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CITY COUNCIL MEETING

{ Council Chambers
\ 401 E Third Street
Kewanee, lllinois 61443

KEWAN E E Open Meeting starting at 7:00 p.m.
Monday, April 27th, 2020
(Amended) Posted by 3:00 p.m. April 25th, 2020

Call to Order

Roll Call

Pledge of Allegiance
Consent Agenda

a. Approval of Minutes
b. Payroll
c. Staff Reports

Presentation of Bills and Claims
Public Participation

Business:

a) Consideration of a Resolution #5208 authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to execute all
documents that are necessary and proper for the City of Kewanee to apply to the state of Illinois
Community Development Block Grant for funding through the Downstate Small Business
Stabilization Program

b) Discussion of MFT 20-00000-00-GM, 2020 Resurfacing and Seal Coat Program

c) Consideration of a Resolution #5209 to approve an lllinois department of transportation’s
resolution for maintenance under the lllinois highway code in the amount of $635,000

d) Consideration of a Resolution #5210 to accept the bid from L.C. United Painting Co. Inc. for
project #20-01, south water tower coating, in the amount of $271,000.00.

e) Consideration of a Resolution #5211 to accept a proposed amendment to a professional
services agreement with Dixon Engineering to provide construction inspection services.

f) Consideration a Resolution #5212 to accept the bid from Performance Pipelining, Inc. for
project #20-02, 2020 cured in place pipe (CIPP) sewer program, in the amount of $500,161.40.

0) Consideration of a Resolution #5213 to ratify and authorize the expended funds used to make
emergency repairs to the 20” influent force main at the wastewater treatment plant.

h) Consideration of a Resolution #5214 approving the use of incentives under the small
business interest payment program by Midwest Trailer Manufacturing.

i) Consideration of a Resolution #5215 establishing guidelines for the use of incentives for a

short term economic development program intended to help small businesses recover from the
Covid-19 pandemic and its negative impacts on the local economy.

)] Consideration of a Resolution #5216 to affirm the Mayor’s recommendation for appointments
to various commissions and boards.
k) Discussion Ambulance Service to Neponset

Council Communications:
Announcements:

Adjournment:



IKEWANEE

MEMORANDUM

Date: April 24, 2020

From: Gary Bradley, City Manager

To: Mayor & Council

RE: Council Meeting of Monday, April 27, 2020

REGULAR MEETING AT 7:00 P.M.

Alternative Operations—As [’m sure you are aware, the Governor has extended the stay
at home order through the end of May and added additional requirements such as the
wearing of masks in public where social distancing is not an option. We will work to
develop alternatives that allow us to provide certain services, such as the reopening of the
transfer station, so that we can better serve our customers. We’re also preparing as a staff
for some type of backlash as resistance to isolation begins to become stronger. There are
some new requirements expected to be in the next executive order that will be difficult to
accomplish or enforce.

Enterprise Zone — All of the communities but one have completed the required
ordinances. I’'m working with a handful of companies and individuals that haven’t yet
completed their annual reports to ensure that the benefits provided by the program can be
accurately tracked.

Budget Workshop—The next budget workshop will be on May 4, via electronic meeting
as previously conducted.

Police Vehicle—We have taken possession of the 2020 Dodge Ram 1500 SSV (Special
Service Vehicle) which is to be used in our Police Dept. Staff is waiting to hear back from
the up fitter, who will be installing the police equipment, once we get a date scheduled.
The up fitting usually takes about 10 days. It is our hope that the truck will be ready for
service by the end of May.

Excess Property—We received the appraisal for the property at 3™ and Main (surrounding
the Spets building). There was a mistake in the calculation of the value of the property.
Once we receive a corrected document, we can run the legal notice in the paper then open
sealed bids at a regular meeting, perhaps some time in June when we resume more
traditional meetings.

Francis Park — As previously noted, Francis Park will not open at its typical time due to
the COVID-19 pandemic. The site will open when the “stay at home” executive orders

have expired. We have updated the City Website also.

Police Training—During the budget workshop, Chief Ainley was asked to provide
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information about training requirements. He’s included that information along with three
articles that reference the “failure to train” liability. The information immediately follows
this memorandum.

County-wide Meetings— We continue to have weekly meetings with the leadership of
other communities in the County and key staff at Henry County. There’s a great deal of
concern about summer events being cancelled, including fireworks and concert series. The
not yet released executive order has also created a lot of concern regarding the lack of
masks and face coverings available to the general public.

DSBSP — Despite earlier indications that they would not be pursuing the program, it now
appears that Galva and Geneseo are looking into the program, as well. The resolution,
though tabled at the last meeting, is on the agenda should the City Council opt to take
action on the matter.



INITIAL HIRE PERIOD

1.
2.
3.
4.
3.
6.

Basic Hours for Full and Part Time Law Enforcement Officers
Mandatory Firearms Training

Firearm Qualification

Naloxone

Epinephrine Administration (not required unless carried)
Prison Rape Elimination Act (PREA) (Federal Law)

Firearm Qualification

Law Updates
Use of Force

Hazmat

Sheriffs/ Chiefs and Deputy Chiefs (Training by assignment)
K-9 Narcotic Detection (Training by assignment)

Prison Rape Elimination Act (PREA) (Federal Law)

P o e

EVERY TWO YEARS

1. CPR/AED
a. While there is no requirement for refresher courses on Narcan, agencies
may attach a refresher to CPR/AED recertification courses.

EVERY THREE YEARS
L.
2.
3.
4,
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

EVERY FOUR YEARS

Constitutional and Proper Use of Authority

Procedural Justice

Civil Rights

Human Rights

Cultural Competency

Mental Health Awareness and Response

Reporting Child Abuse and Neglect

Officer Wellness

Trauma Informed Response and Investigation of Sexual Assault/Abuse

1. Lead Homicide Investigator (Training by assignment)
2. Standardized Field Sobriety Testing (Training by assignment)

EVERY FIVE YEARS

1. Psychology of Domestic Violence




INITIAL HIRE PERIOD

1. FULL TIME POLICE AND COUNTY CORRECTIONS OFFICERS- No person shall
receive a permanent appointment as a law enforcement officer as defined in this Act nor
shall any person receive, after the effective date of this amendatory Act of 1984, a
permanent appointment as a county corrections officer unless that person has been
awarded, within six months of his or her initial full-time employment, a certificate attesting
to his or her successful completion of the Minimum Standards Basic Law Enforcement and
County Correctional Training Course as prescribed by the Board; or has been awarded a
certificate attesting to his satisfactory completion of a training program of similar content
and number of hours and which course has been found acceptable by the Board under the
provisions of this Act; or by reason of extensive prior law enforcement or county
corrections experience the basic training requirement is determined by the Board to be
illogical and unreasonable... If such training is required and not completed within the
applicable six months, then the officer must forfeit his position, or the employing agency
must obtain a waiver from the Board extending the period for compliance.

(50 ILCS 705/8.1) (From Ch. 85, par. 508.1)

COURT SECURITY OFFICERS- A person hired to serve as a court security officer
must obtain from the Board a certificate (i) attesting to his or her successful completion of
the training course; (ii) attesting to his or her satisfactory completion of a training program
of similar content and number of hours that has been found acceptable by the Board under
the provisions of this Act; or (iii) attesting to the Board's determination that the training
course is unnecessary because of the person's extensive prior law enforcement

experience. .. All individuals hired as court security officers on or after June 1, 1997 (the
etfective date of Public Act 89-685) shall be certified within 12 months of the date of their
hire, uniess a waiver has been obtained by the Board, or they shall forfeit their positions.
(50 ILCS 705/7) (from Ch. 85, par. 507)

PART-TIME POLICE OFFICERS- A person hired to serve as a part-time police officer
must obtain from the Board a certificate (i) attesting to his or her successful completion of
the part-time police training course; (ii) attesting to his or her satisfactory completion of a
training program of similar content and number of hours that has been found acceptable by
the Board under the provisions of this Act; or (ifi) attesting to the Board's determination
that the part-time police training course is unnecessary because of the person's extensive
prior law enforcement experience. A person hired on or after the effective date of this
amendatory Act of the 92nd General Assembly must obtain this certificate within 18
months after the initial date of hire as a probationary part-time police officer in the State of
Itlincis. The probationary part-time police officer must be enrolled and accepted into a
Board-approved course within 6 months after active employment by any department in the
State.

(50 ILCS 705/8.2)



2, MANDATORY FIREARMS TRAINING- Successful completion of a 40 hour course of
training in use of a suitable type firearm shall be a condition precedent to the possession and
use of that respective firecarm by any peace officer or probation officer in this State in
connection with the officer's official duties. The training must be approved by the Board and
may be given in logical segments but must be completed by a peace officer within 6 months
from the date of the officer's initial employment.

(50 ILCS 710/2) (from Ch. 85, par. 516)

3. FIREARMS QUALIFICATION- Annual range qualification. The annual range
qualification for peace officers and probation officers shall consist of range fire approved by
the Board.

(50 ILCS 710/2.5)

4. NALOXONE- Every State and local government agency that employs a law enforcement
officer or fireman as those terms are defined in the Line of Duty Compensation Act must
possess opioid antagonists and must establish a policy to control the acquisition, storage,
transportation, and administration of such opioid antagonists and to provide training in the
administration of opicid antagonists.

(20 ILCS 301/5-23)

5. EPINEPHRINE ADMINISTRATION- The Board shall conduct or approve an optional
advanced training program for police officers to recognize and respond to anaphylaxis,
including the administration of an epinephrine auto-injector. The training must include, but is
not limited to: (1) how to recognize symptoms of an allergic reaction; (2) how to respond to
an emergency involving an allergic reaction; (3) how to administer an epinephrine auto-
injector; (4) how to respond to an individual with a known allergy as well as an individual
with a previously unknown allergy; (5) a test demonstrating competency of the knowledge
required to recognize anaphylaxis and administer an epinephrine auto-injector; and (6) other
criteria as determined in rules adopted by the Board. (d) A local governmental agency may
authorize a police officer who has completed an optional advanced training program under
subsection {c) to carry, administer, or assist with the administration of epinephrine auto-
injectors provided by the local governmental agency whenever he or she is performing
official duties.

(50 ILCS 705/10.19)

6. PRISON RAPE ELIMINATION ACT (PREA)- The purposes of this Act are to— (1)
establish a zero-tolerance standard for the incidence of prison rape in prisons in the United
States; (2) make the prevention of prison rape a top priority in cach prison system; (3)
develop and implement national standards for the detection, prevention, reduction, and
punishment of prison rape; (4) increase the available data and information on the incidence of
prison rape, consequently improving the management and administration of correctional
facilities; (5) standardize the definitions used for collecting data on the incidence of prison
rape; (6) increase the accountability of prison officials who fail to detect, prevent, reduce,



and punish prison rape; (7) protect the Eighth Amendment rights of Federal, State, and locat
prisoners; (8) increase the efficiency and effectiveness of Federal expenditures through grant
programs such as those dealing with health care; mental health care; disease prevention;
crime prevention, investigation, and prosecution; prison construction, maintenance, and
operation; race relations; poverty; unemployment; and homelessness; and (9) reduce the costs
that prison rape imposes on interstate commerce.

(42 USC 15602, Sec. 3)

EVERY YEAR

1. FIREARMS QUALIFICATION- Annual range qualification. The annual range
qualification for peace officers and probation officers shall consist of range fire
approved by the Board.

(50 ILCS 710/2.5)

2. LAW UPDATES- Minimum in-service training requirements, which a police officer
must satisfactorily complete at least annually. Those requirements shall include law
updates and use of force training which shall include scenario based training, or similar
training approved by the Board.

(50 TLCS 705/7) (from Ch. 85, par. 507)

3. USE OF FORCE- (Sec mandate above)

4. HAZMAT- First responders at the awareness level are individuals who are likely to
witness or discover a hazardous substance release and who have been trained to initiate
an emergency response sequence by notifying the proper authorities of the release. They
would take no further action beyond notifying the authorities of the release. First
responders at the awareness level shall have sufficient training or have had sufficient
experience to objectively demonstrate competency in the following areas: (A) An
understanding of what hazardous substances are, and the risks associated with them in
an incident. (B) An understanding of the potential outcomes associated with an
emergency created when hazardous substances are present. (C) The ability to recognize
the presence of hazardous substances in an emergency. (D) The ability to identify the
hazardous substances, if possible. (E) An understanding of the role of the first responder
awareness individual in the employer's emergency response plan inchuding site security
and control and the U.S. Department of Transportation's Emergency Response
Guidebook. (F) The ability to realize the need for additional resources, and to make
appropriate notifications to the communication center. 1910. 120(q)(8)(i) Those
employees who are trained in accordance with paragraph (q)(6) of this section shall
receive annual refresher training of sufficient content and duration to maintain their
competencies, or shall demonstrate competency in those areas at least yearly. (ii) A
statement shall be made of the training or competency, and if a statement of competency



1s made, the eﬁlployer shall keep a record of the methodology used to demonstrate

competency.
(OSHA 1910.120(q)(6)(i) - Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response)

5. SHERIFFS AND CHIEFS- Each police chief and deputy police chief shall obtain at
least 20 hours of training each year. The training must be approved by the Illinois Law
Enforcement Training and Standards Board and must be related to law enforcement,
management or executive development, or ethics. This requirement may be satisfied by
attending any training portion of a conference held by an association that represents
chiefs of police that has been approved by the llinois Law Enforcement Training and
Standards Board.

(50 ILCS 705/10.7)

6. NARCOTIC DETECTION K-9- All police dogs used by State and local law
enforcement agencies for drug enforcement purposes pursuant to the Cannabis Control
Act (720 ILCS 550/), the Illinois Controlled Substances Act (720 ILCS 570/), and the
Methamphetamine Control and Community Protection Act (720 ILCS 646/) shall be
trained by programs that meet the minimum certification requirements set by the Board.
(50 ILCS 705/10.12)

7. PRISON RAPE ELIMINATION ACT (PREA)- (See PREA mandate under Initial
Hire Period)

EVERY TWO YEARS

1. CPR/ AED- The curriculum for probationary police officers which shall be offered by
all certified schools shall include, but not be limited to, courses of ... first-aid (including
cardiopulmonary resuscitation), training in the administration of opioid antagonists as
defined in paragraph (1) of subsection (¢} of Section 5-23 of the Substance Use Disorder
Act.

(50 ILCS 705/7) (from Ch. 85, par. 507)

EVERY THREE YEARS

1. CONSTITUTIONAL AND PROPER USE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT
AUTHORITY- Minimum in-service training requirements, which a police officer must
satisfactorily complete every 3 years. Those requirements shall include constitutional and
proper use of law enforcement authority, procedural justice, civil rights, human rights,
mental health awareness and response, officer wellness, [reporting child abuse and

neglect,] and cultural competency.
(50 ILCS 705/7) (from Ch. 85, par. 507) (from P.A. 101-215 & P.A. 101-564)

2. PROCEDURAL JUSTICE- (See mandate above)



3. CIVIL RIGHTS- (See mandate above)

4, HUMAN RIGHTS- (See mandate above)

5. CULTURAL COMPETENCEY- (See mandate above)

6. MENTAL HEALTH AWARENESS AND RESPONSE- (Sce mandate above)
7. REPORTING CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT- (See mandate above)

8. OFFICER WELLNESS- (Se¢e mandate above)
The Board shall create, develop, or approve an in-service course addressing issues of
officer wellness and suicide prevention. The course shall include instruction on job-
related stress management techniques, skills for recognizing signs and symptoms of
work-related cumulative stress, recognition of other issues that may lead to officer

suicide, solutions for intervention, and a presentation on available peer support resources.
(50 ILCS 705/10.23)

9. TRAUMA INFORMED RESPONSE & INVESTIGATION OF SEXUAL
ASSAULT AND ABUSE- The Illinois Law Enforcement Training Standards Board shall
conduct or approve training programs in trauma-informed responses and investigations of
sexual assault and sexual abuse, which include, but is not limited to, the following: (1)
recognizing the symptoms of trauma; (2) understanding the role irauma has played in a
victim's life; (3) responding to the needs and concerns of a victim; (4) delivering services
in a compassionate, sensitive, and nonjudgmental manner; (5) interviewing techniques in
accordance with the curriculum standards in subsection (f) of this Section; (6)
understanding cultural perceptions and common myths of sexual assault and sexual
abuse; (7) report writing techniques in accordance with the curriculum standards in
subsection (f} of this Section; and (8) recognizing special sensitivities of victims due to:
age, including those under the age of 13; gender; or other qualifications... (¢) Agencies
employing law enforcement officers must present this training to all law enforcement
officers within 3 years after January 1, 2017 (the effective date of Public Act 99-801) and
must present in-service training on sexual assault and sexual abuse response and report
writing training requirements every 3 years.

(50 ILCS 705/10.21)

EVERY FOUR YEARS

1. LEAD HOMICIDE INVESTIGATOR- The Illinois Law Enforcement Training and
Standards Board shall conduct or approve a training program in death and homicide
investigation for the training of law enforcement officers of local government agencies.
Only law enforcement officers who successfully complete the training program may be



assigned as lead investigators in death and homicide investigations. Satisfactory
completion of the training program shall be evidenced by a certificate issued to the law
enforcement officer by the Hlinois Law Enforcement Training and Standards Board.

(50 ILCS 705/10.11)

STANDARDIZED FIELD SOBRIETY TESTING- All officers conducting grant
funded, alcohol-related enforcement patrols must be trained in the Standardized Field
Sobriety Test (SFST). Approved training in this area consists of the 24-hour National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), DWI Detection and Standardized
Field Sobriety Testing Course or other NHTSA/Ilinois Law Enforcement Training &
Standards Board (ILETSB)-approved refresher course. To satisfy this requirement,
officers must complete an ILETSB accredited academy; a 24-hour SFST course or a
SFST refresher course every four years from the date of their last completed certified
traiing, These courses must be taught by certified SFST instructors. Note: A department
may provide in-house training for its own officers conducted by officers from the same
department, provided the trainer is a certified SFST instructor. Officers may also attend
training at an agency other than their own provided the training is conducted by a
certified instructor. In these situations, a class roster showing all officers who completed
the training must be sent to the ILETSB. Upon request, departments must be able to
produce verification of compliance with this requirement.

(IDOT Sustained Traffic Enforcement Program)

*While NHTSA does not require retraining, IDOT requires retraining every four years.

EVERY FIVE YEARS

L.

PSYCHOLOGY OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE- Every law enforcement agency shall
develop, adopt, and implement written policies regarding arrest procedures for domestic
violence incidents consistent with the provisions of this Article. In developing these
policies, each law enforcement agency shall consult with community organizations and
other law enforcement agencies with expertise in recognizing and handling domestic
violence incidents. (b) In the initial training of new recruits and every 5 years in the
continuing education of law enforcement officers, every law enforcement agency shall
provide training to aid in understanding the actions of domestic violence victims and
abusers and to prevent further victimization of those who have been abused, focusing
spectfically on looking beyond the physical evidence to the psychology of domestic
violence situations, such as the dynamics of the aggressor-victim relationship, separately
evaluating claims where both parties claim to be the victim, and long-term effects.

(725 ILCS 5/112A-27)
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Legal Corner: Departmenial Liability for Failure-to-Train
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Legal Corner: Departmental Liability for Failure-to-Train

Aug 1, 2006

By Matthew W, McNamara

Nothing is as important as making sure law enforcement officers receive preper training. Not only does it increase their chances for winning confrontations,
the lack of such puts the department at risk of being held liable, according to guidelines set in the 1989 US Supreme Court ruling, City of Canton, Ghio v.
Geraldine Harris. Since Canton, one legal scholar has estimated that in the 19907, law enfercement agencies faced approximately 30,000 lawsuits per year.1
The court made it clear in Canton that training police personnel is a critical managerial responsibility and is not viewed as a luxury. Administrators may be held
liable if inadequate or improper training causes injury or violates a citizen's constitutional rights. The Court also made i clear that the basic police academy
emphasizes law and discipline, but that such iraining alone is not enough.

While most officers spend only a small portion of their time engaging in “criminal catching” activities, this is the focus of a majority of entry-level training. Little
time is spent teaching officers the humanistic or interpersonal aspects of non-crime policing - an activity they will use much more often. Even the best entry-
level acadermny training is insufficient to assure an cfficer has been adequately trained. Training performance alone, is not a valid indicator of future job
performange. In addition to receiving academic fraining, an officer must have the ability to correctly apply that knowledge to a real situation and the
willingriess to do $0.2 Training, in all aspects of an officer's duties, must be completed before that officer engages in such activity. Failure to do so may lead to
civil liabifity, potentially crippling a municipality.

Historical Perspective
In City of Canton, Chio v Harris (1989:1200-1201):

“Geraidine Harris was arrested by officers of the Canton Police Department. Harris was brought to the police station in a patrol wagen. When she arrived at
the station, Hatris was found sitting on the fleor of the wagon. She was asked if she needed medical attention and responded with an incoherent remark.
After she was brought inside the station for processing, Mrs, Harris siumped to the floor on two pccasions, Eventually, the officers left Mrs. Harris lying on the
floor to prevent her from falling again. No medical attention was ever summoned. After about an heur, Mrs. Harris was released from custody and taken by an
ambulance (provided by her family) to a nearby hospital. There, Mrs. Harris was diagnosed with several emotional ailments: She was hospitalized for one week
and received outpatient treatment for an additional year."

Further background of the case revealed that the watch cormumander in charge of the department on the day of Rarris” arrest had sole authority in determining
if medical attention was needed for any arrestee being housed at the police station. The watch commander was given this authority through departmental
policy, even though it was later proven that he had no training in noticing the effects of the illnesses that Harris was displaying or any other type of medical
emergency.

what stermmoed frorn this case, as decided by the Justices of the US Suprerne Court, was that departmental liability in cases such as these would be judged on
“deliberate indifference.” "We hold that the inadequacy of pelice training may serve as the hasis for 1983 liability enly where the failure-to-train amounts to
deliberate indifference to the rights of persons with whom the police come into contact.”® By adopting the higher deliberate indifference standard, the Court
rejected the gross negligence standard that had been adopted by many lower Federal courts.®

Deliberate Indifference Defined
The Justices articulated the fact that deliberate indifference would be used when judging department liability in regard to the failure-to-train officers. Three
areas of deliberate indifference have since been defined:s

1, Moral Certainty Standard Violation
If the subject area was one of the clearly established laws, of which a reasonable policy-maker knew or sheuld have known that constitutional vielatiohs would
ocour if employees were not trained, liability could arise.

2. Custom, pattern or practice.
If a custom, pattern or practice demonstrates such an obvious need for more or different training that policy makers could reasanably be said to have been
deliberately indifferent to the need {under the concept of knew or should have known), liability could arise. For example, a series of suicides within a jail,

3. An official policy.
If poficy-makers adopt an official policy which violates clearly establishad law of which a reascnable person knew or should have known, liability could arise.
For example, a jail policy allowing cross-gender strip searches.

This deliberate choice can be shown where the need for more or different tralning is so obvious and is so likely to result in the violation of constitutional rights
that policy-makers were deliberately indifferent to the need.® The Supreme Court explained that inadequate training rneets the celiberate indifference
standard only when the need for more or different training is obvious and the failure to implement such training is likely to result in constitutional violations.*

The Court also offered two examples of what would constitute deliberate indifference when judging a department’s liability in the scope of failure-to-train:
First, when city policy-makers know that officers are required to arrest fleeing felons and are armed to accomplish that goal, the need fo train officers in the
consiitutional limitations regarding the use of deadly force to apprehend fleeing felons is ohvious; failure to de so amounts to deliberate indifference, Second,
deliberate indifference could be based on a pattemn of fficer misconduct, which should have been chvious to police officials wha fail to provide the necessary
remedial training.# In general, it has tc be demonstrated that training does not currently meet acceptable standards within the law enforcement training
community—it omits important aspects, is not satisfacterily documented, is not properly taught or contains inadequate standards.” In an effort to avert
second-guessing of municipal training programs, the Court took a position that training be afforded to officers in order 10 “respond to usual and recurring
situations with which they must deal."!

The Court wisely addressed the fact that officers and the people who manage them are only human, and they took this into consideration when deciding
Canton:

"Adequately trained officers can make mistakes.” Liability can only attach where the city's failure-to-train reflects deliberate indifference to the constitutional
rights of citizens and deficiency must be closely related to the uitimate injury. Training then should be designed to directiy correspond with recurring tasks of
potice work.!

hitps:/fiwww.policecne.comflegal/articles/legal-corner-departmental-liability-for-failure-to-train-2u9f7 FahaUF5SHerr/
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Legal Cormner: Departmental Liability for Failure-to-Train

Since the Canton decision, the US Supreme Court has made other rulings that have continued to define the Canton decision. In the case of county
commissioners of Bryan County v. 8rown, the Court found it possible to hold a municipality liable for failing to train even a single officer in a recurring act. This
opens the door for the possibility of a municipality being held liable for failing to train all of its officers in acts they know officers will perform and, if not
trained properly, the result will likely be a constitutional viclation.® .

Training Liability Sources
In the year 2000, Darrell L. Ross of the East Carolina University at Greenville, North Caraolina conducted a study of failure-to-train Section 1983 cases. Ross did a

content analysis of 1,525 cases (from 71989 - 1999) to determine the 10 most frequent areas where failure-to-train allegations were brought against
departments.

Ross investigated the following six questions when conducting this study:

1. What are the most common topics of civil litigation filed against police agencies that allege failure-to-train?

o]

. How frequently does a municipality prevait in these claims?

o

. How frequently does the plaintiff prevail?

4, What is the average award granted tc the plaintiff?
5. What are the average attorney fees awarded?
6

. What are the overall longitudinal trends of these cases for the past 10 years?

Police administration prevailed in sfightly less than 2/3 of the litigatior;, or a 2-1 ratio. Less lethal force and lethal force (for example, excessive force claims)
combine to be the most litigated areas asserting a failure-to-train officers (25%). This point on force issues (constituting almost 1/4 of all claims) is interesting
because departments generally spend the majority of their time training on some of these issues, while ignoring other force training,

Departments always train officers in weapons disciplines, expandable baton training and pepper spray issues. However, after studying the table, it is obvious
that 55% of the non-lethal claims arise from physical or hands-on actions, something which departments spend very littie training time on. It is the exception
and not the rule for officers to receive any defensive tactics or physical skills training after graduating from the academy. Ross's study indicates this kind of
training may be an area that needs more attention. The data also reveals that it may be difficult for plaintiffs to demonstrate a standard of deliberate
indifference when they claim a department has a training deficiency, However, plaintiffs prevailed in approximately 1/3 of the overall cases, and the average
award is significant, amounting to over $450,000,1 It should be noted that costs indicated in the table do not reflect the time the department and its
administrators spent in preparaticen of the lawsuits and daims.

Avoiding this Liability

Law enforcemnent agencies should make it a high priority to take steps to avoid civil liability Issues betause of failure-to-train. No other issue will so drasticaly
ensure your department’s resiliency as proper training. Administrators must pay attention to issues raised and standards set In Canten. As Ross's study clearly
indicates, departments should carefully review training practices related to high-risk activities, such as the use of deadly and non-lethai force, warrantiess
arrest and searches, vehicle pursuit and prisoner safety in detention facilities. Departmental training policies should be reviewed to ensure confarmance with
current constitutional standards, and training practices should not be allowed to fall below minimum standards. If 2 pattern of abuse begins to develop,
officers should immediately receive remedial training in that area. Regular in-setvice training should be the norm for all high-risk areas.

Supervisor policies relating to citizen complaints and departmental disciplinary actions should be periodically reviewed. Specific procedures for investigating
citizen complaints should be established and carefully followed.4 Complaints should be investigated as soon as possible, and the results of the investigation
should be documented and maintained for a number of years, The same rules apply for any discipline assigned to any and all officers. The failure to discipline
or dismiss officers wha develop a track record of unconstitutional conduct may result in supervisory and municipal liability,* While it is impossible to be free
from liability, these proactive management initiatives will help reduce the risk significantly.

Good, clear documentation of training is a must. All officers should have copies of all their training certificates and description of the training received placed
In their personnel files and in the department's training files. This training information should be kept as up-to-date as is reasonably possible.” Itis alsc the
responsibility of the agency to maintain records of all in-service training, including when training was held, which officers attended, which topics were coverad
and who provided the training. Certain skills, such as firearms training, should be required of all officers, regardless of rank, assignment or experience.? Taking
this proactive step will help reduce department liability by showing an ongoing commitment to proper training.
Other important areas departrnents should cover in their training curriculum include;

1. Legal training - this should include legal updates, new law information and search and seizure information.

2, Use-of-force training - reviewing the decision matrix and documentation required by officers when force is utilized.”
For his part, Ross made four recommendations after analyzing his research:

1. Each administrator should conduct an internal assessment of tasks officers and supervisors perform on a routine basis.

2. Once a training assessment has been finalized, administrators are encouraged to revise those policies and procedures that parallel training topics. An

example would be the police department’s use-of-force policy that shouid be reviewad on an annual basis and revised to reflect new and current case
laws.

(7]

. In order to avert future failure-to-train lizbility and to maintain occupational professionalism, supervisory training should be instituted. This should
indude pre- and post-prometion training, conducted at least bianruatly, concentrating on supervisory duties, including policy interpretation,
implementation and enforcement, as well as performance evaluation of subordinates.

4. Itis critical that all training be documented and accurate training records be maintained. Training records for each officer and administrator should be
maintained and inspected at least wice a year to ensure their integrity. Administrators should monitor and evaluate current and future training needs
annually. It is also recommended that police administrators review their field training officer program.

Conclusion

Ignoring issues raised in the Canton decision can be devastating to an agency, its administrators and municipality. This Supreme Court decision clearly
indicates that departments can and will be held liable for a deliberate indifference to traln their officers, and to make sure their decision-making ability is
based on that training. Although it is difficult to prove the burden of deliberate indifference, the average cost awarded to plaintiffs in winning cases was nearly
one-half of a million dollars. Considering the fact that the average police department in the United States is approximately 10 officers, this amount of money
could represent a large percentage of the budget. Attorney's fees and number of man-heurs that would go into the preparation of such a defense could easily
double that amount.

Tharkfully, thera are things departments can do to insulate themselves against failure-to-train lawsuits, Administrators must make sure their training
programs are current and ffective, demand that training be a normal part of the department’s yearly calendar and thoraughly document all training. An
effective training program can be the difference between dismissal of a suit and a serious judgment against an agency.
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Training Liakility in Use of Deadly Force Recent Posts
Any time a law enforcement officer uses deadly force, the likelihood that a lawsuit wiil follow is almost a certainty. Most of these > Protecting Kids During COVID-
lawsuits are brought in the federal courts as civil rights claims based upon the Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 19

These actions are brought under a federal statute, 42 US.C. § 1983 which creates civil liability when a person, acting under color of o T

> ELEVENTH CIRCUIT
DISCLUSSES FALSE ARREST
AND EXCESSIVE FORCE

law, viclates federaily protected rights of ancther, causing damage. Under § 1983, a governmental entity, specifically a town, city or

county are not liable for all of the actions of their employees. Governmental entities are only liable in cases where some policy,

custom, rule or ordinance causes the empioyee to commit the violation or where the entity has failed to supervise, discipline or train

the employee and this failure leads to a foreseeable constitutional vislation. | > United States Supreme Court:

Kansas v. Glover, No. 18-566
{2020)

The focus of this article is on training with respect to law enforcement’s use of deadly force. The article will begin with a summary of

the law with respect to law enforcement training and then proceed to the more specific area of firearms training.

> INTERNAL AFFAIRS
SERGEANT SAYS, "OFFICER,
HAND OVER YOUR CEEL
PHONE!"

The foundation case on failure to train is City of Canton v Harris. ¥ Geraldine Harris was arrested by the Canton Police and brought

to lock-up. During the booking process she fell to the floor several times. When asked if she needed medical assistance, she

responded incoherently. No medical attention was ever summoned for her. Following her release, relatives brought her to the

hospital where she was treated for several emotional ailments.

During the lawsuit which followed on Harris’ claims, evidence was established that shift commanders had the sole discretion to > GEORGIA COURT UPHOLDS

determine whether or not a detainee needed medical attention. It was further established that the shift commanders were given no INVESTIGATIVE STOP AND
training to assist tham in making these medical evaluations, Harris prevailed an her claim at the trial court level, but the United SEARCH DURING DRUG
States Court of Appeals for the éth Circuit vacated the finding against the city because of the jury insiructions. The 6th Cireuit INVESTIGATION

would have applied a standard of recklessness, intentional or gross negligence. ’

The United States Supreme Court held that “a municipality may be held liable under § 1982 for violations of rights guaranteed by Archives

the Federal Canstitution, where violations result from the municipality's failure to adeguately trair its employees, only if that fallure

reflects a DELIBERATE INDIFFERENCE on the part of the municipality to the constitutional rights of its inhahitants.

It should be noted that failure to train cases can be established in twa ways. The first involves a lack of training in an area where

Categories

there is a patently obvious need for training, or example an officer who is untrained in deadly force unreascnably shoots someone.

The second method of establishing a failurz to train by an agency is to establish a pattern of conduct by officers that would put the

final policymaker on notice and the policymaker failed to respond with training. Certain forms of conduct are beyond the reach of > Jails

failure to train. For example, in Walker v. City of Mew York, 2 plaintiff who spent nineteen vears in jall for a crime he did not commit i
> Legal questions

brought a failure to train claim based on the department’s failure to train its officers not ta commit perjury. ¥ Walker's wrongful

conviction was based upen perjured testimony by a police officer. The United States Court of Appeal for the 2nd Circuit asserted: “If > Legalupdates

the conduct on which the claim is based is such that a commen person would know the right response without training, there is no

duty to train” Some additional language from the Walker case provides further guidance as to when training is required. Specifically: =

when policy makers know “te a moral certainty that officers will confrent a particular situation” and where “the situation present(s)

a difficult choice or is there a history of mishandling by employees” and where “the wrong choice frequently result(s) ina

deprivation of constitutional right”

Shouid palicy makers know to a "moral certainty” that officers will be faced with making decisions on whether or not to use deadly

force? Is the decision to use deadly force a difficult choice? Will the wrong choice frequently result in deprivations of a

constitutional right? Decision making tralning with respect to the use of deadly force falls squarely within the description of 2 law

enforcement task for which there is a patently obvious need for training.

For many years law enforcement agencies trained officers the “how to” shoot by using marksmanship courses for firearms training.

Officers would stand at various distances from paper targets and take aim. As training progressed, agencies began creating combat
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and stress tourses that incorporated officer movement, target movement and limits on the amount of time an officer would have to
fire. While these courses are sufficient in training officers how te shoat; they fail in training an ofticer when to shoot and they fail to

reflect the conditions under which most officers are required to work.

