MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL
CITY HALL, Fifth Floor
6801 Delmar Blvd.
University City, Missouri 63130
October 12, 2015
6:30 p.m.

A.

MEETING CALLED TO ORDER

B.

ROLL CALL

C.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

D.

PROCLAMATIONS
1. Proclamation for Community Planning month.

E.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
1. September 24, 2015 Regular Session

F.

APPOINTMENTS
1. Lucille Harris is nominated for appointment to the Human Relations Commission by
Councilmember Glickert, replacing Jackie Womack.
2. Linda Shaw is nominated for appointment ot the Human Relations Commission by Mayor
Welsch, replacing Kathy McGinnis.

G.

SWEARING IN
1. Jaclyn Kirouzc-Fram swearing in to the Human Relations Commission.
2. Caryn St. Clair was sworn in to the Human Relations Commission in the City Clerk’s office

H.

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION (Total of 15 minutes allowed)

I.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

J.

CONSENT AGENDA

K.

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
1. Approval of the Fogerty Park Master Plan.
VOTE REQUIRED
2.

Approval to award Kelly Equipment the annual trash and recycle roll out carts contract for
a total of $181,410.00.
VOTE REQUIRED

3.

Approval of award to Piros Signs Inc for two digital message board signs in the amount of
$52,219.00.
VOTE REQUIRED

4.

Approval of award to MTI Distributing for a golf course Greens Mower in the amount of
$34,601.00.
VOTE REQUIRED

5.

Approval to grant authority to the City Manager to contract with Spencer Contracting Co.
to complete the Millar Park project in the amount of $334,241.71 of which the Municipal
Park Grant Commission’s share is $284,241.45 and the City’s share is $50,160.26.
VOTE REQUIRED

6.

Approval to grant authority to the City Manager to purchase the playground equipment
directly from NuToys Leisure Products in the amount of $73,338.00 of which the Municipal
Park Grant Commission’s share is $62,337.30 and the City’s share is $11,000.70.

7.

Approval of award to Joe Machens Ford for seven Taurus replacement police cars for
$171,024.00 and to Lou Fusz Ford for three Ford Explorers for $148,497.00.
VOTE REQUIRED

8.

Approval of a liquor license to Lagniappe at 7401 Pershing Ave, including Sunday sales.
VOTE REQUIRED

9.

Approval of a liquor License to Merhaba at 6665 Olive Blvd, including Sunday sales.
VOTE REQUIRED

10. Approval to authorize the City Manager to execute the Bill of Sale and Sculpture Loan
Agreement to approve the transfer of ownership of the Rain Man sculpture in Epstein
Plaza to the Gateway Foundation.
VOTE REQUIRED
11. Approval of award for City-wide copier contract to Copying Concepts for three years with
an annual cost of $41,964.00.
VOTE REQUIRED
12. Approval to grant the City Manager the authority to transfer $500,000.00 in Uncommitted
Reserve Funds for short-term repairs to the Police Department (City Hall Annex).
VOTE REQUIRED
L.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
BILLS
BILL 9269 – An ordinance to authorize the City Manager to execute a contract between the
City Of University City and the Missouri Highway and Transportation Commission providing
for the improvements on various streets in University City.

M.

NEW BUSINESS
RESOLUTIONS
1. Resolution 2015 – 21
rates.

Resolution approving 2015 annual property tax assessment

BILLS
2. BILL 9275 – An ordinance amending the University City Municipal Code Sections
130.530 and 130.540 relating to non-uniform employees retirement system – eliminating
early retirement benefit for participants receiving a disability benefit.
3.

N.

BILL 9276 – An ordinance amending the University City Municipal Code Sections
130.160 and 130.170 relating to police and firefighters’ retirement system – eliminating
early retirement benefit for participants receiving a disability benefit.

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION (continued if needed)

O.

COUNCIL REPORTS/BUSINESS
1. Boards and Commission appointments needed
2. Council liaison reports on Boards and Commissions
3. Boards, Commissions and Task Force minutes
4. Other Discussions/Business
Requested by Councilmember Carr and Crow
•

Gateway ambulance 15 minute delay on September 15, 2015.
DISCUSSION & VOTE

•

Mold in the Police Station
DISCUSSION & VOTE

•

Public Survey for Police Station
DISCUSSION & VOTE

•

601 Trinity Site Plan approval
DISCUSSION & VOTE

•

Legal opinion on the conduct of the meeting.
DISCUSSION & VOTE

•

Judgement on Collective Bargaining Agreement with Firefighters.
DISCUSSION & VOTE

P. Legal opinion on the conduct of the meeting.
Q. DISCUSSION & VOTE COUNCIL COMMENTS
Q.

ADJOURNMENT

MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL
CITY HALL, Fifth Floor
6801 Delmar Blvd.
University City, Missouri 63130
September 24, 2015
6:30 p.m.
A.

MEETING CALLED TO ORDER
At the Regular Session of the City Council of University City held on the fifth floor of City Hall, on
Thursday, September 24, 2015, Mayor Shelley Welsch called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

B.

ROLL CALL
In addition to the Mayor the following members of Council were present:
Councilmember Rod Jennings
Councilmember Paulette Carr
Councilmember Terry Crow
Councilmember Michael Glickert
Councilmember Arthur Sharpe, Jr.
Councilmember Stephen Kraft was excused.
Also in attendance was City Manager, Lehman Walker.
Mayor Welsch asked for a moment of silence in memory of Wayne Munkel, a former member of
Council for Ward 2. Mr. Munkel died unexpectedly this week at the age of seventy-two. Mayor
Welsch stated that both she and Councilmember Sharpe had the pleasure of working with Mr.
Munkel, whose efforts helped to create the resolution regarding the use of permethrin in the City; a
substance thought dangerous to residents. She stated that Mr. Munkel was a true gentleman who
was passionate about serving the people of this community; worked well with his colleagues and
staff; and never took offense or showed anger when there were disagreements on issues.
Mr. Munkel was a licensed Clinical Social Worker for Cardinal Glennon Children's Hospital; a
proud veteran of the U.S. Army; and a parishioner for many years at St. Francis Xavier Church.

C.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
Councilmember Carr requested that the discussion regarding the fifteen-minute delay in an
ambulance response, included on the agenda under Council Reports and Business be discussed
prior to the introduction of Bill 9274.
The motion was seconded by Councilmember Crow.
Roll Call vote was:
AYES: Councilmembers Carr and Crow
NAYS: Councilmembers Glickert, Sharpe, Jennings and Mayor Welsch.
Voice vote on approving the agenda as presented carried by a majority with nay votes from
Councilmembers Carr and Crow.

D.
E.

PROCLAMATIONS
APPROVAL OF MINUTES
1. September 8, 2015, Study Session minutes were moved for approval by Councilmember
Jennings and were seconded by Councilmember Sharpe.
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Councilmember Glickert stated that since he had not been in attendance he would abstain from
voting.
Voice vote on the motion to approve carried unanimously.

2.

September 8, 2015 Regular Session minutes were moved for approval by Councilmember
Jennings and were seconded by Councilmember Sharpe.
Councilmember Carr requested that the minutes be amended to include the following:
1. Add the word “from” in front of “popular media reports.”
2. Add “Councilmember Carr stated that this was the first and only time this had been
done,” after, "However this process is rarely adhered to, and last week she found it
incredibly offensive when approximately twenty requests to speak were not honored.
Councilmember Carr noted that by the time the Mayor asked for them to speak in
another citizen's statement section, many had left."
3. Add, “Since she indicated that self-reporting does not qualify” after "That she be provided
with the audio tapes and supporting documentation in order to evaluate Gateway's stellar
performance of thirty-seven runs,"
4. Change “code to “designation” in phrase beginning with “That she be provided with a
copy of the current zoning---.” She stated that her reason for asking is the Director of
Community Development stated that the use of this property was for parking; therefore
the site plan approval sought by Mr. Henry Warshaw does not require the approval of the
Plan Commission or Council.
Mayor Welsch stated that Ms. Pumm asks in advance that any changes be sent to her, however
it seems as though Council is regularly being asked to approve multiple changes to the minutes
with no time to review them. Mayor Welsch stated that her concern is based on the fact that at a
previous meeting Council approved a change which referenced something that was not included
in the minutes. Therefore she would only be willing to give these amendments consideration if
they are provided to the full Council in advance of taking a vote.
Councilmember Crow stated that Council has voted to change the City's logo and to outsource
the City's ambulance service with little or no notice to Council. He hoped that there would be a
level of consistency when holding Councilmember Carr to a certain standard.
Councilmember Carr stated that previously when she has submitted changes to Ms. Pumm they
were rejected, and thereafter she was informed to bring them before Council for a vote. So she
is shortchanging the argument that she has with Ms. Pumm, to ensure that her statements are
transcribed correct.
Councilmember Glickert stated that although he is going to abstain from voting, he does believe
that Councilmember Crow brought up a valid point with respect to the consistency in how
Council does things. He suggested that Council conduct a study session to discuss rules and
regulations and how members should communicate with each other, as well as the City Clerk,
regarding the minutes.
Mayor Welsch stated that she had no problem with doing so.
Voice vote on the motion to approve the minutes as amended with one Nay vote from Mayor
Welsch.

F.

APPOINTMENTS
1. Jaclyn Kirouac-Fram nominated for appointment to the Human Relations’ Commission by Mayor
Welsch, was seconded by Councilmember Jennings and the motion carried unanimously.
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2. Caryn St. Clair nominated for appointment to the Human Relations’ Commission by
Councilmember Carr, was seconded by Councilmember Crow and the motion carried
unanimously.
G.

SWEARING IN
1. Rubina Steward-McCadney was sworn into the Library Board in the City Clerk’s office, replacing
Susan Glassman.
Mayor Welsch stated that some who have come to these meetings in the past have heard her read a
spiel about rules related to citizen's comments during two sections of the agenda where such
comments are allowed. A second Citizen's Comment section was added to the agenda when she
became Mayor of University City in April of 2010, because she is a strong believer in the First
Amendment and believes in the freedom of speech. Mayor Welsch stated that she has tried to be
lenient while listening to the comments made by citizen's from the podium, many of which, in her
opinion, came close to the line where they should be disallowed. She stated that some of her
colleagues on Council have urged her, for a long time, to take a tougher approach, but she has
pushed back. However she is now going to change her approach.
Mayor Welsch stated that after the last Council Meeting on September 8th, she asked the City
Manager to obtain a legal opinion from the City Attorney on the limits that she, as the presiding
officer of these Council Meetings could impose to ensure that meetings proceed in a way that allows
Council to do its business in an efficient manner and that U City staff and members of the Council
are not subject to personal attacks that extend beyond that which reasonably relates to the
performance and qualifications of the official or serves no other purpose than to insult, belittle or
denigrate.
Council Meetings are not required by law to contain a public comment period at its open
meetings, although she has no interest in changing this procedure, and does not anticipate that any
of her colleagues do either. Mayor Welsch stated that the City Attorney advised her that there is
case law which permits public bodies to disallow signs in their public meetings, but she has no
interest in changing the current procedure, and does not anticipate that any of her colleagues do
either. She stated that the City Attorney goes into quite a bit of detail on the tenor of comments that
are allowed or can be disallowed, and makes clear; in her reading of the opinion, that activities which
cause a disruption of Council Meetings can be prohibited.
With that in mind, Mayor Welsch stated that she will be more forceful in calling residents out of
order if she feels that they are crossing a legal line in their comments and will reserve the right not to
call those individuals to the podium at future meetings. She stated that she will no longer allow the
signing of any petitions in these chambers during Council Meetings. Residents are free to ask for
support for their various petition efforts from the podium, but will not be allowed to collect signatures
on those documents during a Council Meeting, as this is disruptive.
Residents have five minutes to speak. Therefore if someone chooses to continue speaking
beyond the Council accepted time limit on an individual citizen comment after they have been
advised of the deadline, they will not be called to the podium at future meetings. Mayor Welsch
stated that she would consider requests for additional time; however the speaker must make a
request to go beyond the accepted time limit.
Residents are free to speak either on an agenda or non-agenda item. However once discussion
of an agenda topic has begun no citizen's request to speak will be allowed. Mayor Welsch
encouraged members of the audience to fill out and submit their Request to Speak Forms in a
prompt manner; forms can be found on the shelf by the door. Residents should also note whether
they would like to speak on an agenda or non-agenda item.
Finally, Mayor Welsch urged members of Council to remember that per Council rules, "Roberts
Rules of Order" will be followed. And according to "Robert's Rules" members of Council should
desist in making personal attacks on their colleagues, limit their comments to the merits of an issue
and not call into question the motives of their colleagues. Mayor Welsch stated that these meetings
are held for Council to conduct the business of the people, and that is what everyone should be
focused on. She then asked Mr. Walker to provide a copy of the City Attorney's opinion to all
members of Council.
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Councilmember Crow asked Mayor Welsch when she had asked for and received the legal opinion
from the City Attorney. Mayor Welsch stated that she had asked for it after the last meeting and
believes that it was delivered to her while she was out of town. Councilmember Crow asked if the
opinion had been shared with any other members of Council. Mayor Welsch stated that she had not
shared it with anyone and questions could be posed during Council's portion of the agenda.

H.

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION (Total of 15 minutes allowed)
Nancy Pasco, 7174 Cambridge, University City, MO
Ms. Pasco stated that she is a member of a group of citizens in U City that are concerned about the
racial inequality, mistrust and divisions that threaten the health of this region. She stated that the U
City has the opportunity to become a leader in reform and continue to be a model community. She
asked U City to enact Ferguson Commission’s calls to action by:
• Providing additional training for police officers
• Creating a Police Civilian Review Board
• Attending a public meeting sponsored by Metropolitan Congregation's United on Sunday,
November the 1st at 3:45 p.m.
Ms. Pasco asked that a copy of her letter be included in the minutes.
Steve Arnold, 7305 Forsyth, University City, MO
Mr. Arnold expressed concerns about Council's dictatorship activities, their failure to represent
constituents and their use of social media. He asked that his bags be distributed to designated
members of Council.
Point of Order: Councilmember Glickert thanked Mr. Arnold for his gift and asked that it be
returned, since under Council rules he cannot accept a free gift.

I.

PUBLIC HEARINGS
1. University City’s 2015 property tax assessment.
Mayor Welsch opened the public hearing at 6:54 p.m. and having no requests to speak the hearing
was closed at 6:54 p.m.

J.
K.

CONSENT AGENDA
CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
1. Approval to grant authority to the City Manager to sign contract with Professional Irrigation
Systems, to complete the Millar Park Field Renovation and Irrigation Project in the amount of
$85,471.00. The Municipal Park Grant Commission share will be $72,650.35 and the City share
will be $12,820.65.
Councilmember Sharpe moved to approve and was seconded by Councilmember Glickert.
Citizens Comments
Frank Grelle, 7117 Westmoreland Drive, University City, MO
Mr. Grelle expressed concerns about the requisition process utilized during the Gateway contract
and the City Manager's inability to answer questions. Based on the City’s process utilized with
Gateway, it is difficult to believe that the same casual methods are used for all awards. Mr. Grelle
encouraged Council to keep the words of Pope Francis in mind when voting on Bill 9274, wherein he
urged politicians everywhere to set aside divisiveness, personal agendas, and to work together for
the better good.
Voice vote on Councilmember Sharpe's motion to approve carried unanimously.

2.

Approval to award Ackert Plaza Renovation Project to RV Wagner, Inc. in the amount of
$141,512.00 with Great Rivers Greenway share will be $25,000.00 and the Economic
Development
Retail Sales Tax share will be $116,512.00.
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Councilmember Sharpe moved to approve, was seconded by Councilmember Jennings and the
motion carried unanimously.

L.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
BILLS
1. BILL 9271 – An ordinance to enable the City of University City, Missouri to join Show Me PACE
and to join Missouri Clean Energy District, pursuant to Section 67.2800 to 67.2835, RSMO, the
“Property Assessed Clean Energy Act,” and stating the terms under which the City will conduct
activities as a member of such districts. Bill 9271 was read for the second and third times.
Councilmember Glickert moved to approve and was seconded by Councilmember Sharpe.
Roll call vote was:
AYES: Councilmembers Carr, Crow, Glickert, Sharpe, Jennings and Mayor Welsch.
NAYS:
BILL 9271 carried unanimously and became Ordinance 6998.

2.

BILL 9272 – An ordinance amending Chapter 610, Article I, Canvassers, Solicitors and
Peddlers, of the City of University City Municipal Code, to add new sections governing Street
Performers as provided herein. Bill 9272 was read for the first and second time.

Councilmember Carr moved to approve and was seconded by Councilmember Sharpe.
Councilmember Carr posed the following questions:
1. Does the permit to perform last 30 days? Mr. Walker stated that that was correct.
2. Do you have to obtain a license prior to applying for a permit? Mr. Walker stated that
you did.
3. Are the hours of operations for performers from 10 a.m. to 9 p.m.? Mr. Walker stated
that was correct.
4. What is the total cost that a performer would have to incur? Mr. Walker stated that he
was not sure that he could respond to that, since the fee is structured on a monthly basis.
5. What are the individual costs for a license and permit? Mr. Walker stated that the fee for
a license is $30 and the permit fee is $15 per license.
Councilmember Glickert stated that currently there are two to three performers already in the Loop,
who don't block traffic. He doubted that the U City Orchestra, which plays throughout the summer in
the Loop, would be required to get a permit. So even though he understands that the Loop Special
District is in support of this bill, he is opposed to it.
Mr. Walker asked that Bill 9272 be withdrawn until such time as staff has had time to conduct further
discussions with the Loop Special Business District.
Councilmember Glickert made a motion to postpone the bill until the second Council meeting in
October and was seconded by Councilmember Jennings.
Mr. Walker stated that the U City Orchestra has submitted a request to move to Heman Park.
Councilmember Glickert stated that the Heman Park location would make for a great community
event.
Councilmember Carr stated that she has received complaints and suggested that they be submitted
to the Community Development Department and LSBD.
Councilmember
Jennings suggested that the bill also address preachers and street evangelists?
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Mayor Welsch stated that she is glad that the motion is being made, as she has shared her concerns
with Mr. Walker about the discrepancy in the cost for street performers. So she is glad that Council
will be looking at this further.
Voice vote on Councilmember Glickert's motion to postpone carried unanimously.

3.

BILL 9273 – An ordinance amending certain provisions of the University City Municipal Code to
comply with Missouri Senate Bill No. 5 (SB5) relating to penalties, court procedures, and
speeding violations. Bill 9273 was read for the second and third time.

Councilmember Glickert moved to approve and was seconded by Councilmember Sharpe.
Roll call vote was:
AYES: Councilmembers Carr, Crow, Glickert, Sharpe, Jennings and Mayor Welsch.
NAYS:
BILL 9273 carried unanimously and became Ordinance 6999.

4.

BILL 9274 – An ordinance amending Chapter 140 of the University City Municipal Code,
relating to miscellaneous administrative provisions, by enacting therein a new section to be
known as “Section 140.025 Ambulance Transportation Service Contracts.”
Bill requested by Councilmembers Crow and Carr. Bill 9274 was read for the second and third time.
Councilmember Crow moved to approve and was seconded by Councilmember Carr.
Mayor Welsch stated that she would like to give Council their first chance to speak prior to
entertaining citizen's comments.
Councilmember Crow stated that this bill has one purpose which is to fulfill this City's obligation to
be vigilant about the public safety of its residents. So this ordinance was drafted with the hope of
maintaining the level of service that the citizens of U City expect, by asking that;
• The City ensures that Gateway complies with the law by providing all of the necessary
certificates, insurance and licensing on a bi-annual basis
• The City be informed prior to a fee increase
• The City be required to re-implement a 90-day plan for emergency medical transport service
in the event Gateway's plan does not work
• The City require ambulances that are fully staffed with two EMT Paramedics
• The City renegotiates the Mutual Aid Agreement
• The City ensures that any issues with respect to the use of radios is resolved
Councilmember Crow urged his colleagues to put policy above politics and vote in favor of this
ordinance.
Councilmember Carr stated that she is disappointed that Council did not allow discussion about the
event that happened this week, because it strongly impacted her view of why this ordinance is
necessary because the Achilles heel in the whole plan is the lack of mutual aid. Councilmember
Carr discussed the highlights of the ordinance presented by Councilmember Crow, emphasizing the
fact that when Gateway is out on call, they should be automatically rerouting ambulances to U City.
She noted that is not what happened, because it actually did take 15 minutes, not 4 minutes, to get
to her constituent's house. Councilmember Carr asked since Gateway's contract states, "Response
times are based on actual city limits," so if that meant that the minute they hit the city limits we
should start timing them? Self-reporting is a problem. She stated that Clayton reported that they
had an ambulance available for use if the mutual aid agreement had still been in effect.
Councilmember Carr stated that this ordinance does not usurp the City Manager's rights and
obligations, because it does not tell him how to do it, it merely sets the policy for what should be
done.
This
does not negate the contract, since there is a proviso which states
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"Gateway reserves the right to modify this agreement upon 60 days written notice to the customer in
the event any applicable law, government policy or program change is passed or adopted affecting
Gateway's rates, provisions of service and/or obligations". She stated that when changes in policy
come forth the City's Charter's says it should be done via an ordinance and not under the City's
Manager's Report. Councilmember Carr asked Councilmember Glickert if it would be okay with his
constituents to wait fifteen minutes for an ambulance.
Point of Order: Councilmember Glickert stated that there was a paramedic, with ALS service, at the
scene within 4 minutes.
Councilmember Carr stated that the individual could not be transported, and had he been able to
get into his family's car he would have arrived at St. Mary's faster than he arrived waiting for
Gateway. She asked if Council is going to continue to make excuses, or address the problem
before something catastrophic happens.
Mayor Welsch reminded all members of Council that they are bound by HIPPA regulations and
therefore should be aware of any information they share in their comments..
Citizen's Comments
Matthew Chase, 936 Wild Cherry, University City, MO
Mr. Chase expressed concerns about the regulation of street performers and the Mayor's actions
limiting free speech, Gateway's problematic proviso cited by Councilmember Carr and Council's
lack of due diligence. Since firemen have been doing a good job, then why mess with it?
Randy Getz, 7456 Cornell Avenue, University City, MO
Mr. Getz stated that he is a 41-year veteran of the fire service and wished to express concerns on
behalf of the citizens of this community. The report that was published online regarding the
September 15th call states that they were responding to a possible heart attack and voiced his
concern over the 15-minute response time. He stated that without safeguards, U City will lose
control of its service and therefore would strongly urge Council to vote in favor of this ordinance.
Mr. Getz asked that a complete copy of his statement be attached to the minutes.
Thomas Jennings, 7055 Forsyth, University City, MO
Mr. Jennings asked Council to think about what would happen if a situation similar to the ammonia
leak that took place in Brentwood occurred in U City? He stated that what he ultimately learned
about the incident was since Brentwood only has one ambulance, there were approximately eight
ambulances on the scene from surrounding communities to assist. Mr. Jennings stated that
recently Council proposed a bond issue that would cost residents $25 million dollars, but when it
comes to the lives of their citizens they are worried about saving a half a million dollars.
Judith Gainer, 721 Harvard, University City, MO
Ms. Gainer expressed the following concerns:
• The City's utilization of a citizen consultant during the Gateway contract
• The Mayor's use of the "Next Door" bulletin to spin information
• The historic value of renovating the Police Department facility
• The improper designation of the Delmar Harvard property as a parking lot
She then urged Council to approve Bill 9274, which seeks to put some teeth into Gateway's
contract.
Melanie Bruder, 7815 Gannon Avenue, University City, MO
Ms. Bruder urged Council to approve Bill 9274 and expressed disappointment regarding the failure
of some members of Council to communicate their thoughts about this issue.
Agnes Wilcox, 6915 Amherst, University City, MO
Ms. Wilcox expressed concerns regarding her inability to understand Council's meeting procedures,
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She urged Council to not only approve Bill 9274, but to seriously give consideration to merging with
another municipality.
Bart Stewart, 714 Harvard Avenue, University City, MO
Mr. Stewart stated that this major policy change, made without public input, has resulted in efforts
being undertaken by citizens to recall Mayor Shelly Welsch. He stated that the Mayor's role is to
listen to the concerns of residents and not to squelch their voices by stating what they can or cannot
say. Mr. Stewart stated that he has repeatedly asked the Mayor questions about this recent
outsourcing contract and is baffled by her continued silence. He encouraged residents to sign the
petition to recall Mayor Welsch.
Edward McCarthy, 7101 Princeton Avenue, University City, MO
Mr. McCarthy stated that this is not an internal problem, but a problem with surrounding
municipalities and asked Council to vote no on Bill 9274. He stated that Councilmembers Crow and
Carr brought up the fact that U City does not have a problem with its own two ambulances. So he
would suggest that the two of them contact the municipalities of Ladue, Olivette and Clayton, to
discuss reinstatement of their mutual aid agreements.
Council's Comments
Councilmember Crow stated that initially he and Councilmember Carr had asked for a 30-day delay
and as a result of Council's actions, U City has almost become like a pariah to its neighbors. He
stated that it is time for Council to try to right a wrong.
Councilmember Carr reiterated the fact that she was disappointed that the topic of September 15th
had not been central to this discussion. Councilmember Carr thanked everyone for bearing with her
during her constant pleas to come out to these meetings, because she believes that in the end,
citizens have the power and that Council's role is to serve its citizens.
Councilmember Jennings thanked all those in attendance, who he believes are as passionate about
this community as everyone on the dais. He stated that his belief is that everyone has more in
common than differences and he would like to see Council work together. He is also of the opinion
that before an ordinance of this nature is presented, it should be discussed with every member of
Council.
Mayor Welsch stated that she could not support this bill since it is inappropriate for Council to write
administrative regulations. She stated that under the City's Charter the City Manager is the
administrative officer and he should be the one writing administrative regulations.
Resident Andre Anderson interrupted the Mayor and advised her that he had submitted a Request
to Speak Form and would like to be heard at this time. Mayor Welsch informed Mr. Anderson that
she had received his request, but understood it to pertain to streets and mold at the police station.
However if he wished to speak now, she would make her final comments once he was finished.
Citizen's Comments
Andre Anderson, 7871 Trenton, University City, MO
Mr. Anderson stated that last week his mother expressed concerns about the fact that she had
advised the City about issues with potholes on her street, but nothing had been done. He stated
that in his opinion, the south side of Olive is treated differently than the north side of Olive. His
hope is that the streets and the streetlights would be repaired on the north side of Olive, just like
they are on the south side.
Mr. Anderson stated that U City's police officers, firefighters and its citizens are not receiving the
type of respect they deserve.
Roll call vote on Bill 9274 was:
AYES: Councilmembers Crow and Carr
NAYS: Councilmembers Glickert, Sharpe, Jennings and Mayor Welsch
October 12, 2105
8

E-1-8

M.

NEW BUSINESS
RESOLUTIONS
Introduced by Councilmember Jennings
1. Resolution 2015 – 21
Resolution approving 2015 annual property tax assessment rates.
Seconded by Councilmember Sharpe.
Councilmember Carr questioned whether the City had set aside enough money for the Pension Fund
for uniformed employees? Mr. Walker stated that he was not in a position to address this question
this evening, but would suggest that Council initiate a Study Session to talk about pensions and
future contributions. Councilmember Carr asked if this resolution would set the rate for the
portion of funds allocated to the Pension Fund. Mr. Walker stated that it did. Councilmember
Carr asked how staff arrived at the amount of money that would be set aside for the fund.
Finance Director Tina Charumilind stated that the property tax rate is set by the assessed valuation
of the properties in the City, which is established by voters and monitored by the Consumer Price
Index. She stated that there is a negative correlation between the assessed valuation and the tax
rate. So if the assessed valuation increases, the rate decreases and vice-versa. Based on Missouri
Statute, the City is not allowed to increase revenue for more than the Consumer Price Index, whose
2015 Index is set at .08 percent. There is a set ceiling on the rate that can be applied to the Pension
Fund. Councilmember Carr stated that even though the City is aware that this pension will be
underfunded it is bound by this statute and there is no way to address this other than dipping
into reserves? Ms. Charumilind stated that the City is bound by the statute. Mr. Walker stated that
he did not believe that Ms. Charumilind could answer Councilmember Carr's question with respect to
dipping into reserves, and would again suggest the scheduling of a Study Session on this issue.
Voice vote on the motion to approve carried unanimously.
BILLS
Introduced by Councilmember Sharpe
2. BILL 9269 – An ordinance to authorize the City Manager to execute a contract between the
City Of University City and the Missouri Highway and Transportation Commission providing for
the improvements on various streets in University City. Bill 9269 was read for the first time.

N.

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION (continued if needed)
Steve McMahon, 8135 Stanford, University City, MO
Mr. McMahon stated that he had reviewed a post on the Mayor's Facebook page where she
supported the recommendations of a citizen to outsource EMS and posted a copy of the summary of
his proposal. She noted that the underlying records in support of this proposal would be sent out
upon request. He stated that he sent emails to request this and he only received a response from
Mr. Pace.
On August 31, 2015, Mr. McMahon stated that he filed a Sunshine Request for EMS response
times. Such requests are required to be answered within three days, so on the fourth day he
informed Ms. Pumm that he had not received a response. Her reply was that his request had been
sent to the fax number not located in her office, which did not reach her desk until the following day.
Mr. McMahon stated that he has now waited 24 days and still has not received a response while the
Mayor posted these response times on her social media. He stated that this is an intentional
violation of the Sunshine Law which he will be sending to the Attorney General's office.

O.

COUNCIL REPORTS/BUSINESS
1. Boards and Commission appointments needed
Mayor Welsch made the appointments that were needed.
2. Council liaison reports on Boards and Commissions
Councilmember Glickert reported that the Civil Service Board has reconvened after one year.
However since they have no personnel issues to adjudicate they are going to start working on
updating the Civil Service manuals.
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3.
4.

