ,WMmmmmwnmhm.mmw;ngmuhmwmm (775 L.CS 672-108),

fll:ég deurdmnotpaydunsb,wmuammmw&mmbranymsnriaastoany'dfwimimtuydub'mﬁ
ILCS 2572).

520 Vendor complies with the Stale Prohibition of Goods from Forced Labor Aot, and cardies thal no foreign-mads equipment, malarials, or
mmmnmmmmc«mnmm«mummhmmmnbymramr,uhuemmwmma

sanclon (30 LCE 583)

821 Vendor cerlifes hat no forelgn-made equipment, materiak, or supples
winborfnpadbyhelaborormydﬂdmmeagadﬂmﬂ_cssw.

ftmfshedlomeSlahmderﬂaethcthamheen Preduced in

524 mm«mmmmzaﬂmnum.hwmdwmmbnmmmmmmnt
dﬁmmmmmmmwymmmwmdhmmmrmmwm
a5 as published at www.dhs,

1) mmmmgbmmmaan.mmamm (ohwsmmmnlmmwsammn»
MsGmdAsamr:mJimdhammeeﬁhmmmﬂwdwh%mmhwwh&mw
posiion or is Whmyd&ehumdh%mmmmmmhm employment in excess of
mwmmcum(wmﬂm.mm mmamwum«mmmamhmma
mmmbmmmma.moﬁm«mmdfscapiumpmamqhmww

Mmﬁﬂmum&hh%ammﬁumha)amm more than 7.5% of the
totel distribitable income of an amount in excess of the salary of the Govemor (curently $177,412.00)

ﬂﬂmﬂhﬂdkv‘laﬁmmﬁ ,Mmucupoﬂmhmkhammédmb}m,mm thair spouse or
o mcomormamomuhastswﬂmesmesafaryorm

Ininor chil, receives mors then 15% in the sogregete of te total distributabls
Govemor [currently $354,824.00) from the km, Partnarship, associaBon of corporation.



8.4

82

625 ACCOUNTING

contracts and bmﬂmnnpxﬂesmmmgmmmdﬂwm
wmmunmmmwmmmmdmmm Any provisicn of this Conract
deciared void, , or mm,s}i?bebmedaﬂmmrm shall be inferpreted, as far g3

e Putblic Works Requirsments (620 ILCS 13v4)

——Prevailing Wage (lankorial cleaning, window cleaning, buiding and grounds, siie lechnician, natural resources, food
Services, and sactrity services, if vehead al more than 3200 per month or $2000 per yesr {30 ILCS 500/25-60)

———Prauaiing Wage (o prnting contracts) (30 1LCS 500425 50)
———Prohibition on Conéingant Fees (cortain foderaly funded contrects)
——BEP Subcontracting Requirements

X __ State Supplemeniat Temms and Condiions
~————Vendor Supplementa Terms and Conditions
. Other {describe)

T D 8

621  AMENDMENTS:
ThlsGonmmayhamueuhmmmmbmwmumtﬁﬂwmnuanhbmmnd
musd be in wetling and fully execuried the parties,

§22  AGENTS ANDEWPLOVEES: ,
VMN&W&MW&WMNMMWWWMMM#
vmmmmmwmsmﬂmmmmdmmhumum

i perioming

mummmmmm In the evenl thet the delermines thal any individua!
mimbrvmhemmdpmmgsuch mmnmrwmﬂ;wmmvawvmmmn
What incividusl,

623  PuBLICITY:

Vendor shall nol, mWwwoﬁmWﬁMﬁnhmm.mmwMahm
mnlsuMmmumﬂnﬂgﬂrwBuwanﬁeAgamy}Bwa‘snnmabewedhanysmhadmﬂsenm

wsoﬂcuatbnwlmtmmappmdmaptas required by |aw.

824 CONSULTAT|ON;
Vendor shal the Agency/Buryar ,mmmmdmmmwmmm Where Eme pesmils and
vemmnommmuu?ymmdmvmmummemmwmewmmnmmr
dmmhpﬁhﬁmwi&lanyumsubodyoradwidpany.

appmpﬁabpmﬁdonsmadhmﬂ, Coda of Federal

The .Vendor shall be responsible for utiizing the ] :
Reguiations, subpart 31, as amended (Contract Cost Principles and Procedures) with respect o all costs associated



6.28

B2

-

fespactive
YENDOR'S TERMNIATION DUTIES:
mvm.mmmufmoedmm“pm requast of the AgencyBuyer, shall:

6.28.1 MMMW&MW%%HWNMMbMMBWMM.
j the status of ¥ work under

and fumish a rapart within ity (30) days of the dale of ntics of ismination, describing
MWMM!WN.MMW conalusians resulling therefrom, any ather matiers the

AgencyBuyer mey requirs;

6282 lomedinidy cease using andt retm bmeAganoyﬁuyeranypemmpenyorm wheder tangible or
Nﬂwe.wﬂadbvﬁeﬁemwmuwbhﬂm

6262 CmmmhMmcmqmlmﬂuﬁmmmmmwdmymﬁveﬂumeme by
the Vondor under this Contract

6284 Goummhhgowﬂmﬂhmlgmcvmum ils empioyaes, mhmmmmmemm
bammammwnwummmmuwmdmymwmm

URE OF THIRD PARTES:
62111 The Maﬁmmvmmaymmmmhmewmdmydhe
Vmﬁ%a imder this Contract However, 80 subconiracty shalt be subject fo prior approval by e



6212

Agency!Buyur.sobreVandommstobtam the Agency/Buyer's prior writlen consent before alowing any Third Party o
parinfmmyofﬂlemewlgaimsundemlscmm

6.2.11.2 AVandormobnmmdgmmsmmumm!mdwhsequemmmhhammaThird
mhmdmydmvmswmsmmmmmﬂnwhdsem
mmwmmcmmumms,ammmmmmofmewmmwmn
dnmﬂyhﬂymdmnuthbmm Msmwmwmmmwmtmmm
disciosures o review ’

6.212.6 Theidm,mathoabbues. processes, aventons and tools (inoy
m)mmmmmmmbmmmwh furtherance of periormance of Ihe Coriracy
shallremain e property of e Vendor: and

217 mmmmwammmmmmﬁmmﬁm, idags, concepls,
mmmm.mmmmmzmm.



ALL P
Does this project iceive Federal funds? ] Yes &3 No
Amatnt of Faderal funds:

Federal Project Nurmber:

Name of Project;
CFDA Number*, Federa) Agency, Progrem Tife:

*For CFDA (Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistanca) Number, refer 1o ariginal Federal Award/Grani Agreement,

ANNUAL CERTIFICATION FOR COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL OMB-CIRCULAR A-133

In order to comply win this requirernent, your agency must provide the following information {0 the Depertiment on an annul
Mhmwminmmmmmmmﬁmm Dapamemformstsmduﬂhﬂlbpmjscr

1. i your agenicy expended $500,000 {or the cument OMB Cireutar A-133 quaifying amount) or more in fedeval awards
&omﬂmeglmhdfmmmm,ham.rwmmwmm asingle audit performed in accordance
wﬁ:OMBCicmarA-mm'dwmaoupydthempoﬂIoMDepammwmhmeearlierof!Odaysaﬂer
mpbuonaftheshgieauﬁtormmﬂunnknmonﬂwﬂarmeerdnfyomﬁﬂ:alyearw.

Thie is an annusl requirement for evary yer In which you recalve payments fo refmburse costs for this

project,
2. Ifyolr agency did not expand §500,000 (or the cumrent OMB Circular A-133 qualifying amaunt) or mora in federal
agencies, In any fiscal year for which you expend payments from: the

awards from all sources, Including other
Department for reimbureement of pro mstsmdmﬂmqu#edwmndudaﬁngbwdlwﬁ.ﬂm
d re M ¢ ceriincation stals

8 I0UOWIND DaGe,




This Is an annus) requirement for avery year in which you recalve Payments to relmburse casts for this

project.
3 rfmmemymfvesmﬁplempdsfmmmenepam only ofte anmus! submitial of this ivformation i
fred.

Picase submit a copy of your OMB Circular A-133 single autdit or the Single Audit Not Required Cextification to:

Hiinois Depastment of Transportation
Audit Section, Rm, 124
2300 South Dirksen Patkway

Springheld, IL 62764
Attr: Jufls Brooks

The singte audit must be comprised of four parts, You have the aption of including the four paris in one repor or g
tombination of reports, The Jour parts are commonly known as:

1, Cmmwmmlﬂepmmm}mm).

2, SdadmofﬂpefxﬁmdeederalAwdsmhdqmdaMuﬂarsﬂepmmm.

3 MIMMRWMIMWMWWRWMMCWWWNMW
Mmmmudﬁmwsmmmmthmm&vmmMmmes.

4, lﬂdependentAudibr'sRepmonGonplammeeqdrememﬁppkmletoemMa}oergnmaMmlnbmﬂ

Control over Compifanca i accordance with OMB Circutar A-133.

Mdmmwmmwmm:

1. Corrective Action Pian(s), if applicable
2, Management Latter, if applicable.
3. Status of Prior Yesr Findings, s applicable.

For your convenience, you may also sihmit the information mmmmamumwmmama
207/795-7624. 1f you have any questions, please contact Jule Brooks at 217/782.5148.



n Ui

| cortily that ddmmﬁm.OUmemhkdaalawmdshwﬂxalyear , Bnd was not

required to have a single aucl conducted.
{Signature)

(Tile)

it i o
Subrecinlent
Cantac! Person: Tike:

Address: Phone No.

Fax No.