Almost 25 years ago, the courts began telling law enforcement that firearms training had to be more reflective of the conditions that
officers would face while working. In Popow v. City of Margate, ¥ anofficer in foot pursuit of 2 suspected kidnapper fired as the
kidnapper ran down the street. As a result, the officer accidentally shot Mr. Popow, killing him. While the court's reasoning in Popow
with respect to the constitutional analysis of an accidental shooting would not be followed by courts today, the court's assertions

with respect to firearm’s training is still being cited by couris,

In addressing the City of Margate's liability with respect to firearms training the court noted that the officer invalved testified in his
deposition that he was initially trained en deadly force at the police academy ter years prior to the shooting. His continued firearms
training with respect to firearms consisted of going to a range twice a year. The court noted that there was no training with respect
tao low light conditions, moving targets or firing in residential areas. The court concluded that it was entirely foreseeable that an
officer from the City of Margate, a largely residential area, would have to pursue a fleeing {moving) suspect at night (low-light). The
court remanded the case back to the trial court after deciding that a jury could find the training provided by the City of Margate was

grossly inadeguate i

The need for training on the "when to” shoot Is now an accepted fact amang the courts. Unfortunately, many police agencies, due to

a lack of resources, still have not developed training in: this area. The Failure to have “judgment” or “decisional” training with respect

to the use of deadly force is a risk that agencies cannot afford to take.

InZuchel v. Denver, ¥ the United States Court of Appeal examined a case which began when members of the Denver Police
Department responded to a disturbance call at a fast-food restaurant. Upon arrival, officers wera told that the subject responsible
far the disturbance had gone around the corner. As officers turned the corner they observed Zuchel, wheo had his back to the
officers, arguing with some teenagers. Someone shouted that Zuchel had a knife. As the officers approached Zuchel turned toward
the officers, at which time Officer Spinharney fired four times, killing Zuchel, A pair of fingernail clippers was found next to Zuchel.
Dfficer Spinharney’s partner testified that she was surprised when Officer Spinharney fired because she was right next ta Zuchel

and about to grab him.

Following a civil trial against the City of Denver, {the case against Officer Spinharney had been settled prior to triall; a jury came
back with a verdict against the city for $330,000 based upon a failure to adeguately train. The City of Denver appealed. In upholding
the verdict, the court cited testimony by a Denver police detective as well as testimony from the plaintiff's expert on police training,
The detective testified that the only “shaot-don't sheot training” that existed at the time of Zuchel’s death “consisted of a lecture
and a mavie.” The plaintiff's police practices expert testified that if the only “shoot-don't shoot” training officers received was &

lecture and a movie, then the training was grossly inadequate,

In reviewing these two decisions, Popow and Zuchel, it is clearly established that law enforcement agencies must conduct firearms
training on a regular basis; the irearms training must reflect the environment that officers are likely to face, i.e. moving targets,
maoving officers, low-ligh{ conditions and residential areas if applicable to the agency being irained; and finally agencies must
conduct decision making training with respect to when to use deadly force, Annual or semi-annual qualification courses are simply

insufficient for purposes of assisting officers in making deadly force decisions and for purposes of avoiding liability.

Qualification courses and other courses which emphasize speed under stress and marksmanship, without decision making skills may
actually enhance liability. Noted police practices expert G. Patrick Gallagher while speaking to groups nationally has recounted the
story of an agency that determined that ane of their officers had been involved in a bad shooting, fortunately for the officer’s
intended target, the officer missed. In order to remediate the officer’s mistake, the agency sent the officer to the range where he
underwent re-training. As 3 result, his shooting skills were eénhanced, but his decision-making skills with respect to deadly force
remained unchanged. Thus, the agency now had a more skilled shoater who would more likely hit his target when he made a bad

decision.

Many cases emphasize the need for enhanced decision making skills with respect to use of force decisions. Allen v. Muskogee Y1l
serves as one example. in Allen, officers responded to a call of a suicidal man. Upon their arrival at the scene they cbserved Mr.
Alten, seated alone, in his vehicle with a gun. Within $0 seconds of their arrival, the officers rushed the car inan attempt to disarm
Mr. Allen, rather than isolating and negotiating with him. When the officers rushed the car, Allen made a sudden movement toward

the officers leading the officers to befieve they were in danger of being shot. The officers opened fire and killed Allen.

A police practices expert reviewing the case based his opinion of the department's training on the deposition of a training officer
who testified that the officers’ rushing of the car was consistent with their training. The expert opined that if rushing the vehicle was
consistent with the department’s training then the department’s training was "contrary to every piece of training material in
existence.” As a result the court allowed the case to go forward against the agency, If the agency could have put forth documented
training scenarios based upon this type of recurring incident, the plaintiff would not have been able to go fourth on this type of

claim,
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A recent case from the United States District Court, Rhode island provides an example of how dacumented training that
incorparates shoot-don't shoot may diminish or eliminate an agency's liability in 3 failure to train case. Young v. City of Providence *
involved every police department’s worst nightmare. Two uniformed police officers responded to a calf of two women fighting
outside a late-night restaurant that was a common gathering spot after the local bars closed. When the officers arrived at the scene
they ohserved a Hispanic male in the parking lot with a gun. One of the officers tock cover behind a telephone pole and remained
there throughout the ordeal. The second officer, who had completed field tratning by only eight days, took cover behind the
passenger wheel-well of the paolice cruiser, using the engine block as cover. The officers ordered the man to drop the gun and get on
the ground. When the man complied with the officers’ commands the officer behind the cruiser no longer had a visual abservation of

him. The officer then left his position and moved behind the rear bumper of the suspect’s vehicle in an attempt to see him.

As the officers continued shouting orders to take the Hispanic subject into custody, a second man came out of the restaurant.
brandishing a firearm. The second man, an African American male, wearing a heavy winter coat began approaching the Hispanic
male. The officers ordered the man to drop his gun and when he failed to do so, both officers fired, Each of the officers fired, what
would prove to be, fatal shots. As other officers arrived on the scene of this shooting it was learned that the African American male

was an off-duty police officer, Cernel Young Jr., who was apparently going out o assist his brother officers.

In a bi-furcated trial ajury determined that the officer who fired at Officer Young from behind the ielephone pole had acted
reasonably while the second officer whe had moved from his position of cover behind the police vehicle prior to the shoating had
acted unreasonably. The only clear distinction between the two officers was that one arguably left a good position of cover, while
the second remained in a position of caver. Prior to the case maving on to its second phase where the plaintiff was alleging that the
shooting was the result of the pofice department’s failure to train its officers, the judge issued summary judgment for the

department and the iraining officers who were named as defendants in the suit. ®

In dismissing all of the failure to train claims the court cited to the documented training that the police department had conducted.
This trainirg included scenario based decision making training that included shoot-don't shoot decision making. The training also
included training on an interactive firearms simulator where officers would have to give verbal commands, make decisions regarding
cover, and in some cases make the ultimate decision of whether to shoot or doi't shoot. As a result of the documented training the
court corcluded that the plaintiff would not be able to succeed on a claim that the department or its trainers were deliberately

indéfferent with respect to firearms and deadly-force based fraining. ¥

In addition to the case law, model policies on use of force direct that agencies must conduct shoot-dont training, X In a lawsuit that
includes a faiture to properly train on deadly force, police practices experts will use these model policies to support an opinion that
the generally accepted police practice or the national standard is to conduct this type of training. An agency that fails to conduct this
type of training faces the possibility that liability will be found if the failure in training has led to a bad shooting,

In developing shoat-don't shoot training, agencies should try to foresee as many possible scenarios that officers are likely to face.
Every possible scenario cannot be foreseen, but many can be and training should be geared to the recurring circumstances that
afficers must deal with, Some examples would include situations that may be de-escalated by a proper police response; response to
emotionally disturbed persons; response to off-duty situations; response to suicide-by-cop situations; decision making with respect
to good citizens who are in possession of firearms f.e_ the store owner with a gun who is pursuing the robber from his store; vehicle
Involved firearms scenarios; circumstances where missed shots may endanger innocent persons; and persons turning with innocent

ohjects in their hands.

Obwiously, all of the scenarios should be conducted with varying envirenmental conditions such as low-lighting; residential or
densely populated areas; and movernent of both suspects and officers. The scenarfos should also encompass a full force continuum
evaluation with respect to officer response i.e. did the officer give verbal commands? Did the officer use other tools where they may
have effectively resclved the event without resorting to deadly force where appropriate? Did the officer give a warning (where

appropriate) before using deadly force?

In managing risk by conducting shoot-dan’t shaot training, agencies may consider purchasing a firearms training simulator. The
current technology in these simulators has greatly advanced over the past few years allowing training officers to escalate and de-
escalate scenarios in accordance with the response of the officer invalved in the training. Some of the more advaniced simulatars,
such as Advanced Interactive Systems, AIS® simulator, have scenaric authoring capability such that agencies can develop their own
scenarios, An agency that does not have the rescurces for scenario development can also purchase carned scenarios that have been
developed by their simulator's manufacturer. For axample, Al$ has hundreds of pre-produced scenarios, each containing numergus

branching aptions depending on officer response, for all of the varipus Iaw enforcement functions.

While na agency is immune from a lawsuit, no agency can afford to sit back in a defenseless posture. One of the most effective
methods of avoiding agency liability is through proper, thorough and documented training. Mo agency can afford to be without such
training. Proper training will undoubtedly lead to better decisions by officers as well. These better decisions also place the individuat
officer in a position of strength when the [awsuit is filed. Although no officer or agency likes to be served with a lawsuit, thereis a

great deal of satisfaction when the suit is dismissed due to the investment of the agency and officer in training and professionalism.
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: i i Nate, State Government entities and state actors acting in their official capacity cannct be sued in federal court under § 1983 o
. due to the Eleventh Amendment's bar against such suits. See E.G. Will v. Michigan Department of State Police, 491 U.5. 58
(1989},
ii. City of Canton v Harris, 489 U.5, 378 {198%).
ik, Walker v, City of New York, ¥74 F.2d 293 (2d Cir. 1992).
iv. ld.
v. Popow v. City of Margate, 476 F.Supp. 1237 (Dist. N.J. 1979).
vi. Note, the standard for failure to train was set forth in City of Canton v. Harris which was decided after Popow and is a
“deliberate indifference” standard.
vii. Zuchel v, Denver, $97 F.2d 730 (10th Cir. 1993).
wviil. Allen v. Muskogee, 119 F.3d 837 {10th Cir. 1997).
ix. Young v. City of Providence, 2004 U.S, Dist, LEXIS 1847 (R.l. 2004).
x. Mote, the case is currently under appeal to the United States Court of Appeal 1st Circuit.
xi. Note, the author of this article was one of the defendants who was granted summary judgment in this decision.
xii. See International Assaciation of Chiefs of Police Madel Policy on Use of Force and the accompanying concept paper revised
August 2001. {“Finally, firearms training with respect to the use of deadly force cannot be limited to routine firearm
qualifications and proficiency testing. it is recommended that all officers autharized to carry firearms be required to qualify

with each authorized firearm on at least a semiannual basis and preferably three times per 12 month period. But, in addition to

proficiency testing, it is strongly recommended that police agencies provide (1) routine instruction and periodic testing on the
agency use-of-force policy and {2} instruction and practical exercises in making decisions regarding the use of deadly force. In
the latter instance, it is important that an element of firearms training include realistic use of force simulation exercises. This
includes night and/or reduced light shooting, shooting at moving targets, strong hand/weak hand firing, and combat simulation
shooting, Firearms training sheuld attempt to simulate the actual envirgnment and circumstances of foreseeable encounters
in the community setting, whether urban, suburban, or rural. A variety of computer simulation training is available together
with established and recognized tactical, exertion, and stress courses. In essenice, acceptable firearms training and evaluation
arena longer limited to target practice. Scrutiny of firearms training will normally include an evatuation of the relevance and

utility of such instruction.}
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INADEQUATE TRAINING IN THE USE OF NON-DEADLY FORCE
AS THE NEXT FRONTIER IN FEDERAL CIVIL LIABILITY:
ANALYSIS OF THE BALTIMORE CITY BATON PROGRAM

Brian L. DeLeonardo

Police officers possess awesome powers. They perform their duties under
hazardous conditions and with the vigilant public eye upon them. Police
officers are permitted only a margin of error in judgment under conditions
that impose high degrees of physical and mental stress. Their general respon-
sibility to preserve peace and enforce the law carries with it the power to
arrest and to use force - even deadly force.’

I. INTRODUCTION

Police officers face one of the most “hostile” work
environments of any profession.? Not only is the crime
rate significant, with over 14.1 million crimes reported
in 1993 alone,’ but police officers are increasingly likely
to beinvolved inphysical confrontations with suspects.*
Between 1980 and 1989 alone, 1,514 police officers
were killed or died in the line of duty.’> Additionally,
police officers have seen their ability to use deadly force
in apprehending suspects curtailed over the last decade
through a series of United States Supreme Court deci-
sions.® This has served to add pressure to officers when
making the split-second decision of whether to use
deadly force. Moreover, when police officers use
deadly force in apprehending a suspect, that decision
will frequently spark a public outcry, an internal inves-
tigation, and in some situations, a criminal prosecution
ofthe police officer.” In addition, a police officer’s split-
second miscalculation to use deadly force may result in
a civil suit and large monetary judgment.?

Police departments have responded to this difficult
work environment in two ways. First, police depart-
ments have vigorously worked to ensure that their
police officers are proficient in the use of firearms and
knowledgeable in the legal limits for using these weap-
ons. This is accomplished by providing not only the
initial training in the academy, but also mandating in-
service training and annual certification while the offic-
ers are on the force.® This increased training has
reduced the likelihood of a police officer inappropriate-

ly using deadly force, but by no means has that possibil-
ity been eliminated. Second, police departments have
focused heavily on finding techniques and weapons that
effectively and safely allow officers to carry out their
duties, while minimizing risk of injury to the suspect.'®
These “non-deadly” weapons include batons, police
dogs, tasers (stun guns), pepper spray, and hand-to-
hand defense techniques. The demand by police depart-
ments for new and improved non-deadly weapons has
been so intense that manufacturers work furiously to be
the first on the market with some new “gadget” to add
to the police arsenal "

Nevertheless, the rapid adoption of non-deadly
weapons and techniques by police departments has
been a mixed blessing. While such weapons and
techniques have substantially reduced the likelihood of
death in police officer/suspect confrontations,' they
have also served to foster a new area of excessive force
civil judgments based upon the excessive use of non-
deadly weapons and techniques.® A primary reason for
the civil liability in less than lethal force situations is that
the vast majority of police departments have little to no
formal rules on the use of non-deadly force. Strangely,
unlike the strides made by police departments in the
deadly force arena, no detailed requirements for in-
service training and annual certification in the use of
non-deadly weapons and techniques arein place.’* This
lack of training and fear of liability has led many
departments to end the use of some non-deadly weap-
ons altogether.’® Moreover, the devastating effects of
these weapons is systematically underplayed, which in
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many situations has led to many unintended deaths of
non-violent suspects.

An overview of the new Baltimore City Police
Department baton training program provides a good
basis for analyzing the deficiencies and problems asso-
ciated withthe adoption and use of non-deadly weapons
and techniques. By recognizing the deficiencies in the
non-deadly weapons training being provided to its
police officers, the Baltimore City Police Department
can avoid the civil liability that is sure to follow as courts
slowly become as demanding on a police officers’ use
of non-deadly weapons as courts have become on the
use of deadly weapons.'®

II. MUNICIPALITIES ARE SUBJECT TO FED-
ERAL CIVIL LIABILITY FOR THBE USE OF
EXCESSIVE FORCE BY THEIR POLICE
OFFICERS BASED ON THE CONCEPT OF
INADEQUATE TRAINING

Title 42, section 1983 of the United States Code
provides a civil tort remedy for citizens who have their
federal constitutional rights violated by government
officials.'” This federal statutory remedy, which was
derived from the Civil Rights Act of 1871, was passed
inorderto provide a mechanism for eliminating Ku Kiux
Klan activity in the South by providing a neutral federal
forum for newly freed slaves to bring claims against
government officials who violated their civil rights.'®
Today, section 1983 provides a vehicle for citizens to
seek redress of constitutional deprivations by police
officers who have used excessive force in violation of
the citizen’s constitutionally protected rights. In order
to maintain a section 1983 action, a plaintiff must
demonstrate that he has suffered a constitutional depri-
vation, the deprivation was the result of an action taken
under color of state law, and that the constitutional
deprivation resulted in injury to the plaintiff.'*

A. THE USE OF EXCESSIVE FORCE IN APPRE-
HENDING SUSPECTS BY POLICE OFFICERS
CONSTITUTES A CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLA-
TION ENTITLED TO REDRESS UNDER 42 U.S.C.
SECTION 1983

At common law, police officers had a privilege to
use deadly force when attempting to arrest a fleeing
felon, but not when attempting to arrest a fleeing
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misdemeanant. 1n 1985, however, the United States
Supreme Court in Tennessee v. Garner™ changed the
way in which the use of deadly force by police officers
against suspects was to be analyzed by holding that the
apprehension of a criminal suspect “by the use of deadly
force is a seizure subject to the reasonableness require-
ment of the Fourth Amendment.”*

In determining whether a seizure is reasonable, the
Garner opinion noted that “[w]e must balance the
nature and quality of the intrusion on the individual’s
Fourth Amendment interests against the importance of
the governmental interests alleged to justify the intru-
sion.”? The Court noted that “[t]he intrusiveness of a
seizure by means of deadly force is unmatched,”? and
therefore, such force is only appropriate when “it is
necessary to prevent the escape and the officer has
probable cause to believe that the suspect poses a
significant threat of death or serious physical harm,
either to the officer or others.”* Thus, the Court found
that the reasonableness of the use of deadly force to
seize a person must be determined through a balancing
test, considering the totality of the circumstances.

The Court later extended this analysis to the use of
non-deadly force by a police officer in apprehending a
suspect. In Graham v. Connor,” the Court was con-
fronted with a claim that the police had used excessive
non-deadly force with a diabetic man during an inves-
tigatory stop. The Court held that the Fourth Amend-
ment’s reasonableness standard is the proper standard
for analyzing all claims that police officers have used
excessive force in making arrests, investigatory stops,
or other seizures of citizens.?® The Court added that in
determining the reasonableness of the force used, the
analysis must be from the perspective of a reasonable
officer at the scene “rather than with the 20/20 vision
of hindsight.”? Furthermore, the Court instructed that
this test is an objective one, i.e., whether the officers’
actions were objectively reasonable in light of the
circumstances confronting them, without considering
intent or motivation.” The Court noted, in assessing the
reasonableness of the degree of force used by police
officers, one should consider the severity of the crime
the suspect allegedly committed, whether the suspect
posed an immediate danger to the police or others, and
whether the suspect was resisting or fleeing.”

B. AMUNICIPALITY MAY BELIABLE FOR THE
USE OF EXCESSIVE FORCE BY ITS POLICE




OFFICERS IF THE MUNICIPALITY HAS PRO-
VIDED INADEQUATE TRAINING TO THOSE
POLICE OFFICERS

The decisions of Garner and Graham established
that if excessive force is used by police officers in
apprehending a suspect, whether such force is deadly or
not, a Fourth Amendment constitutional violation has
occurred. Police officers who use excessive force on
the suspect are liable under section 1983 for damages
arising from the constitutional violation.* Additionally,
the United States Supreme Court has held that the
municipality that employs police officers may also be
liable for the constitutional violation arising from the
use of excessive force.3!

In Monell v. Dept. of Social Services** the Court
recognized that, although the doctrine of respondeat
superior was not available as a method for imposing
governmental hability under section 1983, local gov-
ernments could be sued when “the action that is alleged
to be unconstitutional implements or executes a policy
statement, ordinance, regulation, or decision officially
adopted and promulgated by that body’s officer.”*
The Court, however, did not limit the scope of munic-
ipal liability to only its formally promulgated policies.
Rather, the Court held that the municipality “may be
sued for constitutional deprivations visited pursuant to
governmental ‘custom’ even though such a custom has
not received formal approval through the body’s deci-
sion-making channels.”* The Court, however, was
clear in its requirement that for the municipality to be
found liable for the unconstitutional actions of its
employees, there must be a direct causal link betweena
municipal policy or custom and the unconstitutional
harm that was actually suffered.

Several years later, the Court further expanded the
liability of municipalities by liberally interpreting what
constitutes a “policy” or “custom.” The Court, in
Canton v. Harris,* held that the inadequacy of police
training may be a basis for section 1983 liability where
the failure to adequately train amounts to a deliberate
indifference to the rights of persons with whom the
police officers comeinto contact.* The Court reasoned
that “[t]heissuein a case like this one. . . is whether that
training program is adequate; and if it is not, the
question becomes whether suchinadequate training can
justifiably be said to represent ‘city policy.” ¥ The
Court, in addressing the paradox that a lack of action

equals policy, explained that:

[1]t may happen thatin light of the duties
assigned to specific officers or employ-
ees the need for more or different train-
ing is so obvious, and the inadequacy so
likely to result in the violation of consti-
tutional rights, that the policy makers of
the city can reasonably be said to have
been deliberately indifferent to the need.
In that event, the failure to provide
proper training may fairly be said to
represent a policy for which the city is
responsible, and for which the city may
be held liable if it actually causes inju-

ry.’

Against this legal backdrop, an analysis of the
Baltimore City Police Department’s baton program,
and the hability and risks associated with the program,
can be evaluated. The Baltimore City Police Depart-
ment can be held liable for the Department’s actual
excessive force training policies, and for inadequate
non-deadly force policies and training programs where
such a deficiency in training demonstrates that the
Department was deliberately indifferent to the obvious
constitutional violations likely to result.

OL THE BALTIMORE CITY POLICE DEPART-
MENT’S BATON PROGRAM -INDICATIVE OF
THE PROBLEMS AND SECTION 1983 LIABIL-
ITY RISKS INCURRED WITH THE ADOPTION
OF NON-DEADLY WEAPONRY

The Balttmore City Police Department recently
requested an examination of its policies and techniques
from a consultant who has provided similar services to
many police departments across the country.® Robert
K. Koga, the founder of the Koga Institute, Inc.
(“KOGA™), determined that the Department needed to
better train its officers in the use of force against
suspects. KOGA recommended that the Baltimore City
Police Department replace the 22-inch knurled-ended
nightstick, presently used by officers, with a 29-inch
straight baton and that officers undergo KOGA’s train-
ing program on using the baton.® This new training
program provided by KOGA has been the subject of
sharp criticism. Primarily, officers who have gone
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through the training have noted that the instructors
emphasize a “two-handed strike aimed at the chest or
joints,” whereas “previous training had officers aiming

for large muscle mass or the legs.”! One officer even
commented that “[t]hisis the most dangerousthing I’ve
seen,”*?

There appears to be more than a sufficient basis for
questioning the propriety of this program in light of the
potential for liability that the program creates for the
City of Baltimore. The baton program in Baltimore City
reflects the general problem with the treatment of non-
deadly weapons and techniques by police departments
across the country. Inadequate training of police
officers can be found not only because of the Baltimore
PoliceDepartment’s actual policies and programs, which
underplay the actual force utilized in their baton tech-
niques, but also for the Department’s deliberate indif-
ference to the need for better training of the police
officers in deciding when the use of non-deadly weap-
ons is appropriate. Both deficiencies have made the
Baltimore City Police Department, as well as many
other police departments, ripe for section 1983 liability.

A. BALTIMORE CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT’S
BATON TRAINING PROGRAM IS PACKAGED
AS ANON-DEADLY TECHNIQUE

The baton techniques that are taught to Baltimore
City Police Department officers are contained in an
instructional manual produced by KOGA.* In the
manual, KOGA separates the force police officers use
~ into three categories: (1) controlling force, (2) injuring
force, and (3) deadly force.** KOGA defines controlling
force as “physical control ranging all the way from
exerting a firm grip on an individual through pain
compliance control holds to an actual physical control
hold or lock.”* Injuring force is defined as including
the use of a “baton or other impact weapon, as well as
some self-defense tactics.”* Deadly force, onthe other
hand, is defined to include “the use of a weapon or tactic
that carries with it a substantial risk of death or serious
bodily injury.””

As this breakdown of force indicates, KOGA be-
lieves and teaches that the use of the baton is best
classified as injuring force, and thus, that the KOGA
baton techniques are capable of being performed in
situations calling for less than deadly force. AsKOGA
explains:
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Police officers have often become con-
fused about when the baton may beused
in a situation. In most situations, a
police officer’s best defense is weapon-
less control. Other rarer situations cali
forthe employment ofthe firearm. Some-
where in between, however, there may
be circumstances which require more
force than can reasonably be applied
without a weapon, but that fall short of
calling for a firearm. These are situa-
tions which call for the use of a baton.*

Spectfically, KOGA teaches that police officers can
consider using the baton when:

L They are confronted by an un-
controlled, violently resisting subject,
or are being attacked in a manner not
calling for the use of deadly force, and
they have attempted to or rejected the
use of lesser force;

2. The suspect has a similar weap-
on, such as a baton, or perhaps a knife;

3. The suspect is larger than them,
and has demonstrated to have superior
skill and ability;

4. Tactical considerations such as
a riot demand immediate control ¥

While the above situations may in some instances
actually call for theuse of deadly force, KOGA indicates
that baton strikes can be used even in non-deadly force
situations. KOGA further conveys its belief in the non-
deadly nature of certain baton techniques through illus-
trations in the manual demonstrating use of these baton
techniques on an unarmed criminal suspect.

In regard to the actual baton techniques utilized,
KOGA establishes a list of preferred areas of the body
that a police officer may strike. The police officers are
instructed that:

When striking an aggressor with a ba-
ton, the best target areas are those areas
where the underlying bone is closest to




the surface of the skin. Suitable areas
are those which are easily accessibleand
effective for quickly subduing the ag-
gressor, yet unlikely to cause serious
injury. In general, these areas are the
lower legs, arms, chest, midsection, and
the rib cage. *

The method of striking these areas takes two forms:
thrusting blows and striking blows. Thrustingis defined
by KOGA as a “one or two-handed jabbing motion,
employing one rounded end of the baton for the strike,”
while striking is defined as a “one or two-hand[ed]
strike with the baton, as if cutting with a sword.” In
regard to the injury that could result from such a blow,
KOGA states that “the aggressor against whom the
police baton is used will most probably suffer injury,
albeit usually minor.”*

B. THE BATON STRIKES TO THE CHEST THAT
KOGA TEACHES BALTIMORE CITY POLICE
OFFICERS AS NON-DEADLY FORCE ACTUAL-
LY CONSTITUTES DEADLY FORCE

‘While the United States Supreme Court in Tennes-
see v. Garner held that the use of deadly force was a
seizure, and thus subject to the Fourth Amendment’s
reasonableness requirement, the Court did not define
what type of force constitutes deadly force. The Model
Penal Code, drafted by the American Law Institute,
provides a useful definition that has been adopted by
many courts.® It defines deadly force as:

Force which the actor uses with the
purpose of causing or which he knows
to create a substantial risk of causing
death orserious bodily harm. Purposely
firing a firearm in the direction of anoth-
er person or at a vehicle in which anoth-
er person is believed to be constitutes
deadly force. A threat to cause death or
serious bodily harm, by the production
of'a weapon or otherwise, so long as the
actor’s purpose s limited to creating an
apprehension that he will use deadly
force if necessary, does not constitute
deadly force.>

While not all of the baton techniques taught to
Baltimore City police officers constitute deadly force,
it is difficult to conceive how the two-handed thrust to
the chest can be anything but deadly force. The force
that is exerted from such use of the baton is enormous.
As a KOGA trained instructor stated, the new baton
being used “packs a bigger wallop” and “is better
suited for samurai-sword-like swings, which help the
officer strike suspects fewer times in areas deemed
‘acceptable targets.””> One newspaper reporter, on
assessing the KOGA method, noted that “when swung
properly, [the baton] can lay a person low without
drawing blood. It can also shatter a door, break an ax
handle in half or shatter bones.” In light of the power
that police officers can exert with the butt end of the
baton, especially when using both hands to maximize
the force, it is obvious that the thrusting baton blows to
the chest and ribs create a substantial risk of causing
death or serious bodily harm.

Indeed, “[s]erious chest injuries are often fatal due
to the possibtiity of injury to the lungs, heart and great
vessels, and the many types of complications that arise
from penetrating or blunt traumas to these organs.”’
The chest, which is enclosed by the ribs, contains the
heart, lungs, veins and arteries that enter the heart,
trachea, bronchi (the airways to the lungs) and the
esophagus.® The fracturing or breaking of the ribs
could result in the puncturing of a lung, which can be
fatal * Injury to the arteries of the heart can result in
massive internal bleeding.® Moreover, a strong blunt
force directed at the chest can also “fracture four or
more 1ibs on the same side and produce a condition
known as flail chest,” a condition where the fractured
ribs move separately from the rest of the chest area when
breathing, thereby resulting in breathing difficulty
Hospitalized individuals with “injuries only of the chest
have afourto eight percent mortality rate. Theraterises
to ten to fifteen percent when one additional organ
systemisinvolved, and to thirty-five percent when there
are multiple-organ-system injuries.”® Inlight of all the
medical complications that can arise from the use of a
thrusting chest blow, the technique is best considered
deadly force. Contrary to the assessment made by the
Baltimore City Police Department, the conclusion that
a baton strike to the chest is deadly force has been
reached by the majority of police departments around
the country.®
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C. THE BALTIMORE CITY POLICE DEPART-
MENTBATONPROGRAM, BY MISCLASSIFYING
BATON USE AS NON-DEADLY FORCE AND
FAILING TO PROVIDE PROPER TRAINING IN
THE USE OF NON-DEADLY WEAPONS, RUNS
THE RISK OF CIVIL LIABILITY FOR INADE-
QUATE TRAINING

There are two main grounds for finding section
1983 liability against Baltimore City for failing to
adequately train its police officers. First, the
misclassification of a baton strike to the chest as non-
deadly force provides ample ground for a jury to
conclude that the police officer’s use of excessive force
was pursuant to the Department’s actual baton policy.
Second, the lack of training in non-deadly weapons,
including “live” training, proficiency certification, and
regular in-service training, could well result in a jury
finding that Baltimore City inadequately trained its
officers for the type of split-second judgments that they
would face in determining the type of forceto use. The
policy behind instituting such training requirements in
theuse of firearms is just as strong, if not stronger, inthe
context of non-deadly weapons, and failing to provide
such training could be seen as deliberate indifference.*

1. The Misclassification of KOGAs Baton Tech-
niques Provides Grounds for Liability for Inadequate
Training

Police officers are generally instructed to use the
minimum amount of force necessary to subdue a sus-
pect.® The proper amount of force is typically judged
on a “continuum of force,” which instructs officers to
start with little or no force, i.¢. verbal commands, and
if this is ineffective, then to use physical force, such as
wrist holds and other non-deadly force alternatives, and
only as a final option to use deadly force.® Police
officers rely on this continuum as guidance in determin-
ing the proper use of force in any given situation they
face. Nevertheless, the usefulness and “reasonable-
ness” of the continuum depends on the police depart-
ment’s proper assessment of the nature of the force in
agiventechnique. Thus, bylabeling abaton striketothe
chest as non-deadly when it is properly considered to be
deadly force, police officers who use this technique will,
by definition, use excessive force in those situations in
which the police officers have been instructed touse the
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baton.

The history of the use of chokeholds by police
officers provides an example of the devastating conse-
quences of a police department’s misclassification of a
deadly force technique as non-deadly force.” Bor-
rowed from the martial art of judo, the chokehold
technique has been around for many years.®® The main
type of chokehold is the “carotid” hold. The carotid
hold is applied, with the officer behind the person, by
placing one of the officer’s arms around the person’s
neck and holding the wrist of that arm with his other
hand. Then, by using the muscles in his forearm, the
officer applies pressure against the carotid arteries on
the sides of the person’s neck. The chokehold is
designed to stop the flow of blood to the brain by
applying pressure to the carotic artery, thereby render-
ing the person unconscious.*

There are many reasons the chokehold poses such
a threat to victims. First, the technique, given the
amount of force applied and the position of the arm, can
result in the officer, even by accident, crushing the
victim’s larynx, trachea, or thyroid, thereby resulting in
the victim suffering a cardiac arrest or asphyxiation.™
Medical experts recognize that even a temporary carot-
id hold can result in serious injury or death.” Second,
because of the violent and frightening nature of such a
hold, victims will often violently struggle to free them-
selves.” Such a struggle only encourages the police
officer to tighten the hold, thereby increasing the risk of
harm to the person.

In 1975, the Los Angeles Police Department
(“LAPD”) began using the chokehold as a non-deadly
technique even where the suspect posed no threat of
violence.” Despitethe factthat the use of the chokehold
posed a very “high and unpredictable risk of serious
injury or death,” the LAPD officers were never in-
structed that the chokehold could cause death.™ Asa
result, between 1975 and 1980, the LAPD officers used
the chokehold technique in approximately 975 alterca-
tions with suspects, or approximately 75% of officer-
suspect confrontations.™ As a direct result of the
chokehold, at least sixteen people died before the
LAPD, in 1982, recognized the misclassification and
stopped the practice in situations that called forless than
deadly force.™

The LAPD was not alone in incurring a great deal
of problems as a result of authorizing the use of
chokeholds in less-than-deadly force situations.” Lia-




bility considerations led the Washington, D.C. Police
Department and the New York City Police Department
to prohibit the use of chokeholds by police officers,
except in situations calling for deadly force.”™ Indeed,
juries have repeatedly found that police officers used
excessive force where the carotid hold has been applied
in less than deadly force situations, and that the police
department and municipality were “deliberately indif-
ferent” in failing to properly train the police officers in
the nature of the force, and the proper method for
utilizing such a technique.

For example, in 1992, a forty-three year old home-
less man was involved in a six-minute physical struggle
with three police officers until the carotid hold was
applied. The jury, in awarding the plaintiff’s estate
$470,000, found that the officer applying the hold used
excessive force, and the Commissioner of the California
Highway Patrol was liable because of his chokehold
training policies.” Nevertheless, many citizensin other
jurisdictions continue to suffer the consequences of the
chokehold technique when used in non-deadly force
situations.®

The liability risk resulting from inadequate training
faced by the Baltimore City Police Department is
strikingly similar to that of police departments that have
implemented the non-deadly chokehold technique.
Striking a person in the chest with the butt-end of a
baton poses such a significant risk of causing death or
serious injury that a jury would be well supported in
finding the police department liable for classifying this
baton technique as non-deadly force.