Mayor Welsch reported that the Lit in The Lou event, which is supported by the Arts & Letters
Commission, will be held in U City from October 2nd to the 4th. The opening event will take
place in the Council Chamber on Friday, October 2nd,.
Boards, Commissions and Task Force minutes
Mayor Welsch asked that staff provide Council with minutes on a regular basis.
Other Discussions/Business
Requested by Councilmember Carr and Crow
• Gateway ambulance 15 minute delay on September 15, 2015

Councilmember Carr stated that on the fifteenth of September an emergency call was made to 911
for a possible heart attack. She stated that the next morning she contacted the City Manager and
Council advising them of Mr. Getz's observations, and made a verbal request for copies of the logs
and the time-stamped audio. Councilmember Carr stated that upon the receipt of those records she
learned that the first arrival was at 7:44; that they cleared around 8:00, and that the dispatcher had
noted that Gateway was notified by phone at 19:52; no radio contact; no patient found.
Councilmember Carr stated that it did look like the forms provided in Council's packet could have
been redacted; however they did not contain enough information to draw any real conclusions.
Thereafter she requested a copy of the Incident Report, but only received one audio, which revealed
that Gateway had been contacted at 7:41. She stated that she also requested information regarding
the time that her constituent called 911, but received no response. Thereafter, she prepared the
following list of questions and submitted them to Mr. Walker:
1. At what time did U City dispatch receive and conclude the 911 call from the patient's
family? Mr. Walker stated that when Councilmember Carr requested the information two
days ago, he and the Fire Chief were in depositions; which are still ongoing, and he has not
had time to put together this information. Councilmember Carr stated that she had
informed Mr. Walker that if he was not available to collect the data to please have his
staff assemble and provide the information ASAP.
Councilmember Carr provided a general time line from what she pieced together.
2. At what time did U City dispatch the U City Fire Department to request a trauma
backup? (Councilmember Carr responded that it occurred at 19:41)
3. At what time did U City dispatch first make a request to Gateway for emergency
ambulance service, and by what means was it executed? (Councilmember Carr
responded that based on the audio, stamped 7:41, contact was made by telephone)
4. At what time did the dispatcher dispatch an officer to the scene? (Councilmember Carr
responded that it was probably within a few minutes)
5. Did anyone at the scene from 19:44 to 19:56 prior to the arrival of the Gateway's
ambulance call for an estimated time of arrival?
6. If so, what time; how many times were calls made; what was the response from
dispatch; what time did U City dispatch reply to police and fire at the scene about the
request for an ETA and what time did Gateway reply to the U City dispatch?
7. At what time did Gateway first contact their backup ambulance? (Councilmember Carr
asked that Gateway be contacted to provide this information)
8. At what time did Gateway notify U City that an ambulance had been dispatched to the
scene?
9. At what time did Gateway arrive at the scene? (Councilmember Carr responded that they
arrived at 7:56)
10. Where was Gateway's ambulance located when it was first dispatched to the scene?
11. How many of Gateway's ambulances were dispatched within U City at the time of the
911 call?
12. Are Gateway's ambulances that are on call in U City associated with EMS or nonemergency transport?
13. Asked for audio tape of call made by U City’s dispatch at 7:52 to Gateway for estimated
time of arrive. (Councilmember Carr said the response was four minutes.)
Councilmember Carr stated that she had also made a request that the Fire Chief, Police Chief and
Captain Jackson be made available for tonight's meeting, but in their absence would surmise that
theOctober
breakdown
came from Gateway and not from U City.
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Councilmember Crow advised his colleagues that he would need to leave to pick up his son. He
then joined Councilmember Carr in all of her requests for information from the City Manager, with the
hope that they both receive it in a timely manner. He stated that although he understands the City
Manager's inability to respond prior to this meeting, he is utterly amazed at the speed in which the
Mayor receives information.
Councilmember Crow asked if there was a problem with response times for ambulance
services prior to the City's contract with Gateway. Mr. Walker stated that the City has had
instances in the past year where U City's response time has exceeded 15 minutes. He
acknowledged a report in front of him; he could share with Council at some point, which indicates
that last year the City had ten instances where services exceeded 15 minutes. He stated that on this
occasion, there was human error and he has addressed the issue. Councilmember Crow asked if
there had been any concerns raised by the Fire Department or the City's mutual aid partners
that impacted the City's decision to outsource. Mr. Walker stated that response time was a
consideration. Councilmember Crow asked if the 10 incidents referred to were 911 emergency
calls. Mr. Walker stated that he did not have the details available, but would provide it to Council at
a later date. He stated that in order to gain an accurate perspective, he believes that it would be
important to know whether they were emergency or non-emergency calls.
Councilmember Crow then questioned whether any U City employee had been disciplined
for the events that occurred on September the 15th? Mr. Walker stated that the disciplinary
action was taken by Gateway for its employee. Councilmember Crow stated that since he had
raised concerns about Gateway's quality of service and the lack of mutual aid, it calls into question
whether the buck stops with the City Manager or Council? Since the Mayor has stated that under
the City's Charter the City Manager is the administrative officer and should be the one writing
administrative regulations, he would have to surmise that the buck stops with the City Manager. So
at some point in time, somebody needs to be held accountable.
•

Mold in Police Station

Councilmember Carr stated that when she took a tour of the police station; she was alarmed by her
observation of mold throughout the facility, even though she has expressed past concerns about
protecting and maintaining all of the City's historic buildings. She said that the City issues citations
to residents for this same kind of neglect, and yet fails to take care of its own properties. But even
sadder is the fact that the City is subjecting its employees to the end result of that neglect.
Councilmember Carr made a motion that the City fund an extensive study on the quality of the air
and that any mold be immediately remediated and was seconded by Councilmember Crow.
Councilmember Sharpe stated that he has also had conversations with the Chief of Police about this
situation and believes that in lieu of a study, money should simply be allocated to fix these problems.
Councilmember Glickert asked Mr. Walker if he would provide Council with an update on the
study. Mr. Walker stated that a couple of weeks ago Council conducted a Study Session on the
possibilities of building a new police facility or renovating the current facility. Staff is still working with
the architects and will be conducting a public meeting in October, along with a survey. Mr. Walker
stated that although he agrees with Councilmember Sharpe's sentiment and is well aware of the
police station’s deficiencies; his suggestion might be a little premature. He stated that staff does not
have a dollar amount associated with the costs and he does not believe that the only problems are
related to mold. He asked that he be allowed to have this discussion with the Police Chief and
report back to Council on what can be done in the short-term.
Councilmember Glickert agreed that there are a myriad of problems with the facility, and made a
motion to postpone this item until the next meeting in order to give the City Manager time to conduct
a discussion with the Police Chief and look at the numbers. The motion was seconded by
Councilmember Sharpe.
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Councilmember Crow stated that in his opinion the issues of setting aside money for a new police
station and the concerns that staff has brought up about their health and safety, should be dealt with
on an individual basis. He stated that he believes that the City owes it to their employees to know
what the risks are and to address them prior to a decision being made on whether to build or
renovate.
Councilmember Jennings stated that not only are the City's employees' health at risk, but the public
is at risk as a result of these issues, as well as the layout of the building. He asked that the City find
a way to fast-track a solution with respect to the entire facility, because if you only fix the mold,
you're simply putting a bandage on a hemorrhage.
Councilmember Carr stated that the reason she had asked for a study is that when she talked to
Captain Jackson she was informed extensive testing had been done. But the report states, "They
recommend that additional indoor air quality and/or mold sampling be performed," which would not
take months to perform.
Mayor Welsch stated that she does not believe Council is playing politics and that everyone
understands the need for a new or renovated police station. She pointed out that, along with the fact
that the majority on the Council has put seven million dollars aside for a new or a renovated building,
this Council has already conducted a number of studies geared towards addressing these issues.
Mayor Welsch asked that Councilmember Carr support Councilmember Glickert's motion and allow
Mr. Walker to come back at the next meeting and advise Council on the best and most expeditious
way to proceed. Mayor Welsch stated that she thinks that the holistic approach that Councilmember
Glickert has asked Mr. Walker to set out is important for Council to consider and feels certain that
Council would be supportive of those results. She then asked Mr. Walker to provide Council with
detailed information, specifically as it relates to the section of the report cited by Councilmember
Carr and the basic minimization of water infiltration.
Councilmember Crow was excused from the meeting at 8:50 p.m.
Councilmember Carr stated that she would reluctantly honor the Mayor's request since the only
other person that would support her going forward has left. But she still believes that this issue
should be addressed as quickly as possible.
Mayor Welsch agreed with Councilmember Carr's interpretation of the comments that were made at
the focus group meeting and believes that Council is committed to moving forward as quickly as
possible.
Councilmember Jennings stated that while his opinion is that Captain Jackson has probably been
affected for a long time, he still strongly believes that it is going to be hard to fix this building because
of the lack of maintenance it has received over the years.
Voice vote on Councilmember Glickert's motion to postpone carried unanimously.
Mayor Welsch stated that should the gravity of Mr. Walker's information require a Study Session
then she would request that such a session to study the findings and recommendations of staff take
place prior to the next Council meeting.
•

Police staffing

Councilmember Carr stated that in June, Council voted to eliminate $100,000 of overtime and as a
result, staffing levels within this department are inadequate, placing another form of stress on the
City's officers. Mr. Walker stated that as of this afternoon, there are 13 vacancies in the department.
He stated that the City is in the process of recruiting additional officers and the Police Department
has developed a strategy to fill those vacant positions.
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P.

COUNCIL COMMENTS
Councilmember Carr expressed condolences to the Munkel family. She then noted that there were
several Speaker Request forms remaining in the basket and hoped that out of Council’s desire to be
inclusive rather than exclusive, someone would ask if anyone who filled out a form would like to
make a statement.
Councilmember Carr stated that she has had the pleasure of volunteering for U City in Bloom
and is sure that the calendars prepared by the Arts & Letters Commission will be one that residents
will maintain as a keepsake.
Councilmember Sharpe stated that he attended the Missouri Municipal League's Convention in
Kansas City, Mo, which was an outstanding forum. He stated that information regarding his
attendance and activities would be provided to his colleagues in the near future.
Councilmember Jennings stated that he had also attended the convention and now fully
understands why it is such an important event for members of a Council.
• The opportunity to met and gain advice from senior members of Councils
• The opportunity to provide encouragement to new members of Councils
• The opportunity to learn about new and pending legislation; Senate Bill 5
• The opportunity to learn about how other communities are watching U City's progress related
to the Trolley and outsourcing, in order to make determinations about their own City's future.
Councilmember Jennings noted that homecoming activities will be held at the high school on
October 10th and Councilmember Jennings would love to see the community come out in support.
Councilmember Glickert stated that he would like to say that in his opinion, MoDOT has done a very
good job on Olive Street Road. Secondly he stated that social media has caused a civil war in U
City, and although he does not know what to do about it, he would be open to any suggestions.
Councilmember Glickert suggested that instead of attacking one another and negative talking, that
people start to remind themselves about all of the good things that have been accomplished in U
City.
Mayor Welsch stated that she had also attended the MML Conference and wished to note that it
was Mr. Munkel who had taken her aside when she was first elected to Council and told her that
she should make every effort to attend state and national meetings because a lot can be learned
from them.
Mayor Welsch stated that her belief is that the City has hearing assistive devices here in
Chambers for people who need them, and asked that this information be passed on to Ms. Wilcox.
• The next general meeting of the Citizen Volunteer Corps will be held on October 6th at 6:30
p.m. at Heman Park Community Center.

Q.

ADJOURNMENT
Mayor Shelley Welsch adjourned the meeting at 9:05 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,
Joyce Pumm
City Clerk, MRCC/CMC
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Council Agenda Item Cover
MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Fogerty Park Master Plan

AGENDA SECTION:

City Manager’s Report

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED?:

Yes

In February 2015, the City received a Municipal Park Grant to hire a consultant to update
the Fogerty Park Master Plan. After surveying residents and users of the parks, meeting
with the Park Commission and two (2) Public Meetings, a revised Master Plan for Fogerty
Park was presented to the Park Commission for approval.
This Master Plan includes improvements to both vehicular and pedestrian circulation. A
new expanded parking lot with up to 52 spaces is proposed on 82nd Blvd. Walking trails
will be improved, with multiples new connections throughout the park and a new east-west
path just north of the elementary school. The infrastructure at Fogerty Park will be greatly
improved and updated as part of this master plan. The expanded parking area, two (2)
new pavilions, and a new accessible restroom facility are the major improvements, with
new hardscapes, site furnishings, baseball diamond improvements and lighting updated as
well.
The Master Plan also includes several new active elements within the park (an upgraded
playground area, multi-use courts, and a splash pad), as well as maintaining the existing
soccer field and walking paths. Most of the existing trees at the park will be maintained.
Additional native trees will supplement the mature canopy throughout the site and along
the 82nd Blvd. streetscape. A native plan t area that features prairie grass and wildflower
species will create a new park experience for Fogerty Park.
At the September 15, 2015 Park Commission meeting, the commission voted unanimously
to recommend approval of the new Master Plan for Fogerty Park to City Council.
RECOMMENDATION: It is recommended that the City Council approve the Fogerty Park
Master Plan.
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Introduction

Located on 82nd Boulevard in the northern part of University
City, Fogerty Park is an established park that has been serving
local residents since 1928. As user needs change and park
amenities deteriorate in condition, it is time to rejuvenate and
improve this neighborhood park to modern standards.
This master plan process seeks to identify the successes and
failures of Fogerty Park, and bring these findings to the public
eye in a transparent and efficient process. This document
will summarize the results of months of research, analysis, and
design focused on bringing a new overall plan for Fogerty Park
into fruition.
This report is the result of collaboration with the citizens of
University City, University City Staff and Park Commission, and
the design team. Together this team set off with shared goal
of developing a thoughtful plan that meets the needs of park
users for years to come.
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Process
Project Timeline:
The project schedule for the development of the Fogerty
Park Master Plan was largely driven by the requirements for
submitting to the Municipal Park Grant Commission of St. Louis
County. The next round of construction grant applications are
due in October of 2015, and the rest of the project schedule
was formed off of this deadline.
The first public meeting with the City of University City was on
April 21, 2015. Conceptual design and public outreach took
place during May and June before the second public meeting
on July 7, 2015. Following public feedback from meetings and
surveys, the final design was refined for approval from the
Park Commission and City Council in September and October
respectively. Once the Master Plan document was completed
in October, it was used by the Department of Public Works and
Parks to apply for a Municipal Park Grant. Future construction of
the Fogerty Park improvements will take place in 2016 pending
a decision from the Municipal Park Grant Commission.

1st Public Meeting
Apr. 2015

May 2015

2nd Public Meeting
Jul. 2015

Conceptual Design

October 12, 2015
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Aug. 2015

Final Design

Apply for Grant
Oct. 2015

Future
Construction
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Process
Design Process:
Throughout the design process, it was important to keep the
project goals in mind. It was important for the design team
to develop a vision and identity for Fogerty Park. This helps to
create community ownership of the park and a higher quality
park for all invested. Including all residents and addressing
pedestrian safety and accessibility were also paramount in the
design process. Finally, communicating the project timeline,
process, and funding through public engagement was also a
priority.
The master plan design process consisted of four main phases:
site analysis, program development, conceptual design,
and final design. Working in conjunction with guidance from
the Department of Public Works and Parks, the design team
developed an understanding of the existing park site. After
analyzing the site and learning about its history, the design
team created a program of park features and amenities based
on public feedback from meetings and surveys.
Two design concepts were generated for the second public
meeting. A cycle of review and revision helped to refine one
design concept into a final design that incorporates all of the
public feedback that was received.

Site Analysis

Program Development

Project Goals:
Develop a vision for Fogerty Park

Inclusion of all residents within the study area
Build community

Communicate project timeline and funding
Address pedestrian safety

Review

Fogerty Park Master Plan

and access

Review

Conceptual Design Final Design
Refine
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Existing Conditions & Site Analysis

University City Parks:
The City of University City has 19 parks. According to the 2008
Parks Master Plan adopted by the Park Commission, there are
7 mini parks, 7 neighborhood parks, 4 special use parks, and 1
community park.

Mona Terrace

Fogerty Park, which is considered a neighborhood park (525 acres), is located along the northern edge of the city
limits - just east of I-170 and between Page Ave. & Olive Blvd.
Other neighborhood parks in the vicinity of Fogerty Park are
Greensfelder Park, and Millar Park

Greenway South

Community Parks

Neighborhood Parks

8 Mini Parks

Special Use Parks

Source: 2008 Parks Master Plan
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Existing Conditions & Site Analysis

Park History:
11.8 acres of land was acquired by the City of University City in
1928 for the construction of Fogerty Park. The park remained a
fairly simple green-space with a 1/2 mile walking path until the
construction of the tennis courts in the early 1980’s. They have
been resurfaced once in 2005. The current playground was first
constructed in 1997, with a planned replacement in 2013.

Page

N&S

0
17

I-

There are approximately 1,850 residences within a 1/2 mile of
Fogerty Park. This park service area extends south to Olive Blvd,
east to North and South Rd, north to Page Ave, and west to
I-170. The average age of residents in this study area is 44 years.
Other major stakeholders include Barbara C. Jordan Elementary
School, The Freedom School, and City of Life Christian Church.

Olive

Fogerty Park

The park also features a pavilion/picnic shelter which is
frequently rented for gatherings and family reunions in the
summer. The baseball diamond & soccer field are both used by
local groups for games and practices. Fogerty Park is known for
its large open space and shaded picnic areas along the north
side of the park.

1/2 Mile Radius

Park Service Area
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Existing Conditions & Site Analysis

2008 University City Parks Master Plan:
A Parks Master Plan was adopted by the City of University City
Park Commission in 2008. The plan evaluated the condition of
the City’s 19 parks and prioritized the need for improvements at
each park.

Parks Master Plan

According to the 2008 Parks Master plan, the evaluation of
Fogerty Park found the following needs:
Immediate Needs:
• Replace cracked walking path area behind shelter
• Stripe parking lot
• Trim Trees
• Paint shelter
• Check to see if light timers are correct
Intermediate Needs (1-3 years):
• Replace playground with poured in place safety surface
• Resurface tennis courts and straighten net posts
• Replace sign
• Replace retaining wall
Long Term Needs (3+ years):
• Backstop to protect player benches on baseball diamond
• Replace tennis courts with more durable surface and new
fencing with bottom rails
• Upgrade lighting

Adopted by Park Commission
November 25, 2008

Source: 2008 Parks Master Plan
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Existing Conditions & Site Analysis
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Existing Conditions & Site Analysis
Pavilion / Restrooms:
There are two small bathrooms within the existing park shelter.
These restrooms are not well-lit, and do not fully comply with
ADA regulations. As the only restrooms in the park, they are
used by all park users - even when the pavilion is rented out for
a private event. The pavilion itself is in fair condition and seats
up to 50 people, but needs to be updated to better serve the
needs of the park users.

Recreation Fields:
The existing recreation fields at Fogerty Park are in good
condition. They consist of one softball/baseball diamond and
one football/soccer field. The fields are in close proximity to
each other, which may prohibit their use simultaneously. Often
a smaller soccer field is painted in the ‘left field’ area of the
baseball field. The current turf is not irrigated and has many
weeds, but seems to have held up well. Existing lighting in the
area may need to be improved.

Tennis Courts:
The two tennis courts at Fogerty Park were constructed in their
current location sometime in the early 1980’s. Although the
courts were resurfaced in 2005, they are in poor condition
currently not utilized by the residents. There is a considerable
amount of surface cracking on the courts, and the fence post
foundations are now exposed and threatened by freeze and
thaw. Existing net posts for the courts are badly bent and in
poor condition as well.
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Existing Conditions & Site Analysis
Playground:
The playground at Fogerty Park was constructed in 1997 with
a planned replacement in 2013. The playground has not been
replaced as planned, and is in a state of disrepair. The current
safety surface is wood chips. Overall, the playground needs to
be upgraded and replaced with play modern play equipment
that emphasizes the inclusion of multiple age ranges and play
abilities.

Site Furnishings:
There seems to be an adequate amount of site furnishings
throughout Fogerty Park, although their conditions are less
than ideal. Currently, the park has both plastic and metal trash
barrels. The drinking fountain near the tennis courts needs to
be repainted, and the timber retaining wall in that area needs
to be replaced. As suggested in the 2008 Parks Master Plan, a
standard design for site furnishings should be implemented.

Streetscape:
The streetscape along 82nd Blvd. provides great sight-lines
into the park. Existing pear trees along the sidewalk have split
and been pruned below electrical lines. These trees should be
removed and replaced with native species that will not interfere
with the electrical lines above. Installing new trees further back
(into the park) will provide space for a larger sidewalk while at
the same time eliminating conflicts with the overhead wires.
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Barbara C. Jordan
Elementary

N.T.S.

Pedestrian Path or Sidewalk

Pedestrian Circulation

Many park users enjoy using the 1/2 mile walking path that
circles Fogerty Park. The 6’ wide asphalt path has begun to
crack in several areas - especially behind the pavilion. Narrow
sidewalk access exists along 82nd Boulevard, but there is no
direct access from Laughlin Avenue except for a staircase at
the southeast corner of the park.
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Existing Conditions & Site Analysis

Barbara C. Jordan
Elementary

N.T.S.

Road or Parking Lot

Vehicular Circulation

Vehicular circulation is limited at Fogerty Park. Although at
one time there was a vehicular connection running from east
to west across the site just north of the school, access is now
limited to one entrance on 82nd Boulevard. Parking on the site
is limited to 14 spots - as a result many park users park on side
streets. There is currently one ADA accessible parking spot at
the park.
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Laughlin A
ve.

82nd Blvd.

82nd Blvd.

Laughlin A
ve.

Existing Conditions & Site Analysis

Barbara C. Jordan
Elementary

Barbara C. Jordan
Elementary

N.T.S.

10% +

8% +

2-8%

Slope Analysis

1-2%

Fogerty Park slopes gently overall from west to east. The eastern
edge of the park along Laughlin Ave. has the most severe
slopes. The area between the playground and the fields also
has some moderate slopes that may limit accessibility.
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Lt. Shade

Shade

Sun / Shade Analysis

A large portion of the park has great shade coverage from
the large trees that exist on the site. Larger open areas such as
the soccer and baseball fields, as well as the playground have
limited shade. There is opportunity to improve the amount of
shade at the playground.
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82nd Blvd.

The existing landscape at the park consists mostly of a
traditional lawn with mature deciduous trees. The lawn is a
well-established mixture of turf grass and common weeds typical of a non-irrigated but mowed area. The existing trees
vary in size and condition, but most are at least 12” or greater
when measured in diameter. Tree species include White Oak
(Quercus alba), Bald Cypress (Taxodium distichum), and several
Sweet Gums (Liquidambar styraciflua). The Sweet Gums provide
shade for the northern part of the site, but drop a lot of ‘Gum
Balls’ which create a maintenance and safety concern in the
winter and spring seasons when they typically drop. These trees
surround much of the playground, pavilion, and paths.

Laughlin A
ve.

Existing Conditions & Site Analysis
Vegetation:

Barbara C. Jordan
Elementary

Tree Canopy Coverage
N.T.S.

Canopy Cover

The canopy cover provided by the existing trees is estimated to
be between 35-45% of the total site.
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70%
= 60025:
Urban land-Harvester
complex,
2-9% 730880
slopes
730680
730720
730760
730800
730840
730920
29% = 60223: Urban land-Harvester complex, 9-20% slopes
Map Scale: 1:1,760 if printed on A portrait (8.5" x 11") sheet.
1%N = 66092: Fishpot-Urban land complex, 0-5%
Meters slopes, rarely
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flooded
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90° 20' 53'' W

38° 40' 48'' N

Soil Map: USDA NRCS Web Soil Survey

90° 20' 42'' W

4284630

4284670

4284710

A very small portion (less than 1%) of the site contains a FishpotUrban Land complex which is typical of a poorly drained stream
terrace. The water table in this area is estimated at 12-24 inches
deep, which would not be recommended for siting structures.

4284790

According to the Natural Resources Conservation Service Web
Soil Survey, the site at Fogerty Park is almost entirely a Urban
Land-Harvester Complex. This type of soil complex is typical of
the area, and the soil profile usually features 0-7 inches of silt
loam, 7-31 inches of silty clay loam, and 31-80 inches of clay
loam before bedrock. It is estimated that the water table in
this soil complex is 30-36 inches deep, and is moderately welldrained. This soil complex does not have any limiting features
for building or siting structures.

4284750

Soil Analysis:

4284870

4284910

Existing Conditions & Site Analysis

Map projection: Web Mercator Corner coordinates: WGS84 Edge tics: UTM Zone 15N WGS84

Natural Resources
Conservation Service
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Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey
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Program

Active Elements:

The proposed programmatic elements that could be
incorporated into the master plan for Fogerty Park include
several recreational or ‘active’ elements. These elements vary
in activity level from low to high. The active program elements
proposed during public meetings and design concepts include:
tennis courts, playgrounds, walking paths, multi-use courts,
basketball courts, disc golf course, fitness stations, and off-leash
dog area.

October 12, 2015
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Program

Environmental Elements:

Several of the program elements proposed during
public meetings and in the design concepts included an
environmental benefit for the park. These elements range from
low-impact educational features to major changes in the park
landscape. The environmental program elements proposed
during master plan process include: community garden plots,
a native plant palette, educational signage, permeable
pavement, and an outdoor classroom.

October 12, 2015
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Infrastructural Elements:

Perhaps the most critical group of program elements proposed
during the master plan process are the potential infrastructural
improvements to Fogerty Park. These infrastructural program
elements include: high-efficiency lighting, open pavilion
structures, new park signage, separate restrooms, a shade
structure, and new site furnishings. Site furnishings include
benches, trash receptacles, drinking fountains, and dog waste
bag stations.

October 12, 2015
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Community Feedback:

Public input played a vital role in shaping the master plan
concepts and final design for Fogerty Park. This valuable
process of review, feedback, and refinement served as the
backbone for a process that aimed to meet the needs of all
citizens within the park service area (1/2 mile radius).
Two public meetings were held to present site analysis and
design concepts to the public. Programmatic elements were
presented at the first public meeting on April 21, 2015. Citizens
were asked to prioritize potential park improvements by placing
stickers next to conceptual images of these elements.
Additional Park Commission and City Council meetings were
held to gain additional guidance and feedback for the master
plan process. A public engagement survey was produced
and distributed to citizens as well. Surveys were collected
by the Public Works and Parks Department, and results were
quantified by the design team. The following pages include the
public engagement survey, as well as the compiled results from
surveys received.
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Public Engagement Survey

Program
Fogerty Park

6. What is your favorite thing about Fogerty Park?

1552 82nd Boulevard
University City, MO 63130

 The walking path

Fogerty Park needs your help! Please complete the following survey based on our site
analysis and research. Feel free to write in answers and comments to any of the
questions. Thank you for your time and help.
Name:

 The playground

 The baseball and
soccer fields.

 The pavilion and picnic
tables.

7. What would you like to see changed FIRST in Fogerty Park?
 The playground

Address:

 The pavilion

 The tennis courts

 Improved night time
lighting.

8. What other University City parks do you use? What are your favorite things about
those parks?

1. What would you like to see done with the tennis courts?
 Upgrade them please!

 I don’t care, I would
not use the courts
either way.

 Replace them with
something else!

 Remove them completely.

 Yes, can we have this
at Fogerty Park?

2. When you go to Fogerty Park, what activities do you typically do?
 Walk / Jog

 Picnic / BBQ

 Watch my kids play

9. Have you ever played disc or ‘frisbee’ golf?
 No, but that sounds
like fun.

 No, I am not
interested in that.

 What is disc golf?

10. Would you use an off-leash dog park area with Fogerty Park?

 Something else. (please list)

 Yes, absolutely!

 No, but that is a good  No, I don’t have a dog.  No.
idea!

3. What new amenities would you like to see most in Fogerty Park?
11. Please write down any additional comments or suggestions regarding the Fogerty
Park Master Plan:

4. Do you think Fogerty Park needs additional parking spaces?
 Yes, definitely.

 Yes, but it needs
other things more!

 I don’t care, I walk to
the park.

 No.

5. How would you feel about a 2nd entrance to Fogerty Park on Laughlin Ave.?
 That would be great!

 I like that idea, but
don’t put in a parking
lot there.

 I don’t care.

 I don’t think it is necessary.

Thank you very much for taking the time to complete this survey regarding Fogerty
Park. Your feedback is valuable and makes a difference!

October 12,
2015
Fogerty
Park Master Plan - Public Meeting Survey  April 21, 2015
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Fogerty Park Survey Response Analysis
Number of surveys received: 30
Question 1: What would you like to see done with the tennis courts?
I don't care, I would not use Replace them with something
Upgrade them please!
Remove them completely.
the courts either way.
else!
10

Walk/jog

5

14

1

Question 2: When you go to Fogerty Park, what activities do you typically do?
Picnic/BBQ
Watch my kids play
Something else
23
10
8
play sports
play with dog

2

Question 3: What new amenities would you like to see most in Fogerty Park?
(3) Larger, Year‐round
(5) updated pavilions
(4) more benches
(5) updated playground
bathrooms
(2) water fountain
open space for security
lights
water park, new paths
ramp for strollers on
interactive learning
skateboarding play area
Basketball or volleyball
laughlin side
playground for youth
(2) fitness training equip.
updated bbq pits
garden space
more parking
along path

Yes, definitely.

Question 4: Do you think Fogerty Park needs additional parking spaces?
Yes, but it needs other things
I don't care, I walk to the
more!
park.
15
4
7

No.
3

Question 5: How would you feel about a 2nd entrance to Fogerty Park on Laughlin Ave.?
I like that idea, but don't put in
I don't care.
I don't think it is necessary.
That would be great!
a parking lot there.
10
3
4
11
Question 6: What is your favorite thing about Fogerty Park?
The walking path

The playground
21
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The baseball and soccer fields The pavilion and picnic tables
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4

Question 7: What would you like to see changed FIRST in Fogerty Park?

12
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21

12

4

12

Question 7: What would you like to see changed FIRST in Fogerty Park?
The playground

The pavilion
10

re‐do the walking path

more things for older kids to
do

The tennis courts
6

Improved night time lighting
3

11

Question 8: What other University City parks do you use? What are your favorite things about those parks?
Heman, playground
Heman, rec center
Heman, pavilion & gym
Heman, Millar
Heman, Rabie, Millar,
Heman, starlight concerts
Millar
(2) walk
Playgrounds
Kingsland, Millar, Heman
Heman, Lewis, Adams
Millar, walking path
view, curfew
playgrounds
Heman, walking path
Heman, concerts
Heman, Millar, Lewis
Heman, pool
Millar, for fitness equip.

Yes, can we have this at
Fogerty Park?

Yes, absolutely!

3

Question 9: Have you ever played disc or 'frisbee' golf?
No, I am not interested in
No, but that sounds like fun
that.
12
7

What is disc golf?
6

Question 10: Would you use an off‐leash dog park ares within Fogerty Park?
No, but that is a good idea!
No, I don't have a dog.
5
2
10

No.

10

Question 11: Please write down any additional comments or suggestions regarding the Fogerty Park Master Plan.
playground should offer more
agility type equip. and
people block side streets with
handicap ramps
(5) NO basketball courts
resurface and light tennis
parking
court
Be fair and truthful with us
when responding.

(2) more police presence

October 12, 2015
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no dog park

(2) improve the pavilion

lights, miniature golf, upgrade
pavilion for movies

park users are not respectful
to homeowners, trash ends
up in yard

keep one pavilion, but make
larger, improve fields,
replace trail with soft surface,
playground, keep stone picnic
perhaps recycled rubber
tables

K-1-27
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Concepts
6
13

1

12

9

13

2
4

1
4

Concept 1:
restrooms

3

playground

4

expanded parking (40 spaces)

5

streetscape improvements

6

new path connections

7

2nd entrance - ramp and stairway

8

off-leash dog area

9

terraced seating

10

new bleachers and backstop

11

9-hole disc golf course

12

native plant areas

13

site furnishings

3
1

2

6
3

7

12
12

9

13

8

6

ve.

2

5

13

Laughlin A

pavilions

82nd Blvd.

1

13

11

8

5

10

13
7

6

Barbara C. Jordan
Elementary

(bench, trash, lighting, etc.)

0

100

200

300
1”=100’
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Concepts
15

Concept 2:
2

restrooms

3

playground

4

expanded parking (30 spaces)

5

streetscape improvements

2

6

new path connections

9

7

2nd entrance

8

parallel parking & turnaround (9 spaces)

9

terraced seating

10

new bleachers, backstop, dugouts

11

community garden plots

12

native plant areas

13

multi-use / basketball courts

14

splash pad

15

fitness stations

16

site furnishings
(bench, trash, lighting, etc.)

6

3

16 1

15

16

4

14
6

15

12

16

8

16 1

82nd Blvd.

6

ve.

pavilions

11

Laughlin A

1

16

12
13

5

8
16

10

6

15

6

7
16

Barbara C. Jordan
Elementary

0

100

200

300
1”=100’
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Master Plan
6

Final Master Plan:
2

restrooms

15
15

playground

4

expanded parking (52 spaces)

5

streetscape improvements

6

new path connections

7

improved pedestrian entrance

8

terraced seating

9

new bleachers, backstop, dugouts

10

native plant area

11

landforms with embankment slide

12

multi-use courts

13

splash pad

14

fitness stations (4)

15

site furnishings

4

14

15

3

1

13
14

2

1 15

6

8

10

82nd Blvd.

3

6

15

e.

pavilions

Laughlin A
v

1

14

6
5

12

9
6

11
15

14
7

Barbara C. Jordan
Elementary

(bench, trash, lighting, etc.)

0

100

200

300
1”=100’
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Master Plan

Circulation & Connections

Vehicular Circulation:

Both vehicular and pedestrian circulation will be improved at
Fogerty Park. A new expanded parking lot with up to 52 spaces
is proposed with a 2nd entrance along 82nd Blvd.

Laughlin A

82nd Blvd.

Walking trails will be improved, with multiple new connections
throughout the park. A new east-west path just north of the
elementary school will provide a valuable connection to park
users. Additional trail connectors divide the existing circulation
loop into smaller loops, providing options for walkers and
runners.

ve.

Pedestrian Circulation:

Barbara C. Jordan
Elementary

N.T.S.

Vehicular

Pedestrian

1”=60’

October 12, 2015

Fogerty Park Master Plan

K-1-33

32

Master Plan

Program

Active:

Most of the existing trees at the park will be maintained.
Additional native trees will supplement the mature canopy
throughout the site and along the 82nd Blvd. streetscape. A
native plant area that features prairie grass and wildflower
species will create a new park experience for Fogerty Park.

Laughlin A

82nd Blvd.

Environmental:

ve.

Several active elements are included in the final master plan
for Fogerty Park. These include maintaining the existing soccer
field, baseball diamond, and walking paths. Additional active
features include the new path connections, multi-use courts,
splash pad, and upgraded playground area.

Infrastructural:

The infrastructure at Fogerty Park will be greatly improved
and updated as part of this master plan. A new expanded
parking area and 2 new pavilions are the major improvements,
with new hardscapes, site furnishings, baseball diamond
improvements and lighting updated as well.

Barbara C. Jordan
Elementary

N.T.S.
Active

Environmental

Infrastructural

1”=60’
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Implementation

Phasing
Phase I

Phase I:

Phase
II

Phase II of the master plan includes construction of the second
pavilion, splash pad, native plant area, as well as the parking lot
expansion and streetscape along 82nd Blvd.

Laughlin A

82nd Blvd.

Phase II:

Phase II

ve.

Phase I of the proposed master plan will include construction
of one pavilion, the restroom building, playground, and
surrounding areas.

Phase III

Phase III:

Phase III includes all master plan improvements related to the
sports and recreational facilities. These include the terraced
seating for the soccer field, baseball diamond improvements,
and the new multi-use court. Lighting improvements for the
whole park are included in phase III, along with the new
pedestrian connection off of Lauglin Ave.

Barbara C. Jordan
Elementary

N.T.S.
Phase I

Phase II

Phase III

1”=60’
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Implementation

Cost Estimates:

The following cost estimate has been
provided for all proposed improvements
in the Fogerty Park Master Plan. These
prices include inflation for installation
costs, a 15% contingency to account for
the conceptual stage of design, and a
15% contingency for all design services.