Fiscal Year End:

Email address;




Attachment A - Business and Directory Information

(@)  Name of Business {Official Name and D/BIA)

QLM

F(123) @70 -00es

13 E5177 77 ) 1712 - €58
2 organizatiy pmvidemenmmdddrmof'ﬂnparent

(0  Billing Address

c?&ﬁggmjznvg &Jrg Branch NI 070
{a) Narne of Chief Exectitive Officer 4

a3

{fy  Customer (ihclude Name, e, Ackdress, Telephone, Toll-Free Number, Facsimile and

E-mal) ﬂngym:, President, 28 Baruch Drive, Lang Braneh, LT 6o
2l LiaNims g, Fhone : /72 B - R TR {730 R -2285
@ Company Web s
{(h} " Type of Organization (ie. Prietor, Comoration, Parmership, 815, — Shouid bs The sams
monﬂaTaxpayarlwambelow)

Solv By orietor
0 Length of Time in Busess
203

() Annual Saies (for most Tece ngmngﬂletedt  Fiscal Yaar)

350,000 +
(k) Number of Fuil Time Employees (sverage fom most recent Fiscal Year)

BT T —

M Ter<edd

n) ldenﬂfyandspadfy&ebcaﬂm(sjanhtdaphommmbetsofmemm and other

faclﬂﬂesﬂntrsimmﬂmedor‘spMam under the terms of this IFB.
> v MNT 597 y
(o) Identfy the Vendors actounting firm

(M) The successii Vendor wil be required o regiater to do business in Jinois. if alroady
regisiered, provide the dule of tha Vandor's registration to do business In liinois and the nama
of the Vendor's registared agoant in the State,




Attachment B - Minority, Female, Person with Disability Status and
~ Subcontracting

The Business Enterprise Program Act for Minorities, Females and Persons with Disabfitiag
(BEP) (30 ILCS 57511) establishes a goal for contracting with businesses that hava been certifiag
'y yo

Is your company at least 51% ownod and controlled by individuals in one or more of the
following categories?  [Tves JfNo

If "Yes" check each that applies; Catsgory:
O Minority
0 Femaie
O Person with Disability
{3 Disadvantaged

K "Yes,” ploase identify, by checking the applicable bianks, which agency certified the business
and in what category:

O Department of Central Management Services 0 Mino

0 Women's Business Development Center ] Female

O Chicago Minorlty Business Development Councl [ Person with Disability
O llinols Departmant of Transportation O Disadvaniaged

G Other (please identify):

f you are not a certified BEP business, do you have a written policy or goal regarding
contracting or subcontracting with BEP verified vendors? 0 Yes (altach copy) [ No

if "No," will you make g commitment to BEP certified vendors and consider them for
subcentracting opportunities on this contracl? [ Yes [JNo

D0 you plan on orderin supplies or services in furtherance of this contract from BEP certified
vendors? OYes o

. I "Yes." ploase identify what you plan fo order, the estimated vaiue as & percentage of your
total Offer, and the names of the BEP certified vendors you plan to use,




Attachment C - Conflicts of Interest Disclosure

Ingbryctions. The INinols Procurement Code Fequires that Vendors desiring to enter into certain contracts
;ﬁm the State of ifinois must discloss the potential conflict of interest inlormation that fs specified beiow
30 ILCS 500/50-13),

Vendor shall disclose the potentiaf conflict of interest information identified below as & condition of
recelving an award or contract. Pleasg submi this information with the Contrac,

Vendor Information
This disclosure information s submitied on behalf of (show official name of Vendor, and if @pplicable,

D/8/A and parent):

Name of Vendor:
dﬂﬂ{ 4 . - SACIESe R
DIBYA (if used): .
hijA
Name of any Parent Organization: |
N/a

Adkdtress:
A8 Bk Drrve, Lo?/q Brenes T 07790

Contact Parson;

. Nam://?{;ﬁ L%(m.f

THe: s lent.

Address: 2 9 Baruch Drive L@ Branch UT o7
Telephone/Fax: (733) 370- 8583 (Faz) §76- 8585

Section 50-13 Conflicts of intersst

(s} Prohibition, 1t is unlawful for any person holding an elective office in this State holding a
seathﬁeGenera!Asumbl'y, wappoﬁladtooremnloyedinanyul‘theofﬁca'soraganciosof
Sta!egwemmmandmmceweawnmaﬁonforsumebynmhmof&m of the
salary of the Governor of the State of Wiriols [$106,447.20], or who is an officer or employee of the
Capital Deveiopment Board or the Hinols Toll Highway Authority, or who is the spouss or minor child
of any such person (o have or &cquire any contract, or any direct pecuniary interest in any
contract therein, whether for stationery, printing, paper, or any services, materials, or
supplies, that will be wholly or partially satisfled by the payment of funds appropriated by the
Ganeral Assambly of the State of llfinols or in any contract of the Capital Development Board or the
I¥inois Toll Highway Authority. ]

(b) Interests, It is uniawiul for any fiom, partnership, association, or corporation, in which any
person Ested in subsection (a) is enttled fo receive (i) more than 7 1/2% of the total
distributable Income or (i)} an amount in excess of the salary of the Governor {$177,412.00), to

have or acquire any such contract or direct pecuniary interest tharain,




(c) Combined interests. It is unlawful for any firm, partnership, assosiation, or corporation,
in which any person lhtedhsmsecﬁon(a)togmmmorhersmme or minor children s
enttled 1o receive (I} more than 15%, in the apgregate, of the total distributable income or (i) an
amount in excess of 2 times thg salary of the Govemor [$354,824.001, to havs or acquire any

employed,
{f} Exceptions,
{h Publicaidplymems.ThlsSewmdoesnotapplytopaynmmadefara public aid

. page, boo , receplionist, or tefephone
8 8pouse or minor child of an Meorappolnﬂve&nhoﬁworanployseorofa
member of the General

Competitively bid or part of a reimbursement program for specific, customary goods and
services through the departments of Childran and Family Services, Human Services,

Public Ald, Pubiic Health, or Aging,
CHECK ONE;

}i No Conflicts Of Interest

[J Potertial Confiict of irerest (I chacked, name sach confiicted individual, the nature of the
condlict, and the name of the Stats agencythatisassocbledaiactb/orfndimcbywmths

conflicted individuel,)




Attachment D - Taxpayer identification Numbper

1. The numbar shown on iz form Ismycorreatnpayeridmtlwonnumbw{orlm wailing ior & numbar io be lssued to me), and

2 Iammta-.ﬂecmbadwpnihhnldingbscmo:fa}Immmmmwhg,w(h}lhmndbmnwﬁedbyﬂwintamal
RouannesBrwca{fRSJtaHamsub}edtobackupmm;gnammwurebwwhlaas!aﬁvidands,orfc)ﬂumhas

mﬂﬁadmmatlmmbngumuedbbmmmum
3 lmaU.Spersm(MgaU.S.msidentdenL

If you ate an intidual, wwmwssﬂw#wmmmwsmﬂym
i you are & soie proprietor, mmmsmmmmmmumMamemw

Name: %mnnx.?’ A.S AY
Busioess Name: M&a&m

Taxpaysr Identfication Nember:
' Sockal Security Mumber
Emphyer;eanNmnbar
Legal Btatus (ciiack oney;
£ Individual : ] Govermmentat
K&bﬁmm [ Nonresiden; slien
3 Partnership (] Estate or yrusi
(3 Legal Servives Carporation £ Pharmany (Non-Corp,
2 Tax-wsmpt |3 PhamecyfFunesai Home/Cemetety (Corp)
Gmymm&m Dumuggm(mammmw
DCOWMHOTMUM P = parership

medical endior health care services







Alan Farkas To “Richard 8. Porter" <rporter@hinshawlaw.com>

mem -com=> ce ujmorge@damygmm_m' <jgegrge@daleyge0rqe.com>.
06116/2008 02:55 PM "eflen.schanzle-haskins@iiinois.gov*
<ellen.sd1anzle-haskins@lllinois.gov>

Subject Landrum and Brown Wind Data

£ Hstoy: % This srossags has boen lorwarded, |

L e Shras e B = s e e o]

Dear Mr. Porter - the following was provided by Landrum and Browrt

The files are read only from the ftp site There are two zip files that contain the
wind data. You will need to copy both to your computer (right click and copy).

Copy the below address into web browser
ftp: andrum-brow

Login: cmh
Password: heliport

Thank you for your patience and cooperation,

- Alan

—ee—
MFP

Alan L. Farkas
Madsen Farkas & Powen, LLC
20 South Clark Street, Suite 1050
Chicago, liinols 60803
T: 312.379.3444
F: 312.379.3443
afarkas@VFRiltigation.com
htip: VFRlitigation.
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This emeil and any attchments are for the exclusive and confidential use of the intendod
ipient. ]
rJ‘}c)mu are not the intended recipient, please do not resd, distribute or take action o rellance upon this message. I you have received this in
error, pl
noﬁlypufigmmediately by return email and promptly delete this message and its attachments from your computer system. We do not waive
attomey-client
or work product privilege by the transmission of this Message.



Alan Farkes To "Richard S. Porter” <rporter@hinshawlaw.com>
“AFarkas @viritgation .com> cC *Schanzle-Haskins, Ellen J°

08/17/2009 03:59 PM <Ellen.Schanzle-Haskins@illinols.gov>,
bec “JGeorge@daleygeorge.com”
Subject RWD) Data
[ HEE % T meseage et bean o, T T B

Dear Mr. Porter:

RWDI has provided the following;

The raw data relevant to our wind tunnel tests are available for download on an ftp site.
You can access it by simply clicking on the following URL:

ftp:/falan: alan@ftp2. rwdi.com

If the URL does not work, you can access our FTP site at fip2.rwdi.com.

Username: alan
Password: alan

Please note that the username and password are both case sensitive.

- Alan

%
MFP CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This erait and any attschments

Alan L. Farkas are for the exclusive and confidential use of the intended recipient. If you are not

the intended recipient, please do not resd, distribute or leke eclion in reliznce upon
Madsen Farkas & Powan' LLC this message. i you have received this in error, pleese notify us immediately by

20 South Clark Street, Suite 1050 retun emall and promptly delete this message and its attachments from your
Chicago, Niinols 60602 computer ystem. We do not waive atiomey-client or work product privilege by
T: 312.379.3444 the transmission of this message.

F: 312.379.3443

afarkas@VFRlitigation.com
: Vi jort,



Richard S. Porter/HC 07 To patty@ianandpatty.com
06/19/2009 03:08 PM cc

bec
Subject Fw: RWDI Data

| wili forward this to Dr. Corke

Richard S. Porter,
Attorney at Law

Hinshaw & Culbertson LLP
100 Park Avenue
Rockford, Il 61101

direct: (815) 490-4920

fax: (815) 490-4901
~— Forwarded by Richard S. Porter/HCO7 on 06/19/2009 03:05 PM —

Alan Farkaa

<AFarkas @viriigation .com> To "Richard S. Porter” <porter@hinshawlaw.coms

06/19/2009 02:53 PM [~ ¥] "Jc.‘.eorge@daleym .

com>
Subject RWDI Data

Dear Mr. Porter:

RWDr's responses are provided below. Also, where new files were uploaded to the
dataset on the ftp site it has been indicated in the revised explanatory file in the root of
the ftp dataset. Note you may have to refresh your internet browser to see the new data,
FTP download instructions remain as before,

1, The data that has been provided appears to only be the data related to the
8/4/08 report of RWDL. There is no data for the first round of reported tests which
needs to be produced.

The older report refers to an older building design. The 8/4/08 report refers to the
current design and therefore replaces the previous report .

2, The excel spreadsheet depicts only the meteorology data from Midway is for
1/1/48-6/23/55 not through 2006 as indicated by the directory of contents and all data



needs to be produced,

All the data for 1948 through 2006 was supplied. I believe it is a matter of opening the
file in Excel 2007 (which can handle Jarger datasets) so that the full data record show up.
We have added a text file version of the data,

3. The Midway data appears to be for only one elevation (11ft) the data for other
elevations used or relied upon, if any, needs to be produced.