2. The Lack of Regular Training and Certification
Procedures in Non-Deadly Weapons and Techniques
Provides an Additional Ground for Section 1983
Liability for Inadequate Training

Baltimore City runs the risk of facing inadequate
training claims separate and apart from the issue of
misclassification of deadly force as non-deadly force.
Baltimore City, like many other major jurisdictions, has
concentrated heavily on regulating, training, and certi-
fying police officers on the use of firearms to the point
where claims against a municipality based on inade-
quate training in the use of firearms are extremely
difficult, if not impossible, to prevail upon.® InMary-
land, minimum requirements for firearm certification
are set by the Maryland Police Training Commission.*

In-service traming in the use of firearms includes two
hours of instruction a year in servicing weapons and
legal aspects regarding use of firearms.® Police officers
must also pass a proficiency test in firing their service
weapon annually.® Additionally, police officers are
required to have eighteen hours additional job related
courses, and what is taught during these hoursis left to
the discretion of each individual police department.®

Nevertheless, when it comes to policies regarding
non-deadly weapons, there are no similar in-service
training or proficiency examination requirements.®
Baltimore City is not alone in this respect. Most police
departments have little or no formal guidelines for the
use of non-deadly force, nor do these departments
provide certification or periodic in-service training
requirements.®” There are many reasons why the failure
to require more detailed training, including certification
and additional in-service requirements may justify the
imposition of excessive force liability on a municipali-
ty. B8

First, police departments know that officers will be
called upon to use their weapons in apprehending
suspects. Police officers need guidance in determining
when and how it is constitutionally appropriate to use
the various non-deadly weapons. As the United States
Supreme Court recognized in the context of firearms
training:

[Clity policy-makers know to a moral
certainty that their police officers will be
required to arrest fleeing felons. The
city has armed its officers with firearms,
in part to allow them to accomplish this
task. Thus, the need to train officers in
the constitutional limitations on the use
ofdeadlyforce. . . canbe saidtobe “so
obvious,” that failure to do so could
properly be characterized as ‘deliberate
indifference’ to constitutional rights.®

The need for police officers to stay within the constitu-
tionally permissible limits when using non-deadly force
is no less important and no less obvious. Indeed, an
officer is much more likely to be required to use non-
deadly force on a suspect than deadly force.¥Second,
in order for officers to be properly trained in using a
technique within constitutional limitations, there must
be training that occurs under the stress of actual street
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situations, and not merely out of a textbook or from a
lecture. Although dealing with the training required in
the use of firearms, the recent case of Zuche! v. City of
Denver,” provides an excellent framework for analyz-
ing this liability aspect.

In Zuchel, the Tenth Circuit affirmed the lower
court’srefusal to set aside a $330,000 judgment against
Denver for inadequate training in the use of deadly
force. The court relied heavily on expert testimony
produced at trial which revealed that Denver’s District
Attorney had suggested to the Chief of Police several
steps to improve the deadly force training of police
officers.? Evidence at trial demonstrated that the
District Attorney recommended that the police depart-
ment institute “live” judgment training, such as a
“shoot-don’t shoot” course, rather than rely on 2 film
lecture series on decisional shooting.” This type of
judgment training, according to expert testimony pro-
duced at trial, isimportant because there is no other way
to teach strategic judgment in the use of force except
through periodic “shoot-don’t shoot” field exercises.*
Furthermore, the expert stated that the failure of a large
police department to offer this kind of judgment training
reflects a deliberate indifference considering the pre-
dictability that officers would face situations where
suchjudgment would be called upon.® Thus, the expert
concluded, without periodic judgment training, mis-
takes in the use of force are going to be made.* Inlight
of this evidence, the Tenth Circuit had no difficulty
concluding that the evidence was “clearly sufficient” to
find that the failure to implement periodic judgment
training “constituted deliberate indifference to the con-
stitutional rights of Denver citizens.”™’ Thus, while
Zuchel concerned the use of firearms, there is an equaily
compelling argument in requiring “live” training in
non-deadly force weaponry. A police officer usually
has only a split-second to determine whether a partic-
ular suspect poses a threat, what degree of a threat, and
what force is proper in response.® This is why many
perceive in-service training on non-deadly weapons,
including “live” training, as critical in ensuring the
proper use of force by a police officer.®® As testimony
in Zuchel supports, it is predictable that police officers
who are given non-deadly force weapons will make
decisions under pressure regarding their use, and not
training police officers to make judgment calls under
such stress conditions reflects a deliberate indifference.

Similarly, although not finding liability for failing to
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require in-service training, the court in McQurter v.
City of Atlanta,'™ stressed the essential nature of in-
service traming on techniques and weapons. McQurter
involved the allegationthat a police department failed to
provide in-service training in the use of the chokehold.
The court, which decided this case several years before
the United States Supreme Court decided Tennessee v.
Garner, took great pains to note that no in-service
training was being provided in a deadly force technique
such as chokeholds, although such training was being
provided in firearms. Nevertheless, the court conclud-
ed that the failure to provide in-service training in the
chokehold did not rise to the level of recklessness or
gross negligence required for the imposition of liability.
The court, however, did hold that the failure to train
supervisors to deal with such life threatening conduct
constituted deliberate indifference. The police depart-
ment had promoted supervisors without training them
on the use of the chokehold, the regulations governing
its use, or the risks a person may face when subject to
the chokehold.™
The requirements of “live” training, annual profi-

ciency certifications, and in-service training should be
as formal and detailed asrequired for the use of firearms.
Superficial requirements would not be sufficient to
avoid inadequate training liability under section 1983,
asnoted inMcKenzie v. City of Milpitas ' InMcKenzie,
the court denied the city’s motion for summary judg-
ment on the claim of inadequate training regarding the
use of tasers.'® The taser training consisted of giving
police officers a copy of the city’s policy on taser use,
discussing the policy with the officers, and teaching
officers to take subjects that have been tasered to the
emergency room. Moreover, the city not only required
that officers were not to use tasers without taking a
training course and passing a written test, but also
required a mandatory refresher course every year.!™
Even though these requirements surpass what most
police departments require today, the court found that
the city could be held liable for the inadequate training
of its police officers. Indeed, the plaintiff’s allegation
that the requirements were simply superficial was sup-
ported by evidence that police officers were not told of
the “constitutional, moral, legal and ethical standards”
associated with using the taser.'® Additionally, the
police officers were never instructed on the dangers of
prolonged continuation of electrical charges, thereby
encouraging officers to use the taser continually until




the suspect complies. Finally, it was alleged that the
written test on proper taser use was designed to be
passed, as demonstrated by the fact that no officer had
ever failed the test.'® After the District Court denied the
city’s motion for summary judgment, the jury found that
the City had inadequately trained its police officers in
the use of the taser and awarded the victim $200,000.1

The inadequacy of superficial training requirements
was further stressed in Russo v. City of Cincinnati,'®
where the Sixth Circuit addressed a claim that the city
had failed to adequately train its officers to deal with
mentally ill individuals, and this failure proximately
caused the shooting death of a paranoid schizophrenic.
Inreversing thetrial court’s grant of summary judgment
for the city, the Sixth Circuit explained that sufficient
evidence was produced to generate a material dispute as
to whether the city’s training in deadly force amounted
to deliberate indifference, and therefore, a failure to
adequatelytrain. The court noted thattestimony showed
that while there was some initial training on handling
mentally ill individuals, in-service training for dealing
with the mentally ill was non-existent.'® Expert testi-
mony revealed that “none of the involved police per-
sonne] understood the appropriate procedure for react-
ing to mentally ill individuals.”'* The court found that
offering a seven-hour course on “Disturbed-Distress
Persons” was insufficient in and of itself to shield the
city from liability.'"!

Inadequate training liability, therefore, could be
imposed based on the Baltimore City Police Depart-
ment’s failure to provide more sophisticated training in
non-deadly weapons. Such a lack of training is known
to cause a substantial risk of constitutional violations
because police officers will be less capable of properly
and safely utilizing the weapon. The most innocuous
devices can become problematic when a municipality
fails to offer the annual certification and in-service
training for such weapons. Moreover, police officers
without such training tend to become much more
indiscriminate in the use of non-deadly weapons, which
often leads to the over use of the weapon.!'? This lack
of training can even turn otherwise non-deadly weapons
into deadly ones.'*

A prime example of the problem:s associated with a
lack of training is reflected in the use of pepper spray.
Pepper spray is an oily plant resin that is derived from
dried spices such as chili.""* Pepper spray is considered
by law enforcement agencies to be a proper force after

the police officer’s verbal commands fail to control the
suspect, but before hands-on type contact such as a
baton is utilized.!”* When pepper spray is used on a
person, that person’s airways tend to restrict, his eyelids
swell, and he feels a burning sensation on his skin and
membranes of the mouth and nose for approximately
twenty minutes.''® The use of this spray, because of its
seemingly non-injurious nature, is widespread among
police departments, including Baltimore City’s."”

The American Civil Liberties Union (“ACLU”) has
recently complained that police officers have become
“increasingly indiscriminate [about the use of pepper
spray] despite written expressions of ‘grave scientific
concern’ by the Environmental Protection Agency re-
garding its safety.”!’® The sometimes free use of the
device can be problematic.'® For example, in Califor-
nia, police officers used pepper spray 9,000 times over
the last year, at arate of twenty-four times aday.'® The
ACLU has recently petitioned the United States Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission to reguiate the use
of pepper spray by noting that twenty-seven criminal
suspects have died over the last two and one-halfyears
in California, and an estimated sixty-one people have
perished nationwide, after being subdued with pepper
spray by police officers.'”! Although the exact cause of
death of these victims was difficult to determine, a large
proportion of the victims had underlying heart or respi-
ratory problems suggesting that the use of the spray
could have been a “serious complicating factor.”%

Assessing the harm caused by pepper spray is
complicated by the fact that law enforcement officials
will not evaluate their pepper spray training programs
unless definitive proof of the causal connection between
pepper spray and these deaths is produced. Law
enforcement agencies have been lulled into a false sense
of security by relying on studies that have shown that no
“long-term health risks” have been found as a result of
using the spray.’® Also, pepper spray manufacturers,
with a great deal at stake, contend that there is little or
no evidence that pepper spray caused any of the sixty-
one deaths, pointing to the fact that medical examiners
only cited pepper spray as a factor in two of the
deaths.'%

The ACLU has argued that police departments
must begin to implement regulations and training pro-
grams to teach officers about the length of time a person
can be sprayed, the danger that use of the spray can
cause to some individuals, especially high risk groups
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such as drug users and those with respiratory problems,
and the need for providing medical attention after
someone is sprayed.'® Furthermore, instruction on the
effects of combining non-deadly force techniques should
be carefully analyzed, and appropriate policy formulat-
ed. Presently, this type of training is simply not taking
place in most police departments around the country.

The debate over the effects of pepper spray is
indicative of the problems associated with the use of
non-deadly force. Police departments have been very
reluctant to impose any restrictions or effective guide-
lines on the proper use of pepper spray by police
officers. While the causal connection between the use
of pepper spray and death has not been conclusively
proven, thereis evidencethat the effects of pepper spray
tend to be aggravated by police officers’ use of other
non-deadly techniquesinconjunction with pepper spray,
such as stun guns, handcuffs, and manual holds.'® This
is not to say that police officers should discontinue the
use of pepper spray, but rather, they must recognize that
the use of all non-deadly weapons and techniques run
the risk of significant injury or death. Accordingly, civil
liability for inadequate training may result if police
departments fail to investigate the potential for harm in
the non-deadly weapons they use and refuse to increase
training through the use of “live” training, proficiency
certification, and in-service training in these weapons.
Additionally, the indiscriminate use of the non-deadly
weapons that accompany the lack of such training is a
cause of grave concern.

IV. CONCLUSION

Non-deadly weapons hold a great deal of promise
for avoiding the risk of injury to police officers and
suspects during confrontation, thereby substantially
decreasing the threat of civil liability. Nevertheless, this
promise has not been fully realized primarily because
police departments have failed to appreciate that signif-
icant injury or death, can result from the use of these
non-deadly weapons and techniques. Specifically, the
systematic undervaluing of the degree of force posed by
the use of these weapons, and the failure to recognize
the need for “live” training, proficiency certification,
and in-service training in the use of these weapons has
increased the risk that the use of a non-deadly weapon
or technique will be excessive, increasing the risk of civil
liability to the officer, the department, and the munici-
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pality involved.

Much ofthe liability concerns could be eliminated if
police departments, such as the Baltimore City Police
Department, imposed the same training requirements
for non-deadly weapons as these departments have
done with firearms. The policy justifications for man-

dating extensive proficiency and in-service training

requirements in regard to non-deadly weapons are just
as strong, if not more so, thanin the context of firearms.
The use of “shoot-don’t shoot” type training in non-
deadly weapons would not only diminish the threat of
liability faced by police departments, but such training
would give police officers greater confidence and pro-
ficiency in using the weapons under stressful condi-
tions. The need for such “live” training in the use of
non-deadly weapons is best supported by the fact that
most physical confrontations faced by police officers
will not call for deadly force, but rather, will require the
officers tomake the difficult, split-second assessment of
what level of non-deadly force is appropriate. By
making the training in non-deadly weaponry more
extensive, and by carefully evaluating the level of force
a particular weapon or technique imposes, the police
departments will not only better protect its officers and
citizens from unnecessary physical injury, but protect
the municipality from unnecessary civil liability.
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grounds, dealing with the use of a chokehold in order to
prevent an arrested person from swallowing drugs.
These decisions have generally rested on the notion that
use of the chokehold was permissible as long as the
person's ability to breathe was notinterrupted. See State
v. Harris, 505 N'W. 2d 724, 732 (Neb. 1993) (noting
that chokehold used was not "deadly force" because the
breathing of the suspect had not been cut off).

¥See Lou Cannon, Trial Told of "Swarm" Technique:
Witness Says Not All Police Got Training, Wash. Post,
Mar. 5, 1993, at A3 (noting that many departments
continue to allow the use of chokeholds). The liability
from the ill-fated policy permitting chokeholds is best
demonstrated in a recent case where Miami officials
agreed to pay a man $7.5 million plus all future medical
expenses, estimated at approximately $34 million, to
keep a 24-year-old man on life support, because police
officers applied a chokehold to the man during a traffic
stop when he became "unmly." Associated Press,
Chokehold Case May Cost Miami 334 Million, L.A.
Times, June 30, 1993, at A2. More recently, the city
counsel in Inglewood, California paid $750,000 to the
family of a teenager who died as a result of the police use
of a carotid artery chokehold. Eric Malnic, /nglewood
fo Pay 3750,000 in Death of Man Restrained by Police,
L.A. Times, Feb. 3, 1994, at B2.

3For example, in an inadequate training claim in Berry
v. Detroit, 25 F.3d 1342 (6th Cir. 1994), cert. denied,
115 8. Ct. 902 (1995), the court reversed a $6,000,000
award for the estate of 2 man shot by police officers
because there was insufficient evidence to show deliber-
ate indifference. The court noted that at the Detroit
Police Academy, officers "were given 60 hours of
firearms training and were required to take both a
certification examination and an additional written ex-
amination," which required a score of 100% to pass. /d
at 1347. Officers were also given a deadly force policy
manual upon graduation, which was updated regularly.
Id. Furthermore, Detroit police officers continued to
receive firearms training after graduating and 40 hours
of in-service training were required annually. During
this training, police officers were required to attend
annual refresher courses concerning the use of deadly
force. Id at 1347. Officers were required to qualify
annually in firearms usage. /d.
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Smaller police departments, which do not always
have suchin-depth firearms training, are still susceptible
to claims for inadequate training of its officers inthe use
offirearms. See, e.g., Davisv. Mason County, 927F 2d
1473, 1483 (9th Cir. 1991), cert. denied, 112 S.Ct. 275
(1991) (holding that county's failure to train officers on
legal requirement in the use of deadly force amounted
to deliberate indifference as a matter of law),
2Telephone Interview with Carl Bart, Chief of Law
Enforcement Training, Maryland Police Training Com-
mission (July 7, 1995). Forty-nine out of fifty states
have a similar state commission, with Hawaii being the
exception. Id.

83 Id

“ld

®Jd. Maryland's requirements tend to exceed that of
most other states. For example, Virginia only requires
that an officer "qualify" with their weapon every other
year. Id

%Jd. "Slapjacks," which are hand-held pouches filled
with lead, have long been used by Baltimore City police
officers, even though the weapon has not been autho-
rized to be carried or used by the Department. Peter
Hermann, Better Training in Use of Force for Police,
Balt. Sun, Nov. 5, 1994, at B1. Indeed, officers have
been permitted to carry "slapjacks” without any training
in the proper use of the weapon. /d. As aresult of a
recent incident, where an internal review indicated that
an officer may have hit a suspect in the back of the head
with 2 "slapjack," and in light of KOGA's recommenda-
tion, Baltimore City police officers will likely be prohib-
ited from carrying these weapons in the future.
¥Gregory H. Williams, Controlling The Use of Non-
Deadly Force: Policy and Practice Procedures, 10
Harv. Blackietter J. 79 (1993). Telephone Interview
with Carl Bart, Chief of Law Enforcement Training,
Maryland Police Training Commission (July 7, 1995)
(also pointing out that he is not aware of any state that
has established any minimum requirement regarding
non-deadly weapons).

% Several courts have found that the failure to ade-
quately train police officers in the use of non-deadly
force constituted a deliberate indifference to the safety
oftheir citizens. See Kerrv. West Palm Beach,875F.2d
1546 (11th Cir. 1989)(holding inadequate training was
present where, among other things, the municipality
failed to train the K-9 division in the constitutionally
permissible use of police attack dogs); Rymer v. Davis,

38 - U. Balt. L.F. /26.2

775F.2d 756 (6th Cir. 1985), cert. denied, 4801].5.916
(1987)(holding that a municipality may be liable under
§1983 forinadequately training its officers in the proper
arrest procedures); McLain v. Milligan, 847 F. Supp.
970, 979 (D. Me. 1994)(limited instruction to police
officers on the proper use of force could demonstrate
deliberate indifference).

¥Canton v. Harris, 489 U.S. 378, 390 n. 10 (1989){ci-
tations omitted).

*Gregory H. Williams, Controlling the Use of Non-
Deadly Force: Policy and Practice Procedures, 10
Harv. Blackletter I. 79 (1993).

1997 F.2d 730 (10th Cir. 1993).

%]d. at 737-38.

BId. at 738-39.

1d. at 739,

Id. at 740-41.

%Jd. at 740.

Id. at 741.

%Note, Criminal Law -- The Right to Run: Deadly
Force and the Fleeing Felon, 11 S.111. U. L.J. 171, 183
(1986).

#Geoffrey P. Alpert & William C. Smith, How Reason-
able Is the Reasonable Man?: Police and Excessive
Force, 85]). Crim. L. & Criminology 481, 487 (1994).
10572 F. Supp. 1401 (N.D. Ga. 1983)

190 Jd. at 1420-21.

12738 F. Supp. 1293 (N.D. Cal. 1990), gff'd, 953 F.2d
1387 (9th Cir. 1992).

1% Ataserisahand-held device which propelstwo darts
at a subject, and then the officer can send electric
charges into the person's body by pressing a button,
which then causes involuntary muscular contractions.
McKenzie v. Milpitas, 738 F. Supp. 1293, 1296 (N.D.
Cal. 1990), aff'd, 953 F.2d 1387 (9th Cir. 1992). The
electrical charge that is transmitted is 50,000 volts. Lou
Cannon, L.A. Officer Says He Tried Not to Use Force
On King, Wash. Post, Mar. 24, 1993, at A3.
1%McKenzie v. Milpitas, 738 F. Supp. 1293, 1297
(N.D. Cal. 1990), affd, 953 F.2d 1387 (9th Cir. 1992).
105 Id

1%67d. at 1297 n.2.

17 This verdict was later affirmed by the Ninth Circuit
inanunpublished opinion. McKenzie v. City of Milpitas,
953 F.2d 1387 (Sth Cir. 1992)(unpublished opinion).
198953 F.2d 1036 (6th Cir. 1992).

1%1d. at 1046.

11974, at 1047.




lllId
12Batons were used by Los Angeles police officers 501
times during 1990, prior to the Rodney King incident,
and only 41 times last year. News Service, Around the
Nation, Wash. Post, Mar. 6, 1995, at A10.
"Many non-deadly weapons can take on a deadly
nature asused. McNeiliv. Durham County ABC Board,
359 8.E.2d 500, 503 (N.C. App. 1987), rev'd on other
grounds, 368 S.E.2d 619 (N.C. 1988)(jury instruction
that flashlight was deadly weapon as a matter of law
would not have been prejudicial in this case given
weight and size, club-like quality, and officer admitted
on stand that flashlight similar to one used was deadly
weapon). For example, the use of police attack dogs to
arrest suspects has become controversial because of the
“find and bite” policies, whereby the police release a
dog trained to find and immediately bite a hiding
suspect. Louis P. Dell, Pofice Attack Dogs: A Dogmat-
ic Approach to Crime Control, 13 Whittier L. Rev. 515
(1992). This approach runs the serious risk of perma-
nent scarring of tissue, and in some cases, death of the
individval. 7d

In some situations, the degree of training will influ-
ence whether the court views a given technique as
deadly or not. In Robinette v. Barnes, 854 F.2d 909
(6th Cir. 1988), an unarmed burglary suspect, who had
not threatened police officers but was hiding inside a car
dealership even though ordered to come out by the
police, died after police officers used a “find and bite”
trained canine to apprehend the suspect. The dog, after
finding the suspect, grabbed him by the throat and pulled
him out from under a car, causing the loss of a
substantial amount of blood. The court found that the
use of the dog was not deadly force, and noted that the
dog and trainerunderwent continual training, and there-

fore, the police dog, when trained properly, did not
present a substantial risk of deadly or serious bodily
harm to the suspect.

"“Mark I. Pinsky, Assauit on Pepper, L.A. Times, June
18, 1995, at A3.

15Bill Miller, Police Find a Whiff of Pepper Can Work
Wonders ina Pinch, Wash. Post, Aug. 10, 1992, at D1.
6L.A. Johnson, New Spray Give Police Option Over
Deadly Force, Detroit Free Press, Aug. 10,1992, at B3
(spray is being utilized by the Detroit Police Depart-
ment).

"Bill Miller, Police Find a Whiff of Pepper Can Work
Wonders in a Pinch, Wash. Post, Aug. 10, 1992, at D1
(Over 2,000 police departments were using pepper
spray as of 1992).

IISId

"“Id. A spokesman for the Alexandria Police Depart-
ment explained the reason that officers love pepper
spray, "With the spray we can say, ‘Hey, you're under
arrest.! The guy says, 'Kiss off,' and we zap him."
I‘ZOId

William Claiborne, ACLU Warns of Need to Restrict
Police Reliance on Pepper Spray, Wash. Post, June 19,
1995, at A16; Mark 1. Pinsky, Assault on Pepper, L.A.
Times, June 18, 1995, at A3.

IZZId

'2Bill Miller, Police Find a Whiff of Pepper Can Work
Wonders in a Pinch, Wash. Post, Aug,. 10,1992, atD1.
1Mark I. Pinsky, Assault on Pepper, L.A. Times, June
18, 1995, at A3.

lZSId

12*William Claiborne, ACLU Warns of Need to Restrict
Police Reliance on Pepper Spray, Wash. Post, June 19,
1995, at A6; Mark 1. Pinsky, Assault on Pepper, L.A.
Times, June 18, 1995, at A3.
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SYS DATE:04/24/20

CITY OF KEWANEE

SYS TIME:11:18

A/P WARRANT LIST [Nw1]
REGISTER # 254

DATE: 04/23/20 Thursday April 23,2020 PAGE 1

PAYABLE TO AMOUNT
INV NO G/L NUMBER DESCRIPTION DISTR

01 ADVANCED BUSINESS SYSTEMS INC 150.69
INV 168664 01-11-512 MAINTENANCE CONTRACT 150.69

01 AIRGAS MID AMERICA 625.21
9100191781 01-22-612 OXYGEN 166.46
9970043580 01-22-612 OXYGEN 458.75

01 ALEXIS FIRE EQUIP CO 35.00
0067439-1IN 01-22-830 LITE BOX BATTERY 35.00

01 ALTORFER INC 327.84
02C825432 62-45-613 TRUCK/BACKHOES 327.84

01 AMEREN ILLINOIS 21839.73
D04132020 01-11-571 STREET LIGHTS 8043.43
004132020 01-52-571 PARKS 32.51
D04132020 51-93-571 WTP 8255.13
004132020 52-93-571 WwTP 4376.59
D04132020 54-54-571 FRANCIS PARK 70.28
004132020 58-36-571 CEMETERY 145.50
004132020 62-45-571 MUNICIPAL BLDGS 916.29

01 AUCA CHICAGO MC LOCKBOX 123.60
152194064 62-45-471 UNIFORMS 41.20
1592202742 62-45-471 UNIFORMS 41.20
1592211452 62-45-471 UNIFORMS 41.20

01 BEA OF ILLINOIS 1905.46
2208401 52-93-850 WWTP FORCEMAIN 1905.46

01 BLAIR, KYLE 75.08
D04152020 01-22-471 CLOTHING ALLOWANCE 75.08

01 BOCK INC 57126.15
73.0 51-93-515 CONTRACT PAYMENT 15273.09
73.0 52-93-515 CONTRACT PAYMENT 41853.06

01 BREEDLOVE'S SPORTING GOODS 518.20
39666 01-22-471 K SHOOK CLOTHING 180.85
39787 01-22-159.7 EMT STUDENT POLOS 337.35

01 SALVADOR CEJA 500.00
004122020 62-45-513 W69 FRONT SEAT REPAIR 500.00

01 CROWE AUTO GROUP LLC 33652.65
301985 62-45-613 FIRE SUV WIPER SWITCH 111.00
301997 62-45-613 FILTER 12.25
301998 62-45-613 CEMETERY 79 48.40
D04242020 39-73-840 2020 DODGE RAM 33481.00

01 DINGES FIRE COMPANY 311.42
PRE0257 01-22-471 J ROOF BOOTS 311.42

01 DORNER PRODUCTS, LLC. 5362.56
152311-1IN 51-93-512 PRESSURE REDUCEING VALVE 5362.56

01 EASTERN IOWA TIRE, INC 63.00
100086798 62-45-513 5 HOLE TRUCK RIMS 63.00

01 ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE ASSOCIA 617.32
930149 52-93-542 WWTP SAMPLE TESTING 617.32



SYS DATE:04/24/20 CITY OF KEWANEE SYS TIME:11:18
A/P WARRANT LIST [NW1]
REGISTER # 254

DATE: 04/23/20 Thursday April 23,2020 PAGE 2

PAYABLE TO AMOUNT
INV NO G/L NUMBER DESCRIPTION DISTR

01 FARM KING OF KEWANEE 104.18
812906 62-45-612 BOMAS PACKER 2.34
813080 58-36-652 CEM NEW LOCK KEYS 39.42
813088 52-93-653 HAMMER/5PK BLADES 15.48
813832 52-93-652 CAULKING 21.96
813839 52-93-652 AAA BATTERIES 24.98

01 FORD & SONS INC 525.00
2591811 51-42-615 GRASS SEED 525.00

01 FRIENDS OF THE ANIMALS 1333.33
628696 01-21-539 SEMI MONTHLY PAYMENT 1333.33

01 GASVODA & ASSOCIATES, INC 14524.00
INV2000724 52-93-850 LAKE ST LIFT 14524.00

01 GUSTAFSON FORD 346.54
170007 62-45-513 PWD 77 292.99
7423 62-45-613 w362 53.55

01 HEART TECHNOLOGIES INC 1116.84
331589 57-44-870 TRANSFER STATION CAMERA 1116.84

01 HODGE'S 66 INC 45.90
55130 62-45-513 ST 16 2002 WORKHOURSE 45.90

01 IMPACT NETWORKING 220.76
1762031 01-11-512 MAINTENANCE CONTRACT 201.26
1765534 01-11-512 KONICA TONER 19.50

01 JOHNSON, RODNEY D 320.26
D04112020 01-41-473 CLOTHING ALLOWANCE 320.26

01 KEY EQUIPMENT & SUPPLY CO 78.26
158500 62-45-612 E1l SWEEPER 78.26

01 KNOX COUNTY LANDFILL 36548.28
003312020 57-44-573 SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL 36548.28

01 KOENIG BODY & EQUIPMENT 11247.00
1Q44117 39-73-840 2002 CHEVY CRANE TRK 11247.00

01 LEWIS TRUCK & AUTO BODY 382.40
D04162020 62-45-513 PWD 77 REPAIR PANT ON ROOF 382.40

01 MARTIN BROS COMPANIES INC 262.78
549 58-36-652 SAND TO BACKFILL 262.78

01 MED-TECH RESOURCE LLC 114.95
116589 01-22-612 MED SUPPLIES 114.95

01 MENARD'S 308.72
39412 01-52-652 MCKINLEY PARK BARRIERS 31.39
39928 52-93-653 1/4 HP PUMP 54.99
40129 01-52-652 PARKS HERBICIDES 126.98
40339 52-93-652 SUPPLIES 39.59
40384 01-22-652 VINYL SHEET 15.97
40837 01-41-614 EAST ST MARKERS 39.80

01 MISSISSIPPI VALLEY PUMP INC 7459.00
13174 52-93-512 REBUILD PUMP FOR SLUDGE 6979.00
13187 52-93-850 HIGH ST LIFT 480.00



SYS DATE:04/24/20

CITY OF KEWANEE

SYS TIME:11:18

A/P WARRANT LIST [NW1]
REGISTER # 254

DATE: 04/23/20 Thursday April 23,2020 PAGE 3
PAYABLE TO AMOUNT

INV NO G/L NUMBER DESCRIPTION DISTR
01 MOORE TIRES KEWANEE 71.16

K34640 62-45-513 CAR 445 21.03

k34870 54-54-652 FP TRAILER TIRE 50.13
01 NORTHERN SAFETY CO INC 99.75

981240769 51-42-473 TYVEK COVERALLS 49.87

981240769 52-43-473 TYVEK COVERALLS 49.88
01 NORTHWEST PLUMBING HEATING AC 543.00

31626 38-71-549 HVAC MAIN CONTRACT 543.00
01 O'REILLY AUTOMOTIVE STORES, IN 219.67

1143-380436 62-45-830 TOOL RENTAL RETURN 66.99-

1143-381227 62-45-613 SHOCKS RETURNED 180.04-

1143-382424 51-93-619 SUPER GLUE 2.99

1143-382683 62-45-652 HEATING TOOL AND FUEL 5.29

1143-384606 62-45-830 FILTER WRENCH 47.99

1143-384689 62-45-613 CREDIT/RETURN 7.49-

1143-385057 62-45-613 POLICE CAR STOCK 13.99

1143-385066 52-93-619 MISC SUPPLIES 57.95

1143-385087 62-45-613 OIL FILTER 6.94

1143-385113 52-93-512 CHAIN HOIST 210.48

1143-385458 52-93-619 SPARK PLUG 2.49

1143-386298 52-43-512 BATTERY FOR GENERATOR 126.07
01 OFFICE SPECIALISTS INC 222.68

1078251-0 01-41-537.4 CONNECT NEW DEVICE 52.50

1078914-1 38-71-611 CITY HALL SUPPLIES 44.66

1079680-2 38-71-611 CITY HALL SUPPLIES 84.43

1080437-0 38-71-611 CITY HALL SUPPLIES 41.09
01 OFFICE MACHINE CONSULTANTS INC 33.85

IN197891 01-22-537 COPIER MAINTENANCE 33.85
01 PANTHER UNIFORMS INC 350.20

23539 01-22-471 Z CLARK CLOTHING 187.60

23540 01-22-471 A POWELL CLOTHING 162.60
01 PATRIOT TRAILER MANUFACTURING 560.00

1129 62-45-513 TAIL LIGHTS 560.00
01 PDC LABORATORIES INC 2173.46

19407821 51-93-542 CHLORIDE 19.46

19412071 51-93-542 COLIFORM/ECOLI 40.00

19412162 51-93-542 COLIFORM/ECOLI 36.00

19412409 51-93-542 COLIFORM/ECOLI 20.00

19412417 51-93-542 CARBMATES 1738.00

19412741 51-93-542 COLIFORM/ECOLI 20.00

19412743 51-93-542 COLIFORM/ECOLI 300.00
01 POWER PROCESS EQUIPMENT INC 4760.00

40135168 51-93-512 N PLANT PUMP SHAFT 4760.00
01 RATLIFF BROS & CO 14871.75

15783 52-93-850 WWTP FORCE MAIN 14871.75
01 SAM MANGIERI JR. 550.00



SYS DATE:04/24/20 CITY OF KEWANEE SYS TIME:11:18

A/P WARRANT LIST [NW1]
REGISTER # 254
DATE: 04/23/20 Thursday April 23,2020 PAGE 4
PAYABLE TO AMOUNT
INV NO G/L NUMBER DESCRIPTION DISTR
004102020 01-11-549 CARPETS CLEANED 250.00
004102020 01-21-549 CARPETS CLEANED 300.00
01 SIVCO WELDING COMPANY 996.85
62-45-513 SANI 49 DUMP BODY 996.85
01 STAR-COURIER 124.70
41605 32-42-549 BIDDERS NOTICE 124.70
01 SULLIVAN DOOR COMPANY 105.00
70374 58-36-651 CEMETERY SHED DOOR 105.00
01 TRIANGLE CONCRETE INC 1003.75
9856 52-43-615 TENNEY ST 1003.75
01 UMB BANK, NA 318.00
743836 46-84-730 REV BONDS SRS 2013 318.00
01 USA BLUEBOOK 1152.29
174041 52-93-652 LAB SUPPLIES 4 wWwTP 102.29
183916 51-93-512 REPLACE LEVER SENSORS 1050.00
01 VERIZON WIRELESS 928.92
9851784709 01-22-552 FIRE CELL SERVICE 114.94
9852506693 01-21-552 POLICE CELLULAR 813.98
01 WALMART COMMUNITY 200.90
004162020 01-11-651 OFFICE SUPPLIES 19.49
D04162020 01-22-652 FILE FOLDERS 10.85
004162020 38-71-611 OFFICE SUPPLIES 14.88
D04162020 01-11-651 GB OFFICE SUPPLIES 13.05
004162020 52-43-651 16GB USB 15.76
D04162020 52-43-651 16GB USB/MAILERS 21.03
D04162020 38-71-830 HINTON MONITOR 105.84
01 THOMSON REUTERS - WEST 522.00
842165935 01-21-563 2020 LAW BOOKS 522.00

** TOTAL CHECKS TO BE ISSUED 227980.04



SYS DATE:04/24/20 CITY OF KEWANEE SYS TIME:11:18

A/P WARRANT LIST [NW1]
REGISTER # 254

DATE: 04/23/20 Thursday April 23,2020 PAGE 5
FUND AMOUNT

INV NO G/L NUMBER DESCRIPTION DISTR
GENERAL FUND 14475.84
WATER IMPROVEMENT 124.70
CAPITAL MAINTENANCE/MUN. BLDG. 833.90
ACQUISITION FUND 44728.00
2013 REFUNDING BOND 318.00
WATER FUND 37452.10
SEWER FUND 87353.88
FRANCIS PARK 120.41
SANITATION 37665.12
CEMETERY FUND 552.70
CENTRAL MAINTENANCE 4355.39
#%% GRAND TOTAL *¥* 227980.04
TOTAL FOR REGULAR CHECKS: 226,646.71

TOTAL FOR DIRECT PAY VENDORS: 1,333.33



SYS DATE:04/24/20 CITY OF KEWANEE SYS TIME:11:18
A/P WARRANT LIST [Nw1]

DATE: 04/23/20 Thursday April 23,2020 PAGE 6

A/P MANUAL CHECK POSTING LIST
POSTINGS FROM ALL CHECK REGISTRATION RUNS(NR) SINCE LAST CHECK VOUCHER RUN(NCR)

PAYABLE TO CHECK DATE CHECK NO AMOUNT
REG# 1INV NO G/L NUMBER DESCRIPTION DISTR
78 EXCELLED SHEEPSKIN AND LEATHER04/23/20 €C042320 200000.00
457 RES-5206 78-61-900 REV LOAN-RES 5206 200000.00
*% TOTAL MANUAL CHECKS REGISTERED 200000.00

REPORT SUMMARY

CASH CHECKS TO REGISTERED

FUND BE ISSUED MANUAL TOTAL
01 227980.04 .00 227980.04
78 .00 200000.00 200000.00

TOTAL CASH 227980.04 200000.00 427980.04
DISTR CHECKS TO REGISTERED

FUND BE ISSUED MANUAL TOTAL
01 14475.84 .00 14475.84
32 124.70 .00 124.70
38 833.90 .00 833.90
39 44728.00 .00 44728.00
46 318.00 .00 318.00
51 37452.10 .00 37452.10
52 87353.88 .00 87353.88
54 120.41 .00 120.41
57 37665.12 .00 37665.12
58 552.70 .00 552.70
62 4355.39 .00 4355.39
78 .00 200000.00 200000.00

TOTAL DISTR 227980.04 200000.00 427980.04
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JKEWANEE

Item A

CITY OF KEWANEE

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM

MEETING DATE

April 27th, 2020

RESOLUTION OR
ORDINANCE NUMBER

Resolution #5208

AGENDA TITLE A resolution authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to
execute all documents that are necessary and proper
for the City of Kewanee to apply to the state of lllinois
Community Development Block Grant for funding
through the Downstate Small Business Stabilization
Program

REQUESTING Administration

DEPARTMENT

PRESENTER Gary Bradley, City Manager

FISCAL INFORMATION Cost as N/A
recommended:

Budget Line Item: N/A

Balance Available N/A

New Appropriation []Yes [X] No
Required:

PURPOSE Authorizes the execution of documents required for
CDBG Grant Application.