October 12, 2015

Fogerty Park Master Plan

PHASE I

Quantity

Pavilion (20'x40')
8' Picnic Tables in Pavilions
Restrooms
Playground
Playground Surfacing
Trees
Shrubs (5 gallon)
Lawn Seed
Planting Soil
Mulch
Grading
Stormwater BMP's (MSD required)
Benches
Trash Receptacles
Drinking Fountains
Dog Waste Bag Dispensers
Asphalt trail (6' width, w/agg base)
Concrete sidewalks

1
6
1
1
3500
10
30
29040
11
10
300
1
4
4
1
2
4932
1000

Unit
ea
ea
bldg
ls
sf
ea
ea
sf
cy
cy
cy
Allow.
ea
ea
ea
ea
sf
sf

Unit Cost

Cost

$51,500.00
$850.00
$150,000.00
$150,000.00
$15.00
$350.00
$75.00
$0.35
$35.00
$50.00
$15.00
$25,000.00
$1,800.00
$1,500.00
$12,000.00
$750.00
$5.50
$6.50

$51,500.00
$5,100.00
$150,000.00
$150,000.00
$52,500.00
$3,500.00
$2,250.00
$10,164.00
$385.00
$500.00
$4,500.00
$25,000.00
$7,200.00
$6,000.00
$12,000.00
$1,500.00
$27,126.00
$6,500.00

Subtotal:
15% Conceptual Design Contingency:
15% Design, Engineering, and Surveying Services:
Phase I Total:

$515,700.00
$77,400.00
$77,400.00
$670,500.00
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Implementation
Preliminary Cost Estimate:

PHASE II

Quantity

Permeable Surface Parking Lot
Concrete Curb Stops (6")
Parking Lot Excavation
Splash Pad
Stormwater BMP's (MSD required)
Trees
Native Seed Mix
Shrubs (5 gallon)
Lawn Seed
Planting Soil
Mulch

Fogerty Park Master Plan

Cost

$11.00
$45.00
$1.50
$75,000.00
$25,000.00
$350.00
$3.00
$75.00
$0.35
$35.00
$50.00

$171,600.00
$2,340.00
$23,400.00
$75,000.00
$25,000.00
$4,900.00
$7,272.00
$4,500.00
$10,164.00
$14,000.00
$10,300.00

100
4
2
1

cy
ea
ea
ea

$15.00
$1,800.00
$750.00
$51,500.00

$1,500.00
$7,200.00
$1,500.00
$51,500.00

6
6384
10250

ea
sf
sf

$850.00
$5.50
$6.50

$5,100.00
$35,112.00
$66,625.00

Subtotal:
15% Conceptual Design Contingency:
15% Design, Engineering, and Surveying Services:
Phase II Total:

$517,000.00
$77,600.00
$77,600.00
$672,200.00

8' Picnic Tables in Pavilions
Asphalt trail (6' width, w/agg base)
Concrete sidewalks

October 12, 2015

Unit Cost

sf
ea
sf
ls
Allow.
ea
sy
ea
sf
cy
cy

Grading
Benches
Dog Waste Bag Dispensers
Pavilion (20'x40')

15600
52
15600
1
1
14
2424
60
29040
400
206

Unit
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Preliminary Cost Estimate:
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PHASE III

Quantity

LED Lighting
Fitness Stations
Terraced Seating - Stone 8' long
Baseball Bleachers (5 row)
Concrete Pad for Bleachers (12'x18')
Baseball Backstop
Baseball Dugouts
Landforms w/10'Embankment Slide
Fencing (Chain Link 60" tall)
Multi-use Courts
Concrete Stairway w/ Handrails
Concrete Ramp (Laughlin Ave.)
Asphalt trail (6' width, w/agg base)
Grading
Trees
Shrubs (5 gallon)
Lawn Seed
Planting Soil
Mulch
Benches
Trash Receptacles
Drinking Fountains
Dog Waste Bag Dispensers

1
4
50
3
3
1
2
1
200
8000
1
800
3624
400
26
202
29040
60
15
20
8
1
1

Unit
Allow.
ea
ea
ea
ea
ea
ea
ls
lf
sf
ea
sf
sf
cy
ea
ea
sf
cy
cy
ea
ea
ea
ea

Unit Cost

Cost

$100,000.00
$2,000.00
$1,200.00
$5,000.00
$1,500.00
$19,750.00
$10,000.00
$6,000.00
$25.00
$7.00
$3,000.00
$6.50
$5.50
$15.00
$350.00
$75.00
$0.35
$35.00
$50.00
$1,800.00
$1,500.00
$12,000.00
$750.00

$100,000.00
$8,000.00
$60,000.00
$15,000.00
$4,500.00
$19,750.00
$20,000.00
$6,000.00
$5,000.00
$56,000.00
$3,000.00
$5,200.00
$19,932.00
$6,000.00
$9,100.00
$15,150.00
$10,164.00
$2,100.00
$750.00
$36,000.00
$12,000.00
$12,000.00
$750.00

Subtotal:
15% Conceptual Design Contingency:
15% Design, Engineering, and Surveying Services:
Phase III Total:

$426,400.00
$64,000.00
$64,000.00
$554,400.00

Project Total:

$1,897,100.00
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Department of Public Works and Parks
6801 Delmar Boulevard, University City, Missouri 63130, Phone: (314) 862-6767, Fax: (314) 862-0694

Council Agenda Item Cover
Meeting Date: October 12, 2015
Agenda Item Title: Annual Trash and Recycle Roll Out Carts
Agenda Section: City Managers Report
Can This Item Be Rescheduled:

Yes

Background: Bids were requested to purchase additional trash and recycling carts. Funds are
available in the Solid Waste Enterprise Fund to cover the cost of the containers.
Kelly Equipment provided the best value bid of $44.35 for the 65 gallon carts and $48.95 for the
95 gallon carts. A request for bids was advertised in two local newspapers on August 6, 2015
and August 10, 2015. The bids were due on August 27, 2015. The City specified 60 to 66 and
90-96 gallon containers in the bid request and completed a field test on containers. Each
company provided a sample container for testing. The container sample supplied by Kelly
Equipment performed the best during the testing. The sides are more flexible and did not crack
or damage during the demonstration of grabbing, lifting, and lowering. In addition the carts are
shipped with the lids attached which saves labor cost on assembly.
The bid results for the trash and recycling carts are as follows:

COMPANY

CART SIZE

Kelly
Equipment

65 gal. (Edge)
95 gal. (Edge)

$44.35
$48.95

1000
2800

65gal.edge/95
gal edge combo
$181,410.00
Freight Included

2nd Bid

65 gal. (Edge)
95 gal. (Millennium)

$44.35
$48.53

1000
2800

Downing Sales

64 gal.
96 gal.
65 gal.
95 gal.
64 gal.
96 gal.

$38.22
$44.45
$43.85
$48.55
$43.95
$47.95

1000
2800
1000
2800
1000
2800

Edge/Millennium
cart combo
$180,234.00
Freight Included
$162,680.00
Freight Included
$179,790.00
Freight Included

Rehrig Pacific
Toter

October 12, 2015

UNIT
PRICE

QUANTITY

TOTAL

$178,210.00
$8337.00*
*Est.freight cost
$186,547.00

K-2-1

Recommendation: It is our recommendation to accept the bid submitted by Kelly
equipment in the amount of $181,410.00 for the 65/95 gallon Edge carts.
Attachment: Trash and Recycle Roll-out Cart Bids

October 12, 2015
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Council Agenda Item Cover
MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Digital Message Board Upgrades

AGENDA SECTION:

City Manager’s Report

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED?:

YES

BACKGROUND: Currently University City has standard message boards at various
locations throughout the City. Last year the two signs at Olive and Pennsylvania and one
double-sided sign at Centennial Commons were successfully upgraded.
The City advertised for bids for upgrading message boards at two more locations;
Midland and Vernon at Heman Park, and Midland and Canton at Rabe Park. The bid
request was posted on the City’s website and the Drexel Technologies website. On
September 16, 2015, the City opened bids for this project. Two bids were received:

Piros Signs Inc.
$52,219.00

Meyer Electric Company Inc.
$59,105.00

$47,000 has been allocated for this project in the FY16 budget. This project will require
an additional $5,219. The cost is higher than anticipated because of the distance
between the signs at Midland and Vernon. The space between these signs is too much
for the anticipated master/slave wireless connection. This additional cost is for the
installation of a modem and Ethernet switch as well as a Cat5 cable which will need to be
run underground between the signs.
Staff has completed an inquiry about the contractor’s past performance with listed
references and received satisfactory comments.
RECOMMENDATION: It is recommended that the City Council approve the award to
Piro Signs Inc. for the Digital Message Board procurement and installation in the amount
of $52,219.

October 12, 2015
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Council Agenda Item Cover
___________________________________________________________
MEETING DATE:

10/12/2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Golf Course Greens Mower

AGENDA SECTION:

City Manager’s Report

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED? :

Yes

BACKGROUND REVIEW: The Public Works and Parks Department has a Golf
Course Greens Mower that has reached the end of its service life and requires
replacement. The replacement unit was competitively bid. Three vendors
responded:
Bid Results with Required Options:
Vendor

Manufacturer

Model

Total Cost

Reinders

Toro

Greensmaster 3300

$38,951

MTI Distributing

Toro

Greensmaster 3300

$34,601

Professional
Turf Products

Toro

Greensmaster 3300

$39,323—less tax
included in quote

The replacement of the Golf Course Greens Mower was budgeted the City’s
Fleet Division FY16 Replacement Plan, and is requested by the Public Works
and Parks Department. The account number 02-40-62_8200 Vehicles &
Equipment is proposed to be used for the purchase of this equipment. This
amount is then applied to the budget allocation for the Golf Course Maintenance
division’s FY2016 fleet replacement costs.
RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the City Council approve an
award to MTI Distributing for the total amount of $34,601.
ATTACHMENTS:
1) Photo of type of vehicle
2) Proposal Forms

October 12, 2014
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MTI Distributing, Inc.
Expiration Date: 9-20-15

Qty Model Number Description
1
3
1
2
1

1

04510
04614
04626
Options:
04720
04625
xx-ue

Ruth Park Golf Club
National IPA Pricing
Toro Equipment Quote
August 20th, 2015

Unit Price

Extension

Greensmaster 3300 TriFlex Hydraulic
11 Blade Cutting Unit
Narrow Wiehle Roller (.200" Spacing) (Set of 3)

$30,249.32

$30,249.32

Less trade in 1998 Toro GR 3050 with 849 hours

$2,310.03
$831.27

($1,100.00)

$4,620.06
$831.27

Thatching Reel Kit-Triflex
Front Full Roller (Set of 3)

TOTALS
Equipment Total
Tax
Total

($1,100.00)
$34,600.65
$34,600.65

New Toro commercial equipment comes with a two-year manufacturer warranty
Equipment delivery at no additional charge
Applicable sales tax is included in quoted pricing
Quote is valid for 30 days.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this quote. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate in contacting us.
Ed Eschbacher
Outside Sales Rep
314-803-6295

October 12, 2014

MTI Distributing, Inc.
8901 Springdale Ave
Berkeley, MO 63134

Mandi Prinsen
Inside Sales Rep
763-592-5641
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Professional Turf Products, L.P.
10935 Eicher Dr.
Lenexa, Kansas 66219
Brad Davisson
(888) 776-8873 ext. 5471
davissonb@proturf.com

x

y

Ship To

Ruth Park Golf Club

Bill To
Contact
Address
City
State
Postal Code
Phone
Fax

NAT'L IPA plus Destination
8211 Groby Road
St. Louis
MO
63132
314-727-4800

Date

8/21/2015

Tax Rate
Destination
Trade-In
Finance
Account Type

Comments:
Trade not accepted

0.09110
10.00%

Contract

Proposal

Model #

Description

1
3
1
1

04510
04614
04625
04626

Greensmaster 3300 TriFlex Hydraulic
11 Blade Cutting Unit (Set of 1)
Front Full Roller (Set of 3)
Narrow Wiehle Roller (.200" Spacing) (Set of 3)

$
$
$
$

23,266.06
2,044.93
831.27
848.47

$
$
$
$

23,266.06
6,134.79
831.27
848.47

2

04720

2,310.03

$

4,620.06

1

30042

Thatching Reel (Set of 1)(must add front rollers $
04625)
$
400 Hour Maintenance Kit: GR3300
GR3300 TriFlex

47.29

$
$

47.29
35,747.94

SubTotal
Destination
Tax (Estimated)

$
$
$

35,747.94
3,574.79
3,582.30

TOTAL

$

42,905.03

Qty
toro eq.

machine

Unit

Extended

endmachine
add
Subtotal
Destination
Tax
Total
fin

October
12, 2014 Turf Products
Confidential Property
of Professional
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Comments:
bottom

For all New Equipment, Demo units may be available for up to 20% savings.
For all New Equipment, Refurbished units may be available for up to 40% savings.
Terms & Conditions:
1. Orders are considered contractual. Order cancellations are subject to fees up to 10% of the original order value.
2. New equipment delivery time is estimated at six weeks from the time credit is approved & documents are executed.
3. Pricing, including finance options, valid for 30 days from time of quotation.
4. After 30 days all prices are subject to change without notice.
5. Used and Demo equipment is in high demand and availability is subject to change.
A. Upon firm customer commitment to purchase, said equipment availability will be determined and "locked".
B. In the event equipment is unavailable at time of order, PTP will employ every resource to secure an acceptable substitute.
C. PTP strongly advises the customer to issue a firm PO as quickly as possible after acceptance of quotation.
6. "Trade In Allowances" will be treated as a credit for future parts purchases on PTP account unless other arrangements have been made.
Returns Policy:
1. All returns are subject to restocking, refurbishing, usage, and shipping fees.
2. All returns must be able to be sold as new.
3. Items missing parts are non returnable.
4. Professional Turf Products will have sole discretion as to the resalable condition of the product.
5. This policy does not apply to items that are defective, or shipped incorrectly by PTP or one of its vendors.
Payment:
1. Terms are net 10 unless prior arrangements have been made.
2. Quoted prices are subject to credit approval.
A. PTP will work with third party financial institutions to secure leases when requested to do so.
B. When using third party financiers, documentation fees & advance payments may be required.
C. For convenience, monthly payments are estimated based on third party rate factors in effect at time of the quotation.
D. PTP assumes no liability in the event credit becomes unavailable or rates change during the approval process.
3. There will be a service charge equal to 1.5% per month (18% per annum) on all past due invoices.
4. By Law we are required to file a "Notice to Owner" of our intent to file lien in the event of payment default.
This notice must be sent within 60 days of the date the original invoice and will happen automatically regardless
of any special payment arrangements that may have been made.

Authorized Signature: _________________________________________________________________________

October
12, 2014 Turf Products
Confidential Property
of Professional

Date: ___________________________________________
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Council Agenda Item Cover
MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Millar Park – Park & Playground Improvements

AGENDA SECTION:

City Manager’s Report

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED?:

Yes

BACKGROUND: In early 2012, the City received a planning grant from the Municipal
Park Grant Commission to complete a master plan study in Millar Park. During this
planning process, the City received input from the community through two public meetings.
The plan was then reviewed and approved by the City’s Park Commission and City
Council. With City Council approval, the City applied for a grant from the Municipal Park
Grant Commission to complete a third phase of improvements in Millar Park.
On February 28, 2015, the City entered into an agreement with the Municipal Park Grant
Commission for the Millar Park Playground Area, Sports Fields, and Parking
Improvements Project. Because of the specialization of the project, City staff has
developed two (2) separate bid packages for the general construction work. The first
project addresses specifically the field renovations and landscaping and was awarded to
Professional Irrigation Systems, LLC on September 24, 2015 in the amount of $85,471.00.
This project addresses the general park and playground improvements. This project is part
of the Millar Park Playground Area, Sports Fields, and Parking Improvements approved
budget of $539,290.00 for construction, of that $456,700.00 is grant funded. Also as part of
this overall grant project, the City has contracted with Graybar Electric for lighting and
electrical work and will purchase the playground equipment directly from NuToys Leisure
Products. After all of these projects are accounted for, the City is left with a budget of
approximately $340,000 for the park & playground improvements.
The City advertised for bids for the Millar Park – Park & Playground Improvements Project
and posted the bid on the City’s website. On September 3, the City opened bids for this
project and the bids received were both over budget. The City advertised the project and
on September 24, the City opened the bids. The tabulation of bid proposals is as follows:

Contractor
Spencer Contracting Co.
Reineri Construction, LLC

Base Bid Price
$313,901.71
$347,766.95

Add Alternate #1 –
North South Road
Parking Asphalt
Overlay
$20,500.00
$26,700.00

RECOMMENDATION: Based on the above information, it is recommended that the City
October 12, 2015
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Council gives authority to the City Manager to contract with Spencer Contracting Co. to
complete the Millar Park – Park & Playground Improvements Project in the amount of
$334,401.71. If authority is given, the Municipal Park Grant Commission share will be
$284,241.45 and the City share will be $50,160.26. The funds for these services will come
from account number 14-40-90_8010.
ATTACHMENTS:
•
•

Unexecuted Contract for Project 1201-B – Millar Park – Park & Playground
Improvements.
Millar Park Site Plan for Construction

October 12, 2015
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2.

1.

b. PROTECTIVE FENCING

PARK CONSTRUCTION PACKAGE INCLUDES CONCRETE
SIDEWALKS, PLAYGROUND, PARKING LOT RENOVATION AND
THE FOLLOWING ITEMS DIRECTLY ADJACENT TO THE SPORT
FIELDS PACKAGE WORK:
a. CONCRETE SIDEWALKS AND PADS AROUND AND
ADJACENT TO THE SPORT FIELDS INFIELD.

d. COORDINATION WITH THE PARK CONSTRUCTION
PACKAGE CONTRACTOR.

c. SKINNED INFIELD LASER GRADING AND TREATMENT
(SEE JOB SPECIAL PROVISIONS FOR REQUIREMENTS)

b. TURF IRRIGATION SYSTEM (SEE DRAWINGS 6.03 AND
6.04)

SPORT FIELDS PACKAGE INCLUDES:
a. TURF RESTORATION (INCLUDING MOWING, HERBICIDE
TREATMENT, _____ AERATION, SEEDBED PREPARATION,
SEEDING AND LAWN ESTABLISHMENT (SEE JOB SPECIAL
PROVISIONS FOR REQUIREMENTS)

UG

ALL CONSTRUCTION SHALL COMPLY WITH APPLICABLE
FEDERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL CODES AS WELL AS
APPLICABLE UTILITY PROVIDER REQUIREMENTS.
PROTECT ALL EXISTING VEGETATION SHOWN AS TO REMAIN
PER THE CONTRACT DOCUMENTS.

5.

VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS AND JOB CONDITIONS AND
REPORT, IN WRITING, ANY DISCREPANCIES OR OMISSIONS
WHICH WOULD INTERFERE WITH THE SATISFACTORY
COMPLETION OF WORK.

f. TURF ESTABLISHMENT BEHIND THE CONCRETE PADS

e. BLEACHERS

E

4.

3.

d. PLAYERS BENCHES

c. BACKSTOPS

W

TURF RESTORATION
(SPORT FIELDS PACKAGE)

INFIELD RESTORATION
(SPORT FIELDS PACKAGE)

SEEDING OR SODDING
(PARK CONSTRUCTION PACKAGE)

GENERAL NOTES

N:1034745.19
E:867389.01

SEE SHT. 6.01
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One Inch = Forty Feet
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SEE SHT. 6.02
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E:867982.56

80'

120'

09/10/2015
Name: Noel T. Fehr
Date
License No: LA-000012
Company License No: LAC-2006001845
Project Title:

PARK & PLAYGROUND IMPROVEMENTS

7603 CARLETON AVENUE, UNIVERSITY CITY, MO. 63130

MILLAR PARK

Revision

SPORTS FIELDS OVERALL LAYOUT PLAN
Date

6.00

Drawing Number:

Project Numbers:
UNIVERSITY CITY: 1201B

Issue Date:
09/10/2015

Drawn By:
JEN/JRH

Project Number:
J1510

This drawing and details on it, as an instrument
of service, is the property of PDS or its
consultants and may be used for this specific
project only and shall not be loaned, copied or
reproduced without the consent of PDS.

No.

Drawing Title:

UNIVERSITY CITY, MISSOURI 63130

N:1035016.32
E:867956.71

Seal:

In Association with:
Webb Engineering Services, Inc.
Sabur, Inc.

727 North First Street Suite 360
Saint Louis, Missouri 63102
P 314.241.3600 F 314.241.3601

Prepared by:

CITY OF UNIVERSITY CITY
DEPARTMENT
OF PUBLIC WORKS AND PARKS
6801 DELMAR BOULEVARD
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CONTRACT
THIS AGREEMENT, made as of the ______ day of _____________________, 20___, by and between
City of University City, MISSOURI (hereinafter called the CITY) and
company

with offices at

Spencer Contracting

3073 Arnold Tenbrook Road, Arnold, MO, 63010

, a

(herein after called the

CONTRACTOR), WITNESSETH, that whereas the CITY intends to construct improvements for Project
No. 1201-B Millar Park 2015 Improvements, hereinafter called the PROJECT, in accordance with the
Drawings, Specifications and Contract Documents prepared by the City of University City.
NOW, THEREFORE, The OWNER and CONTRACTOR for the considerations hereinafter set forth,
agree as follows:
THE CONTRACTOR AGREES to furnish all the necessary labor, materials, equipment, tools and
services necessary to perform and complete in a workmanlike manner all work required for the
construction of the PROJECT, in strict compliance with the Contract Documents herein mentioned, which
are hereby made a part of the Contract.
a. Contract Time: Work under this Agreement shall be commenced upon written Notice to Proceed, and
shall be completed within 180 calendar days of the authorization date in the Notice to Proceed.
b. Liquidated Damages: The Contractor hereby expressly agrees to pay the City the sum of Two
Hundred Dollars ($200.00) per day for each and every day, Sundays and legal holidays only
excepted, after calendar days have expired during or upon which said work or any part thereof
remains incomplete and unfinished.
c. Subcontractors: The Contractor agrees to bind every subcontractor by the terms of the Contract
Documents. The Contract Documents shall not be construed as creating any contractual relation
between any subcontractor and the City. No sub-contractor shall further subcontract any of his work.
THE CITY AGREES to pay, and the Contractor agrees to accept, in full payment for the performance
of this Contract, the amount as stipulated in the Proposal, which is:

Three-hundred-thirty-four-thousand-four-hundred-one and 71/100

Dollars

WORDS
($

334,401.71

) NUMBERS

Final dollar amount will be computed from actual quantities constructed as verified by the Engineer and in
accordance with the unit prices set out in the Proposal.
(See following pages)

October 12, 2015
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CONTRACT DOCUMENTS:
The Contract comprises the Contract Documents as bound herein and the Drawings. In the event
that any provision of one Contract Document conflicts with the provision of another Contract Document,
the provision in that Contract Document first listed below shall govern, except as otherwise specifically
stated:
A.
B.
C.
D.

E.
F.
G.
H.
I.
J.

Contract (This Instrument)
Addenda to Contract Documents
Conditions of the Contract
Remaining Legal and Procedural Documents
1. Proposal
2. Instruction to Bidders
3. Invitation for Bids
Special Provisions
Annual Wage Order
Standard Specifications
Drawings/Location Maps
General Provisions
Bonds/Attachments
1. Performance/Payment Bond
2. Bid Bond

AUTHORITY AND RESPONSIBILITY OF THE ENGINEER:
All work shall be done under the general inspection of the Engineer. The Engineer shall decide any
and all questions which may arise as to the quality and acceptability of materials furnished, work
performed, rate of progress of work, interpretations of Drawings and Specifications and all questions as to
the acceptable fulfillment of the Contract on the part of the Contractor.
SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS:
This Agreement and all of the covenants hereof shall insure to the benefit of and be binding upon the
Owner and Contractor respectively and his partners, successors, assigns and legal representatives.
Neither the Owner nor the Contractor shall have the right to assign, transfer, or sublet his interests or
obligation hereunder without consent of the other party.

October 12, 2015
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* In making out this form the title that is not applicable should be struck out. For example, if the
Contractor is a corporation and this form is to be executed by its president, the words "Sole owner, a
partner, secretary, etc." should be struck out.
The Contract contains a binding arbitration provision that may be enforced by the parties.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement:

(SEAL)

Attest:

_______________________________

Date: __________________________

_____________________________
Title
By: _____________________________
"Contractor"

(SEAL)

Attest:

_______________________________
City Clerk
Date: __________________________

CITY OF UNIVERSITY CITY

CITY OF UNIVERSITY CITY

By: ____________________________
City Attorney

By: ____________________________
City Manager

Date: __________________________

Date: __________________________

October 12, 2015
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Council Agenda Item Cover
MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Millar Park – Playground Equipment

AGENDA SECTION:

City Manager’s Report

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED?:

Yes

BACKGROUND: In early 2012, the City received a planning grant from the Municipal
Park Grant Commission to complete a master plan study in Millar Park. During this
planning process, the City received input from the community through two public meetings.
The plan was then reviewed and approved by the City’s Park Commission and City
Council. With City Council approval, the City applied for a grant from the Municipal Park
Grant Commission to complete a third phase of improvements in Millar Park.
On February 28, 2015, the City entered into an agreement with the Municipal Park Grant
Commission for the Millar Park Playground Area, Sports Fields, and Parking
Improvements Project. A majority of the project will be split between two general
contracts, but in order to save cost, City staff has elected to purchase the playground
equipment directly through NuToys Leisure Products. By purchasing the products directly,
the City receives a HGAC discount and would not be charged overhead by the general
contractor. The Houston-Galveston Area Council (HGAC) is a regional council of
governments operating under the laws of the State of Texas, awarding contracts to various
contractors by virtue of a public competitive procurement process compliant with state
statues. The HGAC Board awards all contracts, which can then be made available to local
movements nationwide through HGACBuy. This program has over 30 years of experience
specializing in high ticket, capital intensive professional skills to evaluate bid response.
The equipment would then be installed by the general contractor.
The purchase of the equipment is part of the Millar Park Playground Area, Sports Fields,
and Parking Improvements approved budget of $539,290.00 for construction, of that
$456,700.00 is grant funded. Also as part of this overall grant project, the City has
contracted with Graybar Electric for lighting and electrical work; sports field renovations &
irrigation contracted with Professional Irrigation Services; and the general park &
playground improvements.
NuToys Leisure Products provided a price of $73,338.00 for the playground equipment.
RECOMMENDATION: Based on the above information, it is recommended that the City
Council gives authority to the City Manager to purchase the playground equipment directly
from NuToys Leisure Products in the amount of $73,338.00. If authority is given, the
Municipal Park Grant Commission share will be $62,337.30 and the City share will be
$11,000.70. The funds for these services will come from account number 14-40-90_8010.
ATTACHMENTS: NuToys Leisure Products Order Form
October 12, 2015
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ORDER FORM
Page 1 of 2

September 4, 2015

PURCHASE ORDER TO BE MADE TO:
Landscape Structures Inc.
601 7th Street South
Delano, MN 55328-0198 U.S.A.
BILL TO:
Ewald Winker
Public Works & Parks
6801 Delmar Blvd.
University City, MO 63130

SHIP TO:
Park Maintenance
7000 Olive Blvd.
University City, MO 63130

PROJECT NAME: Millar Park
CALL 24 HOURS PRIOR TO DELIVERY: Ewald Winker (3140 392-7767
CUSTOMER PURCHASE ORDER #:
QTY.
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2
1
1
3
2
1
1
2
3
1
2

NO.
156461A
156449A
156448A
156462A
156450A
202822A
156453A
156454A
160208A
202821A
156452A
156959B
156959A
179185A
156439A
156440A
156443A
156441A

October 12, 2015

DESCRIPTION

EACH

TOTAL

Evos Component System 5-12
Crescent Climber DB Only
Helix Net DB Only Between Two Arches
O-Zone Climber
RingTangle DB Only1
Swiggle Stix DB Only1
Blender Spinner w/Steel Posts and DB Only1
Chatter Noodle DB Only
E-Pod
1
Power Lifter DB Only
Power Lifter w/o Post
Wobble Pod DB Only
Noodle Pod 16"Height DB Only
Noodle Pod 8" Height DB Only
1
Evos 4 Arch DB Only
Clamp No Faces (O-O)
Clamp One Face (A-A)
Clamp Three Faces (B-B)
Clamp Two Faces 90* (A-B)

K-6-2

Millar Park
September 4, 2015
Page 2 of 2

1
1
1
1
1
1
1

177720A
164173A
164172A
164174A
164178A
173575A
164170A

Weevos Component System 2-5
Rain Sound Wheel Panel DB
Twirly Bar DB
Wee Pod Climber DB
Cozy Coaster Slide w/ASTM Handrail DB w/Stairs Under Large Arch
Boppity Bridge DB
Swiggly Stix Bridge DB1
Weevos 3 Arch Mainstructure DB Only1
SUBTOTAL

6% HGAC DISCOUNT
SHIPPING COST
TOTAL

2
1
1
1
1

174018A
176038A
177351A
177332A
177333A

Swings
Belt Seat Proguard Chains 8' Beam
Full Bucket Seat Proguard Chains 8' Beam
Molded Bucket w/Harness Proguard Chains 8' Beam
Single Post Swing Frame 8' Beam
Single Post Swing Frame Addtl Bay 8' Beam
SUBTOTAL

6% HGAC DISCOUNT
SHIPPING COST
TOTAL

TOTAL FOR ALL ABOVE

$

75,716

$

(4,543)
2,165
73,338

$

3,055

$
$

(363)
2,692
76,030

HGAC ORDER

Signature

Title

Date

MUNI15MIL3.JLF

October 12, 2015
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Council Agenda Item Cover
___________________________________________________________
MEETING DATE:

10/12/2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Replacement Police Vehicles

AGENDA SECTION:

City Manager’s Report

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED? :

Yes

BACKGROUND REVIEW: The Police Department has three marked patrol and
eight unmarked cars that have reached the end of their service life and require
replacement. The State of Missouri has issued a statewide cooperative
purchasing contract for police vehicles. This contract is split between several
vendors depending on the type and manufacturer of the vehicle. The Police
Department regularly replaced vehicles with the police version of the Chevrolet
Impala. As of this year, Chevrolet no longer builds the Impala with the police
package so other options were explored. All of the vehicles on the Missouri
Highway Patrol cooperative purchasing contract were reviewed and/or tested.
The Ford Taurus and Ford Explorer were determined to be best suited to the
City’s needs. The Ford Taurus with factory installed options has a base price of
$23,549. The Ford Explorer with factory installed options has a base price of
$26,455.
VEHICLES TO BE REPLACED:
Marked Patrol
Unit #2 2013 Chevrolet Impala Marked Patrol—66541 miles
Unit #3 2013 Chevrolet Impala Marked Patrol—71726 miles
Unit #13 2013 Chevrolet Impala Marked Patrol—88410 miles
Unmarked Investigation
Unit #15 2006 Chevrolet Impala Unmarked, Investigation—61902 miles
Unit #17 2006 Chevrolet Impala Unmarked, Investigation—75787 miles
Unit #23 2006 Chevrolet Impala Unmarked, Investigation—66333 miles
Unit #24 2006 Chevrolet Impala Unmarked, Investigation—86342 miles
Unit #25 2006 Chevrolet Impala Unmarked, Investigation—73280 miles
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Unit #26 2006 Chevrolet Impala Unmarked, Investigation—75404 miles
Unit #27 2006 Chevrolet Impala Unmarked, Investigation—68628 miles

Unmarked Command
Unit #29 2011 Chevrolet Caprice Unmarked, Command—65890 miles
Selected Replacements with Total Price with Additional Equipment
Marked Patrol
Unit #2 2015 Ford Explorer Marked Patrol—$28,259
Unit #3 2015 Ford Explorer Marked Patrol—$28,259
Unit #13 2015 Ford Explorer Marked Patrol—$30,338
Unmarked Investigation
Unit #15 2015 Ford Taurus Unmarked, Investigation—$28,504
Unit #17 2015 Ford Taurus Unmarked, Investigation—$28,504
Unit #23 2015 Ford Taurus Unmarked, Investigation—$28,504
Unit #24 2015 Ford Taurus Unmarked, Investigation—$28,504
Unit #25 2015 Ford Explorer Unmarked, Investigation—$28,381
Unit #26 2015 Ford Taurus Unmarked, Investigation—$28,504
Unit #27 2015 Ford Taurus Unmarked, Investigation—$28,504

Unmarked Command
Unit #29 2015 Ford Explorer Unmarked, Command—$33,260
The total prices include vehicle specific equipment such as center consoles, push
bumpers, lighting and controls, etc. that can be transferred to the same model
replacement vehicle.
The account number 02-40-62_8200 Vehicles & Equipment is proposed to be
used for the purchase of the police vehicles. This amount is then applied to the
budget allocation for Police Department’s FY2016 fleet replacement costs.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the City Council approve an
award to Joe Machens Ford for the amount of $171,024 for the Ford Taurus and
to Lou Fusz Ford for the amount of $148,497 for the Ford Explorers.