As per normal wind engineering practises, wind speed data from airport meteorology
stations are scaled to required heights using appropriate scale factors that can be
determined by reviewing the terrain around the airport, Thus, knowledge of the actual
airport sensor height, as indicated on the meteorology file, should be sufficient to derive
the appropriate height scaling factors for height scaling,

4. Please provide the documentation that shows which profile (open or suburban)
was used for each of the tests for each wind direction,

We have added that information to the dataset.

5, The mean profile data was the only data provided for the open and suburban
profiles. Please send the rms profile data and the velocity spectra for both the open and
suburban profiles.

As indicated in the explanatory notes, the data provided for these profiles are actually
the measured time series of instantaneous pitot pressures along the pitot rake. This
should be sufficient information to Produce the necessary mean wind speed profiles
s profiles and turbulence spectra.

6. The 8/4/08 RWDI report states that 3 data points were compared - wind tunnel +
Prentice + Midway. Pleage provide the Midway data used for this comparison

The data required for comparison is the meteorclogy information from Midway Airport
with the same time stamp as the Prentice wind speed record time stamps Unfortunately
the Midway meteorology file we provided earlier only included the data up to 2006, We
have added a new dataset that includes records for 2007 up to April 2008 to resolve this,



7. For the vertical rakes, it is unclear to which vertical measurement position
each file corresponds. (The files are labeled 1-10, but the points on the diagram are
labeled 2-11)

Correct - the vertical rake, wind tunnel test files are labeled as 1-10 and corresponds to
locations 2-11 on the diagram.

8. For the calibration documentation, please indicate what columns 6,8, 9 and
10 refer to for both the horizontal and vertical probes
Columns 6,8,9,10 were not used in our analysis, but collumns 6 and 8 are repeat of the
voltages, 9 and 10 are the back calibrations from the Dantec software.

9. Please specify the overheat used for the split fiber probe
An overheat ratio of 0.8 was used

10.  Please specify the dynamic response of the splitwire probe
The dynamic bridge balancing is handelled internally in the Dantec MiniCTA

11, Please provide the calibrations for different wind tunnel temperatures (if
these exist)
No different temperature calibration was done as the tunnel temperature did not vary
by more the a few degrees centigrade
Regards,

- Alan

— S —
MFpP

Alan L. Farkas
Madsen Farkas & Powen, LLC



20 South Clark Street, Suite 1050
Chicago, lllinols 60603

T: 312,379.3444

F: 312.379.3443

afarkas@VFRlitigation.com
! NFRIiti .CO

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: Tisis email and any sitackments are for the exclusive and confidential use of the intended
recipient. It'ynumnntlheinmdedmipimtphmdommad,diwibmeormmﬁmmmﬂumupmﬂﬁsm If you have recelved
thiz in esror, pieuenoﬁfyushmﬁhﬂybymamﬁlandpmqﬁydebmwsmmmmmmem We
do not waivammmlimtorwukpmdmtwimegcbyﬂammiwofﬂﬁsm



Alan Farkas To *Richard S. Porter" <rporter@hinshawlaw.com>

<AFarkas @viriiigation .com> cc 'ellen.schanzle—haskins@mlnois.gov'
06/23/2009 07:10 PM <sllen.schanzle-haskins@illinois.gov>, *John J. George™
Please respond to <JGeorge@daleygeorge.com>
Alan Farkas boe
<AFarkas@viritigation.com>
' kg Subject Re: CMH Helipad
r"ﬁ"ﬁo& cnmnan n*%‘Thls-H e e fmwarderMN e T ;
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Mr Porter - the additional wind data that you requested is now available on the Landrum fip site.

- AlanAlan L. FarkasMADSEN, FARKAS & POWEN, LLC20 South Clark Street, Suite
1550Chicago, Ilinois 60603 Tel: 312-379-3444Fax:
312-379-3443www.VFRlitigation.comCONF]DENTIALITY NOTICE: This email and any
attachments are for the exclusive and confidential use of the intended recipient. If you are not the
intended recipient, please do not read, distribute or take action in reliance upon this message. If
you have received this in error, please notify ns immediately by return email and promptly delete
this message and its attachments from your computer system. We do not waive attomey-client or
work product privilege by the transmission of this message,

From: "Richard S, Porter"

Date: Tue, 23 Jun 2009 13:17:19 0500

To: Alan Farkas<AFarkas@vﬁ-litigation.com>
Subject: Re: CMH Helipad

|
i

|
L
t

OK - by the way 1 will need & telephone link for my expert (Patrick Veillette) to sit in on the deposition. Will
that be any problam?

Richard 8, Porter,
Attorney at Law

Hinshaw & Culbertson LLP
100 Park Avenue
Rockford, IL 61101

direct: {815) 490-4920

fax: (815) 4904901

Aian Forkas To "Richard §. Porter* <rporter@hinshawlew.com>

<AFtrkes @viritigation com> ce “allen.schanzle-haskins@ilinols. gov* <ellen schanzie-heskins@lllinols.gov>, ~John J.
06/23/2000 12:18 PM George” <JGeorge@daleygaorge.com>

Subj CMH Hafipad
acl



Dear Mr. Porter:

Due to unavoidable conflicts, Mr. Woasley is not going to be available to testify at the
hearing. Accordingly, the project manager, jeffrey Jackson will fill this role on behalf of

Landrum and Brown, and he will be produced for his deposition Thursday morning
instead of Mr. Woosley,

We hope this revision doesn’t cause You any inconvenience.
Regards,

- Alan

Alan L. Farkas
Madsen Farkas & Powen, LLC
20 South Clark Street, Suite

1050

Chicago, lllinois 60603

T: 312.379.3444

F: 312.379.3443
afarkas@VF Riitigation.com
hitp: VFRIitigation.c

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This ermaij and eny attachments arc for the exclusive and confidential use of the intended
recipient. If you are not s intended recipient, please do not read, distribute or take action in reliance upon this message. I you have received

this in error, please notify us immediately by return email end promptly delcte this message and Its attachments from YOur computer syslem. We
do not waive attorney-client or work product privilege by the transmission of this message.

Hinshaw & Culbertson
LLP is an Illinois
registered limited
liability rartnership
that has elected to
be governed by the
Illinocis Uniform
Partnership Act
{1997). The contents
of this e-mail
message and any
attachments are
intended solely for
the addressee(s)
named in this



megsage. Thig
communication isg
intended to be ang
to remain
confidential and may
be subject to
gpplicable
attorney/client
and/or work product
privileges. If you
are neot the intended
recipient of thig
message, or if thig
message has been
addressed to you in
error, please
immediately alert the
sender by reply
e-mail and then
delete this message
and its attachments,
Do not deliver,
distribute or copy
this message and/or
any attachments and
if you are not the
intended recipient,
do not disclose the
contents or take any
action in reliance
upon the information
contained in thig
communication or any
attachments.



Richard 8. Porler/HC07 To “Patty Frost" <patly@ianandpatty.com>
06/24/2009 02:10 FM cc

bee
Subject Fw: RWDI Data

Patty I am on my blackberry, would You please forward this response to Tom Corke? Thank you.

Richard S. Porter
Hinshaw & Culbertson
100 Park Ave.
Rockford, ILL
815-490-4920

From: Alan Parkas [AFarkas@vﬁ'litigation.com]
Sent: 06/24/2009 01:56 PM EST

To: Richard Porter

Subject: Re: RWDI Data

Richard - the meigs, ord data is on the Landrum site, not rwdi, The rest of the request was
addressed by rwdi, and I just received the response: 1) No time series data for the flight paths has
been provided. The reports have indicated that such data exists and we again ask that it be
produced as it the very data that was allegedly used to come to the ultimate opinions of your
expertsResponse - The raw voltage time series data for the flight paths was provided in
folder\Wind Tunnel fest data\hotwire\rakeas described in the "Dircctory content
description.docx" file:"\Hotwire™This subdirectory includes the time series data (\rake) and
calibration (\calibration) files for the two sets of instantaneous velocity measurements (vertical
and horizontal split fiber probes) taken along the three flight paths that were analyzed3) Finally,
in response to our request for the rms profile data and the velocity spectra you have stated "the
data provided for these profiles arc actually the measured time series of instantaneous pitot
pressures along the pitot rake. This should be sufficient information to produce the necessary
mean wind speed profiles, rms profiles and turbulence spectra”. Does that response mean that the
requested data is not in possession of CMH or its consultants? Was the rms profiles and
turbulence spectra for the open and suburban profiles calculated by CMH or its consultants? If so
please produce such calculations and results, Response - The time series data for the open fype
profile can be found in:\Wind tunnel

profiles\open‘open_output_timeseries _pressurescandat.001.txtThe time series data for the
suburban type profile can be found in:\Wind tunnel
profiles\suburban\suburban._output_timeseries _pressurescandat.001.txtThe format for this file is
described in:\Wind tunnel profiles\Profiles. xlsxin summary, each of the two files
(open_output_timeseries_pressurescandat.001 Jxt,

suburban_output_timeseries _pressurescandat.001.txt) contain 39 columns of raw pressure (psi)



time series data sampled at 512 Hz, Each column corresponds to a different height within the
wind tunnel. These heights are outlined in the "Profiles.xIsx" file,

- AlanAlan L. FarkasMADSEN, FARKAS & POWEN, LLC20 South Clark Street, Suite
1550Chicago, Illinois 60603 Tel: 312-379-3444F ax:

3 l2—379-3443www.VFR]itigation.eomCONFIDENTL‘\LITY NOTICE: This email and any
attachments are for the exclusive and confidential use of the intended recipient. If you are not the
intended recipient, please do not read, distribute or take action in reliance upon this message. If

Date: Wed, 24 Jun 2009 13:42:07 -0500
To: Alan Farkas<AFarkas@viilitigation.com>
Subject: Re: RWDI Data

Alan thank you for updating the available material, 1understand that the historical data from
O'hare and Meigs is now on the RWDI site and the description of documents was amended to

verify that data does not exist. Also no response was provided to No. 3 below a response as to
whether those calculations exist would be appreciated. Thank you.

Richard S. Porter
Hinshaw & Culbertson
100 Park Ave.
Rockford, ILL
815-490-4920

From: Alan Farkas [AFerkas@vfilitigation.com)

Sent: 06/22/2009 03:42 PM EST

To: Richard Porter

Ce: "JGeorge@daleygeorge.com” <JGeorge@daleygeorge.com>
Subject: RE: RWDI Data

I will look into this,
- Alan

—0 00—
MFP

Alan L. Farkas

Madsen Farkas & Powen, LLC
20 South Clark Street, Suite 1050
Chicago, llinois 60603



T: 312.379.3444

F: 312.370.3443

afarkas@VFRIitigation.com
v/ .YFRlltigation.

donmmwaumey-cﬁmtuwmknoductpﬁvikybyﬂwtmsmisnim of this message.
From: Richard S, Porter [mailto:rporba'@hlnshawiaw.com]

Sent: Monday, June 22, 2009 3:08 PM

To: Alan Farkas

Cc: JGeo Xe's) ]

Subject: Re: RWDI Data

Mr. Farkas, thank you for the response below. There are 3 areas of continued concern, however.