BACKGROUND The state diverted some of its CDBG funds to create

a program for small businesses in the Downstate
Region. The application process is somewhat
extensive, and many businesses will have sought
funding through other programs, making them
ineligible for this program. But there may be some
that qualify which express an interest. Passing the
resolution is a requirement. It doesn’t mean anyone
will apply, or qualify, or be awarded.




JKEWANEE .

SPECIAL NOTES The grant is capped at $25,000 per business. The
City enters into an agreement with the business and
if they fail to meet the grant requirements, the City is
responsible for paying the money back to the state.

ANALYSIS N/A
PUBLIC INFORMATION Public Hearing Notice published, Public Hearing held
PROCESS 4/9/20

BOARD OR COMMISSION N/A
RECOMMENDATION

STAFF RECOMMENDATION | Staff recommends approval.

REFERENCE DOCUMENTS | Resolution # 5208, proposed agreement(s)
ATTACHED




RESOLUTION NO. 5208

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK TO EXECUTE ALL DOCUMENTS
THAT ARE NECESSARY AND PROPER FOR THE CITY OF KEWANEE TO APPLY TO THE STATE OF
ILLINOIS COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT FOR FUNDING THROUGH THE
DOWNSTATE SMALL BUSINESS STABILIZATION PROGRAM.

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

The Global Pandemic commonly known as COVID-19 has made it difficult for many small
businesses remain open and provide economic activity that supports their employees and our
local, state, and national economies; and

The City of Kewanee is applying to the State of Illinois for a Community Development Block
Grant Program grant, and

It is necessary that an application be made, and agreements entered with the State of Illinois.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KEWANEE as follows:

1)

2)

3)

4)

That the City of Kewanee apply for a grant under the terms and conditions of the State of Illinois
and shall enter into and agree to the understandings and assurances contained in said application.

That the Mayor and City Clerk on behalf of the City are authorized to execute such documents
and all other documents that are necessary and proper for the preparation and submittal of said
application.

That the Mayor and City Clerk are authorized to provide such additional information as may be
required to accomplish the obtaining of such grant.

This Resolution shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its passage and approval as
provided by law.

Adopted by the Council of the City of Kewanee, Illinois this 27th day of April 2020.

ATTEST:

Rabecka Jones, City Clerk Gary Moore, Mayor

RECORD OF THE VOTE Yes No Abstain | Absent

Mayor Gary Moore

Council Member Mike Komnick

Council Member Steve Faber

Council Member Chris Colomer

Council Member Michael Yaklich
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CITY OF KEWANEE

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM

MEETING DATE

April 27, 2020

RESOLUTION OR
ORDINANCE NUMBER

N/A

AGENDA TITLE Discussion of MFT 20-00000-00-GM, 2020
Resurfacing and Seal Coat Program

REQUESTING Public Works

DEPARTMENT

PRESENTER Scott Hinton, City Engineer

FISCAL INFORMATION

Cost as N/A
recommended:
Budget Line Item: 15-41-514

Balance Available

$615,000 in the proposed
FY2021.

New Appropriation
Required:

[ ]1Yes [X] No

PURPOSE

program.

General discussion of options to provide direction to
staff regarding MFT-funded street maintenance




JKEWANEE

BACKGROUND

Council previously approved an intergovernmental
agreement with Henry County to allow the Henry
County Highway Department (HCHD) to perform
portions of the 2020 street maintenance program.
The HCHD’s portion of the work includes installing all
sealcoating and resurfacing in the downtown area.
City staff solicited and received bids from contractors
to perform the remaining work which includes all
asphalt milling and prep work for the HCHD’s
sealcoat and resurfacing operations. It also includes
resurfacing on Prospect Street. The HCHD has
scaled back operations due to the COVID-19
pandemic and is no longer able to perform all the
anticipated work. It is currently unknown how much,
if any, work the HCHD is able to perform. There are
various options as to how the City may proceed.
Among them:

1) lIssue a contract to the lowest responsive and
responsible bidder and proceed with only work
which is unrelated to the HCHD work. This will
include a portion of the resurfacing, but no
sealcoat work.

2) Issue a contract to the lowest responsive and
responsible bidder and increase the contract value
to include the resurfacing work allocated to the
HCHD. Sealcoat work wasn'’t included in the
contract, so can’t be added.

3) Issue a contract and proceed as in #2 above and
solicit bids for a separate contract to perform all
prep and installation for the sealcoat work.

4) Don'’tissue a contract, instead re-bid the project to
include all of the HCHD work. This could include
all resurfacing and sealcoating work although likely
at an increased cost.

5) Don'tissue a contract, perform no work in 2020,
and save all funds until 2021.

SPECIAL NOTES N/A
ANALYSIS N/A
PUBLIC INFORMATION N/A

PROCESS
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BOARD OR COMMISSION N/A
RECOMMENDATION

STAFF RECOMMENDATION | N/A
PROCUREMENT POLICY N/A

VERIFICATION

REFERENCE DOCUMENTS
ATTACHED

Bid tabulation and lowest responsive and responsible
bid submittal attached.




JKEWANEE

ltem C

CITY OF KEWANEE
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM

MEETING DATE

April 27, 2020

RESOLUTION OR
ORDINANCE NUMBER

Resolution #5209

AGENDA TITLE Approval of a Resolution for Maintenance Under
the lllinois Highway Code

REQUESTING Public Works

DEPARTMENT

PRESENTER Scott Hinton, City Engineer

FISCAL INFORMATION

Cost as Up to $635,000. $635,000
recommended: in Motor Fuel Tax Funds are
budgeted for street
maintenance purposes in

FY2021.
Budget Line Item: 15-41-514
Balance Available Est. $882,824
New Appropriation [ 1Yes [X] No

Required:

PURPOSE

Approval of an lllinois Department of Transportation
form titled Resolution for Maintenance Under the
lllinois Highway Code is necessary to appropriate
Motor Fuel Tax Funds for street maintenance.
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BACKGROUND

The proposed FY2021 budget includes the
expenditure of $635,000 in MFT funds for street
maintenance. This includes $20,000 for pothole
patching materials to be used by the Street
Department and $615,000 for street maintenance
work performed by the Henry County Highway
Department through an intergovernmental agreement
and contracted through the competitive bidding
process to a local contractor.

This form is the vehicle through which the City of
Kewanee requests approval from IDOT to appropriate
MFT Funds. Approval of this form does not obligate
the City to spend the funds nor does it approve
contracts for the work or the expenditures.

SPECIAL NOTES

N/A

ANALYSIS

Staff estimates a FY2020 year-end MFT balance of
$363,299 and IDOT estimates FY2021 MFT revenues
of $519,525. This leaves an estimated FY2021 year-
end balance of $247,824 if all $635,000 is spent in
FY2021. Staff will monitor the effect of the COVID-19
pandemic on MFT revenues to ensure expenditures
don’t exceed available funding.

PUBLIC INFORMATION N/A

PROCESS

BOARD OR COMMISSION N/A

RECOMMENDATION

STAFF Staff recommends approving the form.
RECOMMENDATION

PROCUREMENT POLICY
VERIFICATION

Approving this form does not obligate or approve the
expenditure of MFT Funds

REFERENCE DOCUMENTS

ATTACHED

Form attached.




RESOLUTION NO. 5209

A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE AN ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION’S RESOLUTION
FOR MAINTENANCE UNDER THE ILLINOIS HIGHWAY CODE IN THE AMOUNT OF $635,000 AND
DECLARING THAT THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN FULL FORCE IMMEDIATELY.

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

The City Council considers it in the best interest of the citizens of the City of Kewanee to
appropriate Motor Fuel Tax (MFT) monies for the purpose of street maintenance in the City of
Kewanee; and,

A Resolution for Maintenance Under the Illinois Highway Code is necessary to use MFT monies
for the purpose of street maintenance; and,

The Fiscal Year 2021 street maintenance funded with MFT monies will include the purchase of
pothole patching materials to be placed by City of Kewanee staff, street repair and maintenance
performed by the Henry County Highway Department via intergovernmental agreement with
Henry County, and street repair and maintenance performed in the annual street maintenance
program known as Section 20-00000-00-GM; and,

Work performed in Section 20-00000-00-GM will be contracted through the competitive bidding
process; and,

Approval of this form appropriates MFT funds, but does not obligate the City of Kewanee to
spend any monies.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KEWANEE THAT:

Section 1

Section 2

Section 3

Section 4

Section 5

There is hereby appropriated the sum of $635,000 of Motor Fuel Tax funds for the purpose of
maintaining streets and highways under the applicable provisions of the Illinois Highway Code
for the period of May 1, 2020 to April 30, 2021.

Only those streets, highways, and operations as listed and described on the approved Municipal
Estimate of Maintenance Costs, including supplemental or revised estimates approved in
connection with this resolution, are eligible for maintenance with Motor Fuel Tax funds during
the period as specified above.

The City Clerk shall, as soon as practicable after the close of the period as stated in Section 1
hereof, submit to the Illinois Department of Transportation, on forms furnished by said
Department, a certified statement showing expenditures from and balances remaining in the
account(s) for this period.

The City Clerk shall immediately transmit two certified copies of this resolution to the district
office of the Illinois Department of Transportation at 619 Depot Avenue, Dixon, Illinois, 61021.

This Resolution shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its passage and approval as
provided by law.



Adopted by the Council of the City of Kewanee, Illinois this 27" day of April 2020.

ATTEST:

Rabecka Jones, City Clerk Gary Moore, Mayor

RECORD OF THE VOTE Yes No Abstain | Absent

Mayor Gary Moore

Council Member Mike Komnick

Council Member Steve Faber

Council Member Chris Colomer

Council Member Michael Yaklich




Instructions for BLR 14220

This form shall be used when a Local Public Agency (LPA) wants to perform maintenance operations using Motar Fuel Tax (MFT) funds.
Refer to Chapter 14 of the Bureau of Local Roads and Streets Manual (BLRS Manual) for more detailed information. This form is to be
used by a Municipality or a County. Road Districts will use BLR 14221. For signature requirements refer to Chapter 2, Section 3.05(b) of

the BLRS Manual.

When filling out this form electronically, once a field is initially completed, fields requiring the same information will be auto-populated.

Resolution Number

Resolution Type

Section Number

Governing Body Type

LPA Type
Name of LPA

Resolution Amount

Beginning Date

Ending Date
LPA Type
Name of LPA
Name of Clerk
LPA Type
LPA Type
Name of LPA

Governing Body Type

Name of LPA
Date

Day

Month, Year
Clerk Signature

Approved

Insert the resolution number as assigned by the LPA, if applicable.
From the drop down box, choose the type of resolution:
-Original would be used when passing a resolution for the first time for this project.
-Supplemental would be used when passing a resolution increasing appropriation above
previously passed resolutions.
-Amended would be used when a previously passed resolution is being amended.
Insert the section number of the improvement covered by the resolution.

From the drop down box choose the type of administrative body. Choose Board for County; Council or
President and Board of Trustees for a City, Village or Town.

From the drop down box choose the LPA body type; County, City, Town or Village.
Insert the name of the LPA.

Insert the dollar value of the resolution for maintenance to be paid for with MFT funds in words,
followed by the same amount in numerical format in the ().

Insert the beginning date of the maintenance period. Maintenance periods must be a 12 or 24 month
consecutive period.

Insert the ending date of the maintenance period.

From the drop down box choose the LPA body type; County, City, Town or Village.
Insert the name of the LPA.

Insert the name of the LPA Clerk.

From the drop down box choose the LPA body type; County, City, Town or Village.
From the drop down box choose the LPA body type; County, City, Town or Village.
Insert the name of the LPA.

From the drop down box choose the type of administrative body. Choose Board for County; Council or
President and Board of Trustees for a City, Village or Town.

Insert the name of the LPA.

Insert the date of the meeting.

Insert the day the Clerk signed the document.
Insert the month and year of the clerk's signature.
Clerk shall sign here.

The Department of Transportation representative shall sign and date here upon approval.

Three (3) certified signed originals must be submitted to the Regional Engineer’s District office.
Following IDOT's approval, distribution will be as follows:

Local Public Agency Clerk

Engineer (Municipal, Consultant or County)

District

Printed 04/24/20

BLR 14220 (Rev. 02/08/19)



llinois D'epartment Resolution for Maintenance

of Transportation Under the lllinois Highway Code

Resolution Number  Resolution Type Section Number
#5209 Original 20-00000-00-GM

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of

Governing Body Type Local Public Agency Type
Kewanee lllinois that there is hereby appropriated the sum of six hundred thirty-five
Name of Local Public Agency
thousand Dollars ( $635,000.00 )

of Motor Fuel Tax funds for the purpose of maintaining streets and highways under the applicable provisions of lllinois Highway Code from

05/01/20 to  12/31/20
Beginning Date Ending Date

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that only those operations as listed and described on the approved Estimate of Maintenance Costs,
including supplemental or revised estimates approved in connection with this resolution, are eligible for maintenance with Motor Fuel Tax
funds during the period as specified above.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that City of Kewanee

Local Public Agency Type Name of Local Public Agency
shall submit within three months after the end of the maintenance period as stated above, to the Department of Transportation, on forms
available from the Department, a certified statement showing expenditures and the balances remaining in the funds authorized for
expenditure by the Department under this appropriation, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Clerk is hereby directed to transmit four (4) ceritified originals of this resolution to the district office
of the Department of Transportation.

I Rabecka Jones City Clerk in and for said City
Name of Clerk Local Public Agency Type Local Public Agency Type
of Kewanee in the State of lllinois, and keeper of the records and files thereof, as

Name of Local Public Agency
provided by statute, do hereby certify the foregoing to be a true, perfect and complete copy of a resolution adopted by the

Council of Kewanee at a meeting heldon  04/27/20
Goveming Body Type Name of Local Public Agency ate
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and seal this day of
Day Month, Year
(SEAL) Clerk Signature
APPROVED

Regional Engineer
Department of Transportation Date

Printed 04/24/20 BLR 14220 (Rev. 02/08/19)



llinois Department Local Public Agency General Maintenance B
of Transportation
Estimate of Maintenance Costs Submittal Type|Original |
Maintenance Period
Local Public Agency County Section Number Beginning Ending
CITY OF KEWANEE Henry 20-00000-00-GM ||05/01/20 04/30/21
Maintenance Items
Material Categories/ Total
Maint Point of Delivery or Maintenance
Maintenance Eng Insp. | Work Performed by Operation
Operation  |Category| Req. | an Outside Contractor|  Unit Quantity Unit Cost Cost Cost
g;’fram" ot v Yes sy 7,744 $3.50 $27,104.00 $27,104.00
Aggregate Surface |\, | yeg ton 882 $50.00) $44,100.00 $44,100.00
Course, 2
Aggregate Base
Repair, 10" v Yes sy 140 $65.00 $9,100.00 $9,100.00)
Prime Coat MC-30 \Y Yes |Henry County Hwy. Dept. gal 2,323 $3.03 $7,038.69 $7,038.69
gg"jggfea' Coat| v | ves |HenryCounty Hwy.Dept.| gal 17,280 $2.11 $36,460.80 $36,460.80
CoverCoatha- | v | Yes ton 116 $25.00 $2,900.00 $2,900.00
g‘;ﬂg”‘ Agg.. V| Yes ton 748 $25.00 $18,700.00 $18,700.00
Spread Prime
Cost, MC-30 [\ Yes [Henry County Hwy. Dept. gal 2,323 $0.20 $464.60 $464.60
Haul, Spread &
Roll for Oil & Chip \" Yes [Henry County Hwy. Dept. sy 49,857 $0.18 $8,974.26 $8,974.26
Operations
gg‘f;‘“m“s Prime, |y Yes |Henry County Hwy. Dept. |  gal 4,020 $2.00 $8,040.00 $8,040.00
Hot Mix Asphalt
Surface Course v Yes |Henry County Hwy. Dept. ton 1,136 $80.00 $90,880.00 $90,880.00
HMA Surface
Removal, Var. \Y Yes sy 10,651 $10.00 $106,510.00 $106,510.00
Depth
oaminous Prime, || ves bs | 22,807 $0.36 $8,210.52 $8,210.52
Hot Mix Asphalt
Surface Course, [\ Yes ton 767 $115.00 $88,205.00 $88,205.00
Mix C, N50
[lass D Patches, v | Yes sy 208 $150.00 $31,200.00 $31,200.00
Incidental HMA \% Yes ton 5 $175.00 $875.00 $875.00
Driveway
Aggregate, CA-6 v Yes ton 30 $55.00 $1,650.00 $1,650.00
Manhole Fr & Gr
Adjustment v Yes ea. 18 $1,350.00, $24,300.00 $24,300.00
Water Valve
Adjustment v Yes ea. 24 $350.00 $8,400.00 $8,400.00
Grade & Shape
Ditches v Yes ft 1,384 $20.00 $27,680.00 $27,680.00
Erosion Control
Bianket v Yes sy 923 $5.00 $4,615.00 $4,615.00
f‘%‘?. g;},{f“- Type |y Yes ft 105 $35.00 $3,675.00 $3,675.00
Traffic Control [\ Yes Is 1 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00
Cold Patch A No ton 266.66 $75.00 $19,999.50 $19,999.50
Total Operation Cost $599,082.37
Prinfed 04/24/20 Page 1 of 2 BLR 14222 (Rev. 12/31/19)



Estimate of Maintenance Costs Submittal Type|Original

Maintenance Period

Local Public Agency County Section Beginning Ending
CITY OF KEWANEE Henry 20-00000-00-GM ||05/01/20 04/30/21
Estimate of Maintenance Costs Summary
Maintenance MFT Funds Other Funds Estimated Costs
Local Public Agency Labor
Local Public Agency Equipment
Materials/Contracts{Non Bid Items) $19,999.50 $19,999.50
Materials/Deliver & Install/Request for Quotations (Bid ltems)
Formal Contract (Bid ltems) $579,082.87 $579,082.87
Maintenance Total $599,082.37 $599,082.37
Estimated Maintenance Eng Costs Summary
Maintenance Engineering MFT Funds Other Funds Total Est Costs
Preliminary Engineering
Engineering Inspection
Material Testing
Advertising
Bridge Inspection Engineering
Maintenance Engineering Total

Total Estimated Maintenance $599,082.37| | $599,082.37|

Remarks
SUBMITTED
Local Public Agency Official Date
Title
APPROVED

County Engineer/Superintendent of Highways Date

Regional Engineer
Department of Transportation Date

Printed 04/24/20 Page 2 of 2 BLR 14222 (Rev. 12/31/19)



Instructions for BLR 14222 - Page 2 of 4

The instructions listed below only apply to the maintenance estimate of cost. For LPA's using Local Public Agency Labor and/or Local
Public Agency Equipment Rental, the estimated amounts are only listed on those specific lines and are not to be included with each

operation on the estimate of cost.

Insp Req

Material Categories/
Point of Delivery or Work Performed
by an Outside Contractor

Unit

Quantity

Unit Cost

Cost

Total Maintenance Operation Cost
Maintenance

Estimate of Maintenance Costs Summary

Local Public Agency Labor

Local Public Agency Equipment Rental

Materials/Contracts (Non Bid ltems)

Materials/Deliver & Install,

Formal Contracts

Total Estimated Cost

Total Maintenance Operation Cost

Total Maintenance Cost

Maintenance Engineering Cost Summary

Preliminary Engineering Fee

Engineering Inspection Fee

Material Testing Costs

Printed 04/24/20

From the drop down choose No or Yes as it applies to the maintenance operation listed to
the left. Items requiring no engineering inspection should be no.

List the items for each operation on a separate line, grouping items for the same operation
together, for the operation listed to the left. If work being done as a contract list work by
contractor.

Insert the unit of measure for the material listed to the left, if applicable

Insert the quantity of material for the material listed to the left, if applicable.

Insert the unit cost of the material listed to the left, if applicable.

No entry necessary, this is a calculated field. This is the quantity times the unit cost.
Insert the total of the Maintenance Operation Cost, for items done by a contract insert the
estimated contract amount.

Under each item listed below, list the amount to of estimated MFT funds to be expended

and other funds, if applicable. The total Estimated cost is a calculated field.

Insert the estimated amount for LPA labor for all maintenance operations, if applicable.

Insert the estimated amount for LPA equipment rental for all maintenance operations, if
applicable.

Insert the estimated amount for materials and/or contracts for items the LPA is not required to
bid, if applicable.

Insert the total amount estimated to be expended on materials/Request for Quotations (Bid
ltems) deliver and install proposals and/or Request for Quotations. This will be for items
required to be bid.

Insert the total amount estimated to be expended on formal contracts. This will be for items
required to be bid.

This is a calculated field and will be automatically filled in for each type. This is the sum of
all funding for the item.

This is a calculated field, no entry is necessary. This is the sum of all items expended on
this operation.

This is a calculated field, no entry is necessary. This is the sum of all maintenance
operation costs.

Under each item listed below, list under the funding type what the estimated amount to be
expended is.

Insert the amount of funds estimated to be expended for Preliminary Engineering, if
applicable.

Insert the amount of funds estimated to be expended for Engineering Inspection, if applicable.
Insert the dollar amount of funds estimated to be expended on material testing costs, if

applicable. Insert the amount to be paid from MFT and the amount to be paid with local funds,
if applicable.

BLR 14222 (Rev. 12/31/19)



Advertising Costs

Bridge Inspection Costs

Total Maintenance Engineering

Totals:

Instructions for BLR 14222 - Page 3 of 4

Insert the dollar amount of funds estimated to be expended on advertising costs, if
applicable. Insert the amount to be paid from MFT and the amount to be paid with local
funds, if applicable.

Insert the dollar amount of funds estimated to be expended on bridge inspection costs, if
applicable. Insert the amount to be paid from MFT and the amount to be paid with local
funds, if applicable.

This is a calculated field, no entry is necessary. This is the sum of all maintenance
engineering costs listed above.

This is a calculated field. It is the total of the estimated maintenance cost plus the estimated
maintenance engineering cost.

These instructions apply to the Maintenance Expenditure Statement.

Maintenance Operation

Maint Eng Category

LPA Labor

LPA Equipment Rental
Materials/Contracts (Non-Bid)
Materials/Deliver & Install,

Request for Quotations (Bid ltems)

Formal Contract

Total Operation Cost

Operation Engineering Inspection Fee

Total Maintenance

Maintenance Engineering Cost Summary
Preliminary Engineering Fee

Engineering Inspection Fee

Material Testing Costs

Advertising Costs

Bridge Inspection Costs

Total Maintenance Engineering

Total Maintenance Program Costs

Printed 04/24/20

Type in the name of the maintenance operation for which the amounts to the right will be
completed. For a form that was completed as an Estimate of Cost and is now being
changed to a Maintenance Expenditure Statement, this field will be completed from the
estimate.

From the drop down select the Maintenance Engineering Category that applies to the
operation listed to the left.

For the operation listed to the left insert the amount expended for LPA labor, if applicable.

For the operation listed to the left insert the amount expended on LPA equipment rental if
applicable.

For the operation listed to the left insert the amount expended for materials and/or contracts
that was not required to be bid, if applicable.

For the operation listed to the left insert the amount expended using a bidding process for
materials, deliver & install and/or request for quotations, if applicable.

For the operation listed to the left insert the amount expended for items bid using the formal
contract process, if applicable.

This is a calculated field, it will sum the amounts expended for the operation listed to the left.

For the operation listed to the left insert the amount of engineering inspection charged for
this operation, if applicable.

This is a calculated field, no entry necessary. It is the sum of all maintenance operations.
Insert the dollar amount of funds spent on preliminary engineering for this maintenance
section.

Insert the amount of funds expended for Engineering inspection, if applicable.

Insert the dollar amount of funds spent on material testing costs, if applicable.

Insert the dollar amount of funds spent on advertising costs, if applicable.

Insert the dollar amount of funds spent on bridge inspection costs, if applicable.

This is a calculated field, no entry is necessary. This is the sum of all maintenance
engineering costs listed above.

Insert the total cost of the Maintenance and Maint. Engineering. The maintenance amount

will be the amount from the Total Cost from the Maintenance ltems table. The Maint. Eng
will be the Maintenance Engineering Total from above.

BLR 14222 (Rev. 12/31/19)



Instructions for BLR 14222 - Page 1 of 4
NOTE: Form instructions should not be included when the form is submitted

This form is used by all Local Public Agencies (LPAs) to submit their maintenance program and also submit their maintenance expenditure
statements. A resolution (BLR 14220) must be submitted and approved by the lllinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) prior to
incurring any expenditures. For items required to be bid the estimate of cost must be submitted prior to submittal of required bidding
documents. Autharizations will be made based on the resolution and/or the approved contract/ acceptance/request for quotations
documents.

The maintenance expenditure statement must be submitted within 3 months of the end of the maintenance period. Maintenance
resolutions and estimates submitted for future maintenance periods after that date will not be processed until the delinquent maintenance
expenditure statement has been submitted. Only one form needs to be completed per maintenance period, combine all operations on one
form.

For additional information refer to the Bureau of Local Roads Manual (BLRS), Chapter 14. For signature requirements refer to Chapter 2,
section 3.05(b) of the BLRS Manual

For items being completed for the estimate all materials, equipment, labor and contract amounts are considered estimates. For estimates

where LPA equipment is completed, an Equipment Rental Schedule (BLR 12110) must also be submitted for approval. When completing

the form for the Maintenance Expenditure all items must be actual amounts spent.

Maintenance From the drop down choose which type of document is being submitted. Choose Estimate of Cost if an
estimate is being submitted, choose Maintenance Expenditure Statement if a maintenance
expenditure statement is being submitted.

Submittal Choose the type of submittal, if this is the first submittal choose original, if revising a previous submittal
choose, revised. If adding to a previous submittal choose supplemental.

Local Public Agency Insert the name of the Local Public Agency.
County Insert the County in which the Local Public Agency is located.

Maintenance Period

Beginning Insert the beginning date of the maintenance period.
Ending Insert the ending date of the maintenance period.
Section Insert the section number assigned to this project. The letters at the end of the section number will

always be a "GM".

Maintenance Operations List each maintenance operation separately

Maintenance Eng. Category From the drop down choose the maintenance engineering category as it applies to the operation listed
to the left. The definitions of the categories can be found in the BLRS Manual Chapter 14, section
14-2.04 Maintenance Engineering Categories are:

Category | Services purchased without a proposal such as electric energy or materials purchased from Central
Management Services' Joint Purchasing Program or another joint purchasing program that has been
approved by the District BLRS or CBLRS.

Category II-A Maintenance items that are not included in Maintenance Engineering Category | or do not require
competitive sealed bids according to Section 12-1.02(a) or a local ordinance/resolution.

Category 1I-B Routine maintenance items that require competitive sealed bids according to Section12-1.02(a) or a
local ordinance/resolution. Routine maintenance includes all items in the following work categories:
snow removal, street sweeping, lighting and traffic signal maintenance, cleaning ditches or drainage
structures, tree trimming or removal, mowing, crack sealing, pavement marking, shoulder maintenance
limited amounts of concrete curb and gutter repair, scour mitigation, pavement patching, and minor
drainage repairs.

Category I Maintenance items that are not covered by Maintenance Engineering Category | and require
competitive bidding with a material proposal, a deliver and install proposal or request for quotations.

Category IV Maintenance items that are not covered by Maintenance Engineering Category | and require
competitive bidding with a contract proposal.

Printed 04/24/20 BLR 14222 (Rev. 12/31/19)



Instructions for BLR 14222 - Page 4 of 4

Contributions, Refunds, Enter the dollar amount of contributions, refunds or amounts paid with other funds for this
Paid with Other Funds maintenance section, if applicable, for both maintenance and maintenance engineering.

Total Motor Fuel Tax Portion These are calculated fields, no entry is necessary. This is the sum of the total cost minus
: the amount paid with funds other than MFT funds.

Total Motor Fuel Tax Funds Authorized Insert the total amount of MFT funds authorized for maintenance under the maintenance
column, and the total amount of MFT funds authorized for maintenance engineering under
the Maint. Engineering column.

Surplus/Deficit These are calculated fields, no entry is necessary. This is the sum of the Total Motor Fuel
Tax funds authorized minus the Total Motor Fuel Tax portion. A positive number will result
in a credit to the unobligated fund of the Motor Fuel Tax fund. A negative number means
more funds were spent than authorized. If the negative number has a resolution to cover the
overage, the item(s) that resulted in the overage have been approved by IDOT, and are
covered in the overrun policy, this amount will be authorized. If these conditions are not
met, you must contact your District office for guidance.

Certification Upon submittal of this form as the maintenance expenditure statement the LPA official shall
check this box as certification.

End of instructions for Maintenance Expenditure Statement
Submitted

Local Public Agency Official The proper official shall sign, insert their title and date here. For Estimates of Cost covering
a Township/Road District the road commissioner shall sign and date as Local Public Agency
Official. For Municipalities the municipal official shall sign and date here.

County Engineer/Superintendent of Highways For County project and/or Township/Road District projects the county engineer/
superintendent of highways shall sign here.

Approved Upon approval the Regional Engineer shall sign and date here. This approval is subject to
change based upon a documentation review by the Department.

A minimum of three (3) signed originals must be submitted to the Regional Engineer's District office.
Following the Regional Engineer's approval, distribution will be as follows:

Local Public Agency Clerk

Engineer (Consultant or County Engineer)

District File

Printed 04/24/20 BLR 14222 (Rev. 12/31/19)
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Iltem D

CITY OF KEWANEE
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM

MEETING DATE

April 27, 2020

RESOLUTION OR
ORDINANCE NUMBER

Resolution #5210

AGENDA TITLE Approval of a Resolution accepting the lowest
responsive and responsible bid from L.C. United
Painting Co, Inc. for Project #20-01, South Water Tower
Coating, in the amount of $271,000.

REQUESTING Public Works

DEPARTMENT

PRESENTER Scott Hinton, City Engineer

FISCAL INFORMATION

Cost as recommended: $271,000.

Budget Line ltem: 32-42-850

Balance Available $450,000 in the proposed
FY2021 budget

New Appropriation [ 1Yes [X] No

Required:

PURPOSE

Approval of the bid is necessary to proceed with the
contract documents for the South Water Tower Coating
project.




JKEWANEE

BACKGROUND

The coating systems on the South Water Tower are at
the end of their lives and are no longer protecting the
structure in many areas. Also, there are several valves
and other minor items in need of repair. Staff worked
with Dixon Engineering to evaluate the condition of the
tower and determine the appropriate repairs and
coatings. A bid package was assembled with
specifications to overcoat the exterior of the tank,
sandblast and coat the wet interior, and spot coat
deteriorated areas of the dry interior. The base bid
includes all necessary repair work and coatings. An
alternate bid item was included to install a mixer in the
tank to aid in preventing ice and stagnant water. The
project was advertised for bids on March 27, 2020 and
eleven companies requested bid packages. Bids were
received and publicly read on April 21, 2020 with the
following results:

$292,000 LC United
$416,300 Viking Painting
$448,700  TMI Coatings
$481,000 Utility Services
Not Read Seven Brothers
Not Read Tecorp

The bids from Seven Brothers and Tecorp we received
after the specified bid opening time so were not read.

SPECIAL NOTES

N/A

ANALYSIS

Funds have been set aside in the Acquisition Fund for
several years to fund the water tower coatings.

Sufficient funds are budgeted and available for this
project. While this is an expensive project, it's more cost
efficient to renew the coatings than to defer the
maintenance until such time as structural repairs are
also necessary.

PUBLIC INFORMATION
PROCESS

This project was advertised on the City’s website and
two times in the local newspaper.

BOARD OR COMMISSION
RECOMMENDATION

N/A




JKEWANEE

STAFF Staff recommends accepting the base bid of $271,000
RECOMMENDATION from L.C. United Painting Co., Inc. and proceeding with
execution of the contract documents. Staff does not
recommend accepting the alternate bid of $21,000 for
the mixer. While the mixer could be beneficial at times,
it's not a necessity and the funds can be better spent in
the future on higher priority items.

PROCUREMENT POLICY This project was competitively bid in accordance with the
VERIFICATION the lllinois State Statutes which govern the procurement
of publicly-funded construction contracts.

REFERENCE DOCUMENTS | Bid tabulation and contract attached.
ATTACHED




TABULATION OF BIDS

DATE: 4/21/2020 PROJEC 2020 South Water Tower Coating

TIME: 11:00AM  OWNER: City of Kewanee

CITY OF KEWANEE

CITY HALL

401 EAST THIRD ST.
KEWANEE, IL. 61443

BIDDER NAME :
BIDDER ADDRESS :
CITY/STATE/ZIP :

L.C. United Painting Co., Inc.