ATTACHMENTS:
1) Vendor quotes under State Contract
2) Information on vehicles
3) Copy of Governing State Contract

October 12, 2015
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2015 Police Interceptor Sedan
®

Standard Features
9" space between driver’s
seat and front-passenger seat
for aftermarket consoles

Engine – 3.7L Ti-VCT V6
FFV-capable

Power-adjustable pedals

12-volt powerpoints (2)

Engine-hour meter

75-mph rear-end crash-tested1

Exterior key locks – Driver,
front-passenger and decklid

Powertrain mounts –
Heavy-duty

All-wheel drive (AWD)

Fleet ignition key

Alternator – Heavy-duty
220-amp

Flex Fuel badge

Audio – AM/FM stereo/singleCD player with MP3 capability,
clock and 4 speakers

Front console mounting plate

Battery – Heavy-duty
(78-amp-hr/750-CCA)
Built-in steel intrusion plates
in both front seat backs
Climate controls – Manual
air conditioning
Column shifter
Cooling system – Heavy-duty
Cruise control
Dash pass-through for
aftermarket wiring

Flooring – Heavy-duty vinyl
Full-size spare wheel and tire
with TPMS
Glass – Solar-tinted
Headlamps – Projectorbeam halogen
Headliner – Easy-to-drop
Independent front and
rear suspensions
Locking glove compartment
Mirrors – Power sideview,
manual foldaway with
integrated blind spot mirrors

Electric power-assisted
steering (heavy-duty)

MyFord® with 4.2" color LCD
display in police instrument
cluster and center stack
“smart display”

Engine – 2.0L EcoBoost®
I-4 (Special Service Police
Package; non-pursuit rated)

Overhead console – 1st-row
task lighting, red/white dome
light, 2nd-row map light

Easy Fuel® capless fuel filler

Standard Safety & Security

Ford Police

AdvanceTrac® electronic
stability control

Police Interceptor Sedan. Black. Available and aftermarket upfit equipment.

Airbags – Front-seat side,
plus Safety Canopy ® System
(side-curtain airbags) and
rollover sensor
Battery saver

Power door locks

Power windows with onetouch-up/-down driver’s side
with disable feature
Scuff plates – Front and rear
Seat – Front heavy-duty cloth
driver’s with 6-way power and
manual lumbar
Seat – Front heavy-duty
cloth passenger
Seat – Rear vinyl bench
Taillamps – Halogen
Tilt/telescoping
steering column
Tires – 245/55R18
all-season BSW
Transmission – 6-speed
automatic (police-calibrated)
Trunk – Flat load floor
Trunk release button
Underbody deflector plate
Universal equipment tray on
top of instrument panel
Wheels – Heavy-duty 18" steel

Brakes – 4-wheel heavyduty disc with Anti-Lock
Brake System (ABS)
(police-calibrated)

Personal Safety System™ for
driver and front passenger

Ignition-wired trunk release

Tire Pressure
Monitoring System

LATCH – Lower Anchors
and Tether Anchors for
Children in rear outboard
seating positions

Available PACKAGES2

SOS Post-Crash
Alert System™

Traction control

Front Headlamp Lighting Solution (661)

Rear Lighting Solution (663)

Headlamp Housing (13P)

Special Service Police Package
(non-pursuit rated) (501A)

Light Controller Package (855)
Police Interior Upgrade Package (12P)
Police Wire Connector Kit – Front (77E)
Police Wire Connector Kit – Rear (51J)

Taillamp Lighting Solution (662)
Trunk Upfit Package (854)
Ultimate Wiring Package (857)

Ready-for-the-Road Package (856)
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The full-size spare tire secured in the factory location is necessary to achieve police-rated 75-mph rear-impact crash-test performance attributes. 2 Visit fleet.ford.com for complete package content. 3Available on select series.
Restrictions may apply. See your dealer for details. 4Based on 2014 model year ratings. 5Figures achieved using 93-octane premium fuel. 6Actual mileage will vary.
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Available Features3
1st- and 2nd-row carpeting
18" full-face wheel covers
100-watt siren/speaker
Ballistic door panels
BLIS (Blind Spot Information System)
with cross-traffic alert
®

Dark car feature

Scuff guards

Inoperable rear door handles/
inoperable locks

Side marker LED fender lamps

Pre-wiring for grille lamp, siren and speaker
Push bumper bracket

Engine block heater
Front console mounting plate delete
Front-wheel drive (FWD)
Hidden door lock plungers (for rear doors)

Remote Keyless Entry System (key fob)

202.9
112.9
76.2
85.7
61.3

Interior (in.)
Front
Head room
Shoulder room
Hip room
Leg room

39.0
57.9
56.3
41.9

Front-wheel drive

Kodiak Brown
Metallic

Dark Toreador Red
Metallic

Light Blue Metallic

Ultra Blue Metallic

Royal Blue

Norsea Blue
Metallic

Deep Impact
Blue Metallic

Dark Blue

Silver Gray Metallic

Unique steering wheel – Up to
4 re-mappable configurations

Windows – Rear-window power disable
(operable front driver’s side switches)

Interior (in.)
Rear
Head room
Shoulder room
Hip room
Leg room

36.7
56.9
55.9
39.9

Medium Titanium
Metallic

Ingot Silver
Metallic

Capacities (cu. ft.)
Passenger volume
Trunk volume
Total interior volume
Fuel (gal.)
Seating

103.0
16.6
119.6
19.0
5

Sterling Gray
Metallic

Black

Interior Color
3.7L Ti-VCT V6 FFV
305 @ 6,500
279 @ 4,000

EPA-Estimated Ratings4,6
All-wheel drive

Medium Brown
Metallic

Reverse Sensing System

Exterior (in.)
Length
Wheelbase
Width – E
 xcluding mirrors
Including mirrors
Height

Horsepower (hp @ rpm)
Torque (lb.-ft. @ rpm)

Trunk storage vault (includes lockable door)

Wheels – 18" painted aluminum

Rear view camera

Dimensions & Capacities

Engines4

Trunk circulation fan
(wire harness not included)

Vinyl wraps

Rear console mounting plate

Ford SYNC®

Arizona Beige
Metallic

Spot lamps – Pre-drilled

Police Interceptor badge delete

Engine – 3.5L Ti-VCT V6
FFV-capable (FWD)

Smokestone
Metallic

Spot lamps (incandescent)

Perimeter anti-theft alarm (requires key fob)

Engine – 3.5L EcoBoost V6

Oxford White

Spot lamps (LED)

Keys – Keyed alike
MySpeed Fleet Management System

Electronics tray

Seat – Rear heavy-duty cloth
Sideview mirrors with heat

Inoperable rear door handles/
operable locks
Lockable gas cap

Daytime running lamps

Exterior Colors

Hidden door lock plungers and inoperable
rear door handles

3.7L Ti-VCT V6 FFV
18 city/25 hwy/
21 combined mpg
–
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3.5L Ti-VCT V6 FFV
288 @ 6,500
254 @ 4,000

3.5L EcoBoost V6
365 @ 5,5005
350 @ 1,500–5,0005

2.0L EcoBoost I-4
240 @ 5,5005
270 @ 1,675–4,8005

3.5L Ti-VCT V6 FFV
–

3.5L EcoBoost V6
16 city/23 hwy/
18 combined mpg
–

2.0L EcoBoost I-4
–

18 city/26 hwy/
21 combined mpg

Charcoal Black

20 city/30 hwy/
24 combined mpg
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2015 Police Interceptor Utility
®

Standard Features
9" space between driver’s
seat and front-passenger seat
for aftermarket consoles

Engine – 3.7L Ti-VCT V6
FFV-capable

Power-adjustable pedals

12-volt powerpoints (2)

Engine-hour meter

75-mph rear-end crash-tested1

Exterior key locks – Driver,
front-passenger and liftgate

Powertrain mounts –
Heavy-duty

All-wheel drive (AWD)

Fleet key

Alternator – Heavy-duty
220-amp

Flex Fuel badge

Audio – AM/FM stereo/singleCD player with MP3 capability,
clock and 6 speakers

Front console mounting plate

Battery – Heavy-duty
(78-amp-hr/750-CCA)
Built-in steel intrusion plates
in both front seat backs
Cargo area – Flat load floor
Climate controls – Manual
air conditioning
Column shifter
Cooling system – Heavy-duty
Cruise control
Dash pass-through for
aftermarket wiring
Easy Fuel® capless fuel filler
Electric power-assisted
steering (heavy-duty)

Flooring – Heavy-duty vinyl
Full-size spare wheel and tire
with TPMS
Glass – Solar-tinted 1st-row;
privacy glass 2nd-row and
rear cargo area
Headlamps – Projectorbeam halogen

Police Interceptor Utility. Black. Available and aftermarket upfit equipment.

Airbags – Front-seat side,
plus Safety Canopy ® System
(side-curtain airbags) and
rollover sensor
Battery saver

Red/white dome light – 1st-row
Scuff plates – Front and rear
Seat – Front heavy-duty cloth
driver’s with 6-way power and
manual lumbar
Seat – Front heavy-duty
cloth passenger
Seat – Rear vinyl 60/40 split
Taillamps – LED
Tilt steering column

Locking glove compartment
Mirrors – Power sideview,
manual foldaway with
integrated blind spot mirrors
MyFord® with 4.2" color LCD
display in police instrument
cluster and center stack
“smart display”

Tires – 245/55R18
all-season BSW
Transmission – 6-speed
automatic (police-calibrated)
Underbody deflector plate
(EcoBoost® engine only)
Universal equipment tray on
top of instrument panel
Wheels – Heavy-duty 18" steel

Brakes – 4-wheel heavyduty disc with Anti-Lock
Brake System (ABS)
(police-calibrated)

Personal Safety System™ for
driver and front passenger

LATCH – Lower Anchors
and Tether Anchors for
Children in rear outboard
seating positions

Tire Pressure
Monitoring System

SOS Post-Crash
Alert System™

Traction control

Cargo Wiring Upfit Package (67G)

Rear Lighting Solution (66C)

Front Headlamp Lighting Solution (66A)

Taillamp Lighting Solution (66B)

Headlamp Housing (86P)

Two-Tone Vinyl Package – Roof, and front
and rear doors (91A)

Police Interior Upgrade Package (65U)
Police Wire Connector Kit – Front (47C)
Police Wire Connector Kit – Rear (21P)
Ready-for-the-Road Package (67H)

1

Rear recovery hooks

Independent front and rear
suspensions

Available PACKAGES 2

80

Power windows with onetouch-up/-down driver’s side
with disable feature

Headliner – Easy-to-drop

Standard Safety & Security
AdvanceTrac® with RSC®
(Roll Stability Control™)

Power door locks

Two-Tone Vinyl Package – Roof and front
doors only (91C)
Two-Tone Vinyl Package – Roof and hood (91B)
Ultimate Wiring Package (67U)

The full-size spare tire secured in the factory location is necessary to achieve police-rated 75-mph rear-impact crash-test performance attributes. 2 Visit fleet.ford.com for complete package content. 3Available on select series.
Restrictions may apply. See your dealer for details. 4Based on 2014 model year ratings. 5Figures achieved using 93-octane premium fuel. 6Actual mileage will vary.
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Available Features3

Exterior Colors

1st- and 2nd-row carpeting

Hidden door lock plungers (for rear doors)

Reverse Sensing System

18" full-face wheel covers

Hidden door lock plungers and inoperable
rear door handles

Roof rack side rails – Black

Inoperable rear door handles/
inoperable locks

Seat – Rear heavy-duty cloth

100-watt siren/speaker
Ballistic door panels
BLIS (Blind Spot Information System)
with cross-traffic alert
®

Cargo storage vault
Climate control – Auxiliary air conditioning
Dark car feature
Daytime running lamps
Engine – 3.5L EcoBoost V6
Engine block heater

Scuff guards

Spot lamp (incandescent)

MySpeed Fleet Management System

Spot lamps – Pre-drilled

Noise suppression bonds
Police Interceptor badge delete
Rear console mounting plate

Vinyl wraps

Ford SYNC ®

Rear quarter glass LED side marker lamps

Wheels – 18" painted aluminum

Front console mounting plate delete

Rear view camera

Glass – Solar-tinted 2nd-row (clear)

Red/white dome light – Rear cargo area

Windows – Rear-window power disable
(operable from driver’s side switches)

Glass – Solar-tinted 2nd- and
3rd-row (clear)

Remote Keyless Entry System (key fob)

Interior (in.)
Rear

Length

197.1

Wheelbase

112.6

Head room

40.1

Width – E
 xcluding mirrors
Including mirrors

78.9
90.2

Shoulder room

60.9

Height

69.2

Hip room

56.8

Cargo rear opening height

32.5

Leg room

41.6

Cargo rear opening width at floor

46.6

Front

Head room

Capacities (cu. ft.)
Passenger volume

118.4

Cargo volume – Behind 1st row
Behind 2nd row

85.1
48.1

41.4

Total interior volume

Shoulder room

61.3

Fuel (gal.)

Hip room

57.3

Seating

Leg room (max.)

43.1

ENGINES4
Horsepower
(hp @ rpm)
Torque
(lb.-ft. @ rpm)

3.7L Ti-VCT V6 FFV

3.5L EcoBoost V6

279 @ 4,000

350 @ 3,5005

304 @ 6,500
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365 @ 5,5005

Kodiak Brown
Metallic

Dark Toreador Red
Metallic

Light Blue Metallic

Ultra Blue Metallic

Royal Blue

Norsea Blue
Metallic

Deep Impact
Blue Metallic

Dark Blue

Medium Titanium
Metallic

Ingot Silver
Metallic

Silver Gray Metallic

Sterling Gray
Metallic

Black

Underbody deflector plate
(standard on EcoBoost engine)

Perimeter anti-theft alarm (requires key fob)

Interior (in.)

Medium Brown
Metallic

Spot lamp (LED)

Lockable gas cap

Unique steering wheel – Up to
4 re-mappable configurations

Exterior (in.)

Arizona Beige
Metallic

Sideview mirrors with LED side
marker lamps

Keys – Keyed alike

Dimensions & Capacities

Smokestone
Metallic

Sideview mirrors with heat

Inoperable rear door handles/
operable locks

Pre-wiring for grille lamp, siren and speaker

Enhanced PTU cooler
(recommended for EVOC training;
continuous/extended track usage)

Oxford White

166.5

Interior Color

18.6
5
Charcoal Black

EPA-Estimated Ratings4,6
All-wheel drive

3.7L Ti-VCT V6 FFV
16 city/21 hwy/
18 combined mpg

3.5L EcoBoost V6
15 city/20 hwy/
17 combined mpg
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STATE OF MISSOURI
OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION
DIVISION OF PURCHASING AND MATERIALS MANAGEMENT

NOTIFICATION OF STATEWIDE CONTRACT
March 24, 2015
CONTRACT TITLE:

PATROL VEHICLES – MODEL YEAR 2015

CURRENT CONTRACT PERIOD:

RENEWAL INFORMATION:

BUYER INFORMATION:

November 14, 2014 through End of Model Year (Chevrolet and Ford)
November 26, 2014 through End of Model Year (Dodge)
Original Contract Period:

November 14, 2014 through End of Model Year
November 26, 2015 through End of Model Year

Renewal Options Available:

NONE

Potential Final Expiration:

End of Model Year 2015

Teri Schulte
(573) 522-3296
Teri.schulte@oa.mo.gov

ALL PURCHASES MADE UNDER THIS CONTRACT MUST BE FOR PUBLIC USE ONLY.
PURCHASES FOR PERSONAL USE BY PUBLIC EMPLOYEES OR OFFICIALS ARE PROHIBITED.
THE USE OF THIS CONTRACT IS MANDATORY FOR ALL STATE AGENCIES.
Local Purchase Authority shall not be used to purchase supplies/services included
in this contract unless specifically allowed by the contract terms.
The entire contract document may be viewed and printed from the Division of Purchasing & Materials Management's
Awarded Bid & Contract Document Search located on the Internet at
http://content.oa.mo.gov/purchasing-materials-management.
~ Instructions for use of the contract, specifications, requirements, and pricing are attached ~.
CONTRACT
NUMBER

VENDOR
NUMBER

C115047001

4313370020 1

October 12, 2015

VENDOR INFORMATION

Don Brown Chevrolet, Inc. and Ally
Contact: David Helterbrand
2244 South Kingshighway
St. Louis, MO 63110
Phone: (314) 772-1400
Fax: (314) 772-1022
Email: dave@donbrownchevrolet.com
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MBE/
WBE

COOP
PROCUREMENT

No

Yes

K-7-7

MBE/
WBE

COOP
PROCUREMENT

Joe Machens Ford
Contact: Kelly Sells
1911 W. Worley
Columbia, MO 65203
Phone: (573) 445-4411
Fax: (573) 445-8164
Email: ksells@machens.com

No

Yes

4315457930 1

Lou Fusz Ford Inc
Contact: Andy Eldridge
#2 Caprice Drive
Chesterfield, MO 63005
Phone: (636) 532-9955
Fax: (636) 519-2587
Email: andyeldridge@fusz.com

No

Yes

4312062830 4

Lou Fusz Chrysler Jeep Dodge
Contact: Mike Benz
3480 Highway K
O’Fallon, MO 63368
Phone: (636) 442-8100 x 8129
Fax: (636) 442-8152
E-mail: mbenz@fusz.com

No

Yes

CONTRACT
NUMBER

VENDOR
NUMBER

C115047002

4309186700 0

C115047003

C115116001

October 12, 2015

VENDOR INFORMATION
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STATEWIDE CONTRACT HISTORY
The following summarizes actions related to this Notification of Statewide Contract since its initial issuance. Any
and all revisions have been incorporated into the attached document.
Contract
Period

Issue
Date

Summary of Changes

November 14 & 26,
2014 through End of
Model Year

03/24/15

Additional order cut-off dates added.

November 14, 2014
through End of
Model Year

01/29/15

Additional order cut-off dates added.

November 14, 2014
through End of
Model Year

01/23/15

Chevrolet Impala is no longer available for purchase. Maximum capacity reached by
the manufacturer.

November 14, 2014
through End of
Model Year

01/22/15

Cut-off dates added to Chevrolet Impala (C115047001) and Ford Police Interceptor
Utility (C115047003).

November 26, 2014
through End of
Model Year

11/26/14

Initial issuance of new statewide contract for Lou Fusz Chrysler Jeep Dodge for
Dodge model vehicles – C115116001.

November 14, 2014
through End of
Model Year

11/14/14

October 12, 2015

Initial issuance of new statewide contract.
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PATROL VEHICLES –MODEL YEAR 2015
(Statewide)
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

GENERAL INFORMATION
C115047001, C115047002, and C115047003 are established for the purchase of current model year police package
vehicles. These are law enforcement vehicles and their purchase must be intended for law enforcement use. Specific
information on warranty, ordering and delivery terms follows. Vehicle specifications and prices, including options, are
included herein.
BRAND AND MODEL
C115047001:

Brand:
Brand:
Brand:
Brand:

Chevrolet
Chevrolet
Chevrolet
Chevrolet

Model: Caprice 9C1 Police Package Sedan
Model: Impala 9C1 Police Package Sedan
Model: Tahoe 2WD 9C1 Pursuit Utility Vehicle
Model: Tahoe 4WD 5W4 Special Services Utility Vehicle

C115047002:

Brand: Ford

Model: Police Interceptor Sedan

C115047003:

Brand: Ford

Model: Police Interceptor Utility

C115116001:

Brand: Dodge
Brand: Dodge

Model: Charger Pursuit All-Wheel Drive Sedan
Model: Durango Special Service Package All-Wheel Drive Sport Utility
Vehicle

WARRANTY
The Standard Factory Warranty shall apply to all vehicles. A properly executed warranty must be delivered with the
vehicle. The warranty shall not become effective until the unit is placed in service. If special forms must be filed with the
contractor, the State of Missouri will comply with this request.
The warranty shall commence upon delivery and acceptance of the equipment/supplies by the State of Missouri.
ORDERING
Note to State Agencies: Prior to making a vehicle purchase, the state agency must complete a vehicle pre-approval form
and submit it to Cindy Dixon, State Fleet Manager. The pre-approval form can be found at the following website address:
http://oa.mo.gov/general-services/state-fleet-management/vehicle-preapproval-process-and-vehicle-credits.
Once the state agency receives approval from the State Fleet Manager, the agency shall issue its own PGQ (Quick Price
Agreement) order on an as needed basis. The contractor must not ship until they are in receipt of a hard copy PGQ order.
The commodity service code to use for line items 001, 007 and 023 in SAM II will be 07006. The commodity service
code to use for line items 010, 017 and 030 will be 07048.
DELIVERY
Must be made between the hours of 8:00 AM and 12:00 Noon or 1:00 PM and 4:00 PM, Monday through Friday,
holidays excepted.
In the event the contractor fails to deliver the vehicle by the stated ARO time, the State of Missouri reserves the right to
find the same or similar vehicle from another source, and to charge the contractor the difference for the substitution. The
State of Missouri reserves the right to exercise this clause on a case-by-case basis, and to consider the degree of contractor
responsibility in the delay.

October 12, 2015
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PATROL VEHICLES – MODEL YEAR 2015
(Statewide)
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Contract Number: C115047001

Contractor: Don Brown Chevrolet Inc. & Ally

LINE ITEM 001
Commodity Service Code: 07006
MAKE/MODEL: 2015 Chevrolet Caprice 9C1 Police Package Sedan

ORDER CUT-OFF DATE:

PRICE: $26,681.00

APRIL 23, 2015

EQUIPMENT INCLUDED IN PRICE
- 6.0 liter V8 gasoline engine with heavy duty cooling system
and auxiliary engine oil cooler
- Rear wheel drive
- Six (6) Speed heavy duty transmission for police operation,
with auxiliary oil cooler, column mounted shift lever
- 2.92 to 1 Rear Axle Ratio, Limited Slip
- Electric Assist rack and pinion steering
- Heavy-duty fade resistant four wheel anti-lock disc brakes
with power booster
- Heavy-duty 4 wheel independent front and rear suspension
- Tilt and telescoping steering wheel
- Five (5) Goodyear P235/50R18 BSW tires “W” speed rated,
(includes full size spare)
- Five (5) 18” heavy-duty steel wheels (includes full size
spare)
- Full wheel covers
- 170 ampere alternator
- 770 c.c.a heavy-duty battery
- 770 c.c.a heavy-duty auxiliary battery located in trunk.
- Cruise control factory installed
- Factory installed air conditioning with integral heater and
defroster
- Electric rear window defroster
- Speedometer, Police type, 0-160 MPH, certified for
accuracy
- AM/FM Stereo
- Power windows and door locks. Rear power windows
operable from rear seat and driver’s seat. Rear window
lockout switch controllable from the driver’s position
- Rear inside door locks and handles fully operable
- Single key system for ignition, door, and deck lid with two
(2) keyless entry key fobs. Each vehicle keyed differently
- Deck lid key lock cylinder. Driver side front door lock
cylinder
- Automatic Deck Lid Release: electric to unlock the deck lid
from driver’s position inside vehicle, ignition powered
- Outside Rearview mirrors power-heated
- Heavy-duty front bucket seats reinforced for increased
support and covered with heavy duty cloth fabric.
- Heavy-duty cloth fabric rear bench seat
- Driver and front passenger air bags, head curtain and knee
air bags for driver and front passenger only, front seat back
mounted thorax air bags
- Full color keyed carpeting
- Manufacturer’s carpeted mats
- Front license bracket

October 12, 2015

- Left (driver side) factory spotlight provision with 6”
halogen spotlight installed
- Factory installed overhead red/white auxiliary dome
lamp wired and switched independently from standard
dome lamp
- Grill lamp and siren speaker wiring provision
- Horn/siren wiring circuit for connection of agency furnished
switch
- Standard production solid color exterior and standard
interior trim
AVAILABLE OPTIONS
(for line item 001)
Line Item 002: 3.6 liter V6 gasoline engine
$178.00
(deletes 6.0 liter V8 gasoline engine & external
engine oil cooler)
Line Item 003: Delete auxiliary equipment battery $212.00
(credit)
Line Item 004: Head curtain roof rail mounted
airbags, combined front & rear passenger
Line Item 005: Six (6) Keys with integrated
remote entry

$67.00

$137.00

Line Item 040: Miscellaneous Option/Features
**for the purchase of options/features not
specifically
identified herein
DELIVERY: 160 days ARO
WARRANTY: 3 years or 36,000 miles (bumper to bumper)
5 years or 100,000 miles (drive train)
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PREPARATION & DELIVERY COST FOR COOP
MEMBERS & OTHER STATE AGENCIES
Line Item 006 – Preparation Cost
$635.00 per vehicle
Other State agencies and Cooperative Procurements may
purchase vehicles off this contract. The total vehicle
preparation cost for the vehicles processed through the
contractors dealership is a per vehicle price.
Line Item 039 - $1.10 per mile
Total round trip per mile to deliver cooperative procurement
and other state agencies vehicles if requested.

October 12, 2015
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PATROL VEHICLES – MODEL YEAR 2015
(Statewide)
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Contract Number: C115047001

Contractor: Don Brown Chevrolet Inc. & Ally

Line Item 007
Commodity Service Code: 07006
MAKE/MODEL: 2015 Chevrolet Impala 9C1 Police Package Four Door Sedan

PRICE: $19,062.00

DUE TO LIMITED PRODUCTION BY GM, THIS LINE ITEM IS NO
LONGER AVAILABLE FOR PURCHASE.
EQUIPMENT INCLUDED IN PRICE
-

-

-

-

V-6, 3.6 Liter Gasoline Engine with Heavy-Duty Cooling
system and auxiliary engine oil cooler
Front wheel drive
Six speed automatic transmission, heavy-duty for police
operation. Column shifter and external oil cooler
Heavy-duty power rack and pinion steering with oil cooler
Tilt steering wheel
Heavy-duty fade resistant four wheel anti-lock disc brakes
with power booster
Four wheel heavy-duty independent suspension with
heavy-duty front and rear stabilizer bars
Four (4) P235/55R17 BSW “W” speed rated tires
Four (4) 17” heavy-duty steel wheels
Manufacturers option full wheel covers
Compact spare tire/wheel
170 ampere alternator
Heavy-duty battery for police use
Police type 0-140 mph speedometer certified for accuracy
Cruise control
Automatic deck lid release
Driver and passenger front air bag, side curtain air bags
driver and passenger, driver and front passenger seat
mounted thorax air bags
AM/FM Stereo
Power windows and door locks, rear window operable
from rear seat and driver’s seat, rear window lockout
switch controllable from driver’s position
Rear inside door locks and handles fully operable
Single key locking system with two (2) keyless entry key
fobs. Each vehicle keyed differently
Deck lid and driver door lock cylinders
Protective body side moldings
Air conditioning with integral heater and defroster
Electric rear window defroster
Reinforced heavy-duty front bucket seats with heavy-duty
cloth fabric. No center console. Power adjusting driver and
passenger seat
Heavy-duty cloth fabric rear bench seat
Full carpeting, both front and rear
Manufacturer’s carpeted mats
Front license bracket
Spotlight provision; left hand with 6” halogen spotlight
Dome & courtesy lamp disable, lamps controlled by IP
switch only
Auxiliary dome lamp
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-

Grill lamp, siren speaker wiring provision
Power heated outside rear view mirrors
Standard production solid color exterior and standard
interior trim
Horn/siren wiring circuit

AVAILABLE OPTIONS
(for line item 007)
Line Item 008 – Detective Street Appearance
Package (includes spotlight
and spotlight provision delete
(9C3 Option)

$242.00

Line Item 040: Miscellaneous Option/Features
**for the purchase of options/features not
specifically
identified herein
DELIVERY:

80 days ARO

WARRANTY: 3 years or 36,000 miles (bumper to bumper)
5 years or 100,000 miles (drive train)

PREPARATION & DELIVERY COST FOR COOP
MEMBERS & OTHER STATE AGENCIES
(fee pertains to line item 007)
Line Item 009 – Preparation Cost
$635.00 per vehicle
Other State agencies and Cooperative Procurement members
may purchase vehicles off this contract. The total vehicle
preparation cost stated for the vehicles processed through the
contractors dealership is charged per vehicle.
Line Item 039 – Delivery Cost
$1.10 per mile
Total round trip per mile cost for contractor to deliver
cooperative procurement member and other state agency
vehicles if requested.
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PATROL VEHICLES – MODEL YEAR 2015
(Statewide)
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Contract Number: C115047001

Contractor: Don Brown Chevrolet Inc. & Ally

Line Item 010
Commodity Service Code: 07048
MAKE/MODEL: 2015 Chevrolet Tahoe 2WD 9C1 Pursuit Utility Vehicle

ORDER CUT-OFF DATE:

PRICE:

$28,920.00

APRIL 2, 2015

EQUIPMENT INCLUDED IN PRICE
-

-

-

-

-

-

V-8 type, 5.3 liter gasoline engine with engine oil cooler
Rear wheel drive
3.08 to 1 Rear Axle Ratio
Six (6) speed automatic transmission, heavy-duty for
police operation, column-mounted gear shift lever &
auxiliary oil cooler.
Electric power rack and pinion steering
Tilt steering wheel
Heavy-duty fade resistant four wheel anti-lock disc
brakes with power booster
Heavy-duty suspension for police usage. Front
independent torsion bar & rear multi-link coil spring
suspension system.
Five (5) tires, P265/60R17 BSW, “V” speed rated
(includes spare)
Five 17” x 8” heavy duty steel wheels (includes spare)
Metal bolt-on chrome center caps
170 ampere alternator
Heavy-duty 660 c.c.a. minimum battery
730 c.c.a. auxiliary battery with isolator
Speed Control
Air conditioning system with integral heater and defroster
Electric rear window defroster
Police type certified 0-150 mph speedometer
AM/FM stereo
Front & side-impact airbags for driver & front passenger &
head curtain side-impact for all rows in outboard seating
positions. Head curtain side-impact included for third row
seating even though seat has been deleted.
Radio noise suppression devices included.
Power windows and door locks, rear power window
operable from rear seat and driver’s seat, rear window
lockout switch controllable from driver’s position
Rear inside door locks and handles fully operable.
Driver front door and lift gate lock cylinders.
Heavy-duty cloth 40/20/40 split bench style seating
without center 20% section. Center section must be
deleted. Power driver & front passenger seat adjusters.
Heavy-duty cloth 60/40 split folding bench rear seat
Full color keyed carpeting
Manufacturer’s standard floor mats
Front license bracket
Spotlight provision, left hand (driver side) with 6” halogen
spotlight
Factory installed overhead high intensity auxiliary dome
lamp
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-

Power heated outside rear view mirrors
Manufacturer’s standard OnStar system with Bluetooth
hands-free connectivity.
Grill lamp/siren speaker wiring for connection to agency
furnished equipment.
Horn/Siren wiring circuit for connection of agency
furnished switch.
Deep tinted glass, all windows except windshield & front
door windows which shall be a light tinted glass.
Single key locking system with minimum of two (2)
keyless entry key fobs. Each vehicle keyed differently.
Keyless entry system
Standard Production Solid Color Exterior and Standard
Interior Trim
Factory installed trailering equipment, to include hitch &
wiring
Manufacturer installed under body shield.

AVAILABLE OPTIONS
(for line item 010)
Line Item 011 – 4WD 9C1 Pursuit Option
$2,969.00
(Includes 2-speed electronic Autotrac
transfer case with rotary controls)
Line item 012 – Complete 40/20/40 cloth front NO
CHARGE

bench seating
Line Item 013 – Keyless entry transmitters
(package of six (6) transmitters)

$64.00

Line Item 014 – Power adjustable brake
and accelerator pedals

$137.00

Line Item 015 – Black vinyl floor covering
(delete carpet and carpeted floor
mats)

$161.00
(credit)

Line Item 040: Miscellaneous Option/Features
**for the purchase of options/features not
specifically
identified herein
DELIVERY:

Page 8 of 22

80 days ARO

K-7-14

WARRANTY: 3 years or 36,000 miles (bumper to bumper)
5 years or 100,000 miles (drive train)

PREPARATION & DELIVERY COST FOR COOP MEMBERS & OTHER STATE AGENCIES
(fee pertains to line item 010)
Line Item 016 – Preparation Cost
$635.00 per vehicle
Other State agencies and Cooperative Procurement members
may purchase vehicles off this contract. The total vehicle preparation
cost stated for the vehicles processed through the contractors dealership is
charged per vehicle.
Line Item 039 – Delivery Cost
Total round trip per mile cost for contractor to deliver cooperative
procurement member and other state agency vehicles if requested.