1) No time series data for the flight paths has been provided. The reports have indicated that such data
exists and we again ask that it bg produced as it the very data that was allegedly used to come to the

ultimate opinions of your experts.

2) The historic data for Meigs and O'Hare airports referenced in the Landrum & Brown reports have not
been produced, please do so.

3) Finally, in response to our request for the ms profile data and the velocity spectra you have stated
“the data provided for these profiles are actually the measured time series of instantaneous pot
pressures along the pitot rake, This should be sufficlent information to produce the nhecessary mean wind
speed profiles, rms profiles and turbulence spectra®. Does that response mean that the requested data is
not in possession of CMH or its consuttants? Was the rms profiles and turbulence spectra for the open
and suburban profiles calculated by CMH or its consultants? If so please produce such calcutations and

results. Thank you.

Richard 8. Porter,
Altomey at Law

Hinshaw & Culbertson LLP
100 Park Avenue
Rockford, IL 61101

direct: (815) 4904920

fax: (815) 490-4901

Alan Farlag <AFarias@viriitigation.com> TORichard . Porter” <morter@hinshewtaw.com>
%6-16s0rge@daleygeorpe.com” <JGeorge@daleygeorps.com>

06/18/2009 02:53 PM



SublectRWD| Data

Dear Mr. Porter:

RWDI's responses are provided below. Also, where new files were uploaded to the
dataset on the ftp site it has been indicated in the revised explanatory file in the root of
the ftp dataset. Note you may have to refresh your internet browser to see the new data.
FTP download instructions remain as before.

1. The data that has been provided appears to only be the data related to the
8/4/08 report of RWDI. There is no data for the first round of reported tests which
needs to be produced.

The older report refers to an older building design. The 8/4/08 report refers to the
current design and therefore replaces the previous report .

2. The excel spreadsheet depicts only the meteorology data from Midway is for
1/1/48-6/23/55 not through 2006 as indicated by the directory of contents and all data
needs to be produced.

All the data for 1948 through 2006 was supplied. I believe it is a matter of opening the
file in Excel 2007 (which can handle larger datasets) so that the full data record show up.
We have added a text file version of the data,

3. The Midway data appears to be for only one elevation (11ft) the data for other
elevations used or relied upon, if any, needs to be produced.

As per normal wind engineering practises, wind speed data from airport meteorology
stations are scaled to required heights using appropriate scale factors that can be
determined by reviewing the terrain around the airport. Thus, knowledge of the actual
airport sensor height, as indicated on the meteorology file, should be sufficient to derive
the appropriate height scaling factors for height scaling.

4. Please provide the documentation that shows which profile (open or suburban)



was used for each of the tests for each wind direction.
We have added that information to the dataset.

5. The mean profile data was the only data provided for the open and suburban
profiles. Please send the rms profile data and the velocity spectra for both the open and
suburban profiles.

As indicated in the explanatory notes, the data provided for these profiles are actually
the measured time series of instantaneous pitot pressures along the pitot rake. This
should be sufficient information to produce the necessary mean wind speed profiles
rms profiles and turbulence spectra.

6. The 8/4/08 RWDI report states that 3 data points were compared - wind tunnel +
Prentice + Midway. Please provide the Midway data used for this comparison.

The data required for comparison is the meteorology information from Midway Airport
with the same time stamp as the Prentice wind speed record time stamps Unfortunately
the Midway meteorology file we provided earlier only included the data up to 2006. We
have added a new dataset that includes records for 2007 up to April 2008 to resolve this,

7. For the vertical rakes, it is unclear to which vertical measurement position
each file corresponds. (The files are labeled 1-10, but the points on the diagram are
labeled 2-11)

Correct - the vertical rake, wind tunnel test files are labeled as 1-10 and corresponds to
locations 2-11 on the diagram.

8. For the calibration documentation, please indicate what columns 6, 8, 9 and
10 refer to for both the horizontal and vertical probes
Columns 6,8,9,10 were not used in our analysis, but collumns 6 and 8 are repeat of the
voltages, 9 and 10 are the back calibrations from the Dantec software.

9. Please specify the overheat used for the split fiber probe



An overheat ratio of 0.8 was used
10.  Please specify the dynamic response of the splitwire probe
The dynamic bridge balancing is handelled internally in the Dantec MiniCTA

11.  Please provide the calibrations for different wind tunnel temperatures (if
these exist)

No different temperature calibration was done as the tunnel temperature did not vary
by more the a few degrees centigrade

Regards,

- Alan

— 00—
MFP

Alan L. Farkas
Madsen Farkas & Powen, LL.C
20 South Clark Street, Suite
1050

Chicago, Ifinois 50603

T: 312.379.3444

F: 312.379.3443

afarkas @VFRlitigation.com

http:/www.VFRitigation.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This crrail and any attachraents are for the exchisive and confidential uge of the intended
recipient. i you mumthehmmdadmipimp!uudonmm,dimmnwwm»ﬁmhldimeeupmmm. If you have received
thiz in error, please notify us immedistely by retum email and promptly delete this messags and its attechments from your computer system. We

da not waive attomey-clent or work product privilege by the transmission of this message.

Rinshaw & Culbertson LLP is an Illinois registered limited liability partnership that ha
the Illinoia Uniform Partnership Act (1997).

The contents of this e-mail message and any attachments are intended solely for the addr
message. This communication is intended to be and to remain confidential and may be subj
attorney/client and/or work product privileges. If you are not the intended recipient of
message has been addressed to you in error, please immediately alert the sender by reply
message and its attachments. Do not deliver, distribute or copy this message and/or any



the intended recipient, do not disclose the contents or take any action in reliance upon
this communication or any attachments.

Hinghaw & Culbertson LLP is an Illinois registered limited liability partnership that 1}
the Illinois Uniform Partnership Act (1997). The contents of this e-mail megsage and ar
solely for the addressee(s) named in this message. This communication is intended to be
and may be subject to applicable attorney/client and/or work product privileges. If you
recipient of this message, or if this message has been addressed to you in error, pleac
sender by reply e-mail and then delete this message and its attachments. Do not delive:
message and/or any attachments and if you are not the intended recipient, do not disgele
action in reliance upon the information contained in this communication or any attachme



HINSHAW

& CULBERTSON LLe

ATTORNEYS AY LAW

100 Park Avenue
P.O. Box 1389
Rockford, . 611051389

T S15-490-4500
F 81549040901
W hinshawlow. com

July 1, 2009

Via E-Mail:
RNeville@JAMSADR.com

The Honorable Richand E. Neville
Administrative Law Tudge

71 S. Wacker Drive, Suite 3090
Chicago, IL 60606

Re:  CMH Proposed Beliport Application
Subpoena to Northwestern Memorial Hospital

Dear Judge Neville:

Accardingly we hereby request that orders be issyed: 1) directing CMH to disclose its witnesses
by July 5, 2009; 2) mmcmwmmgnommﬁm@qm&gwn’mnwryn
oﬂmﬂlmm.JachonmdM.Bemmpectﬁmy,andB)hmtngChldrenstal

Rhode ksland  Wisconsin
mmmmmmmmmmmm S



The Hongrable Richard E. Nevilla
July 1, 2009
Page 2

Hospital to the documents that have been filed with the [inois Department of Transportation to
dateorinthealtﬁnaﬁvclhatthoypmduoeanydocmmtstheyimmdmﬂﬁ'erattrialbeforehﬂy
8, 2009, Imavaiiablealldaywmormwlulyz,zmtodiscussmuemoﬁonsaswellasJuJyS.

2009.

Sincerely,

HINSHAW & /?s LLp

815-490-4020

1porter@hinshawlew.com

RSP:émh

cc:  Alan L. Farkas (via e-mail: AR

arkas@vfiitigation.com)

Ellen Schanzle-Havkins {via ¢-mail: Ellen.Schanzle-Haskins@illinois.gov)

T0GOS933vl EPCA13 69686



Richaerd S. Porter/HCO? To “Alan Farkas™ <AFarkas@vfriitigation.com>, "george”

07/06/2009 05:39 PM <jgeorge@daleygeorge.com>
€¢ "Matt Havrin" <mhevrin@hinshawlaw.com>

bce patty@ianandpatty.com
Subject Quistanding Discovery lssues

Mr. Farkas and Mr. George, as you know Judge Neville ordered CMH to produce the data that was relied
upon by lts experts in coming to their conclusions. You elected to ignars the deposition rider that was sent
to you for the depositions of Mr. Jackson and Mr. Beyers and did not provide a copy of It 10 the wilnesses.
During those depositions it became clear that substantial data and records have not beer produced. Asto
Landrum & Brown the following has not been produced to date:

1)  L&B Chicago Heliport Study, which Mr. Jackson indicated L&B refied upon
for this project (JJ Dep p.70)

2)  Names of the pilots from UCAN and Loyo!a who conducted fiights to/from
the site in May 2007, including the pilot who refused to hover at the proposed
heliport site. {JJ Dep p.45 and p.143)

3)  The guidelines and advisory circulars used and relied upon by L&B (JJ Dep
p.51 & p.52)

4) The background data for Table 4 (EMS Helicopter Accidents at Hospital
Heliports) (JJ Dep p 19)

5) Names of the pllots interviewed and any transcripts or notes concerming
seme (JJ Dep p.45).

6) The scope of work document (JJ Dep p.50)

7)  Data collected on the roof of Prentice (JJ Dep p.98) Page 25 of the L&B
Heliport Planning Repont provides that such data exists for d April 30-June 21
2007 but it has anly been produced for a two week perlod.

8) Production of the identities of whomever L&B or CMH spoke with regarding
using a super AWQS at this site (JJ Dep p.111)

8)  Methodology for heliport design (JJ Dep p.127 & 128).
As to RWDI the following data still has not been produced:

1) The frequency response of the pressure reke system which is the rms
fluctuation rate level versus frequency.

2) The full relation for the boundary layer mean profile scaling used in the study.
Mr. Beyers indicated that he could not recall the formula used but it could be provided.

3} The exact building and heliport height used for the 2007 and 2608 wind
tunnel tests.

This information needs to be produced iImmedistely as the time for my witnesses to meaningfully use the



information is quickly passing by. Therefore, please provide the data and Information by tomorrow.
Finally, please be advised that upon receipt of the transcript of Mr. Beyers deposition there may be some
additional documents he identifled but did not produce. Thank you.

Richard S. Ponter,
Attorney at Law

Hinshaw & Culbertson LLP
100 Park Avenue
Rockford, IL 61101

direct: (815) 490-4920

fax: (815) 490-4901



llinois Department of Transportation

Division of Aeronautics
1 Langhorne Bond Drive / Springfield, Illinois / 62707-8415

July 14, 2009

Representative William D. Burns
435 E. 35" Street
Chicago, lliinois 60653

Dear Representative Burns:

Please find enclosed a copy of the Notice of Hearing published on June 19,
2009 in the Chicago Tribune. The hearing is scheduled for four days in an
effort to accommodate all interested parties to be heard. We wantto -
accommodate you as an elected official in your district to make any remarks or
presentation you care to make.