3525 Barbara Drive

Sterling Heights, MI. 48310

Viking Painting, LLC

305 N. 93rd Street

Omaha, NE. 68114

TMI Coatings, Inc.

3291 Terminal Drive

St. Paul, MN. 55121

Utility Services Co., Inc.

535 Courtney Hodges Blvd.

Perry, GA. 31069

Seven Brothers Painting
50805 Rizzo Drive

Shelby Twp., MI. 48315

Tecorp, Inc.
2221 Muriel Ct.

Joliet, IL. 60433

WITNESS: PROJECT #: BID GUARANTEE : Bid Bond Bid Bond Bid Bond Bid Bond
ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE
III\/II_ QUANTIT | ESTIMATED ESTIMATE
NO ITEM UNIT Y UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNIT PRICE TOTAL | UNIT PRICE TOTAL
1 JOVERFLOW FLAP GATE EA 1 4000.00 4000.00 2000.00 2000.00 3600.00 3600.00 2800.00 2800.00 700.00 700.00 LATE BID LATE BID
2 |MUD VALVE EA 1 6000.00 6000.00 4000.00 4000.00 7200.00 7200.00 5100.00 5100.00 2600.00 2600.00 NOT READ NOT READ
3 |ROOF VENT EA 1 8000.00 8000.00 6000.00 6000.00 8600.00 8600.00 6900.00 6900.00 4800.00 4800.00
4 JACCESS TUBE AIR GAPE SEAL EA 1 4000.00 4000.00 4000.00 4000.00 5800.00 5800.00 3800.00 3800.00 2000.00 2000.00
5 |CATHODIC CLIP AND COUPLING EA 1 4000.00 4000.00 2500.00 2500.00 2200.00 2200.00 2300.00 2300.00 2600.00 2600.00
6 |ROOF PAINTER'S RAILING LS 1 8000.00 8000.00 5500.00 5500.00 12600.00 12600.00 10600.00 10600.00 9300.00 9300.00
7 |EXTERIOR OVERCOAT LS 1 100000.00 100000.00 98000.00 98000.00 159500.00 159500.00 159000.00 159000.00 215000.00 215000.00
8 |WET INTERIOR REPAINT LS 1 160000.00 160000.00 119000.00 119000.00 167800.00 167800.00 232000.00 232000.00 180000.00 180000.00
9 |SEAM SEALER LS 1 4000.00 4000.00 3000.00 3000.00 1000.00 1000.00 2400.00 2400.00 2500.00 2500.00
10 JPARTIAL DRY INTERIOR REPAINT LS 1 30000.00 30000.00 27000.00 27000.00 20000.00 20000.00 4800.00 4800.00 34000.00 34000.00
11 IMIXER-ALTERNATIVE LS 1 30000.00 30000.00 21000.00 21000.00 28000.00 28000.00 19000.00 19000.00 27500.00 27500.00
TOTAL ESTIMATE/ BID =}  358,000.00 292,000.00 416,300.00 448,700.00 481,000.00
COMPARISON TO ESTIMATE -- -18.44% 16.28% 25.34% 34.36%




CITY OF KEWANEE
CONTRACT

THIS AGREEMENT, made and concluded this day of , A.D.,

2020, between L.C. United Painting Co., Inc. of 3525 Barbara Drive, Sterling Heights, M1 48310
hereinafter referred to as the “CONTRACTOR,” and the CITY OF KEWANEE, ILLINOIS,
hereinafter referred to as the “CITY;”

WITNESSETH, that the CONTRACTOR for and in consideration of the payments to be made
to it by the CITY in the amount of TWO HUNDRED SEVENTY ONE THOUSAND (271,000.00)
DOLLARS hereby covenants and agrees, to and with the CITY, that it shall and will in good and
workmanlike manner, furnish all the labor and material for PROJECT #20-01, SOUTH WATER

TOWER COATING as per the CONTRACTOR’S Proposal dated 4/21/20.

Such work to be under the direction and to the satisfaction of the City Engineer, and in
accordance with the contractor’s Proposal, which is part of this contract. The work to be commenced
not later than 10 days after the execution of this contract unless mutually agreed upon by the CITY and
CONTRACTOR,; to progress regularly and uninterruptedly after it shall have been begun excepting as
shall otherwise be ordered by the City Council of the City of Kewanee (hereinafter referred to as the
“City Council), or its authorized representative, and shall be finished and fully completed within forty-
five (45) calendar days; PROVIDED, however that if the time of the performance of the contract herein
be for any reason either expressly or by implication extended, such extension shall not affect the
validity of this contract.

The Contractor further agrees that the unit prices submitted are for the purpose of obtaining a
gross sum, and for use in computing the value of extras and deductions; that if there is a discrepancy

between the gross sum bid and that resulting from the summation of the quantities multiplied by their



respective unit prices, the latter shall apply. When this contract shall be wholly carried out and
completed on the part of the Contractor, and when said work has been accepted by the City, a sum of
money shall be computed by multiplying the following unit prices by the quantity of items
completed, it being understood that the following total sum of money listed is for the purpose of
determining the amount of the performance, labor, material and maintenance bond only. Such
payment shall be made as provided for in the said specifications.

This Contract calls for the construction of a “public work” within the meaning of the Illinois
Prevailing Wage Act, 820 ILCS 130/.01 et seq. (“the Act”). The Act requires contractors,
subcontractors, and truckers to pay laborers, workers, and mechanics performing services on public
works projects not less than the “prevailing rate of wages” (hourly cash wages plus fringe benefits)
in the county where the work is performed. The prevailing wage rates for projects for the City of
Kewanee are updated regularly by the Illinois Department of Labor and may be found at:

https://www.illinois.gov/idol/Laws-Rules/CONMED/Documents/2016%20Rates/Rock%20Island.pdf

All contractors, subcontractors, and truckers rendering services under this contract must
comply with all requirements of the Act, including but not limited to, all wage, notice and record
keeping duties. All contractors, subcontractors, and truckers shall keep an accurate record showing
the names and occupations of all laborers, workers, and mechanics employed by them on this
contract, and also showing the actual hourly wages paid to each of such persons and shall preserve
their weekly payroll records for a period of three (3) years from the date of completion of the contract.
Weekly certified payrolls shall be sent to the City Engineer.

It is further provided that the CONTRACTOR shall upon the sealing of this contract, file
with the CITY a Certificate of Insurance meeting the requirements of the City of Kewanee Special
Provision for Insurance Requirements.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said Parties have executed these presents on the date above

mentioned.


https://www.illinois.gov/idol/Laws-Rules/CONMED/Documents/2016%20Rates/Rock%20Island.pdf

CONTRACTOR: CITY:

CITY OF KEWANEE, ILLINOIS

By: By:

Mayor
Attest:

City Clerk



RETURN WITH BID

- Local Public Agency
B B Formal Contract
: Proposal

PROPOSAL SUBMITTED BY
L. C.Culre farntring G, T

Contractor's Name

3525 Laabare D

Street T P.O.Box

City i‘!? Lrh" o é{gglo

State Zip Code

STATE OF ILLINOIS
COUNTY OF HENRY

CITY OF KEWANEE
(Name of Cny, Vlllage Town or Road Dlstnct)

FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF
STREET NAME OR ROUTE NO. 2020 South Water Tower Coating
SECTION NO. Project # 20-01 -
" TYPES OF FUNDS Water Utility

X sPECIFICATIONS {required) [ PLANS (required)

i o Department of Transportation
P s ﬁ‘% e ] Released for bid based on limited review

{ 1‘1'. '
B Mayor [ Presidental écard of Trustees || Mumc;zgel Official

Regional Enginéer

= Date ufg;‘: ZZf ?,:4?% Date

For County and Road District Projects
Submitted/Approved

Hfghway Commissioner

Date

Submitted/Approved

County Engineer/Superintendent of Highways

Date

Printed 3/25/2020

Page 1 of§

BLR 12200 (01/08/14)
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BID SUBMITTAL CHECKSHEET

Portions of the Proposal that must be returned include the following:

v" BLR 12200 ~ Contract Cover

v" BLR 12200 — Notice to Bidders

v" BLR 12200 - Proposal

v SECTION 00 06 00 - Schedule of Values

v" BLR 12200 - Signatures

v" BLR 12230 — Proposal Bid Bond
BLR 12325 — Apprenticeship or Training Program Certification
BLR 12326 — Affidavit of lllinois Business Office
BDE 2342 — Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program
BDE 2342a — Contractor Certification Statement
BC 57 - Affidavit of Availability

v' Addendums, if applicable

Contractor shall follow ali instructions in the CITY OF KEWANEE SPECIAL
PROVISION FOR BIDDING INSTRUCTIONS included in this bid package.



RETURN WITH BID

County Henry

NOTICE TO BIDDERS Local Pu'bllc Agency Clty. of Kewanee
Section Number Project #20-01

Route South Water Tower Coating

Sealed proposals for the improvement described below will be received at the office of  the Kewanee City Clerk

401 E 3" Street, Kewanee IL 61443 untl  11:00A.M. on April 21, 2020

Address Time , Date

Sealed proposals will be opened and read publicly at the office of the Kewanee City Clerk

401 E 34 Street, Kewanee IL 61443 _at 11:00A.M.  on April 21, 2020

Address Time Date

DESCRIPTION OF WORK

Name  South Water Tower Coating Length: feet ( miles)
Location 431 Hollis Street, Kewanee IL 61443

Proposed Improvement _Exterior overcoat, dry interior repaint, and wet interior repaint of 500,000 gallon elevated

spheraid water tank with miscellaneous associated minor repairs.

1. Plans and proposal forms will be available in the office of the Kewanee City Engineer.

Contact Scott Hinton at shinton@cityofkewanee.net for more information.

Address
2. [ Prequalification

If checked, the 2 low bidders must file within 24 hours after the letting an “Affidavit of Availability” (Form BC 57), in
duplicate, showing all uncompleted contracts awarded to them and all low bids pending award for Federal, State, County,
Municipal and private work. One original shall be filed with the Awarding Authority and one original with the iDOT District
Office.

3. The Awarding Authority reserves the right to waive technicalities and fo reject any or all proposals as provided in BLRS
Speécial Provision for Bidding Requirements and Conditions for Contract Proposals.

4. The following BLR Forms shall be returned by the bidder to the Awarding Authority:

a. BLR 12200: Local Public Agency Formai Contract Proposal
b. BLR 12200a Schedule of Prices
c. BLR 12230: Proposal Bid Bond (if applicable)

5. The quantities appearing in the bid schedule are approximate and are prepared for the comparison of bids. Payment to
the Contractor will be made only for the actual quantities of work performed and accepted or materials furnished
according to the contract. The scheduled quantities of work to be done and materials to be furnished may be increased,
decreased or omitted as hereinafter provided.

6. Submission of a bid shall be conclusive assurance and warranty the bidder has examined the plans and understands all
requirements for the performance of work. The bidder will be responsible for all errors in the proposal resulting from
failure or neglect to conduct an in depth examination. The Awarding Authority will, in no case be responsible for any
costs, expenses, losses or changes in anticipated profits resulting from such failure or neglect of the bidder.

7. The bidder shall take no advantage of any error or omission in the proposal and advertised contract.

if a special envelope is supplied by the Awarding Authority, each proposal should be submitted in that envelope furnished
by the Awarding Agency and the blank spaces on the envelope shall be filled in correctly to clearly indicate its contents.
When an envelope other than the special one furnished by the Awarding Authority is used, it shall be marked to clearly
indicate its contents. When sent by malil, the sealed proposal shall be addressed to the Awarding Authority at the address
and in care of the official in whose office the bids are to be received. All proposals shall be filed prior to the time and at
the place specified in the Notice to Bidders. Proposals received after the time specified will be returned to the bidder
unopened.

9. Permission will be given to a bidder to withdraw a proposal if the bidder makes the request in writing or in person before
the time for opening proposals.

Printed 3/25/2020 Page 2 of 5 BLR 12200 (01/08/14)
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County Henry - -
PROPOSAL Local Public Agency City of Kewanee

Section Number Project #20-01
Route South Water Tower Coating

1. Proposal of 2020 South Tower Coating

for the improvement of the above section by the construction of _exterior overcoat, dry interior repaint, wet interior
_repaint of 500,000 gallon elevated spheroid tank. Work also includes minor associated repairs.

a total distance of feet, of which a distance of  feet, ( miles} are to be improved.

2. The plans for the proposed work are those prepared by  City of Kewanee
and approved by the Department of Transportation on  (does not apply)

3. The specifications referred to herein are those prepared by the Department of Transportation and designated as
“Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction” and the “Supplemental Specifications and Recurring Special
Provisions” thereto, adopted and in effect on the date of invitation for bids.

4. The undersigned agrees to accept, as part of the contract, the applicable Special Provisions indicated on the “Check
Sheet for Recurring Special Provisions” contained in this proposal.

5. The undersigned agrees to complete the work within 45 ____ calendar days or by
unless additional time is granted in accordance with the specifications.

6. A proposal guaranty in the proper amount, as specified in BLRS Special Provision for Bidding Requirements and
Conditions for Contract Proposals, will be required. Bid Bonds will be allowed as a proposal guaranty. Accompanying this
proposal is either a bid bond if allowed, on Department form BLR 12230 or a proposal guaranty check, complying with the
specifications, made payable to:

_City of Kewanee Treasurerof _
The amount of the check is 10% of the total bid { )

7. In the event that one proposal guaranty check is intended to cover two or more proposals, the amount must be equal to
the sum of the proposal guaranties, which would be required for each individual proposal. If the proposal guaranty check
is placed in another proposal, it will be found in the proposal for: Section Number :

8. The successful bidder at the time of execution of the coniract will be required to deposit a contract bond for the 50% of the
amount of the award. When a contract bond is not required, the proposal guaranty check will be held in lieu thereof. If this
proposal is accepted and the undersigned fails to execute a contract and contract bond as required, it is hereby agreed
that the Bid Bond or check shalt be forfeited to the Awarding Authority.

9. Each pay item should have a unit price and a total price. If no total price is shown or if there is a discrepancy between the
product of the unit price multiplied by the quantity, the unit price shall govern. If a unit price is omitted, the total price will
be divided by the quantity in order to establish a unit price.

10. A bid will be declared unacceptable if neither a unit price nor a total price is shown.

11. The uhdersigned submits herewith the schedule of prices on BLR 12200a covering the work to be performed under this
contract.

12. The undersigned further agrees that if awarded the contract for the sections contained in the combinations on
BLR 12200a, the work shall be in accordance with the requirements of each individual proposal for the multiple bid
specified in the Schedule for Multiple Bids below.

Printed 3/25/2020 Page 30of 5 BLR 12200 (01/08/14)
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County Henry

CONTRACTOR CERTIFICATIONS Local Public Agenoy _City of Kewanee
Section Number Project #20-01

Route South Water Tower Coating

The certifications hereinafter made by the bidder are each a material representation of fact upon which reliance is placed should
the Department enter into the contract with the bidder.

1.

Debt Deliquency. The bidder or contractor or subcontractor, respectively, certifies that it is not delinquent in the payment of
any tax administered by the Department of Revenue unless the individual or other entity is contesting, in accordance with
the procedures established by the appropriate revenue Act, its liability for the tax or the amount of tax. Making a false
statement voids the contract and allows the Department to recover all amounts paid to the individual or entity under the
contract in a civil action.

Bid-Rigging or Bid Rotating. The bidder or contractor or subcontractor, respectively, certifies that it is not barred from
contracting with the Department by reason of a violation of either 720 ILCS 5/33E-3 or 720 ILCS 5/33E-4.

A violation of Section 33E-3 would be represented by a conviction of the crime of bid-rigging which, in addition to Class 3
felony sentencing, provides that any person convicted of this offense or any similar offense of any state or the United States
which contains the same elements as this offense shall be barred for 5 years from the date of conviction from contracting
with any unit of State or local government. No corporation shall be barred from contracting with any unit of State or local
government as a result of a conviction under this Section of any employee or agent of such corporation if the employee so
convicted is no longer employed by the corporation and: (1) it has been finally adjudicated not guilty or (2) if it demonstrates
to the governmental entity with which it seeks to contract and that entity finds that the commission of the offense was neither
authorized, requested, commanded, nor performed by a director, officer or a high managerial agent in behalf of the
corporation.

A violation of Section 33E-4 would be represented by a conviction of the crime of bid-rotating which, in addition to Class 2
felony sentencing, provides that any person convicted of this offense or any similar offense of any state or the United States
which contains the same elements as this offense shall be permanently barred from contracting with any unit of State or
local government. No corporation shall be barred from contracting with any unit of State or local government as a result of a
conviction under this Section of any employee or agent of such corporation if the employee so convicted is no longer
employed by the corporation and: (1) it has been finally adjudicated not guilty or (2) if it demonstrates to the governmental
entity with which it seeks to contract and that entity finds that the commission of the offense was neither authorized,
requested, commanded, nor performed by a director, officer or a high managerial agent in behalf of the corporation.

Bribery. The bidder or contractor or subcontractor, respectively, certifies that it has not been convicted of bribery or
attempting to bribe an officer or employee of the State of lllinois or any unit of local government, nor has the firm made an
admission of guilt of such conduct which is a matter of record, nor has an official, agent, or employee of the firm committed
bribery or attempted bribery on behalf of the firm and pursuant to the direction or authorization of a responsible official of the
firm.

Interim Suspension or Suspension. The bidder or contractor or subcontractor, respectively, certifies that it is not currently
under a suspension as defined in Subpart | of Title 44 Subtitle A Chapter Ill Part 6 of the illinois Administrative Code.
Furthermore, if suspended prior to completion of this work, the contract or contracts executed for the completion of this work
may be cancelled.

Printed 3/25/2020 Page 4 of b BLR 12200 (01/08/14)
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County Henry
Local Public Agency City of Kewanee
Section Number Project #20-01
Route South Water Tower Coating

SIGNATURES

(If an individual) u‘/;i

Signature of Bidder

Business Address

(If a partnership) /V‘/Zi

Firm Name

Signed By

Business Address

Inset Names and Addressed of All Partners

(If a corporation)

CorporateNamef[%u,Z?a//Q ﬁ;* & b 7 a1 Ve
Signed By /Aﬁé Z'{‘]/y /”é’j//éﬁ"/—(

‘President

Business Address 22 5 gfﬁém Bv
-y 27 LA M GES/E

President . J& e /// {f«-’r’- /

Insert Names of Officers Secretary A,%t sA / /a:/

Treasurer /0/4‘;5;\ A’/é'i /

/,
Secretayfy’

Printed 3/25/2020 Page 50f 5 BLR 12200 (01/08/14)



SECTION 00 06 00
SCHEDULE of VALUES

PART 1
1.01

A. Bidder agrees to perform all work in the following sections as described in the Contract
Documents, including all labor and material for the following Schedule of Values — Section

05 00 00:

1. OVERFLOW FLAP GATE

T & JHpttp ot SZ ¢p. 0%

2. MUD VALVE
e Jheiirand s S 000-00

3. ROQF VENT

4,//(;:. ,/,Zu?d'acz-mvff $ Q b0 -0 ¢

4. ACCESS TUBE AIR GAP SEAL
foee #ﬂwa/km@( AT,

5. CATHODIC CLIPS AND COUPLING

T o o vposd_jive fuemdio/ s 2. 500.aa

6. ROOF PAINTER’S RAILING

[Zoe //’zaw,cwé&”wé foteriobe A $ 9, S¥¢-00

TOTAL PRICE SECTION 05 00 00 INCLUDING #1 THROUGH #6:

;ZZZ@J@ J Jheiiaomd pallery.  $2 YLodo.on

B. Bidder agrees to perform all work in the following sections as described in the Contract
Documents, including all labor and material for the following Schedule of Values — Section
09 00 00:
1. EXTERIOR OVRCOAT

/7/,4/;’—64 5};&% Slretes Ganel s 74, Bp0.0

2. WET INTERIOR REPAINT

Mﬁ&/éfm&&ﬁﬂd—w/ $//9.008-02

KEWANEE - SCHEDULE of VALUES - 1



3. SEAM SEALER

Tl cs Sltpicgsael $ 3, 000.00

4. PARTIAL DRY INTERIOR REPAINT ) |
T e /acéu Jorom }ﬂifc%c% i $2 7. 600.04

TOTAL PRICE SECTION 09 00 00 INCLUDING #1 THROUGH #4:
_AQLLLM/%% Qon s vopapd S ZY 7. 000. 40
C. Bidder agrees to perform 1 work in the following Sections as described in the Contract
Documents, including all labor and material for the following Schedule of Values — Section
1332 12:
1. MIXER - ALTERNATE

"‘771)&/@‘ Oz J27800 p 2l s Z/.808-6D

TOTAL PRICE SECTION 05 00 00, 09 00 00 and 13 32 12:

SECTION 05 00 00: A ALY, @

SECTION 09 00 00: $

SECTION 13 32 12: $ A/ & Go 0
PROJECT TOTAL: $ W

1.02 TOTALS
A. Project Total Base Bid is to match total Base Bid price supplied in Bid/Agreement
form.
B. Total Alternate Bid is to match total Alternate Bid price supplied in Bid/Agreement
form Section 00 04 10.

1.03 ALTERNATE BIDS
A. Bidders are required to bid both Base and Alternate.

1.04 MISTAKES

A. Project Total of Schedule of Values paragraph should equal sum of Unit items. If -
addition of individual items does not match total, then each individual item will be
added again and the math corrected.

B. A mistake in addition for schedule items cannot be used to increase lump sum bid. If
Bid correction results in an increased price, then Owner may accept, may request
Bidder to reduce all individual item prices proportionally, or may reject Bid.

C. Mistakes discovered after Award, even after completion will adjust Price downward
only. It is the Contractor/Bidders responsibility to recheck prices prior to Award.

D. A mistake in Schedule of Values may be used as evidence of error in any request to
withdraw bids because of error. Approval of request to withdraw bids is covered in

KEWANEE — SCHEDULE of VALUES - 2



Hiinois Department Local Agency

. 1Y)
/ of Transportation Proposal Bid Bond
flowte South Wf&t&r Tower Coating
Gouny  Henpy s
L RETURN WITH BID —‘ Lucal Agenoy  Oity of Kewanee

Secton _Project #20.01
PAPER 8

we |.C. United Painting Co., Inc., 3525 _Bar%ara %nve, {_Sterimg Heights, Ml 4837 T or NGIPAL
and Westlield insurance Company, One Park Cirgle, P.O. Box 5001, Westfisld Center, OH 44251-8001

a8 SURETY

arg held fointly, saverally and femly bound s the above Loal Agency (hereafter referred o 85 "LA") In The penal curm of 5% of the toll bid prios, o for
the amount specified In the propoasal documents In affect on the tais of irvitation for Blds wichever is the losser sum, Wa bing ourselves, out helrs,
executors, administralers, sucoasents, and assigns, Juintly pay 1o the LA this sum under the candions of this instrument,

WHEREAS THE CONDITION OF THE EOREGONG OBLIGATION 15 8UCH that, the saild PRINCISAL Is submitting a written praposal o the LA aeting
threugh its awarding authorly for the construoion of the wad dasinated as the abovs section.

THEREFORE ¥ the propusal 1s accepied ant & contrct awardsd to the PRINCIPAL by the LA for ine above designatad sestion and the PRINGIPAL
shall within fitoon (15] days after award enter into & formal contrags, fumish sursty Quatantesing the feithiul parformance of the work, and fumish evidencs
ot the requlred insurante coverage, a8 as provided in the “Standars Spediicetions for Road and Bridge Constrtion™ and applicatio Supplemsntal
Spscdications, than this cbligation shail become void: stherwise # shafl remain in ol force and effeat,

INTHE EVENT the LA determings the PRINCIPAL has fafled 16 enter o & formal contract in compliance with any requirements setforth i tha
proceding paragraph, then tha LA asting through its awarding swihorty shall immediately be entited % racover e Tl penal sum setout abive, logather
w&tﬁ:aﬁ courtcosts, all afforney fees, and any other expense of recovary.

N TESTIMONY WHEREOF, the said PRINGIPAL and the sald SURETY have caused this instrument to be signed by thair

respectve oticersthis 2180 aayor April, 2020

Principad
(.C. United Painting Co., Inc.

{Company Name) Cormpany Namay
b fids 2ty V., Bosi bk

V (Sigratore ang Yoy {Signature and Tile}
{1 PRINCIPAL s 2 joint venturs of two or mare cortractors, the scampany rames, and authodzed siunpiuras of saoh coniracier mus! be affixed.)

/
Westfield Insurance Company s“";ﬁ a8 /M&‘-/

gl (Bignatura o Atirrisyn-Fac)
STATE QOFSEEHIS, ﬁjga}ﬂ? Coper Jane/M. Haller
COUNTY OF Al U‘rk/%
- ¥etin (hené » & Notary Public in and for said county,
do hereby ceriily that _,V"\ﬂn‘h:) ( (L[Cq..f(\

{lnsert names of Rdiduls sating on Gehall of PRINGIPAL & SUBETY)
who are aach pereonsily known to me o be the sams persgns whose names are subscribed 1o the foregolng Insiurment on hehalf of PRINGIPAL g
SURETY, appearad before me this day in persen and acknowiletged respectively, thatthey signed and deliversd said instrumes as thelr #ree and
vohaiary act for the usas and purposes therein set forth.

Given under my hand and notarial seal this \qb\ day of ;A(p ( TtL 9() 9@ q\ :

s

commission xaiee —xOOL -
My commission expires

“ tatary Public)
: ~ ELECTRONIC 81D Bosity it T
{1 Electronie bid bond is allowed (box must be checked by LA i electronic bid bond Is aflowed) '
The Principal may subimit an eletironic bid bong, in lisy of completing the sbiove sention of the Proposal 8id Sond Form. By providing
an elactronic bid bond 1D code and signing below, the Principal s ensuring tha identfied electronic bid bond has been exsouted and
e Principal and Surety are firaly botnst unto the LA under the consiions ot the bid bond a8 shown above, (FPRINGCIPAL I 2 joing
venture of wo or more sonbractors, an slectronic bid bond ID code, company/Bidder name Bte and dade raust be affixed for each
gontrackor it the venture.)

L Lt T T T T 11T

Riectranis Bid Bord 1D Cude Lompany/Bidder Nama)

{Signatire and Tite) " Date

Page 1 67t BLE 12230 (Rev. 7i05
dinted on B25/2020 11:01:14 AN



THIS BOWER OF ATTORNEY SUPERCEDES ANY PREVIOUS POWER BEARING THIS SAME
POWER 1 AND ISBUED PRIOR TO 02/20/18, FOR ANY DERSON OR DERSONS NANMED BELOW,

General POWER NO. 2142412 97
Power Westlield Insurance Co,
of Attorney Wesllield Natlional Insurance Co.
S p P .Y
CERTIFIED COPY Ohio Farmers Insurance Co.

Westfield Center, Ohio

Know Al Men by Thess Presssfs, That WESTFIELD INSURANCE COMPANY, WESTFIELD NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY snd ORIO
FARMERS INSURANCE COMPANY, corporatons, hereinstter referred to wciidually a8 8 “Company” and coflestively 83 “Companles,” duly
organized and axisting under the laws of the State of Ohio, and having Its principal office in Wastfisld Center, Medina County, Ohio, do by these
prasents make, sonstitute and appoint
DORK JOHNSON, LORI A, POWELL, CASEY D. LOBE?, THOMAS ©. SS0GLIS, ROBEST £ BOGLIA, JR, EDIUND 45
GEONGE, JANE 3. HALLER, NATALIE A, HEIK, ASHLEY LADARL, JENNIFER HUDSOY, JOINTLY OR SEVERALLY

of BLOGMIAELD HILLS and State of 81 its true and lawlul Aftorneyis)-in-Fact, with 1l power and authority nersby conferred in its nams,
giacm%d stead, to exsuule, acknowledge and defiver any and ail bomds, recogoizences, widertaiings, or other Isstruments or conteacis of
sie [ v @ m % 6w oW oww ok om oo oo

HE R L MmN o e @R eI B LS R SR RN ¥R & R R BT R OEOE KWW oW R EE WOR B R,

STION:  THIS POWER OF ATTORUEY CANNOT BE USED TO BECUTE HOTE SUARANTEE, RORTCAGE DEFICIENCY, MORTGARE
AnAN T ex, OR BARK DEPOSITORY BONDS.

and o bind any of the Comparnias tereby as fully and jo the same extent as If such bomds wers signed by the President, sealed with e corporate
sedl of the applicable Cormpany and duly sltested by its Seorstary, hersby ratifying and confirming 8l that the sald Altornevi{sp-n-Fact may do in
the premises. Baid appointment I3 made under and by authorlly of the Infowirg resolution adopted by the Board of Directors of sach of the
WESTFIELD INSURANCE COMPANY, WESTFIELD NATIONAL INBURANGE COMPANY and DHID FARMERS INSURANCE COMPANY, )

"Be it Resofved, that the President, any Senlor Sxecutive, any Secretary or any Fidelity & Sursty Operations Executive or othar Exstutlve sheil
he and Is hereby vested with full power and authority 10 appoint ahy ohe or mors suitable persens as Attorneylslin-Fact fo represent and act Tor
and on behalf of the Company subject to ie Tollowing provisions:

The Allorney-in-Faglt, may be given full power and authority for and in the names of and on behetf of the Com 1y, o execde, acknowledgs and
detver, any and all bonds, recognizances, contracts, agreements of indamnity and other conditional ar obligatory undertaidngs and any and il
notices and documents canceling ar terminating the Company‘s lability thereunder, and anvy such Instruments so execuled by any gugh
Attorney-in-Fact shall b a3 binding upon the Company as if signed by the Presigent and 2ealed and attested by the Dorporate Secrsiary.”

"Be i# Further Resclved, that the signature of any such designated person and the seal of the Company heretofors or harealtar affined 10 any
power of aliorney or any certificata relating therelo by facsimile, and any power of atorney or certificats bearing facsiriie signatures or fausimile
3235! sﬁg;t gra vaﬁﬂs and b;nding upon the Company with respact o any bond or undertaking to which I is sitached.” {Each adoplad at 2 meeting
figld ors February 8, 20000,

in Wilnesy W{gemaf, WESTFIELD INSURANCE COMPANY, WESTHIELD NATIONAL, IMBURARCE COMPANY and OHID PARMERS INSURANCE
COMPANY have caused these presents to be signed by their National Sursty Loader and Senlor Executive and their sorporate seals to be herato
affixed this 23t  day of BEPTEMBER AD, 2078,

‘a“«“ﬁm’g
'y

SGONAL 2% WESTFIELD INSURANCE COMPANY
# @%@"*’“m‘& S, . WESTFIELD NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY
;"ﬁ? ‘v? ‘?‘a OHID FARMERS INSURANCE COMPANY
¢ . 3 5 ® : 1
it SEAL i -
XY :%“45? L4
nimerit” . %‘,‘?X‘»‘ w“’;g}‘ ; Q ﬁ AL r-: b
. MMWMP R iy ~.“w;"’ ‘,‘s}‘v‘; B?; .. v R & ) by )
State of Oip = Hivaggoret Diennis P. Baus, Natfons! Surely Leader amd
County of Matna 5. Benior Executive

Cn this B4th  day of SEPTEMBER A0, 2618 , botore me personaily came Dennls P, Haus o me known, who, baing by me duly sworn, did
depose and 2ay, thal he resides In Wooster, Ohl; that ne s Matlonal Swety Leader and Senlor Exacutive of WESTFIELD INSURANGE
COMPANY, WESTRIELD NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY and DHIO FARMERS INSURANCE COMPANY, the companies desoribad in ang which
oxacited the above instrument; that he knows the seals of saig Companies; that the seals affixad fo said instrument ars such corporate seals; thal
iy were $0 afixed by order of the Boards of Directors of said Compandes; and that he signed his names thareto by Hike trder,

Notards)
Seal # ? i ] "
Afiixed W7, g
David A. Kotnik, Attorney at Law, Notary Public
Stats of Ohio 8y Commission Does Not Expirs (S22, 447.08 Ohio Revised Coda}
County of Meaing 55,

4, Frank A, Cerring, Sscretary of WESTRIELD INSURANCE COMPANY, WESTFIELD NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY and OHIC FARMERS
INBURANCE COMPANY, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing is & frue end torrect sopy of 4 Powsy of Altornay, exsouted by sald
Companies, whith isctstiii in full foroe and affsck; and durthermore, the resolutions of the Boards of ractors, set sut In the Power of Altorney ars
in full foren ahd effect,

in Wilness Whereof, 1 have heraunto set my hand and affixed the sesis of said Companies st Westfisid Center, Ohlo, this 2T st day of
2020 ittty ) o
2 K

e,
Ty

April SN e,
“i i(.%g;*"

o

%

e,

F &5
E gt e
50 i EY %A
i3] i SEAL B
‘ 4 f,‘gﬁ. /v
4 3E, fnd
f: kA o, \ &
= %, 85 o
i K “a eyt o

# ~u"\
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BPOACZ (combined) (06-02)



ADDENDUM No. 1

Project #20-01, South Water Tower Coating Program
Date: April 13, 2020
Bid Date: April 21, 2020

Location: City Clerk's Office
City of Kewanee
401 E Third Street
Kewanee, IL 61443

This Addendum to the Plans, Specifications, and Contract Documents for the above-
referenced project is intended to explain, clarify, and revise the Bid Package. Information
provided by this Addendum supersedes all contrary and conflicting information previously
provided and is hereby supplemented or revised as follows:

The following items are intended to clarify, revise, and/or replace items listed:

Clarify: City Hall and the City Clerk’s office are currently closed due to the COVID-19
crisis. The bid opening will be held as scheduled and bids may be dropped off in-
person at the Kewanee Police Station in City Hall at 401 E Third Street, Kewanee IL
until 11:00am on Tuesday, April 218, 2020, however bidders and the public will not be
allowed in City Hall or to attend the bid opening in person. Bids may also be submitted
via FedEx and UPS delivery, however the City of Kewanee shall not be responsible for
delivery delays and will not open bids received after 11:00am on Tuesday, April 21%,
2020. The bid opening will take place via a Zoom meeting. Interested parties may
attend using the following: Meeting ID: 924 366 657 Password: 3ij2fe. A link to the
meeting will also be emailed to all plan holders.