$1.10 per mile

***********************************************************************************************************
*****

October 12, 2015
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PATROL VEHICLES – MODEL YEAR 2015
(Statewide)
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Contract Number: C115047001

Contractor: Don Brown Chevrolet Inc. & Ally

Line Item 017
Commodity Service Code: 07048
MAKE/MODEL: 2015 Chevrolet Tahoe 4WD 5W4 Special Services Utility Vehicle

ORDER CUT-OFF DATE:

PRICE:

$31,333.00

APRIL 2, 2015

EQUIPMENT INCLUDED IN PRICE
-

-

-

-

-

V-8 type, 5.3 liter gasoline engine with engine oil cooler
Four Wheel Drive
3.08 to 1 Rear Axle Ratio
Six (6) speed automatic transmission, heavy-duty for
police operation, column-mounted gear shift lever &
auxiliary oil cooler.
Electric power rack and pinion steering
Tilt steering wheel
Heavy-duty fade resistant four wheel anti-lock disc
brakes with power booster
Premium Smooth Ride Suspension System
Five (5) tires, Optional P265/70R17 all-terrain BSW
(includes spare)
Five 17” x 8” heavy duty steel wheels (includes spare)
Plastic bolt-on center caps
170 ampere alternator
Heavy-duty 660 c.c.a. minimum battery
730 c.c.a. auxiliary battery with isolator
Speed Control
Air conditioning system with integral heater and defroster
Electric rear window defroster
AM/FM stereo
Front & side-impact airbags for driver & front passenger &
head curtain side-impact for all rows in outboard seating
positions. Head curtain side-impact included for third row
seating even though seat has been deleted.
Radio noise suppression devices included.
Power windows and door locks, rear power window
operable from rear seat and driver’s seat, rear window
lockout switch controllable from driver’s position
Rear inside door locks and handles fully operable.
Driver front door and lift gate lock cylinders.
Heavy-duty cloth 40/20/40 split bench style seating
without center 20% section. Center section must be
deleted. Power driver & front passenger seat adjusters.
Heavy-duty cloth 60/40 split folding bench rear seat
Full color keyed carpeting
Manufacturer’s standard floor mats
Front license bracket
Spotlight provision, left hand (driver side) with 6” halogen
spotlight
Factory installed overhead high intensity auxiliary dome
lamp
Power heated outside rear view mirrors
Manufacturer’s standard OnStar system with Bluetooth
hands-free connectivity.

October 12, 2015

-

Grill lamp/siren speaker wiring for connection to agency
furnished equipment.
Horn/Siren wiring circuit for connection of agency
furnished switch.
Deep tinted glass, all windows except windshield & front
door windows which shall be a light tinted glass.
Single key locking system with minimum of two (2)
keyless entry key fobs. Each vehicle keyed differently.
Keyless entry system
Standard Production Solid Color Exterior and Standard
Interior Trim
Factory installed trailering equipment, to include hitch &
wiring
Manufacturer installed under body shield.

AVAILABLE OPTIONS
(for line item 017)
Line Item 018 – Remove Left (driver side)
factory spotlight provision and
installed 6” halogen spotlight

$396.00
(credit)

Line item 019 – Complete 40/20/40 cloth front NO
CHARGE

bench seating
Line Item 020 – Power adjustable brake
and accelerator pedals

$137.00

Line Item 021 – Delete steel wheels & replace
$580.00
with factory installed 18” aluminum
wheels (spare may remain steel).
Requires change to 18” all season tires.
Line Item 040: Miscellaneous Option/Features
**for the purchase of options/features not
specifically
identified herein
DELIVERY:

80 days ARO

WARRANTY: 3 years or 36,000 miles (bumper to bumper)
5 years or 100,000 miles (drive train)
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PREPARATION & DELIVERY COST FOR COOP MEMBERS & OTHER STATE AGENCIES
(fee pertains to line item 017)
Line Item 022 – Preparation Cost
$635.00 per vehicle
Other State agencies and Cooperative Procurement members
may purchase vehicles off this contract. The total vehicle preparation
cost stated for the vehicles processed through the contractors dealership is
charged per vehicle.
Line Item 039 – Delivery Cost
Total round trip per mile cost for contractor to deliver cooperative
procurement member and other state agency vehicles if requested.

$1.10 per mile

***********************************************************************************************************
*****

October 12, 2015
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PATROL VEHICLES – MODEL YEAR 2015
(Statewide)
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Contract Number: C115047002

Contractor: Joe Machens Ford

Line Item 023
Commodity Service Code: 07006
MAKE/MODEL: 2015 Ford Police Interceptor Sedan

PRICE:

$25,330.00

EQUIPMENT INCLUDED IN PRICE
-

-

V-6 type, 3.5 liter turbo-charged (EcoBoost) gasoline
engine with heavy-duty cooling system and engine oil
cooler
148 mph top speed calibration
All wheel drive
Six speed automatic heavy-duty police calibration, column
mounted gear selector and auxiliary oil cooler
Heavy-duty electric power assist steering
Tilt steering wheel
Heavy-duty fade resistant four wheel anti-lock disc
brakes with power booster
Independent front and rear suspension. Front and rear
stabilizer bars
Five (5) tires, 245/55R18 BSW, “W” speed rated
(includes spare)
Five (5) 18” x 8” heavy-duty steel wheels (includes spare)
18” Full Wheel Covers
220 ampere heavy duty alternator
750 c.c.a. minimum battery
Police type speedometer certified for accuracy
Speed Control
Air conditioning system with integral heater and defroster
Electric rear window defroster
AM/FM Stereo
Power adjustable brake and accelerator pedals
Radio noise suppression bonding straps
Rear inside door locks and handles fully operable
Automatic Deck Lid Release, ignition controlled

-

-

-

Deck lid and driver door key lock cylinder
Single key locking system
Heavy-duty front bucket seats without center console,
designed for police usage and covered with heavy-duty
cloth fabric. 6-way power adjusting driver seat
Heavy-duty cloth bench rear seat
Driver and front passenger air bags, driver and passenger
side curtain air bags, and driver and front passenger seat
mounted thorax air bags
Full carpeting both front and rear
Carpeted floor mats
Front license bracket
Factory spotlight provision, left hand with 6” halogen
spotlight
Police power pigtail harness
Pre-wiring for LED, siren, and speaker
Courtesy lamps disabled when any door is opened
Front row overhead red/white auxiliary dome lamp
Standard Production Solid Color Exterior and Standard
Interior Trim
L.H and R.H power heated power adjusting outside
rearview mirrors
Remote Keyless entry with a minimum of two (2) FOBs
Head lamp housing prep package. Does not include LED
installed lights
Power windows and door locks, rear power windows
operable from rear seat and driver’s seat, rear window
lockout switch controllable from driver’s position

AVAILABLE OPTIONS
(for line item 023)
Line Item 024 – 3.7 liter V6 gasoline engine with all wheel drive
(normally aspirated)

$1,450.00
(credit)

Line Item 025 – 3.5 liter V6 gasoline engine with front wheel drive
(normally aspirated)

$2,450.00
(credit)

Line Item 026 – Ford SYNC

$550.00

Line Item 027 – 6” LED Whelen spotlight
(in lieu of halogen spotlight)

$150.00

Line Item 028 – Standard chrome center caps

$50.00
(credit)

DELIVERY:

70-100 days ARO

WARRANTY: 3 years or 36,000 miles (bumper to bumper)
5 years or 100,000 miles (power train)

October 12, 2015

Page 12 of 22

K-7-18

PREPARATION & DELIVERY COST FOR COOP MEMBERS & OTHER STATE AGENCIES
(fee pertains to line item 023)
Line Item 029 – Preparation Cost
$670.00 per vehicle
Other State agencies and Cooperative Procurement members
may purchase vehicles off this contract. The total vehicle preparation
cost stated for the vehicles processed through the contractors dealership is
charged per vehicle.
Line Item 039 – Delivery Cost
Total round trip per mile cost for contractor to deliver cooperative
procurement member and other state agency vehicles if requested.

$0.50 per mile

MISCELLANEOUS OPTIONS/FEATURES
Line Item 040 – Miscellaneous Options/Features
**for the purchase of options/features not specifically identified herein

***********************************************************************************************************
*****

October 12, 2015
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PATROL VEHICLES – MODEL YEAR 2015
(Statewide)
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Contract Number: C115047003

Contractor: Lou Fusz Ford

Line Item 030
Commodity Service Code: 07048
MAKE/MODEL: 2015 Ford Police Interceptor Utility AWD

PRICE:

ORDER CUT-OFF DATE:

$25,410.00

FEBRUARY 13, 2015

EQUIPMENT INCLUDED IN PRICE
-

-

-

-

V-6 type, 3.7 liter normally aspirated gasoline engine with
heavy-duty cooling system and engine oil cooler
All wheel drive
Six speed automatic heavy-duty police calibration, column
mounted gear selector and auxiliary oil cooler
Heavy-duty fade resistant four wheel anti-lock disc
brakes with power booster
Heavy-duty electric power assist steering
Tilt steering wheel
Independent front and rear suspension. Front and rear
stabilizer bars
Five (5) tires, 245/55R18 BSW, “W” speed rated (includes
spare)
Five (5) 18” x 8” heavy-duty steel wheels (includes spare)
18” Full Wheel Covers
220 ampere heavy-duty alternator
750 c.c.a. minimum battery
Police type speedometer certified for accuracy
Speed Control
Air conditioning system with integral heater and defroster
Electric rear window defroster
AM/FM Stereo
Power adjustable brake and accelerator pedals
Radio noise suppression bonding straps
Power windows and door locks, rear power window
operable from rear seat and driver’s seat, rear window
lockout switch controllable from driver’s position
Rear inside door locks and handles fully operable
Lift gate key lock cylinder and driver door key lock
cylinder
Single key locking system
Heavy-duty front bucket seats without center console,
designed for police usage and covered with heavy-duty
cloth fabric. 6-way power adjusting driver seat
Privacy glass for second and third row
Heavy-duty cloth bench rear seat
Driver and front passenger air bags, driver and passenger
side curtain air bags and driver and front passenger seat
mounted thorax air bags
Full carpeting first and second row
Carpeted floor mats
Front license bracket
Factory spotlight provision, left hand with 6” halogen
spotlight
Police power pigtail harness
Pre-wiring for LED lamp, siren and speaker

October 12, 2015

-

Courtesy lamps disabled when any door is opened
First row red/white auxiliary dome lamp
Red/White overhead dome lamp in cargo area.
Headlamp housing prep package. Does not include LED
installed lights.
- Standard production solid color exterior and standard
interior trim
- Left hand and right hand power adjusting outside rearview
mirrors
- Remote keyless entry with a minimum of two (2) fobs

AVAILABLE OPTIONS
(for line item 030)
Line Item 031 – 3.5 liter V6 Turbo-charged
$2,198.00
(EcoBoost) gasoline engine
Line Item 032 – Black vinyl floor covering
(Deletes carpet and carpeted
floor mats)

$98.00
(credit)

Line Item 033 – Auxiliary air conditioning

$610.00

Line Item 034 – Ford SYNC

$295.00

Line Item 035 – 6” LED Whelen spotlight

$233.00

Line Item 036 – Reverse sensing system

$275.00

Line Item 037 – Standard chrome center caps

$36.00
(credit)

Line Item 040 – Miscellaneous Options/Features
**for the purchase of options/features not
specifically identified herein
DELIVERY:

90-120 days ARO

WARRANTY: 3 years or 36,000 miles (bumper to bumper)
5 years or 100,000 miles (drive train)
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PREPARATION & DELIVERY COST FOR COOP MEMBERS & OTHER STATE AGENCIES
(fee pertains to line item 030)
Line Item 038 – Preparation Cost
$995.00 per vehicle
Other State agencies and Cooperative Procurement members
may purchase vehicles off this contract. The total vehicle preparation
cost stated for the vehicles processed through the contractors dealership is
charged per vehicle.
Line Item 039 – Delivery Cost
Total round trip per mile cost for contractor to deliver cooperative
procurement member and other state agency vehicles if requested.

$1.50 per mile

***********************************************************************************************************
*****

October 12, 2015
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PATROL VEHICLES – MODEL YEAR 2015
(Statewide)
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Contract Number: C115116001

Contractor: Lou Fusz Chrysler Jeep Dodge

Line Item 001
Commodity Service Code: 07006
MAKE/MODEL: 2015 Dodge Charger Pursuit All-Wheel Drive Sedan

ORDER CUT-OFF DATE:

PRICE:

$25,045.00

MAY 29, 2015

EQUIPMENT INCLUDED IN PRICE
-

-

-

-

5.7 liter V8 gasoline engine with heavy-duty cooling
system and engine oil cooler
All wheel drive
Five (5) speed automatic with overdrive, heavy-duty for
police operation. Column mounted shift lever.
3.07 to 1 rear axle ratio
Heavy-duty electro-hydraulic rack and pinion power
steering with oil cooler.
Tilt steering wheel
Heavy-duty fade resistant four wheel anti-lock disc
brakes with power booster
Heavy-duty 4 wheel independent front and rear police
tuned suspension.
Five (5) tires, 225/60R18 BSW, “W” speed rated (includes
full-size spare)
Five (5) 18” x 7.5” steel wheels (includes full-size spare)
18” Full Wheel Covers
220 ampere heavy-duty alternator
800 c.c.a. minimum battery
Bluetooth hands-free device
Police type speedometer certified for accuracy
Speed Control
Air conditioning system with integral heater and defroster
Electric rear window defroster
AM/FM Stereo
Power windows and door locks, rear power window
operable from rear seat and driver’s seat, rear window
lockout switch controllable from driver’s position
Rear inside door locks and handles fully operable
Single key locking system
Electric to unlock the deck lid from driver’s position inside
the vehicle, ignition powered
Heated power adjusting outside rear view mirrors
Heavy-duty bucket seats, reinforced for increased support
and covered with heavy duty cloth fabric; no center
console; power adjusting driver seat
Heavy-duty cloth bench rear seat
Driver and front passenger air bags, driver and passenger
side curtain air bags and driver and front passenger seat
mounted thorax air bags
Full carpeting front and rear
Carpeted floor mats
Front license bracket
Factory spotlight provision, left hand with 6” halogen
spotlight

October 12, 2015

-

High intensity red/white auxiliary dome lamp wired and
switched independently from standard dome lamp
Standard production solid color exterior and standard
interior trim
Proximity entry system with push button start and police
strategy
Police equipment mounting bracket located between front
seats
AVAILABLE OPTIONS
(for line item 001)

Line Item 002 – 3.6 liter V6 gasoline engine
$900.00
(deletes all-wheel drive & changes (credit)
axle ratio to 2.62 to 1; changes
power steering to electric assist &
deletes power steering oil cooler)
Line Item 003 – Delete all-wheel drive system
$900.00
(changes axle ratio to 2.62 to 1;
(credit)
changes power steering to electric
assist & deletes power steering oil
cooler)
Line Item 004 – Factory installed full-size spare
tire relocation bracket

$145.00

Line Item 005 – Left (driver side) factory spotlight $150.00
provision with 6” LED spotlight
installed in lieu of halogen spotlight
Line Item 006 – Fleet park assist system with
backup camera

$350.00

Line Item 007 – Convenience Group 1
$480.00
(includes power adjustable pedals
& driver/front passenger power adjusting
seats)
Line Item 008 – Four (4) additional key FOBS

$100.00

Line Item 016 – Miscellaneous Options/Features
**for the purchase of options/features not
specifically identified herein
DELIVERY:

45 – 60 days ARO

WARRANTY: 3 years or 36,000 miles (bumper to bumper)
5 years or 100,000 miles (power train)
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October 12, 2015
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PREPARATION & DELIVERY COST FOR COOP MEMBERS & OTHER STATE AGENCIES
(fee pertains to line item 001)
Line Item 009 – Preparation Cost
$500.00 per vehicle
Other State agencies and Cooperative Procurement members
may purchase vehicles off this contract. The total vehicle preparation
cost stated for the vehicles processed through the contractors dealership is
charged per vehicle.
Line Item 039 – Delivery Cost
Total round trip per mile cost for contractor to deliver cooperative
procurement member and other state agency vehicles if requested.

$1.50 per mile

***********************************************************************************************************
*****

October 12, 2015
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PATROL VEHICLES – MODEL YEAR 2015
(Statewide)
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Contract Number: C115116001

Contractor: Lou Fusz Chrysler Jeep Dodge

Line Item 010
Commodity Service Code: 07048
MAKE/MODEL: 2015 Dodge Durango Special Service Package AWD Sport Utility PRICE:

ORDER CUT-OFF DATE:

$29,918.00

MAY 29, 2015

EQUIPMENT INCLUDED IN PRICE
-

-

5.7 liter V8 gasoline engine with heavy-duty cooling
system and engine oil cooler
All wheel drive
Eight (8) speed automatic with overdrive.
3.07 to 1 rear axle ratio
Tilt steering wheel
Heavy-duty four wheel anti-lock disc brakes with power
booster
Front and rear independent suspension systems.
Manufacturer’s standard tires; full size spare
Manufacturer’s standard aluminum wheels (includes fullsize spare – steel spare wheel is acceptable)
220 ampere heavy-duty alternator
800 c.c.a. minimum battery
Bluetooth hands-free device
Police type speedometer certified for accuracy
Speed Control
Air conditioning system with integral heater and defroster
Electric rear window defroster
Rear liftgate glass wiper with washer
AM/FM Stereo
Power windows and door locks
Single key locking system
Heated power adjusting outside rear view mirrors
Heavy-duty cloth bucket seats with power adjusting driver
seat
Heavy-duty cloth second row 60/40 bench seat
No third row seating
Driver and front passenger air bags, driver and passenger
side curtain air bags and driver and front passenger seat
mounted thorax air bags
Full carpeting front and rear
Carpeted floor mats
Front license bracket
Factory installed spot lamp wiring
High intensity red/white auxiliary dome lamp wired and
switched independently from standard dome lamp
Factory installed tow package with class 4 receiver hitch
Skid plates for fuel tank, transfer case, front suspension
and underbody
Standard production solid color exterior and standard
interior trim
Keyless entry system

October 12, 2015

AVAILABLE OPTIONS
(for line item 010)
Line Item 011 – 3.6 liter V6 gasoline engine
$2,000.00
(changes all-wheel drive system
to single speed)

(credit)

Line Item 012 – 3.6 liter V6 engine with rear
$1,250.00
wheel drive
(credit)
(deletes all-wheel drive system)

Line Item 013 – Backup Camera System
(factory installed)

$1,095.00

Line Item 016 – Miscellaneous Options/Features
**for the purchase of options/features not
specifically identified herein
DELIVERY:

60 – 90 days ARO

WARRANTY: 3 years or 36,000 miles (bumper to bumper)
5 years or 100,000 miles (power train)

PREPARATION & DELIVERY COST FOR COOP
MEMBERS & OTHER STATE AGENCIES
(fee pertains to line item 010)
Line Item 014 – Preparation Cost
$800.00 per vehicle
Other State agencies and Cooperative Procurement members
may purchase vehicles off this contract. The total vehicle
preparation cost stated for the vehicles processed through the
contractors dealership is charged per vehicle.
Line Item 015 – Delivery Cost
$1.50 per mile
Total round trip per mile cost for contractor to deliver
cooperative procurement member and other state agency
vehicles if requested.
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October 12, 2015

Page 20 of 22

K-7-26

PATROL VEHICLES – MODEL YEAR 2015
(STATEWIDE CONTRACT)

State of Missouri
Office of Administration
Division of Purchasing and Materials Management
Contract Performance Report
Please take a moment to let us know how this contract award has measured up to your expectations. If reporting on more
than one contractor or product, please make copies as needed. This office will use the information to improve products
and services available to state agency users. Comments should include those of the product’s end user.
Contract No.:

_________________

Contractor:

_____

Describe Product Purchased (include Item No’s., if available):

_________

Rating Scale: 5 = Excellent, 4 = Good, 3 = Average, 2 = Poor, 1 = Fails to meet expectations
Product Rating

Rate
1-5, 5 best

Product meets your needs
Product meets contract specifications
Pricing

Contractor Rating

Rate
1-5, 5 best

Timeliness of delivery
Responsiveness to inquiries
Employee courtesy
Problem resolution
Recall notices handled effectively
Comments:

Prepared by:

Title:

Agency:

Date:

Phone:

Email:

Address:
Please detach or photocopy this form & return by FAX to 573/526-9816, or mail to:
Office of Administration
Division of Purchasing and Materials Management
301 West High Street, RM 630
PO Box 809
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102
You may also e-mail form to the buyer as an attachment at

October 12, 2015
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teri.schulte@oa.mo.gov

October 12, 2015
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JOE MACHENS FORD LINCOLN

1911 W. Worley • Columbia, MO 65203 • (573) 445-4411 • (800) 745-4454 • www.machens.com

September 1, 2015
University City, Missouri
Subject: Joe Machens Proposal on a 2015 Ford Police Interceptor Sedan FWD
To: Whom it May Concern;
As per the requested quote on a 2015 Ford Police Interceptor Sedan FWD, Joe Machens Ford proposes
the following. The 2015 Interceptor Sedan FWD includes the factory standard options. This proposed unit
has other manufacturer options, as only noted below.
Price - Dealer Code - Option
$23,549 – P2L – Interceptor Sedan FWD (3.5L)
$N/C – TBD – Exterior Color TBD
Included Standard Options:
$N/C – 13C – Dark Car Feature
$N/C – 13P – Headlamp Housing Prep Pkg
$N/C – 17I – Carpet Flooring
$N/C – 20P – Radio Noise Suppression Bonds
$N/C – 21D – Spot Light – Driver Side
$N/C – 51G – PreWiring Grill Lamp/Siren/Spkr

$N/C – 549 – Heated Mirrors
$N/C – 60P – Keyless Entry Fobs (2, w/ 2 keys)
(n/a w/ Fleet Keyed Alike, Factory)
$N/C – 65L – 18” Wheel Covers
$N/C – CW – Charcoal Cloth Interior
$N/C – STD – Interceptor Badge

Delete Standard Options:
-$50 – 65L – 18” Wheel Covers delete
-$176 – 21D – Spot Light – Driver Side delete
Add Optional equipment:
$416 – 642 – 18” Painted Aluminum Wheels
$110 – 55D – Auto Headlamps
$214 – 77B – Rear View Camera
$264 –76R – Reverse Sensing
$46 – 59E – Scuff Guards
$3,187 – 856 – Ready for the Road Package
$18 – 98K – Lockable gas cap for Easy fuel cap-less fuel filler (separate key from ignition)
$46 – 59E – Scuff Guards
$480 – PTS – Remote Start
$300 – PTS – Keyed Alike, Aftermarket
$100 – PTS – Extra Keys (5), No Extra Fobs
$0 – Delivery per vehicle
Total
$28,504 per vehicle
Joe Machens Ford appreciates your business and we look forward to servicing your needs in the future.
Any questions should be directed to Kelly Sells, Fleet Department Manager.
Thanks,

Kelly Sells, Fleet Manager, Joe Machens Ford
573-445-4411, ksells@machens.com

October 12, 2015
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Vehicle
No.

Color
Code
Department

Car Price

U City Description
All with back-up camera and audible back-up warning sysem
Wig-Wag System

2 Police
3 Police
13 Police

Ford Explorer, Marked, Patrol
Ford Explorer, Marked, Patrol
Ford Explorer, Marked, Patrol

YZ
YZ
YZ

$26,455
Plus added equipment in quote from VIP

Keyed alike, Center console w/Computer stand, Front push bumpers, vinyl floors,

To include window and plastic seat, with partion behind the seat

Driver's spot light only, Prisoner enclosure on #13
Code 3 Model 3942L6 Siren Box, Driver's arm rest

15
17
23
24
25
26
27

Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police

Ford Taurus, Unmarked, Investigation
Ford Taurus, Unmarked, Investigation
Ford Taurus, Unmarked, Investigation
Ford Taurus, Unmarked, Investigation
Ford Explorer, Unmarked, Investigation
Ford Taurus, Unmarked, Investigation
Ford Taurus, Unmarked, Investigation

TM
E3
MM
LN
HG
UX
TN

$26,455
Plus added equipment in quote from VIP

Keyed alike-differently than the marked cars, Keyless entry w/ remote start, Hideaway type strobe lights
Carpet w/vinyl floor mats, No spot light

29 Police

Ford Explorer, Unmarked, Supervisor

UA

$32,534 plus the added equipment in quote from VIP

Keyless entry w/ remote start, Hideaway type strobe lights, AWD, Navigation w/Bluetooth System

October 12, 2015
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1424 Ashby Road Saint Louis, MO 63132
Phone 314.428.3900 / Fax 314.447.0705
Contact: Arron Payne
arronpayne@vipadi.com

Quote # 67378
University City PD
9/3/2015
Contact
Ford SUV PI Unit 3
QTY
1

Item

Labor
2.00

Each
$241.65

Total
$241.65

PB47UINT16

Progard push bumper

1
1
1
1

CVS1308INUT
CCUP2I
CARM103
CHDM204

Havis 21" vehicle specific console
Havis cup holders
Havis armrest
Havis console mount computer stand

1.50

0.50

$250.15
$28.02
$66.04
$112.73

$250.15
$28.02
$66.04
$112.73

1

3942L6

CODE3 XCEL 200 watt siren w/light controls / mic

1.00

$387.56

$387.56

2

VTX609C

Whelen vertex front‐ WIG WAG replacment

2.00

$76.46

$152.92

$70.00

$75.00
$490.00

Freight
Labor

7.00

Grand Total
GRAND TOTAL Each vehicle
Product lead time 5‐6 weeks

$1,804.07
$1,804.07

Quote valid for 60 days

October 12, 2015
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1424 Ashby Road Saint Louis, MO 63132
Phone 314.428.3900 / Fax 314.447.0705
Contact: Arron Payne
arronpayne@vipadi.com

Quote # 67378
University City PD
9/3/2015
Contact
Ford Explorer Civilian
QTY
4

VTX609C

Item
Whelen vertex front/rear corner strobes
Freight
Labor

Labor
3.50

3.50

Each
$76.46

Total
$305.84

$70.00

$175.00
$245.00

Grand Total
GRAND TOTAL Each vehicle
Product lead time 5‐6 weeks

$725.84
$725.84

Quote valid for 60 days
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1424 Ashby Road Saint Louis, MO 63132
Phone 314.428.3900 / Fax 314.447.0705
Contact: Arron Payne
arronpayne@vipadi.com

Quote # 67378
University City PD
9/3/2015
Contact
Ford SUV PI Unit 2
QTY
1

Item

Labor
2.00

Each
$241.65

Total
$241.65

PB47UINT16

Progard push bumper

1
1
1
1

CVS1308INUT
CCUP2I
CARM103
CHDM204

Havis 21" vehicle specific console
Havis cup holders
Havis armrest
Havis console mount computer stand

1.50

0.50

$250.15
$28.02
$66.04
$112.73

$250.15
$28.02
$66.04
$112.73

1

3942L6

CODE3 XCEL 200 watt siren w/light controls / mic

1.00

$387.56

$387.56

2

VTX609C

Whelen vertex front‐ WIG WAG replacment

2.00

$76.46

$152.92

$70.00

$75.00
$490.00

Freight
Labor

7.00

Grand Total
GRAND TOTAL Each vehicle
Product lead time 5‐6 weeks

$1,804.07
$1,804.07

Quote valid for 60 days

October 12, 2015
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City Manager’s Report Agenda Item Cover

MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Liquor License for Lagniappe LLC, 7401 Pershing Avenue

AGENDA SECTION:

City Manager’s Report

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED?

Yes

BACKGROUND REVIEW:
Lagniappe LLC has applied for an Intoxicating Liquor of All
Kinds, by the drink, Retail. The applicant/managing officer is William Stephen Cupp.
•
•
•
•
•

A background check by the Police Department revealed no disqualifying information.
Department approval was granted from Community Development.
A current Certificate of No Sales Tax Due issued by the Missouri Department of
Revenue was received relative to the business.
2013/2014 personal property tax record for the applicant indicates payment of taxes.
Current voter registration documentation for the applicant was provided.

ATTACHMENTS:

Application for Liquor License
Personal Property Tax Receipt
Certificate of No Tax Due

RECOMMENDATION: Approval
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MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Liquor License for Merhaba Inc, 6665 Olive Boulevard

AGENDA SECTION:

City Manager’s Report

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED?

Yes

BACKGROUND REVIEW:
Merhaba Inc. has applied for an Intoxicating Liquor of All
Kinds, by the drink, Retail including Sunday Sales. The applicant/managing officer is Lwam
Shishai Menghesha.
•
•
•
•
•

A background check by the Police Department revealed no disqualifying information.
Department approval was granted from Community Development.
A current Certificate of No Sales Tax Due issued by the Missouri Department of
Revenue was received relative to the business.
2014 personal property tax record for the applicant indicates payment of taxes.
Current voter registration documentation for the applicant was provided.

ATTACHMENTS:

Application for Liquor License
Personal Property Tax Receipt
Certificate of No Tax Due

RECOMMENDATION: Approval
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MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Rain Man Transfer of Ownership

AGENDA SECTION:

City Manager’s Report

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED:?