Please let me know as soon as possible if you desire to make any opening
remarks the first evening of the hearing and if you would like to enter further
testimony at any other time during the scheduled hearing dates. Your prompt
response will aid us in putting together the hearing schedule and to
accommodate your schedule.

Please feel free to contact me at 217-785-8515 or e-mail
susan.shea@illinois.gov. | look forward to your response.

Sincerely,

Susan R. Shea, Ph.D.
Director



lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Aeronatitics ,
1 Langhorne Bond Drive / Springfield, lllincis / 62707-8415

July 14, 2009

Senator Kwame Raoul
5210 S. Harper, Suite D
Chicago, iL 60615

Dear Senator Raouil:

Please find enclosed a copy of the Notice of Hearing published on June 19,
2009 in the Chicago Tribune. The hearing is scheduled for four days in an
effort to accommodate all interested parties to be heard. We want to
accommodate you as an elected official in your district to make any remarks or
presentation you care to make.

Please let me know as soon as possible if you desire to make any opening
remarks the first evening of the hearing and if you would like to enter further
testimony at any other time during the scheduled hearing dates. Your prompt
response will aid us in putting together the hearing schedule and to
accommodate your schedule.

Please feel free to contact me at 217-785-8515 or e-mail _
susan.shea@illinois.gov. 1 look forward to your response.

- Susan R. Shea, Ph.D.
Director



lllinois Department of Transportation

Division of Aeronautics
1 Langhorne Bond Drive / Springfield, Wlinois / 62707-8415

July 14, 2009

Alderman Brendan Reilly
City Hall - Rm. 300

121 North LaSalle Street
Chicago, lllinois

Dear Alderman Reilly:

Please find enclosed a copy of the Notice of Hearing published on June 19,
2009 in the Chicago Tribune. The hearing is scheduled for four days in an
effort to accommodate all interested parties to be heard. We want to
accommodate you as an elected official in your district to make any remarks or
presentation you care to make.

Please let me know as soon as possible if you desire to make any opening
remarks the first evening of the hearing and if you would like to enter further
testimony at any other time during the scheduled hearing dates. Your prompt
response will aid us in putting together the hearing scheduie and to
accommodate your schedule,

Please feel free to contact me at 217-785-8515 or e-mail
susan.shea@illinois.gov. | look forward to your response.

Sincerely,

-

o ecd i /;0 }{/,(g,(_,

usan R. Shea, Ph.D.
Director



Richard . Porter/HC07 To patty@ianandpaity.com
07/20/2009 07:29 PM ¢¢ Corke.2@nd.edu
bee
Subject Fw: Additional Material from RWDI

More info from RWDI.

Richard S. Porter,
Attorney at Law
Hinshaw & Culbertson LLP
100 Park Avenue
Rockford, IL 61101
direct: (815) 480-4920
fax: (815) 490-4901
~—— Forwarded by Richard S. Portet™CO07 on 07/20/2000 07:28 PM —
Alan Ferkas
“AFarkas @virittigation .com> To “mposter@hinshawlaw.com" <rporter@hinshawlaw.com>
07/20/2009 05:25 PM e "John J. George™ <JGeorge@dalaygeorge.com>,
“Schanzle-Haskins, Eften J*
<Ellen.$d\anzie-l-lasklns@lllmls.gov>
Subject Additional Material from RWDI
Mr. Porter:

Additional material has been Placed in the RWDI fip site (instructions below) under a
new directory named \ 090720

This material includes:

1) the open and suburban wind profile statistics as determined from the raw data
provided earlier

2) information on the building heights used

3) scale factors for Midway Airport wind data

Information on the frequency response of the pressure rake is no longer available.

As before, you can access it by simply clicking on the following URL (you may have to
refresh your browser);

ﬁp;[lﬂan:alanmz.r_vzdi.com



If the URL does not work, you can aceess our FTP site at fip2 rwdi.com.,

Username; alan
Password: alan

Please note that the username and password are both case sensitive.

—oQ8—
MFP

Alan L. Farkas

Madsen Farkas & Powen, LLC
20 South Clark Street, Suite 1050
Chicago, ilinols 60603

T. 312.379.3444
F.: 312.379.3443
afarkas@VFRiitigation.com
hitp: VFR| com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This ermait and any sttechments are for the exclusive and confidential use of the intended
recipient. K you are not the intendod Tecipient, please do niot read, distribute or take action in reliance upon this message. If you have received
thi:inu-ror,pleaa:noﬁfyusim:ed{aw]ybymhmmﬂmmﬂyddeteﬂﬁ:mmdiumhmuﬁmnmmwtﬂm we
do not waive attorney-client of work product privilege by the transmission of this message.



Richard S. Porter/HC 07 To *“Schanzle-Haskins, Ellen J*
07/28/2000 01:34 PM <Ellen.Schanzle-Haskins@itfinois. gov>
€¢ "Alan Farkas" <AFarkas@vfriitigation.com>, "Stauffer
Brocke" <bstauffer@jamsadr.com>, “jgecrge”
<|gec daleygeorge.coms, | es@jamsadr.com,
bee patty!J @I;m?andpmty.cqm o
Subject RE: Motion for Written Orders and Moation to Reconsider
Allowing Cross-Examination[3)

.

Document pdf

Richard S. Ponter,
Attorney at Law

Hinshaw & Culbeitson LLP
100 Park Avenue
Rockford, IL 51101

direct: (815) 480-4920

fax: (815) 490-4901



STATE OF ILLINOIS
DEPARTMENT QF TRANSPORTATION

Inre: The Matter of the Proposed Children's }
Memorial Hospital Rooflop Heliport to be ;
located in Chicago, Illinois

)

ORDER

THIS CAUSE coming on to be heard upon the Motion for Subpoenas issyed by the
Streeterville Organization of Active Residents, on April 23, 2009 and June 22, 2009,
Administrative Law Judge Neville being advised in the Pprémises,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: |

L. Judge Neville will not issue the subpoenas attached to the Motion dated April 23,

© 2009, however, he has directed the Children’s Memorial Hospital to produce atty records, data or
doclmentsra]ieduponbyLandrum&Brown, or RWDI in coming to opinions contained in their
Tespective reports filed with 1linois Department of Transportation.

2, As to the subpoenas for depositions, Judge Neville will not issue said subpoenas,
however, he has directed Children’s Memorial Hospital to present for deposition one expert
witness from Landrum & Brown with the requisite knowledge to testify concerning the reports
issued by Landram & Brown and one witness from RWDI with the requisite knowledge 1o testify

' conceming the reports issued by RWDL

3. The motion to issue a subpoena to Northwestern Memorial Hospital which was
sent to Judge Neville on June 22, 2009 is denied because there is no indication the Northwestern
Memorial Hospital will Present testimony at the public hearing,

Dated: dY Qo9

BY:
Administrative Law Judge Neville

Richard S, Portar
HINSHAW & CULBERTSON LLP

T0607963v] 896413 69686



100 Park Avenne

P.O. Box 1389

Rockford, IL, 61105-1389
815-490-4900

70607963v] 396413 65686



STATE OF ILLINOIS
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Inve: The Matter of the Proposed Children's )
Memorial Hospital Rooftop Heliport io be
located in Chicago, Illinois }

Tepors, oouwersaﬁonsin ions-¢61 'gﬂ:eMatteroftherposed
Children’s Memoria] Hospital Rooftop et tc be located in Chicago, Dlinois, unless such

idefice, tosts, reports, conversations assPreseqgted at and during public

wd i%eé’s

Administrative Law Jud{e Neville

evidentiary hefring commencing on July 22, 2009, -
Dated: ;@0 7
BY:

Richard 8. Porter

HINSHAW & CULBERTSON LLP
100 Park Avenue

P.O. Box 1389

Rockford, IT. 61105.1389
815-490-4900

T0607955v) #95413 59686



STATE OF ILLINOIS
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

%&re: The Matter of the iiled Childﬁ:n's g
emorial Hospita] eliport to
located in Chicago, Iﬂint;‘i)ap ;

ORDER

THIS CAUSE coming on to be heard upon the Motion to Bar Testimony of Rex J,
Alexander filed by the Streeterville Organization of Active Residemis on July 15, 2009,
Administrative Law Judge Neville being advised in the promises,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: |

L. The Motion to Bar Testimony of Rex J, Alexander is deied.

Dated.aﬁ!?_nm 2007

Richard S. Porter

HINSHAW & CULBERTSON LLP
100 Park Avenue

P.O.Box 1389

Rockford, IL 61105-1389
815-490-4900
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STATE OF ILLINOIS
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

In re: The Matter of the Proposed Children's ;
Memorial Hospital Rooftop Heliport to be
located in Chicago, Itlinois g

ORDER
THIS CAUSE coming on to be heard upox the Motion for Written Orders and Motion to
Reconsider Allowing Cross-Examination filed by Streeterville Organization of Active Residents,
on July 15, 2009, Administrative Law Judge Neville being advised in the Ppremises,
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1. The Motion for Written Orders is granted and the attomeyfor SOAR is directed to
draft and circulate the proposed written orders,

2, The Motion to Reconsider Allowing Cross-Examination is denied. The kearing
officer will allow questions to be submitted to the hearing officer which will be relayed to the
respective witnesses,

Dated%%_d_{; QOOT

Richard 8, Porter

HINSHAW & CULBERTSON LLP
100 Park Avenye

P.0. Box 1389

Rockford, IL. 61105-1389
815-490-4900

T0607962v1 896413 69686



lllinois Department of Transportation

Office of Chief Counsel
2300 South Dirksen Parkway / Springfield, lllinois / 62764

August 5, 2009

Alan Farkas

Madsen, Farkas & Powen, LLC
20 South Clark Street, Suite 1050
Chicago, lllinois 60603

John J. George

Daley & George, Ltd.

20 South Clark Street, Suite 400
Chicago, lilinois 60603

Re: Children’s Memorial Hospital
Alan/John:

Ray Syms has asked for materials from Children’s Memorial Hospital to
complete his evaluation and issue his recommendations. Below is a list of
those items.

» Full sized plans for the currently designed heliport including structural,
mechanical and electric details as it relates to the heliport. Both hard
copies and electronic versions in PDF would be appreciated.

s The plans should include overlays of the FATO and Safety Area. We
seem to have some different measurements in different places.

e Those plans need to include elevations for the roof and include the
wind porosity of the screen wall surrounding the support structure of
the pad. Profile views of the provisions for assuring maximized airfiow
under the pad should be shown with representations of the space and
obstructions to wind flow that will be presented by any and all roof
equipment and screen wall support structure and screening. As you
know this is to comply with the provisions found in the FAA Heliport
Advisory Circular on para. 412 c.(2). Given the location of the heliport,
this safety feature should be studied with the outlook of optimizing the
opportunity to reduce turbulence over the pad based on a professional
assessment and not just picking up the one and rather lacking in
specifics suggestion made in the A/C.