Add: Sherwin Williams systems as listed below will be accepted as equivalents to the
specified Themec systems. Note that the coating thicknesses differ in some instances to
the specified Tnemec system:

SECTION 09 97 13.13.02

WET INTERIOR STEEL COATING — TWO COAT ZINC-EPOXY
PART 2 — PRODUCTS

2.01 B. Zinc Epoxy — 2-Coat System

Primer: Corothane | GalvaPac 2K 100 Zinc Primer @ 3.0-4.0 mils DFT
Stripe Coat: Macropoxy 646-PW @ 3.0-4.0 mils DFT

Topcoat: Macropoxy 5500 @ 12.0-14.0 mils DFT

SECTION 09 07 13.19.05

DRY INTERIOR STEEL COATING — EPOXY SYSTEM
PART 2 - PRODUCTS

2.01 B. Dry Interior Transition Cone

Primer: Macropoxy 646-PW @ 4.5-5.5 mils DFT
Intermediate: Macropoxy 646-PW @ 4.5-5.5 mils DFT
Topcoat: Macropoxy 646-PW @ 4.5-5.5 mils DFT

2,01 C. All other dry interior surfaces as defined in the specifications



Primer: Macropoxy 646-PW @ 4.5-5.5 mils DFT
Topcoat: Macropoxy 646-PW @ 4.5-5.5 mils DFT

SECTION 09 97 13.24.01

EXTERIOR STEEL COATING - TWO COAT EPOXY FLUOROPOLYMER
OVERCOAT

PART 2 - PRODUCTS

2.01 D. Exterior 2-Coat System

Primer (Spot): Macropoxy 646 @ 4.5-5.5 mils DFT

Epoxy Intermediate: Macropoxy 646 @ 3.0-5.0 mils DFT

Topcoat: FluoroKem HS @ 2.0-3.0 mils DFT

3.02 C. Lettering
Topcoat: FluoroKem HS @ 2.0-3.0 mils DFT

SECTION 09 97 23.23.01

CONCRETE FOUNDATION COATING - TWO COAT EPOXY
PART 2 - PRODUCTS

3.01 D. 2-Coat Epoxy

Primer: Macropoxy 646 @ 3.5-5.5 mils DFT

Topcoat: Macropoxy 646 @ 3.5-5.5 mils DFT

ALL ADDENDUS ARE TO BE ATTACHED TO THE FRONT
f? OF THE BID SUBMITTAL.

T
T8 ffyg
Scott Hmton City Engmeer

/ f ﬂﬁ/%e/ é/ﬂ%ﬁ‘? (o, Ve

Contractor Name
K/ ity P20
Authorized Representﬂnve Signature Date

AS ACKNOWLEDGEWMENT OF RECEIPT, PLEASE SIGN,
DATE, AND EMAIL THIS PAGE TO THE CITY OF KEWANEE,
ATTENTION SCOTT HINTON, AT shinton@cityofkewanee.net



Planholders for City of Kewanee South Water Tower Coating

Classic Protective Coatings
Brittany Dittman

N7670 State Highway 25
Menomonie WI 54751

715 223-6267 Phone

715 223-6268 Fax

cpcadmin @ classicprotectivecoatinas.com

Environmental Sales, Inc.
Eric Schiebold

17348 W 12 Mile Road
Suite 103

Southfield, Ml 48076
Phone 248-569-9393
Fax 248-569-9388

Cell 248-761-7195
eschiebold@aol.com

Era-Valdivia Contractors, Inc.
Greg Bairaktaris - PM
Chicago, IL 60617
gbairaktaris @ eravaldivia.com

G&L Tank Sandblasting & Coating
2101 Highway 64 West
Shelbyville, TN 37160

Office: (931) 735-6600

Luda Gomez, Office Manager
(931) 492-1552

Isai Gomez, Owner

(615) 524-1679
gltankcoating1986 @ gmail.com

L C United Painting Co, INC
Kanto fLuIaj, VP

3525 Barbara Drive

Sterling Hts M| 48310

P 586-979-2855

F 586-979-8053

lcunited @aol.com

Pittsburg Tank & Tower Group
Melinda Jones

PO Box 1849

Henderson, KY 42419
270-869-9400 Ext: 4663 Phone
270-873-8304 Fax
mjones @ ptig.com

Sherwin Williams

Paul L Fitzgerrel

Protective and Marine Coatings Rep
NACE Coatings Inspector Level ||
Certified #38231

Cell Phone (563) 529-4377
Paul.L.Fitzgerrel @ sherwin.com

Seven Brothers Painting, Inc

Viad Vushaj

50805 Rizzo Drive

Shelby Twp, M| 48315

T. (5686) 323-7054

F. (5686) 323-2431
sevenbrothers@sevenbrotherspainting.com

Tecorp, Inc.

Nick Visvardis
2221 Muriel Court
Joliet, 1L 60433
815-726-9192
F:815-726-9245
nickv@tecorp.us

Tnemec

Keith Kennett

NACE Coating Inspector — Level 3, #9464
1058 Willow Drive | Geneseo, IL 61254
Tel: 309-945-2094 | Fax; 708-387-7941
kkennett@tnemec.com




RESOLUTION NO. 5210

A RESOLUTION TO ACCEPT THE BID FROM L.C. UNITED PAINTING CO. INC. FOR PROJECT #20-
01, SOUTH WATER TOWER COATING, IN THE AMOUNT OF $271,000.00 AND DECLARING THAT
THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN FULL FORCE IMMEDIATELY.

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,
WHEREAS,
WHEREAS,

The City Council recognizes that the coating systems at the South Water Tower have reached the
end of their useful lives and are failing in many areas; and,

Bids were solicited to replace the coating systems and make minor associated repairs and those
bids received on time were opened and publicly read on April 21, 2020; and,

L.C. United Painting Co. Inc. of 3525 Barbara Drive, Sterling Heights, MI 48310 submitted the
lowest responsive and responsible bid of $292,000.00; and,

L.C. United Painting Co, Inc.’s bid includes a $271,000.00 Base Bid and a $21,000.00 Alternate
Bid to install a mixer inside the water tower; and,

Staff has determined the mixer is unnecessary; and,
$450,000.00 is allocated for this work in the proposed FY2021 budget; and,

Staff recommends the City of Kewanee enter into a contract with L.C. United Painting Co. Inc.
for the $271,000.00 Base Bid, but not the Alternate Bid of $21,000.00.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KEWANEE THAT:

Section 1

Section 2

Section 3

The bid of L.C. United Painting, Inc. is hereby accepted.

The Mayor, City Clerk, City Manager, and City Engineer are hereby authorized to execute and
attest to all necessary contract documents with L.C. United Painting, Inc. for Project #20-01,
South Water Tower Coating, in the amount of $271,000.00; provided, however, that said contract
documents are in substantially similar form and content to that attached hereto and incorporated
herein.

This Resolution shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its passage and approval as
provided by law.

Adopted by the Council of the City of Kewanee, Illinois this 27" day of April 2020.

ATTEST:

Rabecka Jones, City Clerk Gary Moore, Mayor

RECORD OF THE VOTE Yes No Abstain | Absent

Mayor Gary Moore

Council Member Mike Komnick

Council Member Steve Faber

Council Member Chris Colomer

Council Member Michael Yaklich




JKEWANEE
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CITY OF KEWANEE

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM

MEETING DATE

April 27, 2020

RESOLUTION OR
ORDINANCE NUMBER

Resolution #5211

AGENDA TITLE Approval of an Amendment to an Agreement with
Dixon Engineering for construction inspection
services at to the South Water Tower Coating project
in the amount of $47,350.

REQUESTING Public Works

DEPARTMENT

PRESENTER Scott Hinton, City Engineer

FISCAL INFORMATION

Cost as $47,350.
recommended:

Budget Line Item: 32-42-532

Balance Available $50,000 in the proposed

FY2021 budget

New Appropriation [ 1Yes [X] No
Required:

PURPOSE

Approval of the Amendment to the Agreement is
necessary to provide for construction inspection
services at the South Water Tower Coating project.




JKEWANEE

BACKGROUND

Staff sought Statements of Qualifications from
engineering firms that specialize in painting and
coating storage tanks and towers. There are no local
firms that specialize in this service. Staff found Dixon
Engineering of Greenfield WI to be the most qualified
to provide condition evaluation, technical
specification writing, and construction inspection
services for the South Water Tank Coating project.
Staff entered into an Agreement with Dixon
Engineering for $5,575 to evaluate the existing
condition of the South Tower and to use this
information to develop technical specifications to
solicit bids. Staff proposes to amend the Agreement
to include construction inspection services.

SPECIAL NOTES

N/A

ANALYSIS

Coating steel storage tanks and towers is specialized
work that can be difficult to perform properly. Staff
believes it's in the City’s best interest to engage a
consulting firm with experience in such work to
provide construction inspection services for the South
Tower Project. This will help ensure all work is
performed properly and the coating systems don’t fail
prematurely.

PUBLIC INFORMATION N/A
PROCESS
BOARD OR COMMISSION N/A

RECOMMENDATION

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends amending the Agreement with
Dixon Engineering to add construction inspection
services for standard rates at the not-to-exceed price
of $47,350.

PROCUREMENT POLICY
VERIFICATION

Statements of Qualifications were reviewed from
several firms as part of the Qualifications-Based
Selection (QBS) process used to select Dixon
Engineering.

REFERENCE DOCUMENTS
ATTACHED

The executed Agreement and proposed Amendment
are attached.




4811 S. 76t St., Suite 109

Greenfield, WI 53220

Telephone: (414) 529-1859
ENGINEERING & INSPECTION SERVICES Fax: (414) 282-7830

FOR THE COATING INDUSTRY

EXHIBIT K: Agreement Between
Owner and DIXON
AMENDMENT TO OWNER-DIXON AGREEMENT

The Effective Date of this Amendment is:

Background Data:
Effective Date of Owner-DIXON Agreement;:
Owner: City of Kewanee, IL
DIXON: 4811 S. 76" Street, Greenfield, WI 53220
Project: 500,000 Gallon Spheroid (South)

Nature of Amendment:
x Additional Services to be performed by DIXON.

x Modifications to services of DIXON.

x Modifications to responsibilities of Owner.

x Modifications of payment to DIXON.

x Modifications to time(s) for rendering services.

Description of Modifications:
Project Administration, Preconstruction Meeting, Weld Coating, Wet Interior, Exterior, Dry Interior
Coating Observations, and One Year ROV Warranty on the 500,000 Gallon Spheroid (South).

Agreement Summary:

Original agreement amount: $5.575
Net change for prior amendments: $0

This amendment amount: $47.350
Adjusted Agreement amount: $52,925

Change in time for services (days or date, as applicable): 28 days

The foregoing Agreement Summary is for reference only and does not alter the terms of Agreement,
including those set forth in Exhibit C with the exception of amendment increase and time extension if
applicable.

Owner and DIXON hereby agree to modify the above referenced Agreement as set forth in this
Agreement. All provisions of the Agreement not modified by this or previous Amendments remain in
effect.

DIXON Signature TITLE DATE
Owner Signature TITLE DATE
Exhibit K, A, C-1 Owner: City of Kewanee Page 1 of 6

Contract No: 13-37-04-02/IA2020TSW-2147
Amendment No: 1



EXHIBIT A: Agreement Between
Owner and DIXON

DIXON’S SERVICES AND OWNER'’S RESPONSIBILITIES

PART 1

A1.01 Construction Phase:
A. Basic Services:

1.

4.

S.

DIXON will consult with Owner and act as Owner’s representative as provided in the
Construction Contract. The extent and limitations of the duties, responsibilities, and authority
of DIXON shall be as assigned in EICDC C-700-18 Standard General Conditions of the
Construction Contract.

All of Owner’s instructions to Contractor will be issued through DIXON, which shall have
authority to act on behalf of Owner in dealings with Contractor to the extent provided in this
Agreement and the Construction Contract except as otherwise provided in writing.

Engineer or RPR has authority to Stop Work if Engineer or RPR questions the quality of
Work or rejects the Work, or if there (in the sole opinion of Engineer or RPR) a potential for
creating an environmental contamination.

Finalize Project to observe all items in the contract specifications have been completed and
review the quality of workmanship.

Duration of Construction Phase: The Construction Phase will terminate upon written
recommendation by DIXON for final payment to Contractors.

A. RPR Services for Maintenance of Existing Structures

1. Perform services expected of DIXON RPR and as detailed in the EJCDC Construction

Contract General Conditions, GC-700-18.

2. Attend a Preconstruction Meeting, and address questions regarding observation services and
coordination of field observations.
3. Hold Point General:

a. Hold Point is a stage of the Construction Project where the Contractor stops Work. Work
commences again after the Work is observed and reviewed for compliance.

b. A Hold Point Site visit is one observation trip to perform one of the functions below. The
number of Site visits required are estimates.

c. Iftwo Job Tasks are performed during the same trip, there is no additional charge (i.e.
exterior intermediate and pit piping primer).

d. The Site visit fees may vary between services (i.e. welding vs. coating) based on the
higher compensated weld observer. Hold Point are itemized in EXHIBIT C, Attachment
C-1.

4. Hold Point Weld/Modifications- Observe, Record, Report, and:

a. Observe repair, and or the installation of work for specifications compliance. All weld
repairs will be visually observed for surface defects (i.e. undercut, negative
reinforcement, non-fusion, etc.).

5. Hold Points and RPR Coating Observation Services Common to Hold Point: All services
will not be necessary each Site visit observation.

a. Review abrasive and coating materials for approved manufactures.

b. Measure surface profile created by abrasive blast cleaning by compressive tape or surface
comparator.

c. Observe abrasive blast cleanliness for specification requirements using SSPC Visual
Standards, latest edition thereof.

d. Review coating mixing, thinning, and manufacturer’s application requirements.

e. Monitor environmental conditions prior to and during coating application (i.e. ambient
temperature, surface temperature, relative humidity, and dew point).

f. Observe wet interior using high/low voltage holiday detection.

Exhibit K, A, C-1, C-2 Owner: City of Kewanee Page 2 of 6

Contract No: 13-37-04-02/IA2020TSW-2147
Amendment No: 1



g. Observe applied coating for dry film thickness, coverage, uniformity, and cure.
6. Hold Point Coating Wet Interior - Observe, Record, Report, and:
Verify test area for abrasive cleaning meets or exceeds minimum of specified standard
Collect spent abrasive for sampling and testing.
Abrasive blast cleaning prior to application of the prime coat.
Spot power tool cleaning prior to the prime coat.
Prime coat prior to application of the next coat.
Intermediate coat prior to application of the stripe or topcoat.
Topcoat for compliance with specifications.
old Point Coating Exterior - Observe, Record, Report, and:
Verify test area for high (HPWC) pressure water blast cleaning meets or exceeds
minimum specified standard.
HPWC for thoroughness and compliance with specifications and verify test area meets or
exceeds minimum specified standard for spot tool cleaning (SP-11) or abrasive blast
cleaning.
Spot power tool, feathering, and compliance with specifications.
Prime coat prior to application of the epoxy intermediate coat.
Urethane intermediate coat prior to application of the topcoat.
Topcoat for compliance with specifications.
Application of the lettering/logo for thoroughness, dimensions (visual only) and aesthetic
appearance in accordance with specification requirements, and to verify no damage
occurred during lettering.
8. Hold Point Coating Dry Interior- Observe, Record, Report, and:

a. Abrasive blast cleaning prior to application of the prime coat.

b. Spot power tool cleaning for thoroughness, surface profile, feathering, and compliance
with specifications.

c. Prime coat prior to application of the intermediate coat.

d. Topcoat for compliance with specifications. Review all contract items to assure they
have been completed according to contract requirements.

9. Hold Point Project Finalization:
a. Review all repairs not installed until after coating.
b. Examine entire project for damage that occurred during construction or post construction
from rigging and de-rigging or other causes.
Observe Site for restoration to pre-project conditions.
Formulate a punch list of items to complete.
Create a second punch list if needed before finalization.
Finalize the project to assure all items in the contract specifications have been completed,
and the quality of workmanship meets contract requirements.
B. Construction Phase - Owner’s Responsibilities:

1. Inform DIXON in writing of any specific requirements of safety or security programs that are
applicable to DIXON, as a visitor to the Site.

2. Attend and participate in the Preconstruction conferences, construction progress and other
job-related meetings, and Site visits to determine Substantial Completion and readiness of the
completed Work for final payment.

3. If Owner, or Owner and Contractor, modify the duties, responsibilities, and authority of
DIXON in the Construction Contract, or modify other terms of the Construction Contract
having a direct bearing on DIXON, then Owner shall compensate DIXON for any related
increases in the cost to provide Construction Phase services.
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A1.02 Post Construction Phase:
A. Basic Services:
1. One Year Warranty Observation - ROV and Exterior:

a.

"m0 po T

g.

Review all wet or dry interior surfaces for corrosion and/or damage, qualify and quantify
damage for repairs. All coating repairs needed are to be quantified by extrapolation of a
measured area and compared with warranty requirements.

Observe the exterior coating and quantify damages.

Review all repairs completed during Construction Phase.

Review all exterior appurtenances for damage due to corrosion or construction.

Review exterior of the exposed foundations.

Review all health aspects of the tank, including screening of the vent, overflow pipe, and
other possible contamination sources.

Prepare a report documenting all items found that meet or fail to meet warranty
requirements and recommendations for repair. The report will be letter format.

2. Warranty Failure - When observation has determined that warranty requirements were not
met then DIXON will:

a.

d.

Together with Owner, visit the Project to observe any apparent defects in the Work if
requested, make recommendations as to replacement or correction of defective Work, or
the need to repair any damage to the Site or adjacent areas, and assist Owner in
consultations and discussions with Contractor concerning correction of any such
defective Work and any needed repairs.

If warranty repair is required provide letter as notice of rejection to Owner so that they
may forward to Bonding Company. Notice of rejection may be all inclusive or limited to
specific area.

Provide RPR services during any required correction of any work not meeting
requirements of one-year warranty observation.

Extend contract an additional year and repeat warranty services if repairs warrant a
second repair period.

3. The Post-Construction Phase services may commence during the Construction Phase and, if
not otherwise modified in this EXHIBIT A, will terminate thirteen months after the
commencement of the Construction Contract’s correction period.

B. Post Construction Phase — RPR Services

1. Detailed above if repairs are needed.

C. Post Construction Phase - Owner’s Responsibilities:

1. Warranty Observation - ROV Observation:

a.

b.

Fill the tank to overflow or higher capacity and isolate it from the system during the ROV
observation, or as a minimum, maintain positive flow (No water withdrawal from tank).
Perform chlorine residual and bacteriological testing after completion of observation.

A2.01 ADDITIONAL SERVICES
A. Any service not listed or referenced above in Part 1 will be considered an Additional Service.

1. All additional requested services and associated fees shall be documented by an Exhibit
K, Contract Amendment signed by both parties.
Exhibit K, A, C-1, C-2 Owner: City of Kewanee Page 4 of 6
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EXHIBIT C ATTACHMENT C-1: Agreement Between

Owner and DIXON

SUMMARY OF DIXON’S COMPENSATION FEES SCHEDULE of VALUES

1. The total compensation for services under this Agreement is the estimated total compensation
amount of Forty-Seven Thousand, Three Hundred, Fifty Dollars, $47.350 and summarized as

follows:
Schedule of Values
Description of Services # of Units | Unit Price | Amount Basis of Compensation
A1.01-Preconstruction Meeting $1,500 Unit Price
A1.01-Other Defined Basic $2,000 Lump Sum
Services: Project Administration
A1.01-RPR Services Weld 1 $1,450 $1,450 Unit Price
A1.01-RPR Critical Phase 27 $1,450 $39,150 Unit Price
Coating
A1.02-Warranty Observation $3,250 Unit Price
Total $47,350

2. In the event of a conflict with the number in the Total and the written amount in 1 above or with
the number on the Signature Page, the first governance shall be a review of math in this schedule

of values.

3. DIXON may alter the distribution of compensation consistent with services actually rendered
between individual phases of Basic and RPR Service with unused fees calculated by any method.
Reallocation of fees shall not result in a total fee in excess of the total compensation amount unless
approved by the Owner.

Exhibit K, A, C-1, C-2

Owner: City of Kewanee

Contract No: 13-37-04-02/IA2020TSW-2147
Amendment No: 1
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EXHIBIT C ATTACHMENT C-2:

REIMBURSABLE EXPENSE SCHEDULE

Agreement Between
Owner and DIXON

Labor Class Per Hour
Principal $255.00
Project Manager $153.00
Engineer $158.00
CWI Welding RPR $137.00-$153.00
DIXON Level 3 or NACE Certified Level 3

RPR $107.00-$137.00
DIXON Level 2 or NACE Level 2 RPR $97.00-$122.00
DIXON Level 1 or NACE Level 1 RPR $87.00-$97.00
Contract Support Staff $112.00-$138.00
Expenses Metropolitan
Mileage $0.70/mile + tolls
Lodging $155.00 per diem
Meals $47.00 per diem

FEES EFFECTIVE THROUGH: December 31, 2020

Exhibit K, A, C-1, C-2 Owner: City of Kewanee
Contract No: 13-37-04-02/IA2020TSW-2147
Amendment No: 1

Overtime Rate

$230.00
$237.00
$206.00-$230.00

$161.00-$206.00

$146.00-$183.00
$131.00-$146.00
$168.00-$207.00

Out-State
$0.60/mile
$145.00 per diem
$40.00 per diem

Revised: 8/6/2019

Page 6 of 6



DIXON ENGINEERING, INC.

REPORT #: 12 DATE: 3/31/2020
TANK TYPE: 2,500,000 Gallon Hydropillar CONTRACTOR:
LOCATION: FOREMAN:
CITY/STATE: OWNER INSPECTOR:
CLIENT: PROJECT MANAGER: Tim Wilson
CONTRACT: Wet Interior Spot Repaint, Dry Interior PROJECT ENGINEER: Dixon Engineering, Inc.

Spot Repaint, Misc. Repairs
DIXON RESIDENT PROJECT REPRESENTATIVE (RPR): Doctor Evans

TIME OF OBSERVATION: 9:00 am WEATHER: Sunny, 41°F WIND DIRECTION: NE 6 mph

PURPOSE: Perform the following to determine compliance with specified requirements:
1. To observe the topcoat dry film thickness readings in the wet interior.
2. To observe the prime coat dry film thickness readings in the dry interior.
3. To perform a low voltage holiday test in the wet interior.
4. To observe the spot power tool cleaning in the dry interior.

LOCATIONS OF SURFACES OBSERVED:
1. Wet interior roof, sidewall, and bowl
2. Dry interior access tube and bowl

STATUS:
On Site:
Foreman: Yes Number of crew members: 3 Subcontractor on site: N/A

Arrival Notes:
1. Upon arrival, Dixon Engineering RPR made note that the contractor was on site.

2. Dixon RPR spoke to the contractor’s foreman about today’s plan, the foreman plans on finishing up the power tool
cleaning in the dry interior and applying the prime coat.

3. The contractor plans on de-rigging the wet interior.

Percent of Work Completed:

Wet Interior: ABC 100%; Prime Coat 100%: Intermediate Coat 100%; Stripe Coat 100%, Topcoat 100%
Dry Interior: SPTC 100%; Prime Coat 100%

Other: Metal Repairs 100%

Misc. Items to be Completed: N/A

EQUIPMENT:
On Site: (1) Dumpster, (2) Equipment trailers, (2) Blast pots, (2) Paint pumps, (2) Pallets of Abrasive, (1) Port-o-let, (1)
Atlas air compressor

Not on Site as Required: N/A

FORECAST:
Daytime: Sunny, High around 60°F, East winds near 10 mph
Overnight: Partly Cloudy, Low in the upper 30’s

Observation Report # 12 (GGG
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DIXON ENGINEERING, INC.

AMBIENT READINGS:

Location of Reading Time Weather | Wind [DB °F| WB °F | RH % |ST °F |DP °F | ST-DP °F |Favorable?
Dry Interior 12:00pm Sunny NE 55 46 49 64 36 +28 Yes
Exterior Shade 2:00pm Sunny NE 52 45 57 55 37 +18 Yes

Legend: DB=Dry Bulb; WB=Wet Bulb; ST=Surface Temperature; DP=Dew Point

1. Ambient readings were taken and recorded by Dixon Engineering RPR.

2. Based on 12:00 P.M. Dry Interior ambient reading recorded, conditions were favorable for abrasive blast
cleaning and coating application. Contractor has plans of performing work.

OBSERVATIONS:
Cleaning:

1. Observed spot power tool cleaning of the dry interior access tube and bowl. All surfaces were cleaned of visible
dust/oils /grease prior to the observation. No areas of deficiencies noted dry interior; the contractor’s foreman was
informed of the observation results. All areas observed met SSPC-SP 11 requirements. An additional observation is
not required. Surfaces are ready for coating application.

Coating:
Manufacturer: Tnemec Type: N140 Color: Beige Primer
Batch Numbers: Part A: BA201910079 PartC: N/A
Part B: BA2020010138 Thinner: N/A
Method of Mixing: Power Drill Induction Time: N/A Method of Application: Roller

Area Coated: Dry Interior Access Tube and Bowl (Prime coat)

1. The Dixon RPR observed the mixing of coating. Part A and Part B were thoroughly mixed before Part A and Part B
were mixed together. The Dixon RPR noted that Part A and Part B were thoroughly mixed together. All mixing
meets the Tnemec Recommendations.

q . . Cure | Low DFT | High DFT | Avg. DFT # of Required

Location of Applied Coating Coat Time (mils) (nils) (mils) | Readings [DFT (mils) Comments

Wet Interior Roof Topcoat | N/A 8.9 18.2 13.5 20 | 12.0-180 Met
Requirements

Wet Interior Sidewall Topcoat N/A 10.0 27.1 16.8 20 12.0-18.0 Met
Requirements

Wet Interior Bowl Topcoat N/A 9.3 20.9 13.0 20 12.0-18.0 Met
Requirements

Dry Interior Access Tube Prime N/A 2.8 15.3 5.4 20 4.0-6.0 Met
Requirements

Dry Interior Bowl Prime N/A L5 133 6.6 20 4.0-6.0 Met
Requirements

1. DFT readings for the wet interior were taken with Elektro Physik Type 2 gauge. Serial #130574. Gauge calibration
verified on plastic shims. Shim = 11.0. Spot readings = 11.3.

2. Observed topcoat coat application to the wet interior roof for thickness. 20 Different spot readings were taken. The
average reading was 13.5 mils. Thickness readings met specified requirement of 12.0 — 18.0 mils.

3. Observed topcoat coat application to the wet interior sidewall for thickness. 20 Different spot readings were taken.
The average reading was 16.8 mils. Thickness readings met specified requirement of 12.0 — 18.0 mils.

Observation Report # 12 (GGG
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DIXON ENGINEERING, INC.

Observed topcoat coat application to the wet interior bowl for thickness. 20 Different spot readings were taken. The
average reading was 13.0 mils. Thickness readings met specified requirement of 12.0 — 18.0 mils.

Observed topcoat coat of the wet interior for coverage. Surfaces were found to be free of all defects and
contaminates.

DFT readings for the dry interior were taken with Elektro Physik Type 2 gauge. Serial #130574. Gauge calibration
verified on plastic shims. Shim = 2.44. Spot readings = 2.46.

7. Observed prime coat application to the dry interior access tube for thickness. 20 Different spot readings were taken.
The average reading was 5.4 mils. Thickness readings met specified requirement of 4.0 — 6.0 mils.
8. Observed prime coat application to the dry interior bowl for thickness. 20 Different spot readings were taken. The
average reading was 6.6 mils. Thickness readings met specified requirement of 4.0 — 6.0 mils.
9. Observed prime coat of the dry interior for coverage. Surfaces were found to be free of all defects and contaminates.
Additional:
1. Low Voltage -Dixon RPR performed a low voltage holiday test on the wet interior. The test was performed with a

Tinker & Razor, Low Voltage, M/1, and serial #27378. RPR verified the ground wire was attached to a bare metal
section of the structure; the buzzer was tested to ensure it functioned properly, the sponge was wetted with tap
water, the circuit periodically tested and the testing rate was maintained at approximately 1ft/sec throughout the
observation. The contractor’s foreman visually verified the observation results. The results of the testing are as
follows: the surface is holiday free and no additional testing is required. The testing was completed per NACE
SP0188 Discontinuity (Holiday) Testing of New Protective Coatings on Conductive Substrates.

2. The Dixon RPR observed the contractor apply prime coat to the dry interior bowl prior to the contractor moving
the rigging. All areas observed have met specification requirements.
SUMMARY:
1. Next observation to be determined to observe the final observation and chlorination.

Observation Report #12 (GGG
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DIXON ENGINEERING, INC.

Spot power tool cleaning to the dry interior bowl.

Spot power tool cleaning to the dry interior access tube.

Observation Report # 12 (GGG
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DIXON ENGINEERING, INC.

Spot power tool cleaning to the dry interior access tube.

Topcoat applied to the wet interior sidewall.

Observation Report #12
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DIXON ENGINEERING, INC.

Topcoat applied to the wet interior bowl.

Topcoat applied to the wet interior roof.
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DIXON ENGINEERING, INC.
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Prime coat applied to the dry interior bowl.
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4811 S. 76" St., Suite 109

Greenfield, Wi 53220

Telephone: (414) 529-1859
ENGINEERING & INSPECTION SERVICES Fax: (414) 282-7830

FOR THE COATING INDUSTRY

February 20, 2020

Mr. Scott Hinton, City Engineer
City of Kewanee

401 E. 39 Street

Kewanee, IL 61143

Subject: 500,000 Gallon Spheroid Elevated Tank (South)
Dear Mr. Hinton,

Enclosed is the proposal for the 500,000 gallon spheroid water storage tank. We have an updated
agreement format. Since this is new format, I want to help explain what all is included.

A summary of the agreement and exhibits:

The first three pages are the agreement.

Dixon’s Services (scope of work) are included in Exhibit A (pages 4 to 6).
The basis of fees is included in Exhibit C (pages 7 to 10).

The summary of compensation fees is in Exhibit C Attachment C-1 (page 11).
Billable rates are in Exhibit C Attachment C-2 (page 12).

General provisions are in Exhibit GP (page 13 to 16).

Insurance and liability are in Exhibit I (pages 17 to 18).

NNk W=

We appreciate the opportunity to submit this proposal. If you have any questions, please feel free to
contact me at (641) 903-4193.

FOR DIXON ENGINEERING, INC.,

ST

Tim Wilson
Project Manager

Enclosure
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Owner and DIXON further agree as follows:
ARTICLE 1 SERVICES OF DIXON

1.01 DIXON shall provide or cause to be provided:
A. Contract and Project Management (Basic)Services: EXHIBIT A Part 1
B. Resident Project Representative (RPR): EXHIBIT A Part 1
C. Other Services: Services beyond the scope of Exhibit A are Additional Services.

ARTICLE 2 OWNER’S RESPONSIBILITIES

2.01 Owner shall provide or cause to be provided:
A. Responsibilities set forth in Exhibit A, Part 1, Section C of each phase.
B. Owner shall arrange for safe access to and make all provisions for DIXON to enter upon public and
private property as required for DIXON to perform services under the agreement.

ARTICLE 3 SCHEDULE FOR RENDERING SERVICES

3.01 Commencement:
A. DIXON is authorized to begin rendering services as of the Effective Date or mutually agreeable
date.
B. DIXON shall complete its obligations within a reasonable time. If a specific period of time for
rendering services, or specific dates by which services are to be completed are required, the dates
are provided in Exhibit A, and are hereby agreed to be reasonable.

ARTICLE 4 INVOICES AND PAYMENTS - PER EXHIBIT C

ARTICLE 5 OPINIONS OF COST — GENERAL PROVISIONS PER EXHIBIT GP
ARTICLE 6 GENERAL PROVISIONS PER EXHIBIT GP

ARTICLE 7 DEFINITIONS

A. Whenever used in this Agreement (including the Exhibits hereto) terms (including the singular and
plural forms) printed with initial capital letters have the same meanings indicated in the
Construction Contract Documents, EXICDC C-700 18.

B. Additional definitions pertinent to invoicing or payment can be found in Exhibit C.

ARTICLE 8 EXHIBITS AND SPECIAL PROVISIONS

A. EXHIBITS Included:
1. EXHIBIT A, DIXON’s Services and Owner’s Responsibilities.
2. EXHIBIT C, Basis of Fees, Invoicing, and Payment Matters.
3. EXHIBIT C, Attachments C-1 and C-2.
4. EXHIBIT GP, General Provisions from the Agreement and Exhibits.
5. EXHIBIT I, Insurance and Limits of Liability.
B. EXHIBITS to be added as needed:
1. EXHIBIT J, Special Provisions. Services added at/before Effective date (included in original
Agreement sometimes referred to as an Addendum).
2. EXHIBIT K, Amendment to Owner-DIXON Agreement for Services added or changed after
effective date of this Agreement or for clarification if requested.
C. EXHIBITS B, D, F, and H merged with other Exhibits or not used.

Agreement Owner: City of Kewanee Page2 of 18
Exhibit A, C, GP, 1 Contract No: 13-37-04-02
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EXHIBIT A: Agreement Between
Owner and DIXON

DIXON’S SERVICES AND OWNER’S RESPONSIBILITIES

Article 1 and 2 of the Agreement is supplemented to include the following agreement of the parties:
DIXON shall provide Contract and Project Management (BASIC) Services, and Resident Project
Representative (RPR).

DIXON has combined the six construction project phases into four phases; Design or Technical Specification
Phase and Contract Document. We then included DIXON’s Basic Services, RPR Services, and Owner’s
responsibilities for each respective phase.

PART 1

Al1.01 Design Phase — Technical Specifications:
A. Basic Services:

1.
2.

7.

8.

In preparing the Technical Specifications, use Design, Bid, Build Project Strategy.

DIXON shall prepare Technical Specifications and Drawings to include:

a. Additions to General Conditions of Construction Contract relevant to coating projects.
b. Specifications and Drawings for Health, Safety and Structural Repairs if any.

¢. Specifications for Coating Repair or Replacement.

Advise Owner of additional reports, data, information, or services which may be necessary,
and assist Owner in obtaining such materials.

Furnish two review copies of the Design Phase documents, to Owner, and review those
documents with Owner.

After receipt, Owner shall review the Design Phase documents and submit to DIXON any
comments regarding the furnished items within two weeks of receipt or as mutually agreed.
Advise Owner of any recommended adjustments to the opinion of probable Construction Cost.
In response to Owner’s comments, as appropriate, make revisions and furnish to Owner one
electronic copy of the revised Design Phase documents.

DIXON’s services under the Design Phase will be considered complete on the date when
DIXON has delivered to Owner the revised Technical Specifications.

B. Design Phase — RPR Services—None
C. Design Phase — Owner’s Responsibility:

1.

Agreement

Provide DIXON with all criteria and full information as to Owner’s requirements for the
Project, including design objectives and constraints-and upon DIXON’s request, obtain, and
furnish, such additional Project-related information and data as is reasonably required to
enable DIXON to complete its Services.

Give instructions to DIXON regarding Owner’s procurement of construction services including
instructions regarding Notice of Bids, Information for Bidders, Owner’s construction contract
practices and requirements, insurance and bonding requirements, requirements for electronic
transmittals during construction, other information necessary for the finalization of Owner’s
bidding-related documents, and Construction Contract Documents.

Owner shall be responsible for all requirements and instructions that it furnishes to DIXON
pursuant to this Agreement. DIXON may use and rely upon such requirements, materials, and
information in performing or furnishing services under this Agreement, subject to any express
limitations or reservations applicable to the furnished items.