Yes

BACKGROUND: In December 2014, the City of University City received a request from
the Gateway Foundation to assume ownership of the sculpture, Rain Man, by Gregory M.
Cullen, located in Epstein Plaza. Gateway Foundation made this request because the
current condition of the sculpture is poor and the foundation’s board is interested in
providing conservation and regular maintenance for the sculpture.
Gateway was involved in the initial fabrication and installation of the piece in 1996. The
artwork, created by Washington University art student Greg Cullen in 1994, was originally
constructed of wood and was part of a temporary sculpture series. In 1996, Gateway
donated $10,000 toward the price of casting the popular sculpture. This donation, along
with donations from the community allowed the renovation of the plaza to occur.
After discussions between City Staff and Gateway Foundation staff, City staff brought the
proposal to the Park Commission for approval in the regular scheduled meeting in April
2015. At the meeting, the Park Commission requested a few changes to the documents
and for clarification on some verbiage before voting. Gateway Foundation resubmitted the
information at the Park Commission meeting on July 21, 2015. At that meeting, the Park
Commission voted unanimously to recommend the transfer of ownership of the Rain Man
Sculpture as long as the ownership would revert back to the City, only temporary removal
of the sculpture would occur for restoration purposes, and that the Gateway Foundation
maintains satisfactory insurance on the sculpture. The Park Commission was informed at
its meeting on September 15, 2015 that the above conditions were met.
RECOMMENDATION: It is recommended that the City Council authorize the City
Manager to execute the Bill of Sale and Sculpture Loan Agreement to approve the transfer
of ownership of the Rain Man sculpture in Epstein Plaza to the Gateway Foundation.
ATTACHMENTS:
• Rain Man – Bill of Sale
• Rain Man – Sculpture Loan Agreement
• Rain Man – Certificate of Insurance
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____________________________________________________________________
MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

City-Wide Copier Contract and Related Cost Reductions

AGENDA SECTION:

City Manager’s Report

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED? :

Yes

BACKGROUND REVIEW: Staff has been evaluating copier and paper usage throughout
the City. There have been several changes put into place to be more efficient, cost
conscientious and use less paper.
•
•
•
•
•

View documents electronically when possible, printing only when necessary
Print all copies double-sided
Reuse discarded paper when possible
Do not print in color unless absolutely necessary
Organized a purchasing group for the purchase of recycled paper

Copiers
The City evaluated the need for copiers at all City locations to determine if reduced numbers or
types of copiers could produce savings. The City is reducing the number of copiers though out
the City Hall. In the future there will only be two offices in which to print color copies. A more
advanced copier was purchased for the copier/mailroom which should be able to produce
added items in house which will save outside printing costs.
Invitations for Request for Proposal (RFP) were issued for the lease of a total of 29 copiers.
The City contracts on a cost per copy basis which includes both service and supplies for the
copiers. The bid is for a three-year period. The following bids were received on the copier
contract:
Vendor
Copying Concepts
DNT

Annual Bid Price
$41,964
$42,108

3-Year Total
$125,892
$126,324

The previous contract cost was $49,260 per year, and it is expected that the City will save
money on the copier contract and the changes in printing above in the amount of approximately
$7,300 annually. Copying Concepts has provided good service and the bid meets all of the
City’s current specifications.
RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends awarding this contract to Copying Concepts for the
low bid of $125,892.00 for a 3-year contract.
ATTACHMENT: RFP City-Wide copier contract and a proposal from Copying Concepts
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MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Authorization for the City Manager to Transfer $500,000 in
Uncommitted Reserve Funds for Short-Term Repairs to the
Police Department (City Hall Annex)

AGENDA SECTION:

City Manager’s Report

COUNCIL ACTION:

Motion by City Council required for Approval

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED?: Yes
BACKGROUND REVIEW: Staff is seeking $500,000 in uncommitted reserve funds for
short-term repairs to the Police Department (City Hall Annex). The Police Department
Space Needs Analysis identified several physical conditions that create a poor working
environment for personnel. This ongoing study reinforced conclusions of previous
reports, such as a 1980 Powers Bowersox Associates analysis which found substantial
issues with the building’s environmental conditions. The recommendations of the 1980
study were not implemented, nor have significant repairs to the Annex occurred since
then. A small amount of funding has been approved to address ongoing maintenance
issues since 2010, but is inadequate given the needs.
Police Department personnel will continue to operate out of the Annex for a minimum of
two years until either the building is renovated for long-term Police Department
occupancy or a new Police facility is constructed. During this time, the Annex will
continue to degrade if the existing level of repair funding is maintained. Personnel will
continue to be exposed to environmental hazards and poor working conditions.
The attached memorandum outlines projects that should be undertaken as soon as
possible to help address identified issues. However, neither these nor any other project
of this nature will resolve problematic operational and site issues for the Police
Department (for example, safety and security, evidence processing, prisoner
processing, workflow adjacencies, essential facilities standards, etc.). Also, these
projects will not alleviate the need for additional work to make the Annex habitable for a
long term tenant.
Attachments:
1: Staff memorandum to City Council
RECOMMENDATION:
October 12, 2015
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Department of Community Development
6801 Delmar Boulevard, University City, Missouri 63130, Phone: (314) 862-6767, Fax: (314) 862-3168

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
SUBJ:
CC:

MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL
ANDREA RIGANTI, DIRECTOR OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
OCTOBER 6, 2015
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SHORT TERM REPAIRS TO CITY HALL ANNEX
(POLICE DEPARTMENT)
LEHMAN WALKER, CITY MANAGER
CHARLES ADAMS, POLICE CHIEF
CAROL JACKSON, POLICE CAPTAIN
JOHN GILBERT, FACILITIES MANAGER

Summary
This memorandum is a follow-up to the September 24th City Council meeting, at which the physical
condition of the Police Department facility was discussed. The discussion included a review of
information submitted with the Police Facility Annex study that identified an unhealthy/unsafe working
environment. This ongoing study supports earlier reports of environmental hazards such as mold,
water seepage and damage, pest infestation, and more present in the facility. Police Department
personnel currently located in the facility are continually exposed to these conditions. Mitigation
efforts began only four years ago. Significant additional funding is critical in order to enhance these
efforts as soon as possible. In advance of formal action to allocate funds for Annex repairs, City
Council requested information on potential projects.
Staff from the Police Department and the Facilities Maintenance Division of Community Development
developed and prioritized a list of immediate project needs. Though these projects will help improve
conditions on a short term basis, they should not be viewed as a finite list of work needed. The costs
associated with each project were developed by reviewing previous bid estimates and/or projects
recently completed of a similar scope. Some variation in actual project costs is expected as bids from
tradespeople could not be obtained before the October 12 meeting.
Request
Staff is seeking $500,000 in reserve funds for the following projects:
1. Exterior wall restoration, tuck pointing and waterproofing:
$300,000
Detail. The exterior of the facility must be weathertight and exterior surfaces repaired
in order to ensure interior repairs will be successful. Source: Tremco Bid
2. Window Work:
$ 75,000
Detail. The exterior windows must be weathertight in order to ensure interior repairs
will be successful. Source: Tremco bid
3. Remove and replace 3,600 square feet of corroded vinyl tile:
$ 25,000
Detail. Staff is not aware of any repair/replacement to the corroded vinyl tile, which is
estimated to be over 40 years old and in significant disrepair. Source: cost per square
foot of replacement tile and labor.
4. Remove and Replace 9,000 square feet of carpet:
$ 36,000
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Detail. The carpet has not been replaced in over 20 years (perhaps longer) or
regularly steam cleaned. Due to water seepage, mold is present in the carpet.
Source: cost per square foot of replacement carpet and labor.
5. Duct cleaning all HVAC registers:
$ 4,000
Detail. The HVAC ductwork has not been thoroughly cleaned in several years. Mold,
dust and other particulates are present and are a cause of personnel health issues.
Source: estimate based on similar projects.
6. Paint interior of all floors, with minimal wall repair:
$ 35,000
Detail. Due to water seepage, many interior walls contain mold and are cracked.
Repair and painting should occur once exterior work has been completed. Source:
estimate based on similar projects.
7. Repair/remodel 6 bathrooms:
$ 25,000
Detail. According to several Police Department staff members who have worked for
the Department for 35+ years, the six bathrooms have never been adequately repaired.
Deterioration to fixtures, flooring, walls etc. is beyond ordinary repair. Each bathroom
will be repaired and remodeled. Source: estimates based on similar projects.
Funding should be allocated as soon as possible. Police Department personnel will likely continue to
operate in the Annex for a minimum of two years until either the building is renovated for long-term
Police Department occupancy or a new Police facility is constructed. During this time, the Annex will
continue to degrade if the existing level of repair funding is maintained. Personnel will continue to be
exposed to environmental hazards and poor working conditions.
If funded, these projects will temporarily alleviate environmental hazards and improve working
conditions for personnel. However, a significant amount of additional financing will be required to
make the Annex habitable for a long term tenant.
Contracts will be submitted for City Council approval prior to work commencing as appropriate. Staff
will consult with additional personnel/bodies prior to commencing a project when appropriate.
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MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Shared Lane Markings Project – Transportation Alternatives
Program Agreement

AGENDA SECTION:

Unfinished Business

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED?:

Yes

BACKGROUND REVIEW:

The City of University City applied for federal funds through the Missouri Highways and
Transportation Commission and administered by East West Gateway Council of
Governments and the Missouri Department of Transportation, to install full-lane width
enlarged shared lane markings along five different streets within University City, in
accordance with the City of University City Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan.
The Missouri Department of Transportation requires that the City execute the attached
“Missouri Highways and Transportation Commission Program Agreement” between The
Federal Highway Administration, Department of Transportation and the City of University
City.
The Grant amount is $159,780.00. Federal participation is 80% of the project cost, and
City participation is 20% of the project cost, equivalent to $31,956.00. The funding will be
available for Federal fiscal year 2015 through 2016.

RECOMMENDATION:
It is staff recommendation that the attached ordinance be approved by the City Council.
Attachments:
-

Missouri Highways and Transportation Commission TAP- Program Agreement
City’s applicable enabling ordinance
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CCO Form: FS25
Approved: 04/95 (MGB)
Revised:
07/15 (MWH)
Modified:
CFDA Number:
CFDA Title:
Award name/number:
Award Year:
Federal Agency:

20.205
Highway Planning and Construction
TAP – 5402(614)
2015
Federal Highway Administration, Department of Transportation

MISSOURI HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES FUNDS
PROGRAM AGREEMENT
THIS AGREEMENT is entered into by the Missouri Highways and Transportation
Commission (hereinafter, "Commission") and University City (hereinafter, “City”).
WITNESSETH:
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants, promises and
representations in this Agreement, the parties agree as follows:
(1)
PURPOSE: The United States Congress has authorized, in MAP-21
§1122; 23 U.S.C. §101, §106 and §213; SAFETEA-LU §1404 funds to be used for
transportation alternatives activities. The purpose of this Agreement is to grant the use
of such transportation enhancement funds to the City.
(2)
LOCATION: The transportation alternatives funds which are the subject of
this Agreement are for the project at the following locations: Install Full-lane width
enlarged shared lane markings along five different streets within University City.
Project Limits: 82nd Street from Olive Blvd. to Paramount Drive, Barbara Jordan School
81st Street from Olive Blvd. to Groby Road, Brittany Woods Middle School
Purdue Ave. from Olive Blvd. to Canton Ave.
Jackson Ave. from Delmar Blvd. to University Drive
Old Bonhomme Rd. from Centennial Greenway to 81st Street
The general location of the project is shown on attachment marked "Exhibit A"
and incorporated herein by reference.
(3)
REASONABLE PROGRESS POLICY: The project as described in this
agreement is subject to the reasonable progress policy set forth in the Local Public
Agency (LPA) Manual [and the final deadline specified in Exhibit B attached hereto and
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incorporated herein by reference. In the event, the LPA Manual and the final deadline
within Exhibit B conflict, the final deadline within Exhibit B controls]. If the project is
within a Transportation Management Area that has a reasonable progress policy in
place, the project is subject to that policy. If the project is withdrawn for not meeting
reasonable progress, the City agrees to repay the Commission for any progress
payments made to the City for the project and agrees that the Commission may deduct
progress payments made to the City from future payments to the City. The City may not
be eligible for future Transportation Alternatives Funds if the City does not meet the
reasonable progress policy.
(4)

INDEMNIFICATION:

(A)
To the extent allowed or imposed by law, the City shall defend,
indemnify and hold harmless the Commission, including its members and the Missouri
Department of Transportation (MoDOT or Department) employees, from any claim or
liability whether based on a claim for damages to real or personal property or to a
person for any matter relating to or arising out of the City’s wrongful or negligent
performance of its obligations under this Agreement.
(B)
The City will require any contractor procured by the City to work
under this Agreement:
1.
To obtain a no cost permit from the Commission’s district
engineer prior to working on the Commission’s right-of-way, which shall be signed by an
authorized contractor representative (a permit from the Commission’s district engineer
will not be required for work outside of the Commission’s right-of-way); and
2.
To carry commercial general liability insurance and
commercial automobile liability insurance from a company authorized to issue insurance
in Missouri, and to name the Commission, and MoDOT and its employees, as additional
named insureds in amounts sufficient to cover the sovereign immunity limits for Missouri
public entities as calculated by the Missouri Department of Insurance, Financial
Institutions and Professional Registration, and published annually in the Missouri
Register pursuant to Section 537.610, RSMo. The City shall cause insurer to increase
the insurance amounts in accordance with those published annually in the Missouri
Register pursuant to Section 537.610, RSMo.
(C)
In no event shall the language of this Agreement constitute or be
construed as a waiver or limitation for either party’s rights or defenses with regard to
each party’s applicable sovereign, governmental, or official immunities and protections
as provided by federal and state constitution or law.

(5)
AMENDMENTS: Any change in this Agreement, whether by modification
or supplementation, must be accomplished by a formal contract amendment signed and
approved by the duly authorized representatives of the City and the Commission.
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(6)
COMMISSION REPRESENTATIVE: The Commission's District Engineer
is designated as the Commission's representative for the purpose of administering the
provisions of this Agreement. The Commission's representative may designate by
written notice other persons having the authority to act on behalf of the Commission in
furtherance of the performance of this Agreement.
(7)
NONDISCRIMINATION ASSURANCE:
Agreement, the City agrees as follows:

With regard to work under this

(A)
Civil Rights Statutes: The City shall comply with all state and
federal statutes relating to nondiscrimination, including but not limited to Title VI and
Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. §2000d and §2000e, et
seq.), as well as any applicable titles of the "Americans with Disabilities Act" (42 U.S.C.
§12101, et seq.). In addition, if the City is providing services or operating programs on
behalf of the Department or the Commission, it shall comply with all applicable
provisions of Title II of the "Americans with Disabilities Act".
(B)
Administrative Rules: The City shall comply with the administrative
rules of the United States Department of Transportation relative to nondiscrimination in
federally-assisted programs of the United States Department of Transportation (49
C.F.R. Part 21) which are herein incorporated by reference and made part of this
Agreement.
(C)
Nondiscrimination: The City shall not discriminate on grounds of
the race, color, religion, creed, sex, disability, national origin, age or ancestry of any
individual in the selection and retention of subcontractors, including procurement of
materials and leases of equipment. The City shall not participate either directly or
indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by 49 C.F.R. §21.5, including employment
practices.
(D)
Solicitations for Subcontracts, Including Procurements of Material
and Equipment: These assurances concerning nondiscrimination also apply to
subcontractors and suppliers of the City. These apply to all solicitations either by
competitive bidding or negotiation made by the City for work to be performed under a
subcontract including procurement of materials or equipment.
Each potential
subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by the City of the requirements of this
Agreement relative to nondiscrimination on grounds of the race, color, religion, creed,
sex, disability or national origin, age or ancestry of any individual.
(E)
Information and Reports: The City shall provide all information and
reports required by this Agreement, or orders and instructions issued pursuant thereto,
and will permit access to its books, records, accounts, other sources of information, and
its facilities as may be determined by the Commission or the United States Department
of Transportation to be necessary to ascertain compliance with other contracts, orders
and instructions. Where any information required of the City is in the exclusive

October 12, 2015

L-1-4

possession of another who fails or refuses to furnish this information, the City shall so
certify to the Commission or the United States Department of Transportation as
appropriate and shall set forth what efforts it has made to obtain the information.
(F)
Sanctions for Noncompliance: In the event the City fails to comply
with the nondiscrimination provisions of this Agreement, the Commission shall impose
such contract sanctions as it or the United States Department of Transportation may
determine to be appropriate, including but not limited to:
1.

Withholding of payments under this Agreement until the City

complies; and/or
2.
whole or in part, or both.

Cancellation, termination or suspension of this Agreement, in

(G)
Incorporation of Provisions: The City shall include the provisions of
paragraph (7) of this Agreement in every subcontract, including procurements of
materials and leases of equipment, unless exempted by the statutes, executive order,
administrative rules or instructions issued by the Commission or the United States
Department of Transportation. The City will take such action with respect to any
subcontract or procurement as the Commission or the United States Department of
Transportation may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions, including sanctions
for noncompliance; provided that in the event the City becomes involved or is
threatened with litigation with a subcontractor or supplier as a result of such direction,
the City may request the United States to enter into such litigation to protect the
interests of the United States.
(8)
ASSIGNMENT: The City shall not assign, transfer or delegate any
interest in this Agreement without the prior written consent of the Commission.
(9)
LAW OF MISSOURI TO GOVERN: This Agreement shall be construed
according to the laws of the State of Missouri. The City shall comply with all local, state
and federal laws and regulations relating to the performance of this Agreement.
(10) CANCELLATION: The Commission may cancel this Agreement at any
time for a material breach of contractual obligations by providing the City with written
notice of cancellation. Should the Commission exercise its right to cancel this
Agreement for such reasons, cancellation will become effective upon the date specified
in the notice of cancellation sent to the City.
(11) ACCESS TO RECORDS: The City and its contractors must maintain all
records relating to this Agreement, including but not limited to invoices, payrolls, etc.
These records must be available at no charge to the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) and the Commission and/or their designees or representatives during the
period of this Agreement and any extension, and for a period of three (3) years after the
date on which the City receives reimbursement of their final invoice from the
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Commission.
(12) FEDERAL-AID PROVISIONS: Because responsibility for the performance
of all functions or work contemplated as part of this project is assumed by the City, and
the City may elect to construct part of the improvement contemplated by this Agreement
with its own forces, a copy of Section II and Section III, as contained in the United
States Department of Transportation Form Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
1273 "Required Contract Provisions, Federal-Aid Construction Contracts," is attached
and made a part of this Agreement as Exhibit C. Wherever the term "the contractor" or
words of similar import appear in these sections, the term “the City”is to be substituted.
The City agrees to abide by and carry out the condition and obligations of "the
contractor" as stated in Section II, Equal Opportunity, and Section III, Nonsegregated
Facilities, as set out in Form FHWA 1273.
(13) ACQUISITION OF RIGHT OF WAY: No acquisition of additional right of
way is anticipated in connection with Project TAP-5402(614) or contemplated by this
Agreement.
(14) MAINTENANCE OF DEVELOPMENT: The City shall maintain the herein
contemplated improvements without any cost or expense to the Commission. All
maintenance by the City shall be done for the safety of the general public and the
esthetics of the area. In addition, if any sidewalk or bike trails are constructed on the
Commission's right-of-way pursuant to this Agreement, the City shall inspect and
maintain the sidewalk or bike trails constructed by this project in a condition reasonably
safe to the public and, to the extent allowed by law, shall indemnify and hold the
Commission harmless from any claims arising from the construction and maintenance
of said sidewalk or bike trails. If the City fails to maintain the herein contemplated
improvements, the Commission or its representatives, at the Commission's sole
discretion shall notify the City in writing of the City’s failure to maintain the improvement.
If the City continues to fail in maintaining the improvement, the Commission may
remove the herein contemplated improvement whether or not the improvement is
located on the Commission's right of way. Any removal by the Commission shall be at
the sole cost and expense of the City. Maintenance includes but is not limited to
mowing and trimming between shrubs and other plantings that are part of the
improvement.
(15) PLANS:
The City shall prepare preliminary and final plans and
specifications for the herein improvements. The plans and specifications shall be
submitted to the Commission for the Commission's review and approval. The
Commission has the discretion to require changes to any plans and specification prior to
any approval by the Commission.
(16) REIMBURSEMENT: The cost of the contemplated improvements will be
borne by the United States Government and by the City as follows:
(A)
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reimbursement of eligible costs which have been incurred by City. Any costs incurred
by City prior to authorization from FHWA and notification to proceed from the
Commission are not reimbursable costs. The federal share for this project will be 80
percent not to exceed $127,824. The calculated federal share for seeking federal
reimbursement of participating costs for the herein improvements will be determined by
dividing the total federal funds applied to the project by the total participating costs.
Any costs for the herein improvements which exceed any federal reimbursement or are
not eligible for federal reimbursement shall be the sole responsibility of City. The
Commission shall not be responsible for any costs associated with the herein
improvement unless specifically identified in this Agreement or subsequent written
amendments.
(17) PROGRESS PAYMENTS: The City may request progress payments be
made for the herein improvements as work progresses but not more than once every
two weeks. Progress payments must be submitted monthly. The City shall repay any
progress payments which involve ineligible costs.
(18) PROMPT PAYMENTS: Progress invoices submitted to MoDOT for
reimbursement more than thirty (30) calendar days after the date of the vendor invoice
shall also include documentation that the vendor was paid in full for the work identified
in the progress invoice. Examples of proof of payment may include a letter or e-mail
from the vendor, lien waiver or copies of cancelled checks. Reimbursement will not be
made on these submittals until proof of payment is provided. Progress invoices
submitted to MoDOT for reimbursement within thirty (30) calendar days of the date on
the vendor invoice will be processed for reimbursement without proof of payment to the
vendor. If the City has not paid the vendor prior to receiving reimbursement, the City
must pay the vendor within two (2) business days of receipt of funds from MoDOT.
(19) PERMITS: The City shall secure any necessary approvals or permits from
any federal or state agency as required for the completion of the herein improvements.
If this improvement is on the right of way of the Commission, the City must secure a
permit from the Commission prior to the start of any work on the right of way. The
permits which may be required include, but are not limited to, environmental,
architectural, historical or cultural requirements of federal or state law or regulation.
(20) INSPECTION OF IMPROVEMENTS AND RECORDS: The City shall
assure that representatives of the Commission and FHWA shall have the privilege of
inspecting and reviewing the work being done by the City’s contractor and subcontractor
on the herein project. The City shall also assure that its contractor, and all
subcontractors, if any, maintain all books, documents, papers and other evidence
pertaining to costs incurred in connection with the Transportation Enhancement
Program Agreement, and make such materials available at such contractor's office at all
reasonable times at no charge during this Agreement period, and for three (3) years
from the date of final payment under this Agreement, for inspection by the Commission,
FHWA or any authorized representatives of the Federal Government and the State of
Missouri, and copies shall be furnished, upon request, to authorized representatives of
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the Commission, State, FHWA, or other Federal agencies.
(21) CREDIT FOR DONATIONS OF FUNDS, MATERIALS, OR SERVICES: A
person may offer to donate funds, materials or services in connection with this project.
Any donated funds, or the fair market value of any donated materials or services that
are accepted and incorporated into this project shall be credited according to 23 U.S.C.
§323.
(22) DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISES (DBE): The Commission
will advise the City of any required goals for participation by disadvantaged business
enterprises (DBEs) to be included in the City’s proposal for the work to be performed.
The City shall submit for Commission approval a DBE goal or plan. The City shall
comply with the plan or goal that is approved by the Commission and all requirements
of 49 C.F.R. Part 26, as amended.
(23) VENUE: It is agreed by the parties that any action at law, suit in equity, or
other judicial proceeding to enforce or construe this Agreement, or regarding its alleged
breach, shall be instituted only in the Circuit Court of Cole County, Missouri.
(24) NOTICE TO BIDDERS: The City shall notify the prospective bidders that
disadvantaged business enterprises shall be afforded full and affirmative opportunity to
submit bids in response to the invitation and will not be discriminated against on
grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin in consideration for an award.
(25) FINAL AUDIT: The Commission may, in its sole discretion, perform a final
audit of project costs. The United States Government shall reimburse the City, through
the Commission, any monies due. The City shall refund any overpayments as
determined by the final audit.
(26) OMB AUDIT: If the City expend(s) seven hundred fifty thousand dollars
($750,000) or more in a year in federal financial assistance it is required to have an
independent annual audit conducted in accordance with 2 CFR Part 200. A copy of the
audit report shall be submitted to MoDOT within the earlier of thirty (30) days after
receipt of the auditor's report(s), or nine (9) months after the end of the audit period.
Subject to the requirements of 2 CFR Part 200, if the City expend(s) less than seven
hundred fifty thousand dollars ($750,000) a year, the City may be exempt from auditing
requirements for that year but records must be available for review or audit by
applicable state and federal authorities.
(27) FEDERAL FUNDING ACCOUNTABILITY AND TRANSPARENCY ACT
OF 2006: The City shall comply with all reporting requirements of the Federal Funding
Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) of 2006, as amended. This Agreement is
subject to the award terms within 2 C.F.R. Part 170.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have entered into this Agreement on the date last
written below.
Executed by the City this ____ day of ___________, 20__.
Executed by the Commission this ____ day of ________________, 20___.

MISSOURI HIGHWAYS AND
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

City

By
Title

Title

ATTEST:

ATTEST:

By
Secretary to the Commission
Title

Approved as to Form:

Approved as to Form:

Commission Counsel
Title __________________________

Ordinance No

*If contracting party is a County with a county commission form of government, the
execution page needs to be modified to allow the three county commissioners to
execute the agreement.
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Exhibit B – Project Schedule
Project Description: TAP-5402-614 Installation of full-lane width enlarged shared lane
markings along five different streets within University City. The streets are 82nd street, 81st
street, Purdue Ave., Jackson Ave., and Old Bonhomme Road.
Project Limits: 82nd Street from Olive Blvd. to Paramount Drive, Barbara Jordan School
81st Street from Olive Blvd. to Groby Road, Brittany Woods Middle School
Purdue Ave. from Olive Blvd. to Canton Ave.
Jackson Ave. from Delmar Blvd. to University Drive
Old Bonhomme Rd. from Centennial Greenway to 81st Street

Task

Date funding is made available or allocated to recipient
Solicitation for Professional Engineering Services (advertised)
Engineering Services Contract Approved
Conceptual Study (if applicable)
Preliminary and Right-of-Way Plans Submittal
(if Applicable)
Plans, Specifications & Estimate (PS&E) Submittal
Plans, Specifications & Estimate (PS&E) Approval
Advertisement for Letting
Bid Opening
Construction Contract Award or Planning Study completed
(REQUIRED)

Date
12/2014
12/2014
03/2015
N/A
07/2015
02/2016
03/2016
05/2016
07/2016
11/2016

*Note: the dates established in the schedule above will be used in the applicable ESC between
the sponsor agency and consultant firm.
**Schedule dates are approximate as the project schedule will be actively managed and issues
mitigated through the project delivery process. The Award Date or Planning Study Date
deliverable is not approximate and a Supplemental Agreement is required to modify this date.
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CFDA Number:
CFDA Title:
Award name/number:
Award Year:
Federal Agency:

20.205
Highway Planning and Construction
TAP-5402(614)
2015
Federal Highway Administration, Department of Transportation
CITY OF UNIVERSITY CITY

INTRODUCED BY: Councilmember Sharpe

BILL NO:

9269

DATE: September 24, 2015

ORDINANCE NO.

An Ordinance to authorize the City Manager to execute a contract between the
City of University City and the Missouri Highway and Transportation Commission
providing for the improvements on various streets in University City.
Be it ordained by the City Council of University City as follows:
Section 1.
That the City Manager is hereby authorized to execute on behalf of
the City of University City a contract with the Missouri Highway and Transportation
Commission providing for the Shared Lane Markings in University City.
Section 2.
That all ordinances or parts of ordinances therefore enacted which
are in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.
Section 3.
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after the date
of its passage and approval. Read three times, passed and approved on the day of
______________________, 20 _________.

APPROVED AS TO FORM

__________________________
City Attorney

________________________________
Mayor

Attest:

_____________________________
City Clerk
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Council Agenda Item Cover
MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Municipal Park Grant Resolution – Fogerty Park

AGENDA SECTION:

Resolution

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED?:

Yes

In February 2015, the City received a Municipal Park Grant to hire a consultant to update
the Fogerty Park Master Plan. After surveying residents and users of the parks, meeting
with the Park Commission and two (2) Public Meetings, a revised Master Plan for Fogerty
Park was presented to the Park Commission for approval. At the September 15, 2015 Park
Commission meeting, the commission voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
new Master Plan for Fogerty Park to City Council.
The Master Plan lays out an implementation plan including the following three (3) phases:
Phase I: Phase I of the master plan includes construction of one pavilion, the restroom
building, playground, and surrounding areas. The preliminary cost estimate based on
conceptual design for this phase is $670,500.00.
Phase II: This phase of the plan includes construction of the second pavilion, splash pad,
native plant area, as well as the parking lot expansion and streetscape along 82nd Blvd.
The preliminary cost estimate based on conceptual design for Phase II is $672,200.00.
Phase III: Phase III includes all master plan improvements related to the sports and
recreation facilities. These include the terraced seating for the soccer field, baseball
diamond improvements, and the new multi-use court. Lighting improvements for the whole
park are included in this phase, along with the new pedestrian connection off of Laughlin
Ave. The preliminary cost estimate based on conceptual design for this phase is
$554,400.00.
Based on these priorities, Park Commission then voted to recommend to the City Council
the submission of a Municipal Park Grant to begin improvements to the park per the
master plan based on the phasing above. This grant application will focus on the Phase I
construction. The overall budget for the project is $670,500, with the grant providing
$525,000 and a City match of $145,500.
RECOMMENDATION: It is recommended that the City Council approve the submission of
a Municipal Park Grant application to complete Phase I of the Fogerty Park Master Plan.
ATTACHMENTS: Required resolution to be submitted with grant application.
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Resolution 2015 - 22

RESOLUTION FOR MUNICIPAL PARK GRANT

WHEREAS, the Park Commission of University City deems it necessary to improve a public
park or facility, more specifically known as Fogerty Park, to serve its citizens as well as those in
the metropolitan area.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE City Council OF THE City of University
City, as follows:
1.

An application is made to the Municipal Parks Grant Program in the County of St. Louis
for a grant-in-aid for some or all the costs to complete Phase 1 of the Fogerty Park
Master Plan; including but not limited to the construction of one pavilion, the restroom
building, playground, and surrounding areas, reimbursable by the Commission upon
completion by the City.

2.

That a project proposal be prepared and submitted to the Municipal Parks Grant
Commission.

3.

The governing body hereby authorizes the City Manager to sign and execute the
necessary documents for forwarding the project proposal application and later execute an
agreement for a grant-in-aid from the Municipal Parks Grant Commission.

4.

If a grant is awarded, the City of University City will enter into an agreement or contract
with the Commission regarding said grant.

PASSED AND RESOLVED THIS

DAY OF

, 2015.

______________________
Shelley Welsch, Mayor

Attest: ____________________
Joyce Pumm, City Clerk
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________________________________________________________________
MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Proposed Ordinance Amending – Elimination of Early
Retirement Benefit for Participants Receiving a
Disability Benefit for both Police & Firefighter and NonUniformed Pension Plans - In Section 130.160-170 and
130.530-540 – Early Services Retirement and Disability
Retirement

AGENDA SECTION:

New Business

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED? :

Yes

BACKGROUND REVIEW: The disability benefit under the City’s retirement plans
is currently funding by disability insurance policy that has the “Deductible Income”
provision which reduce disability benefit. The Deductible Income provision
requires an offset of any “retirement benefits you receive or are eligible to receive
under your employer’s retirement plan, including a public employee retirement
system …” The policy also requires a participant to “pursue Deductible Income for
which you may be eligible.” The interpretation for this provision is basically to
require a participant in the City’s pension plans to commence any available
retirement benefit at the earliest date possible.
This requirement only negatively affects employees eligible to receive early
retirement benefits:
•

•

Under the Police and Firefighter’s Plan, participants age 50 with 20 – 24
years of service would be required to begin a 40% retirement at age 50. If
the same participant can defer receipt of the benefit until age 55, he/she
will receive a retirement benefit of 64% of compensation.
Under the Non-Uniformed Plan, participants age 55 with 20 or more years
of service would be required to commence benefit.
Any benefit
commenced before age 65 will be actuarially reduced.

Although this normally would not affect the ultimate total retirement benefit
received over a lifetime, the reduction of the disability benefit due to the early
commencement of the retirement benefit will adversely affect the participant. In the
case of participants eligible for a normal retirement benefit or with deferred vested
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benefits (but not early retirement), such benefits cannot be increased through
deferral beyond the earliest date when the benefits may commence. Nevertheless,
such benefits will reduce the amount payable to such participants under the
current disability insurance policy.
Due to the complexity and costly for the underwriting of the disability insurance
policy, the early retirement provisions in the plans should be amended to provide
that a participant receiving a disability retirement benefit is not eligible to receive
an early retirement benefit under the plans. This would avoid requiring a
participant to take a reduced retirement benefit and would require a benefit
commencing at normal retirement age under each plan for a vested disabled
participant.
RECOMMENDATION: The Pension Boards and Staff recommend amending the
attached Ordinance 6974 Section 130.160 and Section 130.170 and Ordinance
6975 Section 130.530 and Section 130.540.
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INTRODUCED BY:________________
BILL NO.

9275

DATE October 12, 2015
ORDINANCE NO. _________

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE
UNIVERSITY CITY MUNICIPAL CODE
SECTIONS 130.530 and 130.540 RELATING TO NON-UNIFORMED EMPLOYEES
RETIREMENT SYSTEM – ELIMINATING EARLY RETIREMENT BENEFIT FOR
PARTICIPANTS RECEIVING A DISABILITY BENEFIT
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF CITY OF UNIVERSITY CITY,
MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. Sections 130.530 and 130.540 of the University City Municipal Code, relating
to Non-Uniformed Employees retirement system, “Early Service and Disability
Retirement” are here by amended, and the new sections to be known as “Section
130.530 Early Service Retirement and Section 130.540 Disability Retirement”, as
approved by the Pension Board on July 28, 2015 meeting. Attached is Exhibit B, reflect
the amendment of Sections 130.530 and 130.540 incorporated herein by reference is
enacted in lieu thereof.
Section 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage as
provided by law.

PASSED and ADOPTED ______day of October 2015.
_________________________
MAYOR
ATTEST:
________________________
CITY CLERK
________________________
CITY ATTORNEY
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EXHIBIT B. NONUNIFORMED EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM
SECTION 130.530 EARLY SERVICE RETIREMENT
A.

Any member may retire on his or her retirement date after attaining early
retirement age upon the member's written application to the board of trustees not
less than thirty (30) days nor more than ninety (90) days prior to such date.

B.

Upon retirement at the member's early service retirement date the member shall
receive benefits under either subsection (B)(1) or (2) of this section:
1.
A pension beginning on the member's normal service retirement date
calculated as for normal service and final average compensation as of the
member's early service retirement date; or
2.
A pension beginning on the day after the employee retires from the city's
service and prior to his or her normal service retirement date which is the
actuarial equivalent of the pension under subsection (B)(1) of this section.

C.

A member who is receiving a disability retirement benefit pursuant to Section
130.540 shall not be eligible to receive an early retirement benefit pursuant to this
section.

SECTION 130.540 DISABILITY RETIREMENT
A.

A member who becomes disabled due to injury or illness, regardless of length of
service, shall be eligible for a disability benefit up to sixty-seven percent (67%) of
his or her compensation, provided solely from a long-term disability insurance
policy purchased by the fund. The terms, conditions, and amount of such
disability benefit (including, but not limited to, the definition of disability, the
criteria for determining disability, rules and procedures regarding medical
examinations, any elimination period, the commencement and duration of
payments, offsets for other benefits or payments, and application procedures)
shall be governed by the provisions of the insurance contract purchased by the
board of trustees. The policy premiums shall be paid from the non-uniformed
employees retirement fund.

B.

Should a member receiving disability insurance payments again become an
employee the employee's disability insurance payments shall cease and the
employee shall immediately become a member of the retirement system as of the
date of re-employment. His or her creditable service at the time of his or her
disability shall be restored in full force and effect unless the member has
withdrawn his or her accumulated contributions as permitted under Section
130.520. B.
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________________________________________________________________
MEETING DATE:

October 12, 2015

AGENDA ITEM TITLE:

Proposed Ordinance Amending – Elimination of Early
Retirement Benefit for Participants Receiving a
Disability Benefit for both Police & Firefighter and NonUniformed Pension Plans - In Section 130.160-170 and
130.530-540 – Early Services Retirement and Disability
Retirement

AGENDA SECTION:

New Business

CAN THIS ITEM BE RESCHEDULED? :

Yes

BACKGROUND REVIEW: The disability benefit under the City’s retirement plans
is currently funding by disability insurance policy that has the “Deductible Income”
provision which reduce disability benefit. The Deductible Income provision
requires an offset of any “retirement benefits you receive or are eligible to receive
under your employer’s retirement plan, including a public employee retirement
system …” The policy also requires a participant to “pursue Deductible Income for
which you may be eligible.” The interpretation for this provision is basically to
require a participant in the City’s pension plans to commence any available
retirement benefit at the earliest date possible.
This requirement only negatively affects employees eligible to receive early
retirement benefits:
•

•

Under the Police and Firefighter’s Plan, participants age 50 with 20 – 24
years of service would be required to begin a 40% retirement at age 50. If
the same participant can defer receipt of the benefit until age 55, he/she
will receive a retirement benefit of 64% of compensation.
Under the Non-Uniformed Plan, participants age 55 with 20 or more years
of service would be required to commence benefit.
Any benefit
commenced before age 65 will be actuarially reduced.