» A detailed description on provisions for meeting the FAA design guide
and NFPA 418 guidelines needs to be presented including design
elements of the foam system related to coverage, flow and activation.



ccC:

A copy of the heliport operations and training manual along with the
policies and procedures that will be used to address NFPA 418 Annex
b. The materials presented say what they will do; we need to see how
they are planning to perform those tasks.

The RWDI exhibit showing the 8:1 cone as shown on Figure 1 on the
RWDI June 6, 2007 report needs to reflect the data based on the 8:1
starting from the current FATO edge 132’ diameter and going upward.
The same information needs to be updated for the current design and
pad elevation.

This same information needs to be presented in a plan view with
outlines of any buildings higher than the pad represented and their top
elevations to include all roof equipment, structures and antennas. The
distance from that elevation to the bottom of the 8:1 slope of the
heliport shouid be given at the closest point on the individual building
to the heliport.

As we discussed, there should be a layout of available
approach/departure arcs for pilot use in determining which path is best
for the winds during their flight and their potential approaches, options
to be used in the event of a rejected landing or “missed approach” and
emergency procedures both in landing and takeoff operations. Your
guidelines allow for a minimum of two specific paths however
significant operational advantages can result from the pilots choosing
from a wide range of options which is very appropriate in this
installation.

If the heliport is going to be used for landing helicopters larger than the
Dauphin 2 as represented verbally at the hearing; the new design
aircraft needs to be defined and the gross weight limitations of the
heliport increased to that value. The pad needs to be certified by the
structural engineer that it will meet the impact and other loading
requirements for that aircraft. The TLOF and FATO are sized for that
but the markings on the pad and perhaps the structural strength are
not.

Ellen Schanzle-Haskirs
Chief Counsel

Richard Porter, Hinshaw & Culbertson
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

OO T T 100 Park Avenue
August 20, 2009 00 % 1IPO. Box 1389
O Rackford, IL 61105-1389
Attorney Ellen Schanzle-Haskins 815-490-4900
Illinois Department of Transportation if\;vrl:i?;xc\):rﬁ)gom
2300 S. Dirksen Parkway, Suite 311 ' '

Springfield, IL 62703

Re:  August 5, 2009 Correspondence to Children’s Memorial Hospital

Dear Ms. Schanzle-Haskins:

Thank you for sending SOAR a copy of your correspondence to Mr. Farkas and Mr. George
dated August 5, 2009. We applaud the Illinois Department of Transportation for keeping SOAR
informed and involved.

It is obvious from the correspondence that Mr. Syms and the Illinois Department of
Transportation are very concerned about the safety issues which have been raised concerning the
proposed heliport of Children’s Memorial Hospital. While SOAR congratulates the Iilinois
Department of Transportation for its continued effort to protect public safety, proceduralty
SOAR is concerned that allowing Children’s Memorial Hospital to supplement its Application at
this late date would be contrary to the precepts of due process and fundamental faimess and
would effectively bar the public from participating in this process.

As you are aware, on April 23, 2009 IDOT issued Order #08-08 indicating a certificate of
approval would be forth coming unless a hearing was held. On April 29, 2009 SOAR issued its
Written Request for Hearing as to the Validity or Reasonableness of the Illinois Department of
Transportaticn’s Order pursuant tc 620 ILCS 5/60 of the Dlinois Acronautics Act. The Tilinois
Department of Transportation appropriately allowed the public hearing which occurred on
July 22nd through July 25th and it is evident from that hearing, as well as the requests made by
the Illinois Department of Transportation dated August 5, 2009, that a certificate of approval

could not reasonably be issued upon the information and data provided before and during the
hearing,

Mr. Syms and the Illinois Department of Transportation’s requests underscore that there are
serious safety questions and concerns which were not addressed by the Application or at the
hearing. Procedurally, that information needed to be presented before, or at the latest during, the
public hearing in order to allow the public and SOAR’s experts to review, comment upon, and
test the Application. If the Applicant is allowed to supplement and amend its Application now,
the public will have been completely removed and barred from the process and the purpose of
the public hearing will have been usurped.

70611299v] 896413‘ 69686
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Attorney Ellen Schanzle-Haskins
August 20, 2009
Page 2

The new material which is being sought by the Illinois Department of Transportation from
Children’s Memorial Hospital will be tantamount to an entirely new Application being filed after
the public hearing has already occurred, which is contrary to the Aviation Safety Rules, the
INinois Aeronautics Act and would be fundamentally unfair. Therefore, SOAR must
respectfully object to this late supplementation of the Application and request the Illinois
Department of Transportation to simply reject Children’s Memorial Hospital’s Heliport
Application.  Obviously, if the Illinois Department of Transportation allows Children’s
Memorial Hospital to amend its Application or submit new information, the public must be

allowed the open and transparent processes which are dictated by the Aviation Safety Rules and
the Statute,

Thank you again for vour continued efforts in regard to this matier. We look forward to your
response.

Sincerely yours,

HINSHAW & CULBERTSON LLP

%/ /7_/25\
Richard S. P{
815-490-4920

rporter@hinshawlaw.com

RSP:nlw
cc: Alan Farkas, Esq.
Jack George, Esq.

TO611299v1 896413 69686



HINSHAW

& CULBERTSON LLFP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
100 Park Avenue

September 2, 2009 PO. Box 1389
Rockford, IL 61105-1389

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT REQUEST
815-490-4500

$15-490-4901 (fax)
wwwehinshawlaw,com

VIA E-MAIL:
Barbara.Brush@illinois.gov
Barbara Brush

Information Act Qfficer

1llinois Department of Transportation
Office of Chief Counse, Room 300
2300 South Dirksen Parkway
Springfield, Ilinois 62764

Re:  Children’s Memorial Hospital Rooftop Heliport
To Whom It May Concern:

Please be advised that this correspondence represents a formal request pursuant to 5 ILCS 140/1
et seq., commonly known as the Illinois Freedom of Information Act, for information related to
the Children’s Memorial Hospital Rooftop Heliport to be located in Chicago’s Streeterville
neighborhood, Cook County, Illinois (the “Heliport™): This requests seeks any and all
information which was not produced in response to the April 7, 2009 request previously sent by
the undersigned concerning the Heliport. Pursuant to this request please produce the following
information:

1. Copies of any and all communications or correspondence to or from IDOT, the
State of Illinois, or any agency of the State of Illinois regarding the Heliport or
any experts retained by those organizations;

2, Copies of any and all documents prepared by, consulted, considered, or relied
upon by IDOT, the State of Illinois, or any agency of the State of illinois
regarding the Heliport or their experts;

3. Copies of any and any and all communications or correspondences between
anyone and any or all of the experts retained by IDOT, the State of Illinois, or any
agency of the State of Illinois regarding the Heliport;

4, Copies of any and al] communications or correspondences between IDOT, the
State of Illinois, or any agency of the State of Illinois (or any representative
thereof, including, but not limited to any expert retained by IDOT, the State of
Illinois, or any agency of the State of lilinois) and the Federal Aviation

70612501v) R964)3 69686
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Iinois Department of Transportation
Seplember 2, 2009
Page 2

Administration (or any representative thereof, including but not limited to any
expert retained by the Federal Aviation Administration) regarding the Heliport;

5. Copies of any and afl communications or correspondences between IDOT, the
State of Illinois, or any agency of the State of Illinois (or any representative
thereof, including but not limited to any expert retained by IDOT, the State of
Illinois, or any agency of the State of Iilinois) and Children’s Memorial Hospital
(or any representalive thereof, including but not limited o any expert retained by
the Children’s Memorial Hospital) regarding the Heliport;

6. Copies of any and all documents in any way relating to the Heliport, including,
but not limited to, documents that were used to assess, evaluate, or determine the
safety of the Heliport, heliport placement, wind studies, fime series, boundary
layer characteristics used in any wind tunnel tests, any documents related to the
proposed use or applicability of the super AWOS on a building surrounded by
skyscrapers, any and all flight paths which have been studied or which are being
considered, and any and all communications, documents, or records regarding the
Heliport.

This request is for copies of public records. Pursuant to subsection 2(c) of the Act, the term
"public records™ is meant to include, but is not limited to "all records, reports, forms, writings,
letters, memoranda, books, papers, maps, photographs, microfilms, cards, tapes, recordings,
electronic data processing records, recorded information and all other documentary information
having been prepared, or having been or being used, received, possessed, or under the control of
any public body." 5 ILCS 140/2(c).

Pursnant to section 6 of the Illinois Freedom of Information Act, you may charge fees reasonably
caloulated to reimburse your office for the actual cost of reproducing and certifying public
records, but these fees cannot include any of the cost of searching for the requested records, and
cannot exceed the cost of reproduction. Please contact the undersigned at (815) 490-4920 with
the cost of the materials, if such costs exceeds one hundred and fifty dollars ($150.00), or if you
should require any additional information to respond to this request.

Pursuant to subsection 3(d) the Illinois Freedom of Information Act, please respond to this
Freedom of Information Act request within seven (7) days. Thank you for your assistance in this
maiter.

Very truly yours,
HINSHAW & CULBERTSON LLP

Richard 8. Porter
rporter@hinshawlaw.com

RSP:dmh

70612501v1 806413 69686



SEP 21 2009

llinois Department of Transportation

2300 South Dirksen Parkway / Springfield, illincis / 62764

DATE: Sepiember 18, 2009 FOIA No.; C0O-8-0228

Mr. Richard S. Porter File Reference No.: Freedom of
Hinshaw & Cuibertson LLP Information Act

100 Park Avenue Request — Children's
P.O. Box 1389 Memorial Hospital
Rockiord, IL 61105-1389 Rooftop Heliport

The Department has reviewed your request for documenis under the Freedom of Information Act.

1] Your request is granted and all responsive documents maintained by the Depariment are

enclosed.

] Your request Is granted in-part and denied in-part for the following reason(s):

X] The requested records are not in the possession of the lilinois Department of
Transporiation with the exception of the attached which it is believed has previously been
furnished.

i) Your request is overly broad and burdensome. Please narrow your request and the Depariment
will attenpt to comply, or please call Barbara Brush, Freedom of information officer, at 217-785-
2865, 1o discuss how yaur request can be reduced 1o manageable proportions.

[l Other:

Please remit a check to the above address in the amount of:
Details:

Make check payable to the Treasurer, State of lllinois, for reproduction costs. Please send all
payments to: FOIA Officer, illinois Department of Transparlation, Room 300, 2300 South Dirksan

Parkway, Springfield, IL, 62764.