Owner: City of Kewanee Page 4 of 18
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If Owner elects to use their own General Conditions, then they shall include DIXON’s
Additions to General Conditions, unaltered unless both parties agree to alteration,

2. Place and pay for advertisement for Bids as required by local ordinances in appropriate
publications, method of advertising is to be determined by the Owner.

3. Attend and participate in the pre-bid conference if any.

Provide a place for the bid opening and open the Bids received.

4. Review Payment and Performance Bonds, and insurance certificates of selected Contractor.
These should be reviewed by the Owner’s insurance consultant and attorney for legality and
compliance with required indemnification, subrogation, amounts and all other insurance
matters.

5. Sign and forward to the Contractor the Notice to Award and Notice to Proceed. These Notices
will be supplied to Owner by DIXON.

Agreement Owner: City of Kewanee Page 6 of 18
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C1.03

C1.04

Unit Price (UP) Method: Can be considered individual Lump Sum amounts. Reimbursable

expenses are calculated and included in Unit Price methods.

1. The Unit Price Method is used when DIXON completes Hold Point Observations, Project
Progress or Preconstruction Meetings, known, controlled portions of the Contract and
unknown Post Construction (Additional Services).

2. Exhibit J Amendment: If Amendment changes Scope of Services then Additional Services
may be negotiated Lump Sum or Standard Hourly Rate Method.

2. Exhibit K Addendum: Addenda items (if any) may be negotiated according to any agreed
method.

3. Subconsultants or Subcontractor Service Fees are not included in the SHR, LS, or UP
methods. DIXON will invoice for Subconsultant’s or Subcontractor’s actual invoiced amount
times a factor of 1.20. The 1.20 factor includes DIXON’s overhead and profit associated with
DIXON’s responsibility for the administration of such services.

Not every Method of Rate Calculation may be used in this or any Contract, but every contract may

be amended by using Exhibit K. If additional Work proposed in Exhibit K involves a different

Method of Rate Calculation, it will be clearly defined herein.

Definitions including Limitations:

Basic Services to be performed are identified as Basic Services in Exhibit A, or by reference, in
the General Conditions (GC-700-18) of the Owner/Contractor Construction Documents. Basic
Services are generally calculated using the SHR method. These services are contracted services
and thus are prior authorized.

RPR Services contractually agreed services per Exhibit A or by reference, in the General
Conditions (GC-700-18) of the Owner/Contractor Construction Document RPR services. These
services are primarily observation during the Construction phase. RPR Services are generally
calculated using the SHR method for Full Time or Daily services and by Unit Price for Hold Point
Observations. Often a Contract for RPR services involves a combination of the SHR and the Unit
Price method. These are contracted services and thus are prior authorized.

Contingent Services some services are Basic to every contract such as Preconstruction Meeting
and review of Final Pay Request. Other Basic Services and the Project Manager’s time associated
with them are unknown. Some services are not used on all projects, such as review of multiple
Pay Requests, Change Orders, Field Orders, and Work Change Directives. These are services
which may or may not be needed, and thus Contingent. Contingent Services are generally
calculated using the SHR method but may be Lump Sum or Unit Price method. These are
contracted services and thus are prior authorized.

Additional Services are services outside of the Scope of Services as defined in Exhibit A. These
are NOT contracted services and prior authorization in the form of Exhibit K- Addendum to
Agreement is required. The calculation of fees is Work dependent and may be calculated by the
SHR method, or Lump Sum or Unit Price.

Antenna Services are defined in Ex B and authorized by Exhibit K — Antenna Addendum. The
calculation of the services is usually a combination of Unit Price and SHR methods. These are
contracted services (by addendum) and thus are prior authorized.

Fees:

Contracted Fees are detailed in this Exhibit C Attachment 1.

Contingency Allowance Fees if identified or requested, are intended to allow the flexibility to
continue the Project and Services, without the need for an Addendum for additional fees.
Contingent Fees may be transferred within the Project Phase or transferred to other project Phases
as needed. Transfer does not require prior authorization. It is intended that any fees in this
Contingency be used when other accounts are exhausted or minor Additional Services are

Agreement Owner: City of Kewanee Page 8 of 18
Exhibit A, C, GP, I Contract No: 13-37-04-02



T0-v0-LE-€T 1ON 19BHUOD 1°dD D vV nqmxg
81 Jo 6 @3eq 20UBMOY JO A1) [TUMO WISy

*1804 YoBd | Arenue[ — juounsn(py 1s0)) [enuuy

3[npatos

ssuadxy o[qesmquiay pue ojey AJINOH pIEPUR)S ‘T-D) JUSWYIRNY St D LIGTHXH SW} 03 payoeny
:59)eY AWNISAQ) PUR ALINOY pAepue)§ pue [PIYdS sasuadxy djqesinquidy s,;NOXIA

ouil [Ing sem Ydd Jt
uonezijiqouap o3 Ajuo Ajdde sjuswermber oy WU USY], "suondadsu] A[ie(] Jo Jsquunu
91} 2ONPAI IO SIJTAIDG UOTBAISSqQ) JUlog PIOH 0 Y LY A[re( 10 Swi], [0 ABur suonenjoSoN
*SINOY JO IoqUINU WINWITUTUI 9Y) pasjuesens s1 oY ‘931§ UO SUIBWIAL Y JI pue ‘[euoissajoid e st
ALd vy -eqenoSeu jou are syderSered 95oy) JO SJUSWLIMbaI WNWIUIW 3} PUL SUOLBHOZIU
YSnOoIy) 199]J° U UTBWAI [[BYS SY29M PUE SINOY JI0M WINWIUIW Jo sjuswasmbarayy, ¢
*JOPUNAIAY PISPUSI SIIAIDS [[2 10] pred aq [[ByS NOXI( USY} ‘SI0IAIOS
Sururewol aY) UT WORONPAI B JO NOXI( Snp UonesudduIoo o) Ul 95eaIdUl Ue 0} Padide
aARY NOXI( PUe Joum() 2J0Jaq JUNOWE PIJLUINSD I SPaooxs NOXI( pue suonerogau oy}
Surmp se01AIeS S,NOXI( Puedsns 03 10U SIPIAP BUMQ J "PIIR[AW00 I8 SI0TAIIS Yons usym
JUNOWE PIJEUINSS PIES PASOXA JOU [[IM SOOIAISS Tons J0] uonesusdwod [10 18} 08 ‘NOXIA
£q paJopual aq 0] S901AIS SUTUTRWIAX S} UT UOUONPAI B 0] 92158 IO ‘JUNOWE PIJLW)sd pres
Surpasoxa uoryesuaduios Yons 03 39IFe QOUSIUSAUOD SISUM() J0J SIOTAISS S,NOXI( IBUIIII]
10 puadsns 0} JYSLI S}1 9SI0IOXI IOYID [[BYS JOUM() "SIIIAISS ons 1o uorjesuadwios pue
pauriograd oq 0} SUIUIBWAI SIDIAISS JO ISJJBUL oY) MITAAI [Teys Aidwoid NOXI(J pue JoumQ
‘oonjou uodp) 9OUSIUSAUOY) §ISUM() JO] SIIIAIAS SNOXI( JO UOHRUIULD) JO UoIsuadsns
Supnjout ‘suoydo §)1 19pISU0D 0} Iaum() SUIMO[[E JOSISY) S01I0U IoUMQ) JAIS [[eys NOXIA
‘papa29xa 2 [[IM PIjRWISS SNy} Junoure uonesuadurod 8101 ay) 1yl NOXI( 0} Judredde
Sow009q Appuanbasqns IT pue UISILY PoJLIS USSQ SARY SJUNOUIR UOBSUSIWOD PIJBUILSD USYM T
"JueweaIde oy Jopun NOXI 01 2]qeAerd S)unoure WNWIXeUI JO WNWIUINL 313 Jou 918
pue ‘sonured oy uo 3uipuiq jou are ‘sasodmd Sumuueld 1oJ sejewnsd A[UO aIB SIOIAISS PALJI0ads
103 o[qeded awi0daq [[IM ey} SJUNOWR Y] JO SjewNss S NOXIA ‘Sopn[oul JYHS Sunemore) |
“OATIBAIOSUOO 8¢ 0} POPUNUL SI PUL SOUSLIIAXD JAISUIXD
uo paseq paiedaid s1 poIRIA YHS 9UL ‘91U Uk ST uone[nofe)) s1ey Jo pPoyIeIA YHS UL
199 parenInsyg

IO PTe] 1001109 0) PAIINDaI a1 $301AI08 SULIBAUISUS JO UOTBAISSQ
[BUOTIIPPE 210U SISBYJ UOHONISUO)) IS0 PUB UOLONLSUO)) Y} SuLmp pasn A[UO ST JJ0-198 T
*§1800 uoT)oadsut [euonippe Surpn[oul Justaoe[dal I0 UONOILINO SIINDAI ‘9AT)OSJap SIIOM P
‘pue uonoodsur pafIe] € 9q 03 PIUIILINOP
QIOM JBT]} JIOM PIOT 230]d W09 0] SUOTIBAIISqQ) JUIOJ PIOH WINJaI JO ‘suorjoadsur pue §)so], 2
‘soymnsqns pesodoid Jo sUOLEN[BAD SAISSIOXH °q
“M\91AQI [BIITIUQNS SAISSIOXY ‘B
:0] paJe[aI §)S00
SurroouiSus 10 51D BNXS PALINOUT SBY IOUM() 9Y) USYM JIR 539,] JJO-108 JO sojdwexs Mol vV °[
*IOJOBIUO)) 9T} O} PAAO SIUNOWR WO $93T8YD
959y} JJ0O-108 USY} UBD ISUM() 9], ‘NOXIA sAed oym “10um(Q Y} 0} PIOTOAUL dIe S99 JJO-19S
*10BIJUO)) 1) JO UOHENSIUTWPE Y} ul paiinboi ae Aoy) asnesaq ‘eum() Jo [eacidde toud sxmbaa
10U Op A[[e1ousd S991AI0S 2SN T, “JOUM() 0] PIJIOAUT U] IABY PINOM AIBSSIOSU UID( IJIAIDS
oy} pey Jey) ‘POYIOUI AOLIJ JTU() IO YHS SWes oY) a1e Ao ], "PIIB[NO[d 9q JOUURD PUR USISIIO0J JoU
a1e sosuadxo AIesSsaoouun 959y} J0J 1500 YT, “IOUM() ) 0) SasUadxXo ATRSSIDIUUN JO BIXS UI J[NSI
UoTyA SULIS) JOBIUOY) ST} JO SOUSIAYPEUOU IO SUOB[OIA [[RWS J0J APSWIal Paside A[[endoenuo)) e st
“0BIUO)) I0)ORIUO))/ISUM() 9} JO SUONIPUO)) [BISUSL) PUR SUONRIYIAAS [BOTUYIS ], S} Ul PSULIp
se (A[uo sasey uononnsuo)) 3504 pue wononnsuoy) 0} serjddy) :130-19§ [BMIOBNUOD $39 JIO-198
"30UBMO[[Y ASUSSUTIU0)) B JO S)IJoUaq dues a1 ysijduwiosoe o)
Pasealdur oq Aeul 890, Y3 JO/PUE OIseq PIOIOAUL 9q JOU [[M PIsnun $39) Aousgurjuo) ‘parmbaiz

d

v

901D

S0°'TO



1. The Standard Hourly Rates and Reimbursable Expenses Schedule will be adjusted annually as
of the first January 1 date past expiration date printed on Attachment C-2 to reflect equitable
changes in the compensation payable to DIXON. Proposals sent after August 1% will have
Attachment C-2 with effective rates through December 31 of the subsequent year.

2. Unit Price for Hold Point observations and Lump Sum items shall be increased at the same
time as hourly rate by the same percentage increase as Standard Hourly Rates.

3. Notification of these cost adjustments, or the issuance of an Addendum or Change Order are not
required, but DIXON shall endeavor to so advise. Failure to supply notification does not waive
the right for implementing rate increases.

PART 2 INVOICING AND PAYMENT for Services in EXHIBIT A per EXHIBIT C-1:

A. Preparation and Submittal of Invoices: DIXON will prepare invoices in accordance with its
standard invoicing practices and the terms of this EXHIBIT C and Attachments C-1 and C-2.
DIXON will submit its invoices to Owner on a monthly basis. Invoices are due and payable
within 30 days of receipt. Small monthly invoices may be held by DIXON only, for a month or
more and combined.

B. Application to Interest and Principal: Payment will be credited first to any interest owed to DIXON
and then to principal.

C. Failure to Pay: If Owner fails to make any payment due DIXON for services and expenses within 30
days after receipt of DIXON’s invoice, then:

A. Amounts due DIXON will be increased at the rate of 1.0% per month (or the maximum rate of
interest permitted by law, if less) from said 30® day.

D. Disputed Invoices: If Owner disputes an invoice, either as to amount or entitlement, then Owner
shall promptly advise DIXON in writing of the specific basis for doing so, may withhold only that
portion so disputed, and must pay the undisputed portion.

Agreement Owner: City of Kewanee Page 10 of 18
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EXHIBIT C ATTACHMENT C-2: Agreement Between

Owner and DIXON

STANDARD HOURLY RATE AND REIMBURSABLE EXPENSE SCHEDULE

Labor Class
Principal
Project Manager
Engineer

CWI Welding RPR
DIXON Level 3 or NACE Certified Level 3 RPR

DIXON Level 2 or NACE Level 2 RPR
DIXON Level 1 or NACE Level 1 RPR

Contract Support Staff

Per Hour
$255.00
$153.00
$158.00

$137.00-$153.00
$107.00-$137.00
$97.00-$122.00
$87.00-$97.00
$112.00-$138.00

Qvertime Rate

$230.00

$237.00
$206.00-$230.00
$161.00-$206.00
$146.00-$183.00
$131.00-$146.00
$168.00-$207.00

Expenses Metropolitan Out-State
Mileage $0.70/mile + tolls $0.60/mile
Lodging $155.00 per diem $145.00 per diem
Meals $47.00 per diem $40.00 per diem
FEES EFFECTIVE THROUGH: December 31, 2020
Revised: 8/6/2019
Agreement Owner: City of Kewanee Page 12 of 18
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E. DIXON shall not at any time supervise, direct, control, or have authority over any Constructor’s
work, nor shall DIXON have authority over or be responsible for the means, methods, techniques,
sequences, or procedures of construction selected or used by any Constructor or the safety
precautions and programs incident thereto, for security or safety at the Project site, nor for any
failure of a Constructor’s furnishing and performing of its work. DIXON shall not be responsible
for the acts or omissions of any Constructor or for Constructor’s compliance with Laws and
Regulations.

F. DIXON makes no warranties, express or implied, under this Agreement or otherwise, in
connection with any services performed or furnished by Contractor.

G. DIXON shall not be responsible for any decisions made regarding the construction Contract
requirements, or any application, interpretation, clarification, or modification of the construction
Contract documents other than those made by DIXON or its consultants.

H. DIXON’s Services and Additional Services do not include: (1) serving as a “municipal advisor”
for purposes of the registration requirements of the Section 975 of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street
Reform and the Consumer Protection Act (2010) or the municipal advisor registration rules issued
by the Securities and Exchange Commission; (2) advising Owner, or any municipal entity or other
person or entity regarding municipal financial products or the issuance of municipal securities,
including advice with respect to the structure, timing, terms, or other similar matters concerning
such products or issuances; (3) providing surety bonding or insurance-related advice,
recommendations, counseling, or research, or enforcement of construction insurance or surety
bonding requirements, or (4) providing legal advice or representation.

GP1.03 Use of Documents:

A. All Documents are instruments of service, and DIXON shall retain an ownership and property
interest therein (including the copyright and the right of reuse at the discretion of DIXON) whether
the Project is completed or not. NOTE: A delayed project may require revisions of the Bid
and/or Contract Documents.

1. Owner may make and retain copies of Documents for information and reference in connection
with the use of the Documents on the Project. DIXON grants Owner a limited license to use
the Documents on the Project. Owner shall not use, reuse, or modify the Documents without
written verification, completion, or adaptation by DIXON. The limited license to Owner shall
not create any rights in third parties.

GP1.04 Suspension and Termination:
A. Suspension:

1. By Owner: Owner may suspend the Project for up to 90 days upon seven days written notice
to DIXON.

2. By DIXON: DIXON may, after giving seven days written notice to Owner, suspend services
under this Agreement if Owner has failed to pay DIXON for invoiced services and expenses,
or in response to the presence of Constituents of Concern at the Site.

B. Termination: The obligation to provide further services under this Agreement may be terminated.

1. For cause, by either party upon 30 days written notice in the event of substantial failure by the
other party to perform in accordance with the terms hereof through no fault of the terminating
party.

2. By DIXON:

a. Upon seven days written notice if Owner demands that DIXON furnish or perform
services contrary to DIXON’s responsibilities as a licensed professional; or if services for
the Project are delayed or suspended for more than 90 days for reasons beyond DIXON’s
control, or as the result of the presence at the Site of undisclosed Constituents of Concern.

b. DIXON shall have no liability to Owner on account of either such termination. This
Agreement will not terminate; however, if the party receiving such notice begins, within
seven days of receipt of such notice, to correct its substantial failure to perform and
proceeds diligently to cure such failure within no more than 30 days of receipt thereof.

Agreement Owner: City of Kewanee Page 14 of 18
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B. Constituents of Concern in the Coating Industry- DIXON and Owner acknowledge that the coating
industry may generate hazardous waste or Constituents of Concern (C of C) when removing old
coatings, C of C may be existing in soils from coating removal in the past, and some gasket
materials contained asbestos. Old coatings may contain heavy metals such as lead, chrome, and
cadmium. Hazardous solvents may be present in new coatings, thinners, or used in the cleaning of
equipment. These materials may be C of C but are considered Known C of C.

C. If DIXON Encounters or learns of an undisclosed Constituents of Concern at the Site, then
DIXON shall notify Owner. State and Federal notifications, if required, are the responsibility of
the Owner.

D. Owner acknowledges that DIXON is performing professional services for Owner and that DIXON
is not and shall not be required to become an “owner,” “arranger,” “operator,” “generator,” or
“transporter” of hazardous substances, as determined in the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA), as amended, which are or may be
encountered at or near the Site in connection with DIXON’s activities under this Agreement
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11.01

11.02

11.03

shall obtain and shall require its Consultants to obtain such additional insurance coverage, different

limits, or revised deductibles for such periods of time as requested by Owner, and EXHIBIT I will be

supplemented to incorporate this requirement.

Definitions:

1. Owner and Party 1 is Owner and Owner’s officers, directors, membership, partners, agents,
employees, consultants, or others retained by or under contract to the Owner with respect to
this Agreement or to the Project.

2. DIXON and Party 2 is DIXON and/or DIXON’s officers, directors, members, partners, agents,
employees, consultants, subcontractors, or others under contract to DIXON relative to this
Project or Agreement.

Limitation of Liability:

. DIXON’s Liability Limited to Amount of Insurance Proceeds: DIXON shall procure and maintain

insurance as required by and set forth in EXHIBIT I to this Agreement. Notwithstanding any
other provision of this Agreement, and to the fullest extent permitted by Laws and Regulations, the
total liability, in the aggregate, of DIXON and Party 2 to Owner and anyone claiming by, though,
or under Owner shall not exceed the total insurance proceeds paid on behalf of or to DIXON by
DIXON’s insurers in settlement or satisfaction of Owner’s Claims under the terms and conditions
of DIXON’s insurance policies applicable thereto (excluding fees, costs and expenses of
investigation, claims adjustment, defense, and appeal), up to the amount of insurance required
under this Agreement

Exclusion of Special, Incidental, Indirect, and Consequential Damages:

. To the fullest extent permitted by Laws and Regulations, and notwithstanding any other provision

in the Agreement. DIXON and Party 2 shall not be liable for special, incidental, indirect, or
consequential damages arising out of, or related to this Agreement or the Project, from any cause
or causes, including but not limited to: damage to water supply or reduction in fire protection.

Percentage Share of Negligence:

. To the fullest extent permitted by Laws and Regulations, a party’s total liability to the other party

and anyone claiming under the other party for damages caused in part by the negligence of the
party and in part by the negligence of the other party or any other negligent entity or individual,
shall not exceed the percentage share that the party’s negligence bears to the total negligence of
Owner, Engineer, and all other negligent entities and individuals.

Agreement Owner: City of Kewanee Page 18 of 18
Exhibit A, C, GP, I Contract No: 13-37-04-02






RESOLUTION NO. 5211

A RESOLUTION TO ACCEPT A PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
AGREEMENT WITH DIXON ENGINEERING TO PROVIDE CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION SERVICES
AND DECLARING THAT THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN FULL FORCE IMMEDIATELY.

WHEREAS, The South Water Tower is scheduled to be re-coated in 2020; and,

WHEREAS, Storage tank re-coating is specialized work that is expensive to perform and can be difficult to
perform properly; and,

WHEREAS, There are consulting engineering firms that specialize in coating steel tanks; and,

WHEREAS, Staff finds it prudent to engage such a consultant to ensure the South Water Tower work is
performed properly; and,

WHEREAS, Staff previously followed a Qualifications-Based Selection (QBS) process to select Dixon
Engineering to evaluate the existing condition of the tank and to assist in developing the
technical specifications to govern the project; and,

WHEREAS, Staff entered into a Professional Services Agreement with Dixon Engineering for $5,575.00 to
provide said services; and,

WHEREAS, Dixon Engineering proposes to amend the Agreement to provide construction engineering
services at standard rates for the not-to-exceed price of $47,350.00; and,

WHEREAS, $50,000.00 is included in the proposed FY2021 budget for construction engineering; and,

WHEREAS, Staff finds Dixon Engineering to be competent, is satisfied with the level of service provided
thus far, and recommends approval of the Amendment to the Agreement.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KEWANEE THAT:

Section 1 The proposed Amendment to the Professional Services Agreement with Dixon Engineering is
hereby accepted.
Section 2 The $47,530.00 Amendment increases the value of the Professional Services Agreement with

Dixon Engineering from $5,575 to a not-to-exceed value of $52,925.

Section 2 The Mayor, City Clerk, City Manager, and City Engineer are hereby authorized to execute the
Amendment to the Professional Services Agreement; provided, however, that said contract
documents are in substantially similar form and content to that attached hereto and incorporated
herein.

Section 3 This Resolution shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its passage and approval as
provided by law.



Adopted by the Council of the City of Kewanee, Illinois this 27" day of April 2020.

ATTEST:

Rabecka Jones, City Clerk Gary Moore, Mayor

RECORD OF THE VOTE Yes No Abstain | Absent

Mayor Gary Moore

Council Member Mike Komnick

Council Member Steve Faber

Council Member Chris Colomer

Council Member Michael Yaklich
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CITY OF KEWANEE
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM

MEETING DATE

April 27, 2020

RESOLUTION OR
ORDINANCE NUMBER

Resolution #5212

AGENDA TITLE Approval of a Resolution accepting the lowest
responsive and responsible bid from Performance
Pipelining, Inc. for Project #20-02, 2020 Cured In Place
Pipe (CIPP) Sewer Program, in the amount of
$500,161.40.

REQUESTING Public Works

DEPARTMENT

PRESENTER Scott Hinton, City Engineer

FISCAL INFORMATION

Cost as recommended: $500,161.40.

Budget Line Item: 33-49-850

Balance Available $610,000 in the proposed
FY2021 budget which
includes $360,000
budgeted, but unspent,
funds from FY2020.

New Appropriation [ 1Yes [X] No
Required:

PURPOSE

Accepting the bid is necessary to proceed with the
contract documents for the 2020 CIPP Program.




JKEWANEE

BACKGROUND

Staff has identified several sanitary sewer mains and
laterals that are structurally deficient and proposes to
line the mains before they need to be replaced. The
proposed 2020 lining locations are on East Central
Boulevard, East, Park, Payson, Willard, Beach, and
Division Streets. The Program includes the lining of
3,577 of 87, 5,240’ of 10”7, 1,116’ or 12", and 97’ of 24”
sanitary sewer. It also includes the lining of the City’s
portion of 65 sanitary sewer laterals.

The project was advertised for bids on March 27, 2020
and nine companies requested bid packages. Bids
were received and publicly read on April 21, 2020 with
the following results:

$500,161.40 Performance Pipelining
$520,130.00 Hoerr

$577,470.96 Insituform Technologies
$604,473.30 Visu-Sewer
$687,896.00 SAK Construction

SPECIAL NOTES

N/A

ANALYSIS

Much of the City’s sanitary sewer collection system is
aging and nearing the end of its useful life. Trenchless
technologies allow gravity piping to be rehabilitated by
placing a structural liner inside the deteriorating pipe.
This process is performed from manhole to manhole
without the need to remove pavement, excavate, or
expose the pipe. As such, the work is performed
quicker and cheaper than installing new pipe and with
much less inconvenience to the public. In most cases,
CIPP has proven to be more efficient and cost effective
than installing new gravity pipe. The City has a history
of successful installations and staff finds that CIPP
allows the City to stretch our limited funding and get the
most bang-for-the buck.

PUBLIC INFORMATION
PROCESS

This project was advertised on the City’s website and
two times in the local newspaper.

BOARD OR
COMMISSION
RECOMMENDATION

N/A
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STAFF Staff recommends accepting the bid of $500,161.40
RECOMMENDATION from Performance Pipelining, Inc. and proceeding with
execution of the contract documents.

PROCUREMENT POLICY | This project was competitively bid in accordance with
VERIFICATION the lllinois State Statutes which govern the procurement
of publicly funded construction contracts.

REFERENCE Bid tabulation and contract attached.
DOCUMENTS
ATTACHED




TABULATION OF BIDS

CITY OF KEWANEE
CITY HALL

401 EAST THIRD ST.

KEWANEE, IL. 61443

BIDDER NAME : | Performance Pipelining, Inc. Hoerr Construction, Inc. Insituform Technologies, USA| Visu-Sewer SAK Construction, LLC
DATE: 4/21/20 PROJECT: 2020 CIPP Sewer Program BIDDER ADDRESS : 1551 W. Norris Drive P.O. Box 65 11351 W. 183rd Street W230 N4855 Betker Road 864 Hoff Road
TIME: 11am OWNER: City of Kewanee CITY/STATE/ZIP : Ottawa, lllinois 61350 Goodfield, lllinois 61742 Orland Park, lllinois 60467 Pewaukee, WI. 53072 O'Fallon, MO. 63366
WITNESS: PROJECT #20-02 BID GUARANTEE : bid bond bid bond bid bond bid bond bid bond
ITEM ESTIMATED ESTIMATE
NO ITEM UNIT | QUANTITY JUNITPRICE ~ TOTAL  JUNITPRICE  TOTAL | UNIT PRICE TOTAL UNITPRICE  TOTAL  |UNITPRICE  TOTAL | UNIT PRICE TOTAL
1 |Line Sanitary Sewer 8" LF 3577 24.69 107184.23 23.75  84958.50 22.80 81560.16 25.40 90860.88 26.50 94795.80 33.00 118047.60
2 |Line Sanitary Sewer 10" LF 5240 28.97 129681.31 25.00 131010.00 24.00 125769.60 26.80 140442.72 28.25 148041.30 34.00 178173.60
3 |Line Sanitary Sewer 12" LF 1116 40.56  45281.18 32.25  36003.90 31.60 35278.24 39.90  44544.36 3550 39632.20 47.00 52470.80
4 |Line Sanitary Sewer 24" LF 97 118.58  11502.26 157.00  15229.00 151.00 14647.00 24400  23668.00 182.00  17654.00 207.00 20079.00
5 |Lateral Reinstatement EA. 180 86.93  15647.40 78.00  14040.00 75.00 13500.00 100.00  18000.00 100.00  18000.00 100.00 18000.00
6 |Lateral Lining EA. 65 3500.00 227500.00] 3200.00 208000.00| 3675.00 238875.00] 3705.00 240825.00f 3750.00 243750.00] 4125.00 268125.00
7 [|Protruding Service Conectio§ EA. 20 500.00  10000.00 260.00 5200.00 250.00 5000.00 130.00 2600.00 10.00 200.00 150.00 3000.00
8 |Dye Testing of Service EA. 10 250.00 2500.00 416.00 4160.00 400.00 4000.00 518.00 5180.00 340.00 3400.00 600.00 6000.00
9 |Traffic Control Complete LS 1 20000.00  20000.00f 1560.00 1560.00] 1500.00 1500.00] 11350.00  11350.00] 39000.00  39000.00] 24000.00 24000.00
TOTAL ESTIMATE/ BID =| 569,296.38 500,161.40 520,130.00 577,470.96 604,473.30 687,896.00
COMPARISON TO ESTIMATE -- -12.14% -8.64% 1.44% 6.18% 20.83%




CITY OF KEWANEE
CONTRACT

THIS AGREEMENT, made and concluded this day of , A.D.,

2020, between Performance Pipelining, Inc. of 1661 W Norris Drive, Ottawa, IL 61350
hereinafter referred to as the “CONTRACTOR,” and the CITY OF KEWANEE, ILLINOIS,
hereinafter referred to as the “CITY;”

WITNESSETH, that the CONTRACTOR for and in consideration of the payments to be made
to it by the CITY in the amount of FIVE HUNDRED THOUSAND ONE HUNDRED SIXTY-ONE
DOLLARS AND SIXTY-ONE CENTS (500,161.40) hereby covenants and agrees, to and with the
CITY, that it shall and will in good and workmanlike manner, furnish all the labor and material for
PROJECT #20-02, 2020 CIPP SEWER PROGRAM as per the CONTRACTOR’S Proposal dated

4/21/20.

Such work to be under the direction and to the satisfaction of the City Engineer, and in
accordance with the contractor’s Proposal, which is part of this contract. The work to be commenced
not later than 10 days after the execution of this contract unless mutually agreed upon by the CITY and
CONTRACTOR,; to progress regularly and uninterruptedly after it shall have been begun excepting as
shall otherwise be ordered by the City Council of the City of Kewanee (hereinafter referred to as the
“City Council™), or its authorized representative, and shall be finished and fully completed within forty-
five (45) calendar days; PROVIDED, however that if the time of the performance of the contract herein
be for any reason either expressly or by implication extended, such extension shall not affect the
validity of this contract.

The Contractor further agrees that the unit prices submitted are for the purpose of obtaining a
gross sum, and for use in computing the value of extras and deductions; that if there is a discrepancy

between the gross sum bid and that resulting from the summation of the quantities multiplied by their



respective unit prices, the latter shall apply. When this contract shall be wholly carried out and
completed on the part of the Contractor, and when said work has been accepted by the City, a sum of
money shall be computed by multiplying the following unit prices by the quantity of items
completed, it being understood that the following total sum of money listed is for the purpose of
determining the amount of the performance, labor, material and maintenance bond only. Such
payment shall be made as provided for in the said specifications.

This Contract calls for the construction of a “public work” within the meaning of the Illinois
Prevailing Wage Act, 820 ILCS 130/.01 et seq. (“the Act”). The Act requires contractors,
subcontractors, and truckers to pay laborers, workers, and mechanics performing services on public
works projects not less than the “prevailing rate of wages” (hourly cash wages plus fringe benefits)
in the county where the work is performed. The prevailing wage rates for projects for the City of
Kewanee are updated regularly by the Illinois Department of Labor and may be found at:

https://www.illinois.gov/idol/Laws-Rules/CONMED/Documents/2016%20Rates/Rock%20Island.pdf

All contractors, subcontractors, and truckers rendering services under this contract must
comply with all requirements of the Act, including but not limited to, all wage, notice and record
keeping duties. All contractors, subcontractors, and truckers shall keep an accurate record showing
the names and occupations of all laborers, workers, and mechanics employed by them on this
contract, and also showing the actual hourly wages paid to each of such persons and shall preserve
their weekly payroll records for a period of three (3) years from the date of completion of the contract.
Weekly certified payrolls shall be sent to the City Engineer.

It is further provided that the CONTRACTOR shall upon the sealing of this contract, file
with the CITY a Certificate of Insurance meeting the requirements of the City of Kewanee Special
Provision for Insurance Requirements.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said Parties have executed these presents on the date above

mentioned.


https://www.illinois.gov/idol/Laws-Rules/CONMED/Documents/2016%20Rates/Rock%20Island.pdf

CONTRACTOR: CITY:

CITY OF KEWANEE, ILLINOIS

By: By:

Mayor
Attest:

City Clerk
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llinois Department
of Transportation

Local Public Agency
Formal Contract
Proposal

N

enl

PROPOSAL SUBMITTED BY

1551 W, Nomis Dr.
Ottawa, IL
61350

Performance Pipelining, Inc. n

vaeet ppi-linet.com

State
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STATE OF ILLINOIS
COUNTY OF HENRY

(Name of 'Clty Vmage Town or Road District)

FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF
STREET NAME OR ROUTE NO. 2020 CIPP Sewer Program

SECTION NO. 20-02

TYPES OF FUNDS Local

SPECIFICATIONS (required) ] PLANS (required)

— — ——
— — —————

it iy, ) P
J‘PM’I’A'

[1 Mayor [] Presidént of Board of Trustds

Department of Transportation
(1 Released for bid based on limited review

3,/zs}zo

Regional Engineer

Date

For County and Road District Projects
Submitted/Approved

Highway Commissioner

Date

Submitted/Approved

County Engineer/Superintendent of Highways

Date

when bids are processed.

RS

N

.

ote: All proposal documents, includin

..

e

Printed 3/23/2020

Page 1 of 6

g Proposal Guaranty Checks or Proposal Bid Bonds, should be stapled together to prevent loss

BLR 12200 (01/08/14)



RETURN WITH BID

County HENRY

NOTICE TO BIDDERS Local Public Agency CITY OF KEWANEE

Section Number

Route 2020 CIPP Sewer

Sealed proposals for the improvement described below will be received at the office of  the City Clerk,

401 East Third Street, Kewanee, Illinois 61443 until 11:00AM  on April 21, 2020

Address Time Date

Sealed proposals will be opened and read publicly at the office of the City Clerk

401 East Third Street. Kewanee, Illinois 61443 at 11:00 AM on April 21, 2020

Address Time Date

DESCRIPTION OF WORK

Name 2020 CIPP Sewer Improvements Length: _ 10000.00 feet ( miles)
Loécation  various locations including East St, Central Bvld, Willard St, & Beach St.

Proposed Improvement _Relining of approx. 10,000 If of 8", 10", 12", and 24" Sanitary Sewer and laterals

using the Cured-in-Place Pipe (CIPP) lining method of construction.

1. Plans and proposal forms will be available in the office of the City Engineer

401 East Third Street, Kewanee, Hlinois 61443

Address
2. [] Prequalification

If checked, the 2 low bidders must file within 24 hours after the letting an “Affidavit of Availability” (Form BC 57), in
duplicate, showing all uncompleted contracts awarded to them and all low bids pending award for Federal, State, County,
Municipal and private work. One original shall be filed with the Awarding Authority and one original with the IDOT District
Office.

3. The Awarding Authority reserves the right to waive technicalities and to reject any or all proposals as provided in BLRS
Special Provision for Bidding Requirements and Conditions for Contract Proposals.