Although this normally would not affect the ultimate total retirement benefit
received over a lifetime, the reduction of the disability benefit due to the early
commencement of the retirement benefit will adversely affect the participant. In the
case of participants eligible for a normal retirement benefit or with deferred vested
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benefits (but not early retirement), such benefits cannot be increased through
deferral beyond the earliest date when the benefits may commence. Nevertheless,
such benefits will reduce the amount payable to such participants under the
current disability insurance policy.
Due to the complexity and costly for the underwriting of the disability insurance
policy, the early retirement provisions in the plans should be amended to provide
that a participant receiving a disability retirement benefit is not eligible to receive
an early retirement benefit under the plans. This would avoid requiring a
participant to take a reduced retirement benefit and would require a benefit
commencing at normal retirement age under each plan for a vested disabled
participant.
RECOMMENDATION: The Pension Boards and Staff recommend amending the
attached Ordinance 6974 Section 130.160 and Section 130.170 and Ordinance
6975 Section 130.530 and Section 130.540.
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INTRODUCED BY:________________
BILL NO.

9276

DATE

October 12, 2015

ORDINANCE NO. _________

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE
UNIVERSITY CITY MUNICIPAL CODE
SECTIONS 130.160 and 130.170 RELATING TO POLICE AND FIREFIGHTERS’
RETIREMENT SYSTEM – ELIMINATING EARLY RETIREMENT BENEFIT FOR
PARTICIPANTS RECEIVING A DISABILITY BENEFIT
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF CITY OF UNIVERSITY CITY,
MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. Sections 130.160 and 130.170 of the University City Municipal Code, relating
to Police and Firefighters’ retirement system, “Early Service and Disability Retirement”
are here by amended, and the new sections to be known as “Section 130.160 Early
Service Retirement and Section 130.170 Disability Retirement”, as approved by the
Pension Board on July 28, 2015 meeting. Attached is Exhibit A, reflect the amendment
of Sections 130.160 and 130.170 incorporated herein by reference is enacted in lieu
thereof.
Section 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage as
provided by law.

PASSED and ADOPTED ______day of October 2015.
_________________________
MAYOR
ATTEST:
________________________
CITY CLERK
________________________
CITY ATTORNEY
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EXHIBIT A. POLICE AND FIREFIGHTERS’ RETIREMENT SYSTEM

SECTION 130.160: EARLY SERVICE RETIREMENT
Upon application of an employee who has attained the age of fifty (50) and has at least twenty
(20) years of service, the employee shall be retired and shall be eligible for either of the benefits
prescribed by this chapter for such person. Notwithstanding the foregoing, an employee who is
receiving a disability retirement benefit pursuant to Section 130.170 shall not be eligible to
receive an early service retirement benefit pursuant to this section.

SECTION 130.170: DISABILITY RETIREMENT
An employee who becomes disabled due to injury or illness on or after May 1, 2001, regardless
of length of service, shall be eligible for a disability benefit up to sixty-seven percent (67%) of
his or her compensation. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this chapter, such disability
benefit shall be provided under, and in accordance with the terms, conditions, requirements,
limitations, rules and procedures (including, but not limited to, the criteria for determining
disability, rules and procedures regarding medical examinations, the commencement and
duration of payments, offsets for other benefits or payments and application procedures), of an
insurance contract purchased by the board of trustees. Premiums for such insurance contract shall
be paid from the fund. The disability benefit under this section shall be in addition to any benefit
to which an employee is entitled upon retirement or after leaving the service pursuant to Section
130.130.
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Meeting minutes of the Board of Trustees for the University City Public Library for
September 9, 2015
Members Present: Edmund Acosta, Deborah Arbogast, Dorothy Davis, Joan
Greco-Cohen, LaTrice Johnson, Joy Lieberman, Rosalind Turner
Members Absent: Luise Hoffman, Susan Glassman
City Council Liaison: Absent
Library Staff: Patrick Wall – Director, Christa Van Herreweghe, Cynthia Scott
The meeting was called to order at 5:18pm by Edmund Acosta.
Minutes - The minutes from the June 10, 2015 meeting were approved.

Librarian’s Report - was reviewed. The Ethics Resolution, required by the
Missouri Ethics Commission, establishing a procedure to disclose potential
conflicts of interest, was approved, signed, and notarized. It is good for two years.

Meeting adjourned at 5:38pm.
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From: Lehman Walker <lwalker@ucitymo.org>
Subject: Audio
Date: September 17, 2015 12:16:46 PM CDT
To: "'Paulette Carr (paulettexcarr@gmail.com)'" <paulettexcarr@gmail.com>
Cc: Joyce Pumm <jpumm@ucitymo.org>, Arthur Sharpe <qforlifeasj@att.net>, "L.
Michael Glickert" <lmglickert@yahoo.com>, Mayor Shelley Welsch
<billandshelley@ucitymo.com>, Paulette Carr <paulette_carr@sbcglobal.net>, Rod
Jennings <rjmiracle007@gmail.com>, Shelley Welsch <Mayor@ucitymo.org>, Stephen
Kraft <kraftstephene@gmail.com>, Terry Crow <Terry@cttlaw.net>

A"ached	
  is	
  the	
  audio	
  regarding	
  the	
  above	
  that	
  you	
  requested.
	
  
The	
  Fire	
  Department	
  Report	
  will	
  follow	
  shortly.
	
  

Lehman Walker
City Manager
City of University City, 6801 Delmar Boulevard, University City, MO 63130
P: 314.505.8534 | F: 314.863.9146 | www.ucitymo.org

	
  

<74XX Cornell Sick Case - Castello calling Gateway on 9-15-15 at 741 pm.wav>
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ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS SURVEY
C I T Y O F U N I V E R S I T Y C I T Y -••

DEPT. OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
UNIVERSITY CITY ANNEX BUILDING
^
6801 Delmar Boulevard
Universitv Cltv, Missouri 63130
PSI Project Number: 0029-1542
January 13, 2014

Unformation
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Engineering • Consulting • Testing
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flttct El Information
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Engineering • Consulting •
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ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS SURVEY
For
UNIVERSITY CITY ANNEX BUILDING
6801 DELMAR BOULEVARD
UNIVERSITY CITY, MISSOURI 63130
Prepared for
CITY OF UNIVERSITY CITY
DEPT. OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
6801 DELMAR BOULEVARD
UNIVERSITY CITY, MISSOURI 63130
Prepared by
Professional Service Industries, Inc.
8669 Olive Boulevard
St. Louis, Missouri 63132
Telephone 314-432-8073

C.
Kevin C. Roberts
Project Manager

h

cSUL

Greg Chambliss, RPIH, LEED AP
Department Manager

PSI PROJECT #0029-1542
January 13, 2014
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 GENERAL INFORMATION
Professional Service Industries, Inc. (PSI) was retained by the City of University City to
perform an environmental hazards survey of the University City Annex Building. The
Police Department, city jail, and 911 dispatch are located in the Annex Building. The
Fire Department previously was based at the Annex Building, but has relocated. Areas
inspected included the basement through the third floor of the annex building, a portion
of the tunnel leading from the annex building to City Hall, and a portion of the tunnel
leading from the annex building to the library. In accordance with state and federal law,
certified Missouri Asbestos Building Inspectors and Missouri Lead Inspectors performed
the survey and sampling. Kevin Roberts (Asbestos Inspector License
7118122112MOIR12746 / Lead Inspector License 080128-300001836) and Mead
Dowling (Asbestos Inspector License 7118041213MOIR304 / Lead Risk Assessor
License 100127-300002668) performed the survey December 16th through December
18th, 2013.
In addition to identifying asbestos-containing materials (ACM) and surfaces with paints
and/or coatings that contain lead-based paint (LBP), PSI also performed a radon
screening, a limited mold evaluation and continuous sewer gas monitoring in specific
locations throughout the facility.
This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of the City of University City.
1.2 AUTHORIZATION
Authorization to commence work starting December 16, 2013 was electronically
provided to PSI via a signed contract agreement. Captain Carol Jackson coordinated
access to the facility.
1.3 PURPOSE
The purpose of the sampling was to determine the presence of hazardous materials and
to evaluate if these materials will need to be removed prior to building renovations or
demolition.
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2.0 SCOPE OF SERVICES
2.1 SCOPE OF WORK
As part of this project, the following services were performed:
>
>
>
>
>

Asbestos Survey and Sampling
Lead Based Paint Sampling
Radon Screening
Limited Visual Mold Evaluation
Continuous Monitoring for Sewer Gas Parameters
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3.0 ASBESTOS SURVEY AND SAMPLING
A visual inspection and sampling survey of the facility was conducted in accordance
with general USEPA/AHERA sampling guidelines to determine the presence of suspect
asbestos-containing materials (ACM). Mr. Kevin Roberts and Mead Dowling, State of
Missouri and AHERA accredited asbestos inspectors performed the asbestos survey
portion of this project.
Samples of suspect asbestos-containing materials were collected from representative
areas of the building, which could be physically entered during the site visit.
Samples were sent to PSI's laboratory located in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, for analysis.
Samples underwent Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis for detection of
asbestos fibers in the building materials. The current EPA Method for the Determination
of Asbestos in Bulk Building Materials is in document EPA-600/R-93/116 July 1993. The
results of the analyses are summarized in Section 4.0 of this report. The laboratory
report and chain of custody for these analyses are presented in Appendix A.
3.1 ASBESTOS METHODOLOGY
3.1.1 General References
Asbestos sampling and assessment procedures were performed in general accordance
with the guidelines published by the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) in 40 CFR Part 763 Subpart E, October 30, 1987.
3.1.2 Visual Inspection
PSI's Missouri certified inspection team conducted a visual inspection for suspect
asbestos-containing materials (SACM). An initial walkthrough of the survey area was
conducted to determine the presence and condition of suspect materials, which were
accessible and/or exposed. Materials, which were similar in general appearance, were
grouped into homogeneous sampling areas. Samples were collected from suspect
ACM. Samples were analyzed using Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM).
On the basement level, piping systems in the mechanical and storage areas had either
fiberglass insulation with cementitious "mudded" pipe fittings that contained asbestos, or
asbestos-containing pipe and pipe fitting insulation.
With the exception of
approximately 15 pipe fittings, the remaining piping systems (pipe and pipe fittings) in
the tunnel leading to City Hall were insulated with fiberglass. Asbestos-containing
ceiling tile and floor tile and mastic, have been identified on all levels of the Annex
Building. Asbestos-containing pipe and/or pipe fitting insulation has been identified in
the basement and first floor. PSI could not access enclosed pipe chases for inspection.
Asbestos containing pipe and/or pipe fitting insulation is assumed to be present in all
interior and exterior wall pipe chases, on all levels. Quantities of suspect ACM in the
pipe chases could not be confirmed, and therefore is not reflected in the estimated
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quantities provided in this report. Asbestos-containing window caulk and window
glazing has been identified on all exterior windows.
Suspect building materials that were identified included floor tile and mastic, floor
sheeting, wallboard systems (drywall & joint compound), window and door caulk,
window glazing, pipe and pipe fitting insulation, tank insulation, baseboard mastics,
ceiling tile, plaster, spray applied soundproofing, sink insulation, a n d vibration joint cloth.
3.1.3 Homogeneous Material Classifications
A preliminary walkthrough of the survey area was conducted to determine areas of
materials, which were visually similar in color, texture, general appearance, and which
appeared to have been installed at the same time. Such materials are termed
"homogeneous materials" by the EPA. During this walkthrough, the approximate
locations of these homogeneous materials were also noted.
Following the EPA inspection protocol, each identified suspect asbestos homogeneous
material was placed in one of the following EPA classifications:
Surfacing Materials (spray or trowel applied to building members)
Thermal System Insulation (materials generally applied to various
mechanical systems)
Miscellaneous Materials (any materials which do not fit either of the
above categories)
3.1.4 Sampling Procedures
Following the walkthrough, the inspector collected selected samples of suspect
asbestos-containing materials. Sampling was limited to those materials physically
accessible to the inspector during the time of the inspection, except if the structural
integrity of the item being tested would be compromised.
EPA guidelines were used to determine the sampling protocol. Sampling locations were
chosen to be representative of the homogeneous material.
Samples of suspect miscellaneous asbestos and lead-based paint materials were taken
as randomly as possible while again attempting to sample already damaged areas so
as to minimize disturbance of the material. For miscellaneous materials, the number of
samples collected was left up to the discretion of the accredited asbestos inspector. For
small homogeneous areas of miscellaneous materials, sometimes only one sample was
collected for analysis.
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>

3.1.5 Quantification
Quantities of accessible and/or exposed building materials, which were suspected of
containing asbestos, were estimated. This estimation was performed by taking
approximate measurements in the field.
3.1.6 Laboratory Procedures
Asbestos analysis using PLM methodology was performed by using the bulk sample for
visual observation and slide preparation(s) for microscopic examination and
identification. The samples were mounted on slides and then analyzed for asbestos
(chrysotile, amosite, crocidolite, anthophyllite, and actinolite/tremolite) and non-asbestos
fibrous constituents (mineral wool, paper, etc.). Asbestos was identified by refractive
indices, morphology, color, pleochroism, birefringence, extinction characteristics, and
signs of elongation. The same characteristics were used to identify the non-asbestos
constituents.
The microscopist visually estimated relative amounts of each constituent by determining
the volume of each constituent in proportion to the total volume of the sample, using a
stereoscope.
PSI laboratories maintain an in-house quality control program. This program involves
blind reanalysis of ten percent of samples, precision and accuracy controls, and use of
standard bulk reference materials for asbestos.
3.1.7 Report Formats
3.1.7.1 Report Format for Asbestos Survey Summary Table
Sample Number
A number is assigned to each sample to track results. A homogenous area is
defined as an area of material that is uniform in color, texture and age. Each
homogenous area was given a distinct letter designation. An example of the
numbering sequence is as follows:
A-3
A = Homogeneous Material Group
3 = Third sample taken from homogeneous group A.
Material Location
Area in the building where suspect material was found.
Sample Description
Describes the material.
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Approximate Quantity
Approximate quantity of material broken down by location.
Abbreviations
SF = Square Feet
LF = Linear Feet
EA = Each
Sample Results
Amount and type of asbestos (Any material containing more than 1% Asbestos is
considered an asbestos-containing material (ACM).
3.1.7.2 Report Format for Laboratory Analyses
Client ID
Unique number assigned by the inspector.
Lab ID
Unique number assigned by the laboratory for each sample.
Sample Description
Description is based on what analysts view under the microscope.
Asbestos Content
Indicates whether the sample contains more than 1% asbestos or no
asbestos was detected.
Non-Asbestos Fibers
Indicates the percentage of non-asbestos materials present in the sample.
3.2 ASBESTOS FINDINGS
Asbestos-containing materials were found in this facility.
sampled and found to contain asbestos are as follows:
•

•
•
•

The suspect materials

Ceiling Tile - 2' X 4' Lay-In with Pin-dot pattern - approximately 4,000 sf basement, Fire Dept. Offices, Main Hallway, Detective Bureau (rms. 205, 206,
207), and "D.A.R.E," office (rm. 301).
Ceiling Tile - 2' X 4' Lay-In, Off white with crowsfoot pattern - approximately 80
sf - west end of hall by violations bureau.
Floor Tile - 12" Brown with white streaks with black mastic - approximately 450 sf
- basement elevator lobby, phone & computer rooms.
Floor Tile - 12" White with Multi-Colored Flakes with Yellow Mastic over 12"
Brown with yellow mastic - Approximately 885 sf - Break room, "EOC" and west
entrance hallways.
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Floor Tile - 9" Gray with black mastic under carpet - approximately 875 sf Violations Bureau and associated storeroom (rms. 103 & 128).
Floor Tile - 12" Tan with white & gray flakes with black mastic - approximately
380 sf - "Booking" hallway.
Floor Tile - 12" Orange with yellow mastic over white tile with yellow mastic over
gray tile with black mastic - approximately 160 sf - watch commander office (rm.

102).
Floor Tile - 12" Gray mottled with black mastic - approximately 460 sf - report
room and former suspect viewing room (rms. 114 & 116).
Floor Tile - 12" Cream with yellow mastic over 9" green mottled with black mastic
(under carpet) - approximately 430 sf - 2nd floor stairway lobby.
Floor Tile - 12" Orange with yellow mastic over 12" cream with yellow mastic
over 9" green mottled with black mastic - approximately 4,060 sf - 2nd floor fire
department residence (rm. 222) and southeast stairwell landings.
Floor Tile - 9" Green mottled with black mastic - approximately 2,315 sf Detective Bureau, evidence storage, closets, and cell corridor (rms. 202, 205,
206, 207, 208, 217, & 218) and homicide evidence room. Approximately 2,050 sf
under carpet.
Floor Tile - 12" Light tan with white flakes with yellow mastic over wood over 9"
green mottled with black mastic - approximately 545 sf - "Swearing In" room and

hallway.
Mastic - Black under carpet and various flooring - approximately 900 sf - Rooms
101, 110,111, & 117.
Floor Tile - 9" Dark red with black mastic - approximately 500 sf - Ms. Price
office and storeroom (rms. 215 & 216).
Floor Tile - 9" Brown with black mastic & black vapor barrier - approximately 910
sf - 3rd floor elevator lobby, offices to west of lobby, and "DARE" storage closet
(rms. 301,302, & 303).
Floor Tile - 12" White mottled with yellow mastic over wood over white tile with
gold mastic over wood over 9" brown with black mastic and black vapor barrier approximately 65 sf - 3rd floor restroom
Floor Sheeting - Brown terrazzo style under elevated computer floor approximately 600 sf - "911 dispatch".
Cementitious "Mudded" Pipe Fitting Insulation on 0" - 4" diameter pipe runs approximately 235 fittings - Throughout Facility. (Material assumed to be in all
interior and exterior pipe chases, chase quantity not included).
Cementitious "Mudded" Pipe Fitting Insulation on 4" - 8" diameter pipe runs approximately 50 fittings - Basement and 1 s t Floor. (Material assumed to be in all
interior and exterior pipe chases, chase quantity not included).
"Mag Block" Pipe Insulation on 0" - 4" diameter pipe runs - approximately 300 If Basement mechanical rooms. (Material assumed to be in all interior and exterior
pipe chases, chase quantity not included).
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"Mag Block" Pipe Insulation on 4" - 8" diameter pipe runs - approximately 100 If
- Basement Bicycle storage (rm. 005).
"Aircell" pipe insulation on 0" - 4" diameter pipe runs - approximately 155 If Throughout Facility. (Material assumed to be in all intBhor and exterior pipe
chases, chase quantity not included).
Tank insulation - approximately 10 sf - found on condensate tank in basement
EOC mechanical room - assumed to be asbestos-containing due to close
proximity of homogeneous area I.
Vibration Joint Cloth - white - approximately 6 If - storage area under fire
department garage (rm. B9).
Vibration Joint Cloth - Green Canvas - approximately 16 If - Basement
Evidence Storage Room B5 - assumed.
Sink Insulation - Black & Gold - approximately 10 sf - 1 s t Floor break room and
mail/print room.
Exterior Window Glazing - approximately 2,295 If (45 window units & Clerestory)
- throughout facility.
Exterior Window Caulk - approximately 1,375 If - (45 window units) - throughout
facility.
Exterior Door Caulk - Gray- approximately 30 If - East entrance to Police
Department.
A material is considered by the EPA and the State of Missouri to be asbestos-containing
if at least one sample collected from the homogenous area shows asbestos present in
an amount greater than 1 %.
Please refer to Appendix A for a more detailed description of the microscopic analysis in
the Asbestos Results Table and Laboratory Reports. In addition, Figures 1 through 4 of
this report illustrate the approximate locations of asbestos-containing materials
throughout the University City Annex Building.
3.3 ASBESTOS CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Based on the above sample results, there were several areas in the University City
Annex Building where asbestos-containing materials are present. These identified
asbestos-containing materials should be removed by a Missouri licensed asbestos
abatement contractor prior to any renovation and/or demolition activities (if materials are
to be disturbed).
Materials that contain less than 1% asbestos are not defined by the EPA or the State of
Missouri as an asbestos-containing material (ACM). Analytical data indicates that the
following material contained <1% Chrysotile asbestos:
•

Drywall Joint Compound - White - Throughout the facility.
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In accordance with Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) regulations,
work activities involving the disturbance of materials that contain any asbestos,
including <1%, involve certain work practice requirements and prohibitions. PSI
recommends that the material be treated as asbestos-containing.
Summary tables and laboratory results are shown in Appendix A of this report. In
addition, illustrations showing the locations of asbestos-containing materials throughout
the building are shown on Figures 1 through 4.
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4.0

LEAD BASED PAINT SAMPLING

Suspect Lead-Based Paint (LBP) surfaces were tested for lead content using X-Ray
Fluorescence (XRF). Testing was performed on representative surfaces of the building,
which could be physically entered / accessed during the site visit.
The type of XRF instrument used was a RMD LPA - 1, XRF Device # 1148. The
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), and the Missouri Department of Health and
Senior Services (DHSS) specify a positive determination of lead paint when the lead
content is equal to or greater than 1.0 milligram of lead per square centimeter of painted
surface (mg/cm2) when measured by X-Ray Fluorescence (XRF). The XRF reports for
these analyses are presented in Appendix B.
4.1 LEAD BASED PAINT METHODOLOGY
4.1.1 Visual Inspection
PSI's Missouri certified inspection team conducted a visual inspection for suspect leadbased paint (LBP) materials. An initial walkthrough of the survey area was conducted to
determine the presence and condition of suspect materials, which were accessible
and/or exposed.
4.1.2 Method of Analysis
Paint surfaces were tested for lead content using X-Ray Fluorescence (XRF). Testing
was performed on representative surfaces of the survey area, which could be physically
entered / accessed during the site visit. HUD, USEPA, and the Missouri DHSS specify
a positive determination of lead paint when the lead content is equal to or greater than
1.0 milligrams of lead per square centimeter of painted surface (mg/cm2) when
measured by X-Ray Fluorescence (XRF). The XRF reports for these analyses are
presented in Appendix B
4.1.3 Report Format for XRF Table
Reading #
Correlates to the reading / test performed using the XRF.
Interior/Exterior
Describes if the sample / reading was taken from the interior or exterior of
the building.
Room #
Describes room where reading was collected, or if from the exterior of the
building, which side.
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Wall
Indicates which wall (north, south, east, west) in a room where a reading
was collected.
Component
Describes the item where a reading was collected, such as a door casing,
hand rail, etc.
Substrate
Describes the matrix of the item where a reading was collected, such as
concrete, plaster, or wood.
Paint Color
Color of paint or coating.
XRF Reading
Provides the concentration of lead in milligrams per square centimeter
(mg/cm2). A painted surface or coating with a reading equal to or greater
than 1.0 is considered LBP by HUD, USEPA, and Missouri DHSS.
4.2 LEAD-BASED PAINT FINDINGS
Lead-based paint has been identified at the University City Annex Building. Building
components where LBP has been identified are as follows:
Basement
• Tan/Brown metal handrails on the stairwell (B-1) in the basement.
• Orange/Red metal l-Beams within the Bike Storage/Evidence Area (Room 005/B11) in the basement.
• Gray metal handrails on the stairwell to the Jail Cells (B-12) in the basement.
• White metal jail cell bars in the Jail Cell (B-12) in the basement.
• White metal jail cell walls in the Jail Cell (B-12) in the basement.
• White wooden windows in the Fire Department Area (B-7) within the basement.
• White wooden window frames in the Fire Department Area (B-7) within the
basement.
• Blue wooden window frames in the Fire Department Area (B-6) within the
basement.
It should be noted that all interior windows and window frames within the basement
were observed to contain lead-based paint.
1 s t Floor
• White/Glazed ceramic block walls within the Fire Department Equipment Area
(126) within the 1 s t Floor.
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•
•

White metal pipe along the east wall in the Fire Department Equipment Area
(126) within the 1 s t Floor
Cream/Tan wooden window frames in the Fire Department Equipment Area
(126) within the 1 s t Floor.

It should be noted that all interior windows and window frames within the 1 s t Floor
were observed to contain lead-based paint.
2 nd Floor
• Blue wooden handrail on the stairwell/foyer (201) within the 2 nd Floor.
• Blue wooden door in the stairwell (201) leading to the exterior within the 2 nd
Floor.
• Brown wooden window in the Fire Department Restroom within the 2 nd Floor.
• Brown wooden door frame in the Detectives Area (205/209) within the 2 nd Floor.
• Brownish orange metal door in the Swearing In Room/Ms. Price's Office (216)
within the 2 nd Floor.
• Mauve metal radiator in the Homicide Evidence Room within the 2 nd Floor.
It should be noted that all interior windows and window frames within the 2 nd Floor
were observed to contain lead-based paint.
3 rd Floor
It should be noted that all interior windows and window frames within the 3 rd Floor
were observed to contain lead-based paint.
Exterior
• Yellow wooden window frames on the exterior of the University City Annex
Building.
• Tan metal electrical conduits on the exterior of the University City Annex
Building.
• Yellow wooden garage door frames on the exterior of the University City Annex
Building.
• Yellow metal/concrete parking bollards on the exterior of the University City
Annex Building.
• Cream wooden garage door frames on the exterior of the University City Annex
Building.
It should be noted that all exterior windows and window frames (all floors) on the
University City Annex Building were observed to contain lead-based paint.
Paint surfaces were tested for lead content using X-Ray Fluorescence (XRF). Testing
was performed on representative surfaces of the survey area, which could be physically
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entered / accessed during the site visit. HUD, USEPA, and the Missouri DHSS specify
a positive determination of lead paint when the lead content is equal to or greater than
1.0 milligrams of lead per square centimeter of painted surface (mg/cm2) when
measured by X-Ray Fluorescence (XRF).
Please refer to Appendix B for the XRF data sheets and Figures 5 through 8 for the
locations of lead-based paint components throughout the University City Annex
Building.
4.3 LEAD-BASED PAINT CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Based on the above sample results, there are several areas in the University City Annex
Building that contain lead-based paints.
For renovation in areas containing lead-based paint, the Occupational Safety & Health
Administration (OSHA) regulates workers exposure to lead concentrations based on the
permissible exposure limit of 50 pg/m3.
Therefore, in order to satisfy OSHA
requirements, worker protection and air monitoring may be required for work activities
that disturb paints that contain lead in any amount. In accordance with the OSHA
Construction Standard for Lead (29 CFR 1926.62), it is the contractors' responsibility to
protect their workers when an employee may be occupational^ exposed to lead.
In accordance with the State of Missouri's current lead regulations, Lead-Based Paint
does not have to be removed prior to building demolition; however, a 5-Toxicity
Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) sample may be required to show that debris
can be disposed of as demolition waste.
Tables showing the XRF data results are included in Appendix B of this report. In
addition, illustrations showing the locations of lead-based paint components throughout
the building are shown on Figures 5 through 8.
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5.0 RADON SCREENING
PSI conducted short-term radon sampling within three (3) indoor areas of the University
City Annex Building. Testing was conducted between 9:00am Monday, December 16,
2013 to 3;00pm Wednesday, December 18, 2013 for a total of 54 hours.

5.1 RADON SCREENING METHODOLOGY
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) suggests that the lowest
area of the building that is used on a regular basis be tested; therefore, the basement
was selected for testing since the majority of the basement is finished and used by
personnel on a daily basis.
PSI utilized laboratory-prepared short-term charcoal test kits to passively collect air
samples during the test period. The kits are designed to be exposed from 48 to 96
hours (2 to 4 days) in closed building conditions. The test kits were deployed at
designated locations in the building between two and six feet from the floor (normal
breathing zone) and were not placed near exterior walls, windows, heating or cooling
vents, and/or doorways (at least 3 feet away). Test areas included the EOC, the Bike
Storage/Evidence Room, and the Pistol Range within the basement of the University
City Annex Building. The sample devices were allowed to be exposed for approximately
54 hours in closed house conditions before they were collected. The sampling was
conducted in accordance with generally accepted USEPA radon sampling protocols and
analytical procedures.
Upon conclusion of the test period, air samples were sealed and shipped for analysis to
Air Check, Inc. in Mills River, North Carolina.
5.2 RADON FINDINGS
The laboratory analytical report is attached in Appendix C. Sample results are reported
in picocuries per liter (pCi/L) and are presented in the table below:
Sample
Number

Sample Location

Results
(pCi/L)

Duration
(Hours)

Start Date

4732515

Basement - EOC

<0.3

54

12/16/2013

4732516

Basement - Bike
Storage/Evidence Room

1.2

54

12/16/2013

4732517

Basement - Pistol Range

0.9

54

12/16/2013

Start
Time
9:00
AM
9:00
AM
9:00
AM

End Date

End
Time

12/18/2013
12/18/2013
12/18/2013

USEPA Indoor Air Action Level for Radon = 4.0 pCi/L
Results reported in picocuries per liter (pCi/L)
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3:00
PM
3:00
PM
3:00
PM

5.3 RADON SCREENING CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
The analysis of the short term test air samples indicate the radon concentrations in the
areas sampled in the University City Annex Building are below the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) indoor air action level of 4.0 pCi/L.
Additional sampling (long-term testing) is not required and/or recommended at this time.
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6.0 LIMITED VISUAL MOLD EVALUATION
The subject site is the University City Annex Building located at 6801 Delmar Boulevard
in University City, Missouri. PSI understands that the University City Annex Building is
being evaluated for potential future renovation/demolition and an environmental hazard
survey that includes a limited visual mold evaluation has been requested. Due to
concerns of potential mold amplification and/or conditions that may increase the
likelihood of future mold growth, PSI was contacted to perform a limited visual mold
evaluation.
The purpose of the project was to evaluate the University City Annex Building for the
presence of fungal (mold) amplification and for the potential for existing conditions
present at the facility to contribute to fungal (mold) amplification. The evaluation was
performed in order to gather information to support if additional mold sampling and/or
indoor air quality (IAQ) evaluation services are needed.
6.1 LIMITED VISUAL MOLD EVALUATION METHODOLOGY
6.1.1 Scope of Services
PSI performed a walk-through evaluation of accessible areas within the University City
Annex Building located at 6801 Delmar Boulevard in University City, Missouri. The
general evaluation consisted of a visual walk-through assessment, moisture
observations and measurements, and photographic documentation. Surface and
airborne fungal samples were not part of this limited mold evaluation.
6.1.1.1 General Evaluation
PSI provided an Industrial Hygienist (IH), working under the direction of a PSI
Principal Consultant to perform a non-intrusive walk-through evaluation of accessible
areas at the subject site. The evaluation included visual observations of material
conditions, building systems and property grounds. Where conditions warranted,
materials were moved to aid in visual observation. The following elements were
performed during the general evaluation.
Walk ThroughA/isual Evaluation
PSI performed a visual evaluation focusing on identification of fungi (mold) and
water damaged building materials and other sources that may have a negative
impact on the indoor environment.
Moisture Observations and Measurements
During the general evaluation, PSI attempted to visually identify stained building
materials that included ceiling tiles, gypsum wallboard, plaster, carpeting, loose floor
tiles, wooden materials, and other water damage evidence. Additionally, drains
were observed for evidence of blockage. A Delmhorst 2100 resistance moisture
meter was used to determine the moisture content of building materials observed
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•

within the subject property as being potentially damaged by water. Such materials
included gypsum wallboard, plaster and wood.
Collected data was used to
determine its present condition and the extent of saturation of the building material.
Photographic Documentation
Photographic images were collected to document visual observations of the
subject site at the time of the evaluation. Photographs of the site evaluation
typically included images of observations such as damaged building materials,
potential points of microbial growth, sources of moisture or water intrusion,
suspect conditions of building systems, etc.
6.1.2 Authorization
Authorization to perform this work was given by University City personnel in a signed
contract dated December 11, 2013. Mr. Kevin Roberts and Mr. Mead "Chuck" Dowling
of PSI performed the visual evaluation on December 16th through December 18th, 2013.
6.2 LIMITED VISUAL MOLD EVALUATION OBSERVATIONS AND FINDINGS
Observations of water staining, suspect visible mold growth, conditions that may affect
the likelihood of future mold growth, and conditions that may affect indoor air quality
within the University City Annex Building are shown below. Figures 5 through 8 of this
report illustrate the approximate locations of these water damaged materials and
suspect visible mold areas. In addition, photos of select areas observed to contain
suspect visible mold growth, water staining, and/or water damage throughout the facility
are included in Appendix D of this report.
Basement
• Emergency Operations Center (EOC) - Water staining and previous water
damage was observed on the east drywall wall in the computer room and on the
floor and west drywall wall in the mechanical equipment room of the EOC.
•

Machine Room (003) - Water staining and previous water damage was observed
on the north drywall wall of the machine room within the basement.