[J  Your request is denied for the following reason(s):

[Ja. The requested records are exempt from inspection and copying pursuant 1o SU.CS
140/7(1)

[(Jb. Ofther

if you have any questions, please contact the Freedom of Informalion Act Officer, Barbara Brush, at (217)
782-0892. Pursuant to 5 ILCS 140/9 you are advised of your right 1o appeal the denial of a request to
Gary Hannig, Secrelary of Transportation, ¢fo Lance Jones, Deputy Chief Counsel, llinois Depariment of
Transporiation, 2300 South Dirksen Parkway, Room 311, Springfield, IL 62764.
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CONSHITING ENGINEERS

& SOLRT(5TS
October 31, 2008
Dr. Susan Shes Rowan Willams
Director, Division of Aeronautics o ::,::, & ::: ‘Lmt.
linois Department of Transportation wn "
2300 §. Dirksen Parkway Gudiph, le‘ann
Springfield, I 62764 Zanady NIk 169

Re: Response 1o Dr. Selig

Dear Dr. Shea:

* This leiter is a response 1o a request made to me from D, Selig at our meeting on
October 9, 2008. Dr. Selig asked that 1 address the matters raised by Dr. Corke in the
attached letter, dated Scptember 4, 2008,

Dr. Corke raises three issues appearing on pages 3 through 5 of his letter:
] mqf of time history evaluation methodology and evaluation of time history

8) The 3-second gust velocity used in ocur analysis represents full scale
conditions.

b) As part of the approved scope for our second round of testing, we were
asked to perform an analysis of the time histories, and not to provide time
histories of the measwement dara. The probability analysis that was
performed is illustrated in the higher statistical moment analysis of the
measured velocity fuctuations. As the lalest analysis relies on the peak 3-
second gust (full-scale) for the calculation of the heliport ufilization, the
need for a gust fuctor jn the analysls was therefore eliminuted, The Eust
analysis results, even though redundant when using the measured peak 3-
sccond gust for the heliport utilization, were still provided as per the
agreement.

2) Repeatability

a) FPactoring uncertainty into the heliport utilization does not affect the results
as the statistical average of the margin of uncertainty is zero, Therefore, it
should be obvious that the margin of uncertuinty can not be considered 1o
represent a realistic margin of errar or offsel on the calculated heliport

uttlization,

-Reputation Resources Results e
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October 31, 2008
Dr. Susan Shea
1Minois Department of Transportation

b) K must be voted that the vertical profiles and horizontal wind path flow
meagurcmenis were collected in two separate studies and for two different
building configurntions, as per the designs developed by the tcams at the
time of our tesls. Also, the position of the [irst rest point of the vertical
profile did not coincide with the position of the first test point along the
testcd horizontal flight paths. The values al these points can thercfore not be Rowan Wiliams
compered or used as a measure of certainty or uncentainty in the repeatability Davics & lrvits bic.
of out tests. It is 2ls0 important to note that the hospital massing Haelf will 050 Wit Hosd West
only influence the flight conditions close to the beliport and, as such, Guelh, Orlano
conditions along the Right path should not be used 1o assess and quantify the Canode 11K 5
heliport utilization. The utilization of the flight path area clearly does not
oaly apply to the hospital as other helicopter opesations, not relevant to this
beliport, presently does and in future will take place within that flight
cm;clope (i.e. helicopter operations for construction, surveying and tourist
activities),

©) As, per the agreod scope of work, throe asbitrary wind directions wese tesied
for the repeatsbility tests given the time and cost consiraims that are
associaled with thia effort. Dr. Corke stales that “It is troublesome that the
wind directions RWDI chose to report for these vertical profile tests were
not the same directions presented for the flight paths (i.e. 270° and 315",
This not s0 subtle implication of doubt in the integrity of the repeatability
teste is difficolt to understand since the ventical profile tests have no
reationship with the carlier tests of horizonial profile flight paths, as

discussed above.

3) Full scale measurement

a) Although suggested by Dr. Corke, It is not standard practice 10 compare
wind tunnel test rosults of flows within urban scttings with full-scale
measurements. Esseatially, it is extremely difficult to perform full-scale tesis
that achieve the same level of consistency, repeatability and control 10 what
can be routinely obtained through wind tunnel testing. The wind tunnel
allows specific wind directions to he kept consiant while hoth Iocalized and
referenced wind speeds are measured. Therefore, in practical applications,
full scale measurements remain beyond the scope of standard practice for
any wind engineering consulting fiem.,

e

CONSULTING ENGINLTRS
& SCLNTIETS

b) The measurement dala taken above the Prentice Hospital roof and made
available to RWDI by Landrum & Brown could only be used to compare
full-scale and model-scale mean wind speeds. A comparison of full-scale
and wind tunnel gust velocities would require the simultaneous measurement
of reference conditions (wind speed and dircction) dircctly above the
anemometer at gradient height above the Prentice Hospital, as is done during
wind tunnel testing. The mean wind speed comparison is lese sensitive fo
effects of short-duration, localized meteorological events,

" Reputation Resources Results
Tel: {519) 8231311 Fax: 1539) #23-1316  L-mail: wforirwdicom  Web! wenrvitcom



October 31, 2008
Dr. Sugan Shea
Dinois Department of Transporiation

¢} As described in previcus comespondence, for the wind directions in
question, the local flow conditions at the full scale ancmometer position are
highly affected by small scale local shear flows from the building and
siructures near the measuring equipment. These measurements therefore
meke comparisons difficult, but have no bearing on the reliability of fhe
measurement of wind conditions above the helipon.

One cannot accurately conclude that the differences in the foll-scele and the
wind-tunnel measurements lead to under-prediction of the actual wind
conditions. The statement by Dr. Corke that it “is particularly disturbing as
the wind funnel flight path tests for the 270° wind direction fall in this under-
predicted band” confuses the Issue further. Kt is incomect 10 connect the
comparative tests of the full-scale data above the Prentice Hospital with the

tests peiformed directly above the propused hospital,

4) Predicted keliport utilization

) The issue of predicted hetipori ulilization is addressed in the above sections
2q), 2b) and 3c) of this letter.

If there is any additional information Ds. Selig may need, we would be happy to provide
it

Sincertly yours,

Rowanr Wiltlams Davies & Irwin Ine.

Meiring Beyers, Ph.D., M.Se.
Specialist / Associale

/

Sunia Beaulicu, M.Sc., P.Eng, ing,
Project Manager / Associate

JHMB/jpp

. Repulation Resources Results
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Meetlog Minutes
IDOT Site Visit and Discusshons
Date: October 9, 2008

Attendees;  Dr. Miches Selig— University of illinois iy
M. Pritam Sukumar — University of Dlinois
Mr. Gary Stevens - [DOT
Mr. Jency Lay - IDOT
Mr. Steve Young - IDOT n::w::m:
Mr. Clyde Zellezs - IDOT * '
Mr. Jeffrey Jackson ~ Landrum & Brown b0 Woadiavn foad Wea
M. Ted Woosley — Landrom & Brown Geriph, Ontaca

Coandula J3K 138

Mr. Bob McKening — Children's Memorial Hospital
Dr. Meiring Beyem - RWDI

The following are my notes on our coaversation with Dr. Seliz. Please make any changes,
revisions or additions 10 the notes that you consider appropriate. Please note these responses
pertain only to the questions that were relevant to RWDL

1.8 Dr. Selig inquired as (o the motivation behind the completion of the wind assessvient
and wind tunnel sindy that were performed,
1.1 Bob McKenna commented on the commitment by CMH t the commanity to do more than

what would normally be expected for the betiport centification.
1.2 Meiring Beyers indicated that the study was performed to identify and undersiand the wind

- patterns around the building in the urban microctimate environment; identily the buildings that
would atfect the flight envelopes; and quantify localised wind flows near the CMH befiport to
assist CMH in determining the effect of having a heliport.

2.0 IDOT pilois confirmed that landing on an elevated hellport between bulidings Is not
differemt from landing at grade with tall structures around the hellport, as ouly the
huilding portions above the elevated heliport (pesetrating the flight envelope) matter.

2.1 Meiring Beyers supponed this starement by referring to the RWDI wrban microclimate
review flgure (Figurc 1, in the RWDJ report of August 4, 2008) which Hiustraes the key
buildings that do penetrate the flight envelope. Meiring also added that the although the piloi's
comments may be accurate, the average wind speed is higher st the elovated heliport, thus
reducing the potential wilisation

22 IDOT pilots futher mentioned that for helipont approaches, it is preferred lo have
surmounding structures and buildings as they provide visunl references (o the pilot to assiat with

landing.
3.0 Dr. Selig’s opinlon Is that RWDI's study (wind asscssment snd wind tunnel testing) is

being progrossively guided In order 1o ultimately necessitate a 6 Degree-of-Freedom
dynamics siondation. These simulations wonid incorporate the resuls of wind

tunne} testing to test heticopter flight responses.

3.1 Meiring Beyers agreed with this perception.

4.0 Dr. Selig asked whether the RWD] stiady was done (o assess Night safety. ]
4.1 Meijring Beyers indicated that it wag not. The study was compieted to assess hehp.on
uiiisation and inform the design lear on the likely effects of the urben microctimale on wind

coaditions near the hefiport.

Reputation Resources Resuhts v
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Ociober 9, 2008
Chicago Chikiren's Memorial Hospital Page 2

5.0 Dy Sellg asked whether anyone else has done similar work for FAA approval.

3.] Meiring Beyers rexponded that e knew of iwo studies that were done: one by the

University of Westem Ontario Boundary Layer Wind Tunned in 1983 (New Yok heliport) and
~ one by BMT in the UK (Off.shore oll rigs). Meiring Beyers steted that he did not know whether

these studies were used for helipont cenification processes.

6.0 Dr. Sclig asked whether RWDI knew of the stody poblished by McKindey (1584).

6.1 Meiring Beyers responded that RWDI had reviewed this paper in preparation For its urban Rowan Witlams

microclimate review. This study described a similar microctimale review process for heliponts en & rowi

within urban seitings as was donc by RWDI for CMH, Bavies & brwin tnc.
G50 ‘Woothavin Hosd vies

7.0 Dr. Selig asked a generai question on how RWDI responded to criticism by Dr, Corke Gurfph, Detanc
on the Issue of the setective testing for approaching wind directions, Canata N2 *68
7.1 Meiring Boyors cxplained, 28 un cxample, why only one direction was tested for the

approacking flight path wind tunne! tests by stating that it is siraighiforward to test any number

of wind directions for an approeching flight path. A1 the sume lime, it is not time and cost

elficient (o assess wind directions that would not influence conditions on the flight path.

Enginecring Judgemem was applied to select the wind directions that would create the most

adverse cffects on the helicopter spproach path. This was elso explained in numerous

correspondences in response {o the criticism provided by Dr. Corke,

7.2 Muoiring Boyors indicatod that RWDI combines ongineering oxportise and scientific

knowiedge in wind engineering with wind tunnel testing Lo provide qualilative and quantitative

answers in essessing wind conditioas around the heliport. Experience with wind engineering in

urban settings allows RWDI (o reduce the scope of work of the probem by determining worst

cnse scenarios,

8.0 Dr. Selig inquired about the gust period used by RWDI In jts assessment.
8.1 Meiring Beyers indicated that & 3-socond gust (full scale) was used, oy determined by wind

tunmel tesis,

9.0 Dr. Sclig asked RWDI's opinion on the comparison of wind tumsnel data with full-scale
testing.

9.1 Meiring Beyers indicated thal fult scaie testing Is exiremely difflcut to controf, making an
sccurate comparison with wind tunnel testing very difficult. In addidon, especlally when
measuring and compuring gust effects, information about reference conditions such as of
gradient height must be obteined.

9.2 Meiring Beyers explained how meleorology duta from the airport (Midway) was scaled fo
sepresent the wind conditions at the site by adjusting wind specds at gradient beight. In this
way, conditions measured within & wind wnnel can be properly combined with meteorofogical
data 10 Bssess frequency of accummences,

10.0 Dr Sellg asked how RWDI responded to being called the “wind load guys doing
aviation work™,

10.1 Meiring Beyers, cxplained tha to do wind load studies on buildings, one needs to first
duplicate the full -scale wind conditions at the site. If a structural engineer needs 1o quantify a
building overturaing moment or cladding pressure on a building fagade, a wind engineer worhd
use & wind wnnel 10 reproduce the wind conditions around that buliding. The first step would
conglst of correctly modeling the approaching flow through the use of roughness elements and
spires in the wind tunnef (o generate the comrect wind velocily profile and turbulence intensity.
This methodology is outlined in many ¢ngineering standards such as the ESDU document. Also,

Reputation Resources Resuits n
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QOctober 9, 2008
Chicago Chikdren's Memorial Hospital Page 3

10 use thosc profiles and carrect the standerd BSDU profiles for typical temraln types o mach
the site conditions, one needs to analyticaily calculate the atmospheric boundary layer profile
for every wind direction, both at the site and at the airport. This ix again done through accepted .
methodology ns laid ow in engineering codes and documems such as BSDU. In essence, this oty
allows onc 1o produce an appropriate atmospheric boundary layer at the edge of the wind tunnel o Lo L
modet for overy wind direction approaching the sile. Also, meteorological data is combined & SCIENTISTS
with mensured dats of & particular location on or near a building, by scaling the conditions to

gradicnt (boundary layer) height.
Rowan Willlams

11.D The IDOT pilots commented on the lack of criterin on the vertical gust efferts. Bavies & lryin Inc.

11.1 Meiring Beyers indicated that this was the reason why the BMT siudy was reviewed by .

RWDI as it provided some guidance by the CAA on what Jimits may be sel on vertical gusy 557 Wieodem Road est

velocitics, as méasured during the wind tunnef study. RWDI did not find any similar criteria in C:'“"“'"' °““::
- nada MK 1

FAA, literature,

12.0 Dr Selig Inguired sbout Reynold number effects on the vind tenne modeling.

{2.1 Meiring Beyers indicated that wind flows in wrban environments are considered
independent of Reynolds number, This is due to stnctures being mostly bluff bodies with llow
separation and initiation of wakes cresled at sharp bullding comers or roof edges. This is not the
case with more streamlined struciures.

In closing, RWDI offerod that # will provide furthor information and oxplanation 10 any
question or comment by Dr. Selig and IDOT.

Sincerely yours,

Rowan Williams Davies & Irwin Inc.

Buhefy”

Meiring Beyers, Ph.D., M.Sc.
Specialist / Associate

Reputation Resources Resulls

Tel: {5V9) 823-1311  Tay (519 823-° 316 E-muil: infug®realicom  Web: wavensvwdi.coin



HINSHAW

& CULBERTSON LLFP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
100 Park Avenue

October 2, 2009 PC. Box 1389

Rockford, IL 61105-1389
Mr. Gary Stevens 815-490-49C0
Illinois Department Of Transportation 815-490-4901 (fax)
2300 South Dirksen Parkway vwwhinshawlaw.com
Springfield, IL 62764

Re:  Children’s Memorial Hospital Rooftop Heliport

Dear Mr. Stevens:

With regard to the hearing held in the above referenced matter on July 22, 23 and 24, 2009,
please provide us with the name, address and telephone number of the court reporter that was
present during the hearing.

Sincerely,

HINSHAW & CULBERTSON LLP

Rihard S, Porte jh

Richard S. Porter
815-490-4920
rporter@hinshawlaw.com

RSP:dmh

T70616237v1 896413 69686
Arizona California Florida lllinois Indiana Massachusetts Minnesota Missouri New York Oregon Rhode Island Wisconsin
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY

STATE OF ILLINGIS
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October 14, 2009

00 o 07 130 Wl
1390

Dear Secretary Hannig:

—

Please find enclosed requests for information from the Streeterville Organization

of Active Residents regarding the Department's review of the Children's Memorial
Hospital heliport application. | would appreciate your Department's cooperation
with this request.

Sincerely,

e ille5) b~

State Senator Kwame Raoul William D. Burns
13" District

State Representative
Hlinois State Senate 26th Representative District

RECYCLED PAPER » SOYBEAN INKS
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September 25, 2009

Representative Will Burns
Representative, 26" District
435 E. 35" Street

Chicago, IL 60653

Senator Kwame Raoul
State Senatpr, 13™ District
127 Capital' Building
Springfield, IL 62706

Dear Representative Burns and Senator Raoul:

Thank you for meeting with us today to discuss the status of the Illinois Department of
Transportation’s (IDOT) process with respect to the rooftop heliport proposed by Children’s
Memorial Hospital (CMH).

SOAR objects to IDOT allowing CMH to supplement its heliport application after the conclusion of
the public hearing. On August 24", Hinshaw & Culbertson sent a letter to IDOT on behalf of SOAR
respectfully requesting that IDOT reject CMH’s roofiop heliport application. SOAR would like to
reiterate this request.

IDOT’s response to this communication on September 9 left many things unciear, We would
appreciate it if you would follow up with IDOT on the following:

1. IDOT indicated that Mr. Ray Syms, one of IDOT’s retained experts, requested additional
information regarding CMH’s application. What is the status of the reviews,
recommendations, opinions, etc. from IDOT’s other experts (i.c., Mr. Lay and Dr. Selig)?
Has anyone other than these three individuals been asked to review CMH’s proposal?

2. When will the IDOT expert opinions, comments, questions, reports, ete. be made available
to SOAR’s experts for review?

3. Has CMH responded to the August 5" IDOT letter outlining the additional information
requested by Mr. Ray Syms? If so, what was CMH’s response?

4. What is IDOT’s intended process and timeline for CMH’s rooftop heliport application
going forward?

We would also appreciate it if you would follow up on IDOT’s response to the FOIA request sent by
Hinshaw & Culbertson to IDOT on 9/2/09. As discussed, we are aware of communications,
correspordence, contracts, etc. which were not produced in response to the FOIA.

Streeterville Organization of Active Residents
244 East Pearson Street, Suite 104, CHICAGO IL 60611

T: 312/280-2596 F: 312/280-4631 Emaik: soarchicago@aol.com Web Site: www.soarchicago.org




We look forward to an update from you in the very near future. In the meantime, thanks again for the time you spent
with us today and your continued dedication to a thorough, open and transparent review process for this important public
safety issue.

Sincerely,

kA

Gail Spreen
President SOAR

e

Jim Houston
Immediate Past President SOAR

%?z?g, Fraal

Patty Frost
Co-Chair Campus Task Force SOAR




lllinois Department of Transportation

Office of Chief Counsel
2300 South Dirksen Parkway / Springfield, lllinois / 62764

October 22, 2009

Mr. Richard S. Porter
Hinshaw & Culbertson, LLP
100 Park Avenue

P.O. Box 1388

Rockford, IL 61105-1389

Re: Children’s Memorial Hospital Rooftop Heliport
Dear Mr. Porter:

Pursuant to your October 2, 2009 correspondence requesting the name,
address and telephone number of the court reporter present during the
hearings held on July 22, 23 and 24, 2009 please be advised Esquire covered
those hearings. Contact information is as follows:

Esquire, 311 Monroe Street, Suite 1200, Chicago, IL 60608: Phone: (312)
782-8087.

Please feel free to contact the undersigned with any questions or concerns.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

W D/ %/“%;
Melissa A. Smith
Office of Chief Counsel

llinois Department of Transportation

(217) 524-8840
Melissa.A. Smith@lllinois. Gov

Enclosures



llinois Department of Transportation

Office of Chief Counsel
2300 South Dirksen Parkway / Springfield, lilinois / 62764

November 23, 2009

Mr. Richard S. Porter
Hindshaw & Culbertson, LLP
100 Park Avenue

Rockford, IL 61105

Re: Children's Memorial Hospital Heliport

Dear Mr. Porter

Enclosed please find copies of the transcripts for the hearings held on July 22,
23 and 24, 2009 with regards to the above-referenced matter.

For future reference Esquire reporting covered those hearings. Their contact
information is as follows:

Esquire, 311 Monroe Street, Suite 1200, Chicago, lliinois 80606; Phone:
(312) 782-8087.

Very truly yours,

By: Melissa A. Smith
Office of Chief Counsel

Ilinois Department of Transportation

(217) 524-8840
Melissa.A.Smith@lllinois.Gov

Enclosures



llinois Department of Transportation

2300 South Dirksen Parkway / Springfield, lllinois / 62764

November 24, 2009

Honorable Kwame Raoul Honorable William D. Burns

State Senator State Representative
1509 East 53" Street, 2™ Floor 435 East 35" Street
Chicago, lllinois 60615 Chicago, lllinois 60653

Dear Senator Raoul and Representative Burns:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding Children’s Memorial Hospital (CMH)
heliport application. We appreciate your assistance with this lengthy process
and have answered the questions from Streeterville Organization of Active
Residents (SOAR) as follows:

1.

The additional information requested by Mr. Ray Syms has been
forwarded to him. Due to the amount of information, the review will
take an extended period of time. No other experts have been retained
to review CMH’s proposal. The department is happy to provide
copies of this information to SOAR to the extent it is voluminous: we
will make it available at our Chicago office. The information includes
blueprints. If a copy is needed, arrangements will be made for a copy
to be provided, at SOAR's cost, to the organization. Additionally, the
department is attempting to make the additional information avaitable
to the public electronicalily.

As you are aware, this is a certification process and reports, stc. will
be made available to SOAR as the lllinois Department of
Transportation’s (IDOT) review is ongoing.

CMH responded to our request for additional materials and they have
been received and are being reviewed by IDOT’s experts, as earlier
noted.

IDOT's process for certification is outlined in our Aviation Safety
Rules. If you need a copy of those rules, they are available on our
website at www.dot.il.gov/aero. At this time, there is no specific set
schedule for completion of our lengthy review process.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this issue. If you have any
questions or need additional information, please contact me at 217/782-0692.

Sincerely,

Ellen Schanzle-Haskins
Chief Counsel