•

Existing Pipe Tunnel (B14) - Standing water was observed on the floor on the
south end of the tunnel and water staining was observed on the brick/concrete
walls within the tunnel.

•

Bike Storage/Evidence Area (005/B11) - Water staining was observed on the
west drywall wall and previous water damage was observed on the south
concrete/brick wall within the bike storage/evidence area.
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Fire Department Storage Room (B6) - Suspect visible mold was observed
growing on the west concrete wall (on paint) within the fire department storage
room.

•

Fire Department Storage Area (B9) - Standing water was observed on the floor
along the north wall (under HVAC unit) in the fire department storage area.

1 st Floor
• Fire Chiefs Office in EOC - Suspect visible mold and water staining was
observed on ceiling tiles within the fire chiefs office within the EOC.
•

Mail Room/Print Shop (102) - Unusual odors were noted and water staining was
observed on the south drywall wall (coming from ceiling) of the mail room/print
shop. In addition, the faucet within the sink of the mail room was observed to be
dripping constantly.

•

Captain Jackson's Office within the EOC - Stagnant air and unusually dry air
was noted within Captain Jackson's office during the evaluation. In addition, the
air diffusers within the office were observed to be dusty.

•

Hallway outside of Violations Bureau (101) - Water staining was observed on
multiple ceiling tiles near the HVAC diffuser in the hallway outside of the
violations bureau.

•

Violations Bureau Office (103/129) - Water staining was observed on multiple
ceiling tiles near the HVAC diffuser in the violations bureau office.

•

Men's Restroom (107) - Water damage (peeling covebase) was observed on the
east wall of the men's restroom.
Women's Restroom (106) - Water staining was observed on multiple ceiling tiles
in the women's restroom.

•

Roll Call Area (118) - Water staining was observed on several ceiling tiles within
the roll call area.

•

Men's Locker Room (118) - Water staining was observed on multiple ceiling tiles
within the men's locker room.

•

Paper Storage Area (118) - Water staining was observed on the concrete ceiling
(along cracks) within the paper storage area.
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•

Booking Hallway and Booking Room (104/113) - Water staining was observed
on multiple ceiling tiles within the booking hallway and booking room.

2nd Floor
• Foyer Area outside the Fire Department (201) - Water staining and peeling paint
was observed on the plaster ceiling within the foyer area outside the fire
department. In addition, water saturated carpet was observed directly below this
area. Water staining was observed on the ceiling outside the elevator.
•

Fire Department Area (222) - Water staining was observed on multiple ceiling
tiles within the shower room, a buildup of particulate dust was observed on the
walls and ceilings near the HVAC system and diffusers within the main fire
department area, water damage and water staining was observed on the east
plaster walls (crumbling and efflorescence) and plaster wall columns (cracking)
within the main fire department area, water damage and water staining was
observed on the lower portions of the drywall walls of the shower within the
restroom, and water staining was observed on the floor around the toilet in the
restroom of the fire department area.

•

Detective Offices (205/205, 207, 208, 209, 213) - Water staining was observed
on several ceiling tiles throughout the detective offices (including questioning
rooms) and on a column within the detective office closet.
• Detective Restrooms (212 and 213) - Water damage (wood floor rotting around
the toilets) was observed in both the men and women's restrooms of the
detective office.
•

Swearing In Room - Water damage (wood floor rotting around the drinking
fountain) was observed in the swearing in room.
Ms. Price's Office Area (215 and 216) - Suspect visible mold and water staining
was observed on the north brick wall (on paint) and cardboard boxes within Ms.
Price's office. In addition, water saturated carpet and peeling paint (wet) was
observed in this area. A musty odor was noted within Ms. Price's office.
Main Evidence Room - Water damage and water staining was observed on the
north brick wall and concrete ceiling of the main evidence room. In addition,
peeling paint and efflorescence (calcium buildup) was observed.
Homicide Evidence Room - Water staining was observed on ceiling tiles and
around the windows along the east wall of the homicide evidence room.
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3 rd Floor
• Command Center (303) - Suspect visible mold was observed on the west plaster
wall along the bookshelf of the command center. In addition, water staining was
observed on multiple ceiling tiles within the command center.
•

Foyer and Stairway (304) - Previous water damage was observed on ceiling and
plaster wall over brick in the foyer stairwell area.

•

D.A.R.E. Office (301) - A strong musty odor was noted upon entry into the
D.A.R.E. office. In addition, severe water damage (crumbling and efflorescence)
was observed on the east and west plaster walls and water staining was
observed on several ceiling tiles within the D.A.R.E. office.

•

Mechanical Room of the D.A.R.E. Office - Water damage (floor tile crumbling
and wood rotting) and water staining was observed on the tile/wooden floor in the
mechanical room of the D.A.R.E. office. In addition, efflorescence was observed
on the plaster walls along the baseboards.

A Delmhorst Moisture Meter™ was used to collect measurements from accessible
plaster, gypsum wallboard surfaces and wood surfaces within the affected areas. The
meter was used to evaluate whether elevated moisture levels exist on the surfaces
tested that may be conducive to fungal amplification. The Delmhorst 2100 is a "pintype" meter that measures moisture content based on variances in resistivity. The
meter is calibrated to measure a range of 6% to 40% moisture content using a wood
scale, 0.2% to 50% using a gypsum scale and 0% to 100% using a reference hard
surface scale, i.e. concrete. Using the meter, wood moisture content ranging from 6%
to 15% is considered normal, greater than 15% to 17% is borderline and greater than
17% is elevated. Regarding the gypsum materials, 0.2% to 0.5% is considered normal,
greater than 0.5% to 1% is borderline and greater than 1% is elevated, Hard surface
materials moisture content, such as concrete or plaster, 0% to 85% is considered
normal, greater 85% to 95% is borderline and greater than 95% is considered elevated.
It should be noted that many interior finish materials such as wood and gypsum readily
absorb moisture from ambient air, often increasing measured moisture content into the
measured borderline range. Therefore, PSI used background readings and exercised
professional judgment in the interpretation of borderline levels.
Basement
• The water stained drywall tested within the basement ranged from 0 . 1 % to 0.4%.
This includes the south and east walls and the ceiling at various locations. As such,
the drywall tested at the time of evaluation is considered as having normal moisture
levels.
• It should be noted that standing water was observed in the existing tunnel and in the
fire department storage area.
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1 s t Floor
• The water stained drywall tested within the 1 st Floor ranged from 0.2% to 0.4%. As
such, the drywall tested at the time of evaluation is considered as having normal
moisture levels.
• The water stained plaster tested within the 1 st Floor ranged from 62.6% to 81.9%. As
such, the plaster tested at the time of the evaluation is considered as having normal
moisture levels; however several areas were observed to be damaged by previous
water incursions.
2 nd Floor
• The water stained drywall tested within the 2nd Floor ranged from 0.2% to 0.3%. As
such, the drywall tested at the time of evaluation is considered as having normal
moisture levels.
• Wood tested within the 2nd Floor ranged from 11% to 14%. As such, the wood tested
at the time of evaluation is considered as having normal moisture levels; however,
the wood was observed to be damaged (and rotting) by previous water damage.
• The water stained plaster tested within the 2nd Floor ranged from 43.6% to 72.6%.
As such, the plaster tested at the time of the evaluation is considered as having
normal moisture levels; however several areas were observed to be damaged
(efflorescence and crumbling) by previous water incursions.
• It should be noted that water saturated carpet was observed in the foyer/hallway
area outside the fire department and in Ms. Price's office. In addition, visible water
was observed draining down the interior side of the north brick wall in Ms. Price's
office.
3rd Floor
• Wood tested within the 3rd Floor ranged from 9% to 13%. As such, the wood tested
at the time of evaluation is considered as having normal moisture levels; however,
the wood was observed to be damaged (and rotting) by previous water damage.
• The water stained plaster tested within the 2nd Floor ranged from 64.3% to 78.3%.
As such, the plaster tested at the time of the evaluation is considered as having
normal moisture levels; however several areas were observed to be damaged
(efflorescence and crumbling) by previous water incursions.
6.3 LIMITED MOLD EVALUATION CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Based on visual observations of suspect visible mold, buildup of particulates around air
diffusers of the HVAC system, water staining of building materials, and water damage
throughout the facility, PSI recommends that additional indoor air quality (IAQ) and/or mold
sampling evaluations be performed (including the collection of fungal airborne samples) at
the University City Annex Building located at 6801 Delmar Boulevard in University City,
Missouri to determine the extent of the mold amplification (if any). Figures 5 through 8 of
this report illustrate the locations of these water damaged materials and suspect visible
mold areas. In addition, photos of select areas observed to contain suspect visible mold
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growth, water staining, and/or water damage throughout the facility are included in
Appendix D of this report.
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7.0 CONTINUOUS SEWER GAS MONITORING
The purpose of this scope of work was to perform continuous sewer gas monitoring
within the University City Annex Building located at 6801 Delmar Boulevard in University
City, Missouri. PSI understands that sewer gas odors have been noted in a few
locations of the basement of the facility. PSI performed sewer gas monitoring in one (1)
area of concern (complaint area) and one (1) non-complaint area within the facility using
equipment with continuous data logging capabilities. PSI provided a an industrial
hygienist, under the guidance of a Registered Professional Industrial Hygienist (RPIH),
and performed a general evaluation of existing conditions within the facility using RKI
Eagle 2 multiple gas monitors with data logging capabilities. The testing was conducted
within the existing pipe tunnel (a complaint area) and within the stairwell B-1 landing
(non-complaint area), both areas within the basement of the facility.
7.1 SEWER GAS METHODOLOGY
Air sampling was conducted within the existing pipe tunnel (complaint area) and within
stairwell B-1 landing (non-complaint area) for the basic 4-gas (sewer gas) parameters
consisting of methane (CH4), percent oxygen (% 02), hydrogen sulfide (H2S), and
carbon monoxide (CO) using RKI Eagle 2 multiple gas monitors with data logging
capabilities. This general evaluation of the sewer gas parameters was based on
continuous 24-hour sampling for a period of 5 consecutive days.
7.1.1 Authorization
Authorization to perform this work was given by University City personnel in a signed
contract dated December 11, 2013. Mr. Kevin Roberts, an Industrial Hygienist with PSI
began the evaluation on December 16, 2013 and stopped the continuous sampling
equipment on December 20, 2013.
7.2 SEWER GAS MONITORING OBSERVATIONS AND FINDINGS
Existing Pipe Tunnel- Complaint Area
Upon entry into the existing pipe tunnel, unusual odors were not noted; however, the
tunnel was observed to be damp and elevated in temperature as compared to the rest
of the facility. The tunnel consisted primarily of concrete block and brick walls with
piping along the west wall. In addition, a sewer manhole/drain was observed near the
northern end of the tunnel near the access door. One (1) sewer gas monitor with data
logging capabilities was placed within the existing pipe tunnel.
Stairwell B-1 Landing ~ Non-Complaint Area
Upon entry into stairwell B-1, unusual odors were not noted. The stairwell landing
consisted of a concrete floor and plaster/concrete walls with a drinking fountain at the
bottom of the stairs. One (1) sewer gas monitor with data logging capabilities was
placed within the stairwell B-1 landing. This stairwell landing was chosen as the nonCity of University City, Missouri
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complaint sample area since it was a heavy traffic area near the complaint area and
since it was recommended by University City Annex personnel.
Sewer Gas Parameters
The sewer gas parameters were compared to Occupational Safety and Health
Administration's (OSHA's) Permissible Exposure Limits (PELs) for time-weighted
averages (TWA) and/or ceiling levels, the National Institute for Occupational Safety and
Health's (NIOSH's) Recommended Exposure Limits (RELs) for ceiling levels, and the
American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists (ACGIH) Threshold Limit
Values (TLVs) for TWA levels. One (1) monitor was placed within the existing pipe
tunnel (complaint area) and one (1) monitor was placed within the stairwell B-1 landing
(non-complaint area) of the basement of the facility.
Results can be referenced in the continuous sewer gas monitoring data reports which
are included in Appendix E of this report. The table below summarizes the results on a
daily basis:
Existing Pipe Tunnel - Complaint Area
Hydrogen Sulfide Carbon Monoxide
(H2S) - PPM
(GO) - PPM

Date

Methane
(GH4)-

Oxygen-%

12/16/2013

<20 PPM

Between 20.5% & 21.0%

0.0 PPM

<47 PPM

12/17/2013

NA

Between 20.9% & 21.0%

0.0 PPM

0.0 PPM

12/18/2013

<70 PPM

Between 20.9% & 21.0%

0.0 PPM

0.0 PPM

12/19/2013

<145PPM

20.9%

0.0 PPM

0.0 PPM

12/20/2013

<200 PPM

20.9%

0.0 PPM

0.0 PPM

1

50 PPM 2

OSHAPEL

NA

Between 19.5% & 23.5%

20 PPM

NIOSH REL

NA

Between 19.5% & 23.5%

10 PPM1

200 PPM1

1PPM 2
1,000 PPM2 Between 19.5% & 23.5%
ACGIH TLV
25PPM 2
1
Ceiling (Not to Exceed)
2
8-hour time-weighted average (TWA)
Concentrations listed on fable are the maximum concentration observed for that day; therefore, are not TWA's
Data collected by using an RKI Eagle 2 meter with data logging - Serial Number E2A376
Started 12-16-2013 at 8:47 AM and ended 12-20-2013 at 10:33 AM

Methane levels collected within the existing pipe tunnel were below the recommended
ACGIH TLVs of 1,000 parts per million (PPM) during an 8-hour TWA. It should be noted
that OSHA and NIOSH do not recognize exposure limits of methane; however, OSHA
and NIOSH recognize that environments consisting of methane concentrations of
50,000 PPM to 150,000 PPM (5% to 15% volume) are potentially explosive and
environments consisting of methane concentrations of 500,000 PPM may cause
asphyxiation. Oxygen levels within the existing pipe tunnel were within the OSHA's
regulated levels and NIOSH's and ACGIH's recommended guidelines of 19.5% to
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23.5% oxygen. Hydrogen sulfide was not detected during the sampling period within the
existing pipe tunnel; therefore, the results were below OSHA's PEL and NIOSH's and
ACGIH's recommended guidelines. Carbon monoxide was detected on Monday,
December 16, 2013 in the existing pipe tunnel; however, the results were below
OSHA's PEL TWA of 50 PPM and below NIOSH's REL ceiling level of 200 PPM.
Carbon monoxide was not detected during the rest of the sampling period. It should be
noted that the sampling device was inadvertently unplugged and the unit was not in
operation (lost power) between 12:21PM and 3:18PM on December 17, 2013. Based on
the review of the data collected within the existing pipe tunnel during the sampling
period, sewer gas parameters were below and/or within regulatory and recommended
guidelines and the data did not show any consistency of parameter spikes on any given
time of the day.
Stairwell B-1 Landing - Non-Complaint Area
Hydrogen Sulfide Carbon Monoxide
(H2S)-PPM
(GO) - PPM

Date

Methane
(GH4)-

Oxygen - %

12/16/2013

<15PPM

20.9%

0.0 PPM

0.0 PPM

12/17/2013

<10PPM

20.9%

0.0 PPM

0.0 PPM

12/18/2013

<25 PPM

20.9%

0.0 PPM

0.0 PPM

12/19/2013

<45 PPM

20.9%

0.0 PPM

0.0 PPM

12/20/2013

<30 PPM

20.9%

0.0 PPM

0.0 PPM

1

50 PPM2

OSHAPEL

NA

Between 19.5% & 23.5%

20PPM

NIOSH REL

NA

Between 19.5% & 23.5%

10 PPM1

200 PPM1

1,000 PPM2 Between 19:5% & 23.5%
1 PPM2
25 PPM2
AGGIH TLV
1
Ceiling (Not to Exceed)
2
8-hour time-weighted average (TWA)
Concentrations listed on table are the maximum concentration observed for that day; therefore, are not TWA's
Data collected by using an RKI Eagle 2 meter with data logging - Serial Number E2B641
Started 12-16-2013 at 8:55 AM and ended 12-20-2013 at 10:30 AM

Methane levels collected within the stairwell B-1 landing were below the recommended
ACGIH TLVs of 1,000 parts per million (PPM) during an 8-hour TWA. Oxygen levels
within the stairwell B-1 landing were within the OSHA's regulated levels and NIOSH's
and ACGIH's recommended guidelines of 19.5% to 23.5% oxygen. Hydrogen sulfide
and carbon monoxide were not detected during the sampling period within the stairwell
B-1 landing; therefore, the results were below OSHA PEL's and NIOSH and ACGIH
recommended guidelines. Based on the review of the data collected within the stairwell
B-1 landing during the sampling period, sewer gas parameters were below and/or within
regulatory and recommended guidelines and the data did not show any consistency of
parameter spikes on any given time of the day.
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7.3 SEWER GAS MONITORING CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Based on the continuous monitoring sample results collected between December 16,
and December 20, 2013, methane, percent oxygen, hydrogen sulfide, and carbon
monoxide were below and/or within regulatory and recommended guidelines and the
data did not show any consistency of parameter spikes on any given time of the day. It
should be noted that methane and carbon monoxide were detected within the existing
pipe tunnel (complaint area) and methane was detected in the stairwell B-1 landing
(non-compiaint area); however, the results in both areas were below OSHA PEL's and
recommended guideline levels. Although carbon monoxide was detected below the
OSHA PEL within the existing pipe tunnel, it should be noted that carbon monoxide is
an odorless gas that is toxic and has the ability to cause death by asphyxiation at high
concentrations. Since carbon monoxide has the potential to accumulate in the existing
pipe tunnel of the facility, PSI recommends that the University City Annex personnel
install a carbon monoxide detector within the existing pipe tunnel to measure carbon
monoxide levels over time and sound an alarm if dangerous levels accumulate giving
personnel adequate warning to safely ventilate or evacuate the area (if need be).
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8.0 ENVIRONMENTAL COST ESTIMATES
PSI used recognized standard engineering principals in developing the unit cost
budgetary estimate for removal of the listed environmental concerns. This estimate is
for removal and disposal of the listed items and anticipates all work being performed at
the same time.
Asbestos-containing Materials
12,935 sf of floor tile and/or mastic
600 sf floor sheeting
4,080 sf Ceiling Tile - 2' X 4' Lay-in
10 sf of condensate tank insulation
235 pipe fittings (<4" diameter)
50 pipe fittings (4" - 8" diameter)
300 If of pipe insulation (<4" diameter)
100 If of pipe insulation (4" - 8" diameter)
155 If of Aircell Pipe Insulation (<4" diameter)
45 Window Units and Clerestory
30 If of door caulk
22 If of Vibration Joint Cloth
TOTAL ESTIMATED ASBESTOS ABATEMENT COSTS:

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

77,610.00
4,800.00
8,160.00
750.00
8,225.00
1,750.00
6,000.00
2,500.00
3,100.00
18,250.00
350.00
1.000.00
132,495.00*

(* Does not include unquantified materials assumed to be in interior/exterior pipe chases
that were inaccessible at time of survey).
Lead-Based Paint Materials
In accordance with the State of Missouri's current lead regulations, Lead-Based Paint
does not have to be removed prior to building demolition.
5-Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) samples $

750.00

(To show that debris can be disposed of as demolition waste)
Environmental Consulting Costs
Project Design, Technical Specifications, Pre-Construction
Bid Meeting and Bidding Assistance
Project Oversight and Air Monitoring - 40 shifts @ $395 each
Project Closeout Documentation
TOTAL ESTIMATED CONSULTING COSTS:
ESTIMATED REMEDIATION COSTS (CONTRACTOR & CONSULTANT):

$ 2,500.00
$ 15,800.00
$ 1,500.00
$ 19,800.00
$153,045.00
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This is an estimate only, intended for use in general policy discussions regarding
program development and planning. The figures are as of the date of the report and
cover only the abatement contractor's fees. Not included are items such as: project
management or indirect or hidden costs. Other variables included in an engineering
cost estimate are the project schedule and phasing, size of the project, required
demolition and other factors which can affect project cost. It is recognized that neither
PSI nor the owner has control over the cost of labor, materials or equipment, market or
negotiating conditions. Accordingly, PSI cannot and does not warrant or represent that
bids or negotiated prices will not vary from the budgetary estimate prepared by PSI.

City of University City, Missouri
University City Annex Building
Environmental Hazards Survey
January 13, 2014
PSI Project #0029-1542
Page 28 of 29

October 12, 2015

O-2-32

)

9.0WARRANTY
Professional Service Industries, Inc. warrants that the findings contained herein have
been prepared in general accordance with accepted professional practices as applied
by similar professionals in the community at the time of its preparation. Changes in the
state of the art or in applicable regulations cannot be anticipated and have not been
addressed in this report.
The field and laboratory results reported herein are considered sufficient in detail and
scope to determine the presence, condition and hazard potential of accessible and/or
exposed suspect asbestos-containing materials in the facility at the time of inspection.
Test results are valid only for the material tested.
There is a distinct possibility that conditions may exist which could not be identified
within the scope of study or which were not apparent during the site visit. This
inspection covered only those areas, which were exposed and/or physically accessible
to the inspector. The study is also limited to the information available from the client at
the time it was conducted.
PSI did not provide any service to investigate or detect the presence of moisture, mold
or other biological contaminates in or around any structure, or any service that was
designed or intended to prevent or lower the risk of the occurrence of the amplification
of the same. Client acknowledges that mold is ubiquitous to the environment with mold
amplification occurring when building materials are impacted by moisture. Client further
acknowledges that site conditions are outside of PSI's control, and that mold
amplification will likely occur, or continue to occur, in the presence of moisture. As
such, PSI cannot and shall not be held responsible for the occurrence or recurrence of
mold amplification.
No other warranties are implied or expressed.
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Memorandum
Engineering
Architecture
Surveying

To:

PM/CM
Planning
Environmental

John Kildea

From: Ronald L. Mackey
Subject: Structural Evaluation/Assessment of Existing U-City Police Annex
Date: 04-21-2015
Project: 2014299-00 Chiodini U-City Police Annex
Copies to:

File

On Tuesday April 14, 2015 a visual inspection of the existing U-City Police Annex was
performed as part of the evaluation and assessment to determine if the existing facility
can be upgraded to an essential facility based on the current building codes, IBC 2012(
Ord. No. 6928, 10-28-2013) and IEBC 2012(Ord. No. 6929, 10-28-2013) as adopted by
the City of University City. It is my understanding that the existing building may qualify
as a Historic Building. The existing plans were not available except for four (4)
architectural plan sheets dated from 1972 thru 1976 involving interior room renovations
and elevator upgrade or installation. A description of the building and a summary of the
inspection and conclusions/recommendations are outlined below. A preliminary cost
estimate was prepared based on upgrading the existing building to an essential facility.
Building Description
The existing building, which is about 100’ x 105’ in plan dimensions, is a two/three story
structure with a basement and multi-wythe brick and stone veneer exterior walls above
the basement. The date of construction could not be determined for the existing
building but appears to have been constructed in the early 1900’s as part of the Lewis
Publishing Company facility which started construction in 1903 according to information
obtained from University City’s official website. The two story portion is about 70’ x 105’
and the three story portion is about 30’ x 105’ in plan dimensions with no separation
joint. Based on a review of the available existing plans, the first floor level is about 9’-6”
above the basement level, the second floor level is about 15’-0” above the first and the
third floor/roof level is about 12’-0” above the second. The primary framing system at
each level consist of reinforced concrete tapered slabs supported by concrete beams,
columns and exterior masonry walls. Other interior areas are framed with wood. The
foundation for the existing building could not be determined during the inspection but
appears to be constructed of concrete continuous and spread footings for the interior of
the structure and continuous stone foundations for the exterior masonry walls based on
the available existing plans. The existing building is connected to City Hall with a one
story masonry structure with a concrete pipe tunnel below grade.
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The existing lateral load resisting system appears to be unreinforced masonry shear
walls in combination with concrete moment frames with rigid diaphragms (concrete
floor). Based on the year the building was constructed, the requirements for seismic
resistance for buildings was not developed (early 1930,s or 1940’s) and wind was most
likely the predominant lateral load used for design.

Summary of Inspection
The inspection of the building consisted of a visual inspection of the interior and exterior
of the building including the basement and roof. It was raining the day before the
inspection but cloudy with no rain during the inspection.
The basement floor and walls were inspected and appear to be in fair condition with
signs of water infiltration on the floors and walls. Cracks were noticed on the floors and
walls but did not appear to be structurally unsafe. Water puddles were noticed in
several locations on the floor with water stains about two inches above the floor on
some interior non-load bearing partition walls. The underside of the structural framing
which supports the floor of the Firehouse was inspected and appears to be in fair
condition except for signs of water infiltration on the floor and minor rust on the steel
framing. The columns and foundation below the Firehouse appear to be in fair
condition and no signs of settlement was noticed. The pipe tunnel connecting the
existing building to City Hall was inspected and appears to be in poor condition due to
excessive water infiltration on the walls which appear to be bulging outward in several
locations. Water puddles were noticed in several locations on the floor of the tunnel.
The first floor and walls were inspected and appear to be in fair condition except in
locations where water infiltration was noticed on the ceiling, walls and floors. In areas
where the concrete slab was exposed, signs of water infiltration and minor cracks were
noticed near interior and exterior masonry walls. Portions of the exterior masonry walls
below windows or openings showed signs of deterioration which appears to be the
result of the water infiltration. The interior concrete beams and columns that were
exposed to view appear to be in fair condition.
The second floor and walls were inspected and appear to be in fair condition except in
locations where water infiltration was noticed on the ceiling, walls and floors. Carpeted
areas within corridors were damp in several locations. In areas with carpets and floors
that appear to be wood framed, the floor was loose and sagging at the bearing
locations where signs of water infiltration was noticed. In areas where the concrete slab
was exposed, signs of water infiltration and minor cracks were noticed near exterior
masonry walls. Significant cracks were noticed at the bottom of a concrete beam at the
bearing location near an exterior wall but no cracks were noticed on the slab and beam
interface above the crack. The cause of the crack could not be determined during the
inspection and the area where the crack was noticed was not occupied. Mold growth
was noticed in several unoccupied locations on the walls. Portions of the exterior
masonry walls below windows or openings showed signs of deterioration which appears
to be the result of the water infiltration.
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The third floor and walls were inspected and appear to be in fair condition except in
locations where water infiltration was noticed on the ceiling, walls and floors. Carpeted
areas within corridors were damp in several locations. In areas with floors that appear
to be wood framed, the floor was loose and sagging at the bearing locations where
signs of water infiltration was noticed.
The roof of the two story portion, which is a gravel/asphalt roof, was inspected and
appears to be in good condition. The parapets were inspected and appear to be in fair
condition with mortar missing in several locations. No puddles were noticed on the roof
during the inspection and the roof drains were open. The roof of the three story portion
was not inspected.

Conclusions and Recommendations
Based on the visual inspection of the building, the overall condition of the building is
poor due to the excessive amount of water infiltration noticed on the floors and walls at
every level. The exterior face of the exterior walls appear to be in good condition based
on a visual inspection but the amount of water infiltration on the interior would indicate
that the current wall construction is not adequate in prevention of water infiltration.
Based on conversations with occupants of the building during the inspection, it appears
the water infiltration occurs during any rain event.
The existing building structural capacity is required to determine if the upgrade to an
essential facility is possible and cannot be determined without additional inspections
and core samples to determine material properties for analysis. Based on the year the
structure was built and the amount of water infiltration, it is recommended that before
any renovation for the building occurs, the exterior multi-wythe brick and stone veneer
walls be removed and rebuilt to prevent water infiltration and continued deterioration of
the connecting structural elements(walls, floors, beams, etc.). Although the building
shows no direct signs of collapse, based on a visual inspection, the building structure is
not adequate in its current condition to resist code determined seismic forces as an
essential structure per IBC. Police and Fire Stations are designated as essential
structures and the current construction of the existing building annex is not permitted
except in regions with low seismic activity. Our location near the New Madrid fault puts
the existing structure in the moderate seismic activity zone.
In determining if the existing building can be upgraded to an essential facility based on
current adopted code requirements, the following must be considered:
1.) Service Life & Condition of Structure: The service life and condition of the
structure is used to prorate the capacity of the structural system based on the
age and condition of the structure. Since the existing building appears to have
been in service for over 100 years and currently has significant water infiltration,
the capacity of the new lateral load resisting (LLRS) system should be reduced
to 50% of the capacity which means we would need to provide a LLRS that is at
least double the requirements for a new building. Even with a LLRS system
upgrade and water infiltration prevention, the anticipated life for the structure
would be much less than a new facility due to the current age and properties of
the existing structural elements.
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2.) Geotechnical Seismic Values: Since this an existing structure and existing soil
information is not available, we would need to use seismic values that are based
on Site Class D. A site specific Geotechnical report would be required to
determine the seismic forces for the existing structure and the connecting
tunnels. Based on the existing construction which appears to use moment
frames and unreinforced shear walls, the proposed lateral system for renovation
would require a LLRS that is allowed for higher seismic design categories (SDC
D or E).
3.) Lateral Load Resisting System: Special braced frame systems can be used
assuming that the masonry shear walls and concrete moment frames are
removed from the existing LLRS. The braced framed systems will be attached to
the existing concrete beams, diaphragms and foundation. The masonry load
bearing walls will need to be detached from the diaphragm and re-attached as
veneer walls only. The existing concrete frames will be utilized for gravity loads
and reinforced at the joints based on structural systems not part of the LLRS.
4.) Foundation System: The foundation of the existing building will require
modifications to transfer the loads from the LLRS including any uplift forces from
the braced frames. The foundations will require a soil bearing system capable of
resisting lateral and uplift forces. Several soil borings will be required to
determine a suitable foundation system. Foundation demolition will be required
to upgrade existing foundations and install new foundations. Due to the space
limitations within the existing structure, the preferred location for LLRS would be
at the perimeter of the building.
5.) Ceiling-Mechanical-Plumbing-Electrical: The ceiling, HVAC ducts, pipes, units
and electrical fixtures that are suspended from the floor and roof framing will
have to be braced in order to comply with current seismic code requirements
since several are suspended several feet from the floor above. Roof top units
may require additional framing to resist earthquake loads. The framing members
supporting the units may also have to be stiffened.

A preliminary cost estimate based on the above items was prepared. No seismic
calculations were done to determine the LLRS. Braced systems for a similar building
structure were used to determine a preliminary cost. A contingency of 30% was added
to account for unknown conditions that may exist once demolition work is started. The
preliminary estimated cost for upgrading the existing building to an essential facility
based on current code requirements for structural work only is approximately
$2,400,000.
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ATTACHMENT A
Site Plan – 601 Trinity Avenue
(Site Plan Drawings “09.01.2015”)
[Except as noted herein below, other codes and regulations of the City of
University City shall apply.]
1. LANDSCAPING
A final landscaping plan shall be submitted to the Department of Community
Development and City Forester for review and approval. Landscaping shall be
installed and maintained, and any dead trees or plant material replaced, in
accordance with the approved plan as set forth in Section 400.1230 of the Zoning
Code. Said landscaping plan should be approved prior to the issuance of a
building permit and landscape materials installed within three months of building
permit approval or a timeframe as otherwise agreed upon.
2. LIGHTING
A final lighting plan shall be submitted to the Department of Community
Development for review and approval. Lighting shall be installed at locations and
height as approved by the Department of Community Development. Lighting of
all areas shall comply with Section 400.2110 of the Zoning Code. They shall be
designed to be compatible with surrounding areas and shall be shaded to direct
light downward and away from abutting uses, properties, and streets.
3. SITE ACCESS / GRADING / DRAINAGE
a. Ensure that the existing perimeter fencing is secured and openings are
closed from access.
b. A right-of-way permit from the Department of Public Works and Parks will
be required for any work within the public right-of-way.
c. A construction traffic control and parking plan shall be submitted to the
Department of Community Development for approval. Said plan shall set
forth details pertaining to parking for workers during all phases of
proposed construction. The plan shall be finalized prior to issuance of a
building permit.
d. Drainage and grading shall be as approved by the Metropolitan Sewer
District (MSD), if required.
4. EMPLOYEE PARKING
An agreement shall be executed allowing for City of University City employees
and University City Public Library employees use of the lot for parking. The
number and location of parking spaces, as well as other matters, shall be set
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forth in the agreement. Said agreement shall be finalized prior to use and
operation of the parking lot.
5. OPERATION OF PARKING LOT
A Commercial Occupancy Permit and Business License shall be obtained prior to
use and operation of the parking lot.
6. OTHER REQUIREMENTS
All appropriate permits e.g. building, mechanical, and electrical must be obtained
prior to the start of any and all construction. The applicant must adhere to all
requirements of the Building Code.
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