4. The following BLR Forms shall be returned by the bidder to the Awarding Authority:

a. BLR 12200: Local Public Agency Formal Contract Proposal
b. BLR 12200a Schedule of Prices

c. BLR 12230: Proposal Bid Bond (if applicable)

=]

5 SN R U )

5. The quantities appearing in the bid schedule are approximate and are prepared for the comparison of bids. Payment to
the Contractor will be made only for the actual quantities of work performed and accepted or materials furnished
according to the contract. The scheduled quantities of work to be done and materials to be furnished may be increased,
decreased or omitted as hereinafter provided.

6. Submission of a bid shall be conclusive assurance and warranty the bidder has examined the plans and understands all
requirements for the performance of work. The bidder will be responsible for all errors in the proposal resulting from
failure or neglect to conduct an in depth examination. The Awarding Authority will, in no case be responsible for any
costs, expenses, losses or changes in anticipated profits resulting from such failure or neglect of the bidder.

The bidder shall take no advantage of any error or omission in the proposal and advertised contract.

8. If a special envelope is supplied by the Awarding Authority, each proposal should be submitted in that envelope furnished
by the Awarding Agency and the blank spaces on the envelope shall be filled in correctly to clearly indicate its contents.
When an envelope other than the special one furnished by the Awarding Authority is used, it shall be marked to clearly
indicate its contents. When sent by mail, the sealed proposal shall be addressed to the Awarding Authority at the address
and in care of the official in whose office the bids are to be received. All proposals shall be filed prior to the time and at
the place specified in the Notice to Bidders. Proposals received after the time specified will be retumed to the bidder
unopened.

9. Permission will be given to a bidder to withdraw a proposal if the bidder makes the request in writing or in person before
the time for opening proposals.

Printed 3/23/2020 Page 2 of 6 BLR 12200 (01/08/14)
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County HENRY -
Local Public Agency CITY OF KEWANEE
Section Number
Route 2020 CIPP Sewer

PROPOSAL

-

Proposal of 2020 CIPP SEWER IMPROVEMENTS

for the improvement of the above section by the construction of _installation of approx. 10,000 If of CIPP, televising, cleaning,
_reinstating laterals, lining laterals, and other miscellaneous work.

a total distance of  10000.00 feet, of which a distance of _ 10000.00 feet, ( miles) are to be improved.

2. The plans for the proposed work are those prepared by  City of Kewanee Engineering Department
and approved by the Department of Transportation on

3. The specifications referred to herein are those prepared by the Department of Transportation and designated as
“Standard Specmcatlons for Road and Bridge Construction” and the “Supplemental Specifications and Recurring Special
Provisions” thereto, adopted and in effect on the date of invitation for bids.

4. The undersigned agrees to accept, as part of the contract, the applicable Special Provisions indicated on the “Check
Sheet for Recurring Special Provisions” contained in this proposal.

5. The undersigned agrees to complete the work within 45 working days or by
unless additional time is granted in accordance with the specifications.

6. A proposal guaranty in the proper amount, as specified in BLRS Special Provision for Bidding Requirements and
Conditions for Contract Proposals will be required. Bid Bonds will be allowed as a proposal guaranty. Accompanying this
proposal is either’a bid bond;if allowed, on Departmentfori BLR12230%r a proposal guaranty check, complying with the
specifications, made payable to:

City of Kewanee Treasurerof -
The amount of the check is _5% of the total bid ( )

7. In the event that one proposal guaranty check is intended to cover two or more proposals, the amount must be equal to
the sum of the proposal guaranties, which would be required for each individual proposal. If the proposal guaranty check
is placed in another proposal, it will be found in the proposal for: Section Number

8. The successful bidder at the time of execution of the contract will be required to deposit a contract bond for the full
amount of the award. When a contract bond is not required, the proposal guaranty check will be held in lieu thereof. If this
proposal is accepted and the undersigned fails to execute a contract and contract bond as required, it is hereby agreed
that the Bid Bond or check shall be forfeited to the Awarding Authority.

9. Each pay item should have a unit price and a total price. If no total price is shown or if there is a discrepancy between the
product of the unit price multiplied by the guantity, the unit price shall govern. If a unit price is omitted, the total price will
be divided by the quantity in order to establish a unit price.

10. A bid will be declared unacceptable if neither a unit price nor a total price is shown.

11. The undersigned submits herewith the schedule of prices on BLR 12200a covering the work to be performed under this
contract.

12. The undersigned further agrees that if awarded the contract for the sections contained in the combinations on
BLR 12200a, the work shall be in accordance with the requirements of each individual proposal for the multiple bid
specified in the Schedule for Multiple Bids below.

Printed 3/23/2020 Page 3 of 6 BLR 12200 (01/08/14)
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| Eg il)l;’n'lggnsportam SCHEDULE OF PRICES

A bid will be declared unacceptable if neither a unit price nor total price is shown.
County HENRY

Local Public Agency CITY OF KEWANEE
Section

Route 2020 CIPP Sewer

) Schedule for Multiple Bids _
Combination Letter Sections Included in Combinations Total

Schedule for Single Bid
(For complete information covering these items, see plans and specifications)

Bidder's Proposal for Making Entire Improvements

IE: ltems Unit Quantity Unit Price Total
1 |Line Sanitary Sewer 8" LF. 3577.20 23.15 84.458.50
2 |Line Sanitary Sewer 10" LF, 524040 25.00 131, 010.00
3 |Line Sanitary Sewer 12" | LF. 1,116.40] 3J.25 3b,003.90
4 |Line Sanitary Sewer 24” LF. o7l 15M.00 15,229.00
5 _|Lateral Reinstatement EA. 180 MNB.o0 I1,040.00
6 _|Lateral Lining | EA. 65| 3,200.00 | 709,000.00
7 _|Protruding Service Connctions| _EA. 20| 260.00 5,200.00
8 |Dye Testing of Services EA. 10| Ylb. 00 | 4,160.00
9 |Traffic Control Complete LS 1 1,560.00 1,540, 00

Total 500, 161.40

,@mmm Hhwpord: @ Jussled. ety e dlons ool foaly cents,

Page 4 of 6
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County HENRY -
CONTRACTOR CERTIFICATIONS Local Public Agency _CILY OF KFWANEE

Section Number
Route 2020 CIPP Sewer

The certifications hereinafter made by the bidder are each a material representation of fact upon which reliance is placed should
the Department enter into the contract with the bidder.

1.

Debt Delinquency. The bidder or contractor or subcontractor, respectively, certifies that it is not delinquent in the payment
of any tax administered by the Department of Revenue unless the individual or other entity is contesting, in accordance with
the procedures established by the appropriate revenue Act, its liability for the tax or the amount of tax. Making a false
statement voids the contract and allows the Department to recover all amounts paid to the individual or entity under the
contract in a civil action.

Bid-Rigging or Bid Rotating. The bidder or contractor or subcontractor, respectively, certifies that it is not barred from
contracting with the Department by reason of a violation of either 720 ILCS 5/33E-3 or 720 ILCS 5/33E-4.

A violation of Section 33E-3 would be represented by a conviction of the crime of bid-rigging which, in addition to Class 3
felony sentencing, provides that any person convicted of this offense or any similar offense of any state or the United States
which contains the same elements as this offense shall be barred for 5 years from the date of conviction from contracting
with any unit of State or local government. No corporation shall be barred from contracting with any unit of State or local
government as a result of a conviction under this Section of any employee or agent of such corporation if the employee so
convicted is no longer employed by the corporation and: (1) it has been finally adjudicated not guilty or (2) if it demonstrates
to the governmental entity with which it seeks to contract and that entity finds that the commission of the offense was neither
authorized, requested, commanded, nor performed by a director, officer or a high managerial agent in behalf of the
corporation.

A violation of Section 33E-4 would be represented by a conviction of the crime of bid-rotating which, in addition to Class 2
felony sentencing, provides that any person convicted of this offense or any similar offense of any state or the United States
which contains the same elements as this offense shall be permanently barred from contracting with any unit of State or
local government. No corporation shall be barred from contracting with any unit of State or local government as a result of a
conviction under this Section of any employee or agent of such corporation if the employee so convicted is no longer
employed by the corpoaration and: (1) it has been finally adjudicated not guilty or (2) if it demonstrates to the governmental
entity with which it seeks to contract and that entity finds that the commission of the offense was neither authorized,
requested, commanded, nor performed by a director, officer or a high managerial agent in behalf of the corporation.

Bribery. The bidder or contractor or subcontractor, respectively, certifies that it has not been convicted of bribery or
attempting to bribe an officer or employee of the State of lllinois or any unit of local government, nor has the firm made an
admission of guilt of such conduct which is a matter of record, nor has an official, agent, or employee of the firm committed
bribery or attempted bribery on behalf of the firm and pursuant to the direction or authorization of a responsible official of the
firm.

Interim Suspension or Suspension. The bidder or contractor or subcontractor, respectively, certifies that it is not currently
under a suspension as defined in Subpart [ of Title 44 Subtitle A Chapter lll Part 6 of the lllinois Administrative Code.
Furthermore, if suspended prior to completion of this work, the contract or contracts executed for the completion of this work
may be cancelled.

Printed 3/23/2020 Page 5 of 6 BLR 12200 (01/08/14)



RETURN WITH BID

County HENRY
Local Public Agency CITY OF KEWANEE
Section Number
Route 2020 CIPP Sewer

SIGNATURES

(If an individual)

Signature of Bidder

Business Address / -

(If a partnership) /
Firm Name
Signed By /
Business Address /

Inset Names and Addressed of All Partners

(if a corporation)
Corporate Name M\MM \@l/)

Signed By

President

Business Address /851 W Abfﬂ)é b‘/
Ofaudn, T} 13S0 0

President f/w / /l/ / UL/W
Insert Names of Officers Secretary%ﬂ M.- (M@

Treasurer //L{?/Lp/,/ / Mﬁ \_/
Attest: (L/ C@M\/

Secretary
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llinois Department Local Agency
of Transportation Proposal Bid Bond

Route 2020 CIPP Sewer Lining
County Henry

| RETURN WITH BID Local Agency _City of Kewanes

Section _20-02
= PAPER BID BOND = — —
WE Performance Pipelining, Inc. as PRINCIPAL,

and Merchants Bonding Company (Mutual) as SURETY.

are held jointly, severally and firmly bound unto the above Local Agency (hereafter referred to as “LA") in the penal sum of 5% of the total bid price, or for
the amount specified in the proposal documents in effect on the date of invitation for bids whichever is the lesser sum. We bind ourselves, our heirs,
executors, administrators, successors, and assigns, jointly pay to the LA this sum under the conditions of this instrument.

WHEREAS THE CONDITION OF THE FOREGOING OBLIGATION IS SUCH that, the said PRINGIPAL is submitting a written proposal to the LA acting
through its awarding authority for the construction of the work designated as the above section.

THEREFORE if the proposal is accepted and a contract awarded to the PRINCIPAL by the LA for the above designated section and the PRINCIPAL
shall within fifteen (15) days after award enter into a formal contract, furnish surety guaranteeing the faithful performance of the work, and furnish evidence
of the required insurance coverage, all as provided in the “Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction” and applicable Supplemental
Specifications, then this obligation shall become void; otherwise it shall remain in full force and effect.

IN THE EVENT the LA determines the PRINCIPAL has failed to enter into a formal contract in compliance with any requirements set forth in the
preceding paragraph, then the LA acting through its awarding authority shall imnmediately be entitled to recover the full penal sum set out above, together
with all court costs, all attorney fees, and any other expense of recovery.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, the said PRINCIPAL and the said SURETY have caused this instrument to be signed by their
respective officers this 6th day of April, 2020

Principal
Performance Pipelining, Inc.

// i {Company Namc_e),// (Company Name)
By: %’\'- — By:

Kenneth %. Corbin, CEO  (Signature and Title) (Signature and Title)
(If PRINCIPLE is a joint venture of two or more contractors, the company names, ang-z

Surety
Merchants Bonding Company (Mutual) By: s
(Name of Surety) . (SigMature f' orney-in-Fact)
STATE OF IiAK@IS Jowa Dione R. Young, Attorfiey-in-a
COUNTY OF _Dallas
I Anne Crowner , a Notary Public in and for said county,

do hereby certify that  Kenneth P. Corbin and Dione R. Young
( Insert names of individuals signing on behalf of PRINCIPAL & SURETY)
who are each personally known to me to be the same persons whose names are subscribed to the foregoing instrument on behalf of PRINCIPAL and
SURETY, appeared before me this day in person and acknowledged respectively, that they signed ang delivered sgidinstruments asthairfreo and
voluntary act for the uses and purposes therein set forth. o S ANNE CROWNER
Sh, F ¥ Commission Number 741769

= g ission Expires
‘owR July 21, 2021

Given under my hand and notarial seal this 6th of//" April, 2020

My commission expires 7/21/2021

) y _-.,,-4""‘
W (Notary Public)
— i = ELECT IC BOND

] Electronic bid bond is allowed (box must be checked by LA if electronic bid bond is allowed)

The Principal may submit an electronic bid bond, in lieu of completing the above section of the Proposal Bid Bond Form. By providing
an electronic bid bond ID code and signing below, the Principal is ensuring the identified electronic bid bond has been executed and
the Principal and Surety are firmly bound unto the LA under the conditions of the bid bond as shown above. (if PRINCIPAL is a joint
venture of two or more contractors, an electronic bid bond 1D code, company/Bidder name title and date must be affixed for each
contractor in the venture.)

LIt T[]

Electronic Bid Bond ID Code (Company/Bidder Name)

(Signature and Title) Date

Page 1 of 1 BLR 12230 (Rev. 7/05



MERCHANTS S\

BONDING COMPANYw
POWER OF ATTORNEY

Know All Persons By These Presents, that MERCHANTS BONDING COMPANY (MUTUAL) and MERCHANTS NATIONAL BONDING, INC.,
both being corporations of the State of lowa (herein collectively called the “Companies”) do hereby make, constitute and appoint, individually,

Dione R. Young

their true and lawful Attorney(s)-in-Fact, to sign its name as surety(ies) and to execute, seal and acknowledge any and all bonds, undertakings,
contracts and other written instruments in the nature thereof, on behalf of the Companies in their business of guaranteeing the fidelity
of persons, guaranteeing the performance of contracts and executing or guaranteeing bonds and undertakings required or permitted in any
actions or proceedings allowed by law.

This Power-of-Attorney is granted and is signed and sealed by facsimile under and by authority of the following By-Laws adopted by the Board
of Directors of Merchants Bonding Company (Mutual) on April 23, 2011 and amended August 14, 2015 and adopted by the Board of Directors
of Merchants National Bonding, Inc., on October 16, 2015.

"The President, Secretary, Treasurer, or any Assistant Treasurer or any Assistant Secretary or any Vice President shall have power and authority
to appoint Attorneys-in-Fact, and to authorize them to execute on behalf of the Company, and aftach the seal of the Company thereto, bonds and
undertakings, recognizances, contracts of indemnity and other writings obligatory in the nature thereof.”

“The signature of any authorized officer and the seal of the Company may be affixed by facsimile or electrenic transmission to any Power of Attorney
or Certification thereof authorizing the execution and delivery of any bond, undertaking, recognizance, or other suretyship obligations of the
Company, and such signature and seal when so used shall have the same force and effect as though manually fixed."

In connection with obligations in favor of the Florida Department of Transportation only, it is agreed that the power and aut hority hereby given to the
Attorney-in-Fact includes any and all consents for the release of retained percentages and/or final estimates on engineering and construction
confracts required by the State of Florida Department of Transportation. 1t is fully understood that consenting to the State of Florida Department
of Transportation making payment of the final estimate to the Contractor and/or its assignee, shall not relieve this surety company of any of
its obligations under its bond.

In connection with obligations in favor of the Kentucky Department of Highways only, it is agreed that the power and authority hereby given
to the Attorney-in-Fact cannot be modified or revoked unless prior written personal notice of such intent has been given to the Commissioner-
Department of Highways of the Commonwealth of Kentucky at least thirty (30) days prior to the modification or revocation.

In Witness Whereof, the Companies have caused this instrument to be sighed and sealed this 5th  day of March , 2020 .
““‘{nlu.,"' R .;\.G- 'c‘oo
Rt .4 2 o\ { Te
.:"\\P.f-a';saﬁn‘.,o;. B \\P"“po "9--?»?,'-_ MERCHANTS BONDING COMPANY (MUTUAL)
;',900 "_.¢'-_ . Q’,-'QQ N f", MERCHANTS NATIONAL BONDING, INC,
iZix Lo- BiO: 12T . Wt
Il EHRE Q=
L ;. . iPeal ]
o 2003 iof 1% 198 & By
X3 NG A
o""‘”'--...ﬁ,..--‘of"g ..?‘ﬂ--...ﬂ (\... President
STATE OF IOWA St tevqes®’
COUNTY OF DALLAS ss.
Onthis 5th day of March , 2020 , before me appeared Larry Taylor, to me personally known, who being by me duly sworn

did say that he is President of MERCHANTS BONDING COMPANY (MUTUAL) and MERCHANTS NATIONAL BONDING, INC.; and that the
seals affixed to the foregoing instrument are the Corporate Seals of the Companies; and that the said instrument was signed and sealed in behalf

of the Companies by authority of their respective Boards of Directors.
POLLY MASON

Commission Number 750576 ?0{/%/ VV\_Q,SW\_/

My Commission Expires
January 07, 2023

(Expiration of notary's commission

does not invalidate this instrument)
I, William Warner, Jr., Secretary of MERCHANTS BONDING COMPANY (MUTUAL) and MERCHANTS NATIONAL BONDING, INC., do hereby
certify that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy of the POWER-OF-ATTORNEY executed by said Companies, which is still in full
force and effect and has not been amended or revoked.

Notary Public

In Witness Whereof, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the Companies on this 6th day of April , 2020
RIS swvws
s«‘v‘;‘\ONAZ'g' ..:&.\\\E_CD :o.‘
> ¥ e N 'o’ - Yer s .".. .
5;3’ -_E’OQP 004;._%‘._ K QQ"&,Q“POQV)?.' % . - / »
.- ‘(\'-. % e - ' @ ;
:Z.é -0~ O.O: .,__-Q —0- M %‘/ W ‘
igiT iZiiziT =2
iHa 2003 of Vg 198 S& Secretary
',’?‘” Snpnnean® :")é‘ > 0..31#- ...... ‘\,\*;.n
" "'lulul““‘“ ..‘0000".
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RESOLUTION NO. 5212

A RESOLUTION TO ACCEPT THE BID FROM PERFORMANCE PIPLINING, INC. FOR PROJECT #20-
02,2020 CURED IN PLACE PIPE (CIPP) SEWER PROGRAM, IN THE AMOUNT OF $500,161.40 AND
DECLARING THAT THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN FULL FORCE IMMEDIATELY.

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,
WHEREAS,

The City Council recognizes that aging sanitary sewers are deteriorating and nearing the end of
their useful lives; and,

Lining the sewers using the CIPP method of trenchless technology is more cost efficient with
less public inconvenience than installing new sewers; and,

Bids were solicited to replace several 87, 107, 127, and 24" sewers and 65 laterals within the
right-of-way and those bids received on time were opened and publicly read on April 21, 2020;
and,

Performance Pipelining, Inc. of 1551 W Norris Drive, Ottawa, IL 61350 submitted the lowest
responsive and responsible bid of $500,161.40; and,

$610,000.00 is allocated for this work in the proposed FY2021 budget; and,

Staff recommends the City of Kewanee enter into a contract with Performance Pipelining, Inc.
for the $500,161.40.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KEWANEE THAT:

Section 1

Section 2

Section 3

The bid of Performance Pipelining, Inc. is hereby accepted.

The Mayor, City Clerk, City Manager, and City Engineer are hereby authorized to execute and
attest to all necessary contract documents with Performance Pipelining, Inc. for Project #20-02,
2020 CIPP Sewer Program, in the amount of $500,161.40; provided, however, that said contract
documents are in substantially similar form and content to that attached hereto and incorporated
herein.

This Resolution shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its passage and approval as
provided by law.

Adopted by the Council of the City of Kewanee, Illinois this 27" day of April 2020.

ATTEST:

Rabecka Jones, City Clerk Gary Moore, Mayor

RECORD OF THE VOTE Yes No Abstain | Absent

Mayor Gary Moore

Council Member Mike Komnick

Council Member Steve Faber

Council Member Chris Colomer

Council Member Michael Yaklich




QUAD CITIES DIRECTIONAL BORING, INC.

INVOICE

PRODUCT 13034G

PO BOX 371 INVOICE NUMBER INVOIGE DATE ACCOUNT NO.
COLONA, ILLINOIS 61241 1849 3/13/2020
(309) 792-3070
Fax (309) 792-4034
SOLD CITY OF KEWANEE S%J CITY OF KEWANEE
TO: ATTN:; SCOTT HINTON : ATTN: SCOTT HINTON
401 E THIRD ST 401 E THIRD ST
KEWANEE IL 61443 KEWANEE IL 61443
DATE SHIPPED SHIP VIA TERMS SALESPERSON CUSTOMER P.O. NUMBER
3/13/2020
QUANTITY DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE * CODE EXTENDED AMOUNT
03/04/2020 - KEWANEE, II. WASTE TREATMENT PLANT
500 500FT BORE - 20" HDPE SDR17 IPS 175.00 87.500.00
SZ2-93-Z70
BoeZ 20" peer upl
MESSAGES 7/ * CODES SUBTOTAL
SHIPPING CHARGES
SALES TAX
PLEASE PAYp
$87.500.00

USE WITH 771C ENVELOPE

Deluxe Corporation 1-800-328-0304 or www.deluxe.com/shap

Thank You !

PRINTED INUSA. B



QUAD CITIES DIRECTIONAL BORING, INC.

INVOICE

INVOICE NUMBER

P.O. BOX 371 INVOICE DATE ACCOUNT NO.
COLONA, ILLINOIS 61241 1850 3/13/2020
(309) 792-3070
Fax (309) 792-4034
SOLD CITY OF KEWANEE SHlFf CITY OF KEWANEE
TO: ATTN: SCOTT HINTON T0: ATTN: SCOTT HINTON
401 E THIRD ST 401 E THIRD ST
KEWANEE 1L 61443 KEWANEE IL 61443
DATE SHIPPED SHIP VIA TERMS SALESPERSON CUSTOMER P.O. NUMBER
3/13/2020
QUANTITY DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE * CODE EXTENDED AMOUNT
03/05/2020 - WASTE TREATMENT PLANT
2 20" IPS MJ ADAPTER 786.00 1,572.00
2 20" IPS MJ ACCESSORY KIT 323.00 646.00
1 FUSION & LABOR 900.00 900.00
Sz-93-g70
u
AtvITIeAL 20" ForeS Wil
MESSAGES / * CODES N
SUBTOTAL
SHIPPING CHARGES
SALES TAX
PLEASE PAYp
$3,118.00

PRODUCT 13034G USE WITH 771C ENVELOPE

Deluxe Corporation 1-800-328-0304 or www.deluxe.com/shop

Thank Cyow

PRINTED INUSA. B

[



SZ2-93- &0
Progaer £ |06S

O

Phone # (309) 852-2720
DOOLEY BROS, Fax# (309) 8522810
S R¥ tll‘ 0 PLUMBING & HEATING ING.
306 N TREMONT ST E-mail
P.O. Box 312 dooleybrosplumbing@gmail.com
KEWANEE, IL 61443
Bill To Date of Bill Service Date P.0O. No.
City of Kewanee 2/6/2020 1/17/2020 WWTP
Attn. Scott Hinton
401 E. Third Street
Kewanee, II. 61443 Invoice # Terms Due Date
820 Net 30 3/7/2020
Quantity ltem Code Description Price Each Amount
40| Labor Hour Work done at WWTP 90.00 3,600.00
1/13/2020-1/17/2020 to install
valve, replace pipe, and help
camera line.
2 | NFLVENT
ZePA R
Subtotal $3,600.00
Sales Tax (8.25%) $0.00
Total $3,600.00

All Past Due Accounts are subject to a
2% Monthly Service Charge.

IL PL: 058-104449

Established 1916




RATLIFF BROTHERS & CO,, INC.
701 DEWEY AVENUE
PO BOX 431

INVOICE

Invoice Number: 15711

KEWANEE, IL 61443 Invoice Date: Jan 29, 2020
Page: 1
Voice: 309-852-2222 -
Fax:  309-856-6266 S2-93- @70
PloaasT 3 |o(S
Bill To: INFLVERT VS,
CITY OF KEWANEE PUBLIC WORKS -
401 E. THIRD STREET e pinl TCVAK
ATTN: SCOTT HINTON, CITY MANAGER
KEWANEE, IL 61443
'{ Customer D Customer PO Payment Terms _" ‘ Due Date
KEWPUB Net 10 Days 2/8/20
f_QuantityI Item . Description Unit Price = Amount
1.50 | MT 1/13/2020 - MACHINERY TRAILER #323 MOVED JD 690 CRAWLER HOE 130.00 195.00
TO SEWAGE PLANT
8.00 | JD690 ELC 1/13/2020 - DIG AND EXPOSE 20" PIPE AT SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT 150.00 1,200.00
8.00 | JDE90 ELC 1/14/2020 - FIND LEAK ON WEST END 150.00 1,200.00
8.00 | LABOR PER || 1/14/2020 - WORK ON 20" FORCE MAIN 90.00 720.00
| 1.00 | BLUE SEWEF| 1/14/2020 - BLUE SEWER BOX RENTAL 120.00 120.00
I 8.00 | JD690 ELC | 1/15/2020 - INSTALL VALVE 150.00 1,200.00
8.00 LABOR PER || 1/15/2020 - WORK ON 20" FORCE MAIN, INSTALL VALVE 90.00 720.00 |
| 1.00 | BLUE SEWEF| 1/15/2020 - BLUE SEWER BOX RENTAL 120.00 120.00
1.00 | 2" PUMP 1/15/2020 - 2" PUMP 25.00 25.00
8.00 | JD690 ELC 1/16/2020 - BACKFILL AND PUT DRESSER ON PIPE WITH DOOLEY 160.00 | 1,200.00
1.00 | BLUE SEWEF| 1/16/2020 - BLUE SEWER BOX RENTAL 120.00 120.00
4.00  JD690 ELC | 1/17/2020 - BACKFILL 150.00 600.00

Check/Credit Memo No:

Subtotal 7,420.00
Sales Ta ]

“Total Invoice Amoui 7,420.00
" Payment/Credit Applied 4
TOTAL | 7,420.00|

A FINANCE CHARGE OF 1.5% PER MONTH WILL BE APPLIED ON ALL INVOICES OVER 30 DAYS



| %

- q 2 6 Phone # (309) 852-2720
‘:‘- : DO OLEY BRO So Fax # (309) 852-2810
PLUMBING & HEATING INC.
W W TP Fo2ed MAtlgs N TREMONT ST E-mil
P.O. Box 312 dooleybrosplumbing@gmail.com
KEWANEE, IL 61443
Bill To Date of Bill Service Date P.O. No.
City of Kewanee 3/18/2020 2/19-3/16
401 E. Third Street
Kewanee, IL 61443
Invoice # Terms Due Date
878 Net 30 4/17/2020
Quantity ltem Code Description Price Each Amount
4| Labor Hour Labor on 2/19 & 2/20 for 95.00 380.00
meeting and lining up materials
for WWTP 20" job
3| Labor Hour 2/24/2020 Locating utilities 95.00 285.00
8| Labor Hour 2/25/2020 Pothole at 95.00 760.00
pumphouse
8 | Labor Hour 2/26/2020 Locate top of hill 95.00 760.00
8 | Labor Hour 2/27/2020 Dig out bore hole at 95.00 760.00
pump house
8 | Labor Hour 2/28/2020 Dig out bore hole at 95.00 760.00
top of hill & pump out
8 | Labor Hour 3/2/2020 Cut out 20" pipe at 95.00 760.00
pump house
8 [ Labor Hour 3/3/2020 Cut out 24" pipe at 95.00 760.00
pump house
8 | Labor Hour 3/4/2020 Measure & order 95.00 760.00
Fittings
8 | Labor Hour 3/5/2020 Dig & expose valve 95.00 760.00
at top of hill to prep for fitting
install

Subtotal

Sales Tax (8.25%)

All Past Due Accounts are subject to a
2% Monthly Service Charge.

IL PL: 058-104449

Established 1916

Total

Page 1




O

All Past Due Accounts are subject to a
2% Monthly Service Charge.

IL PL: 058-104449

Established 1916

S.Z "q 3 -$70 Phone # (309) 852-2720
DOOLEY BROS- Fax # (309) 852-2810
PLUMBING & HEATING ING.
306 N TREMONT ST E-mail
P.O. Box 312 dooleybrosplumbing@gmail.com
KEWANEE, IL 61443
Bill To Date of Bill Service Date P.O. No.
City of Kewanee 3/18/2020 2/19-3/16
401 E. Third Street
Kewanee, IL 61443
Invoice # Terms Due Date
878 Net 30 4/17/2020
Quantity Item Code Description Price Each Amount
16 | Labor Hour 3/10/2020-3/11/2020 95.00 1,520.00
connecting fittings at top of
hill
16 | Labor Hour 3/12/2020-3/13/2020 95.00 1,520.00
connecting fittings to pump
building
8 | Labor Hour 3/16/2020 Install 24" puug & 95.00 760.00
backfill with sand
Subtotal $10,545.00
Sales Tax (8.25%) $0.00
Total $10,545.00

Page 2




RATLIFF BROTHERS & CO,, INC.

701 DEWEY AVENUE
PO BOX 431

INVOICE

Invoice Number: 15742

KEWANEE, IL 61443 Invoice Date: Mar 11, 2020
Page: 1
Voice: 309-852-2222
Fax: 309-856-6266
Bill To:
CITY OF KEWANEE PUBLIC WORKS
401 E. THIRD STREET
ATTN: SCOTTHINTON, CITY MANAGER
KEWANEE, IL 61443
L CustomerID Customer PO ' : Payment Terms | Due Date
KEWPUB P.O.# Net 10 Days 3/21/20
Quantity Item _ Description Unit Price | Amount
2.00 LABOR PER| 2/24/2020 - LOCATE UNDERGROUND CONDUITS AT SEWER PLANT 90.00 180.00
4.00 |MT 2/25/2020 - MACHINERY TRAILER #323 MOVED JD690 CRAWLER HOE 130.00 520.00
TO SEWER PLANT & BOX AND PLATES
3.00 | TANDEM 2/25/2020 - 90.00 270.00
| 8.00 ‘JDSQO ELC | 2/25/2020 - SEARCH FOR UTILITIES - DIG UP NEW VALVE ‘ 150.00 1,200.00
| 1.00 | BLUE SEWEF 2/25/2020 - BLUE SEWER BOX RENTAL & PLATES 120.00 120.00 |
8.00 |JD690 ELC  2/26/2020 - SEARCH FOR UTILITIES | 150.00 1,200.00
| 3.00 | LABOR PER 1{2/26/2020 - LOCATE 30" FORCE MAIN @ SEWER PLANT | 90.00 270.00
| 7.00 | TANDEM 2/26/2020 - HAUL DIRT 90.00 630.00
1.00 | MT 2/26/2020 - MACHINERY TRAILER #323 MOVED RED SEWER BOX TO ‘ 130.00 130.00 ‘
SEWER PLANT
8.00 | LABOR PER 1| 2/26/2020 - SEARCH FOR UTILITIES | 90.00 720.00
1.00 | BLUE SEWEF| 2/26/2020 - BLUE SEWER BOX RENTAL & PLATES 120.00 120.00
| 8.00 JD690 ELC | 2/27/2020 - SEARCH FOR UTILITIES PREPARE FOR BORING CREW 150.00 1,200.00
' 8.00 LABOR PER I|2/27/2020 - SEARCH FOR UTILITIES PREPARE FOR BORING CREW 90.00 720.00 |
‘ 1.00 | BLUE SEWEF| 2/27/2020 - BLUE SEWER BOX RENTAL & PLATES 120.00 120.00
1.00 | RED SEWER | 2/27/2020 - 20 FT. RED SEWER BOX RENTAL 135.00 135.00 |
I 8.00 | LABOR PER ||2/28/2020 - SEARCH FOR UTILITIES PREPARE FOR BORING CREW 90.00 720.00
‘ 8.00 JD690 ELC | 2/28/2020 - SEARCH FOR UTILITIES PREPARE FOR BORING CREW 150.00 1,200.00
| 5.50 TANDEM 2/28/2020 - HAUL DIRT 90.00 495.00
2.00  TRUCK & TR, 2/28/2020 - HAUL CRANE MATS TO SEWER PLANT 100.00 200.00
I ‘
Subtotal Continued
S— Z-"g? g - 973 | Sales Ta Continued |
WMTP eee MW _ Tofallnvoice Amoul  Continued
Check/Credit Memo No: Payment/Credit Applied
__ TOTAL| Continued

A FINANCE CHARGE OF 1.5% PER MONTH WILL BE APPLIED ON ALL INVOICES OVER 30 DAYS




%ﬁgﬂifA%(ggHERs & CO., INC. I N Vo I c E

PO BOX 431 Invoice Number: 15742

KEWANEE, IL 61443 S2-93-470 Invoice Date:  Mar 11, 2020
Page: 2

Voice: 309-852-2222 WWTY pol2e m MJ

Fax: 309-856-6266

Bill To:
CITY OF KEWANEE PUBLIC WORKS
401 E. THIRD STREET
ATTN: SCOTT HINTON, CITY MANAGER
KEWANEE, IL 61443
‘ Customer ID [ Customer PO Payment Terms ‘ " DueDate
KEWPUB PO.# Net 10 Days 3/21/20
| Quantity|  Item Description B | Unit Price  Amount
’ 1.00 | BLUE SEWEF|2/28/2020 - BLUE SEWER BOX RENTAL & PLATES o 120.00 120.00 |
‘ 1.00 | RED SEWER | 2/28/2020 - 20 FT. RED SEWER BOX RENTAL 135.00 135.00
12.00 | PLASTIC MA™ 2/28/2020 - PLASTIC CRANE MATS RENTAL 8.00 96.00
600 |TANDEM | 3/02/2020 - HAUL DIRT 90.00 450.00
8.00 ‘ JDB90 ELC | 3/02/2020 - REMOVE OLD FORCE MAIN PIPES 150.00 1,200.00
8.00 | LABOR PER 1 3/02/2020 - REMOVE OLD FORCE MAIN PIPES 90.00 720.00 |
12.00 | PLASTIC MA™| 3/02/2020 - PLASTIC CRANE MATS RENTAL 8.00 96.00
1.00 BLUE SEWEF| 3/02/2020 - BLUE SEWER BOX RENTAL & PLATES 135.00 135.00
1.00 RED SEWER | 3/02/2020 - 20 FT. RED SEWER BOX RENTAL 135.00 135.00
‘ 8.00 LABOR PER || 3/03/2020 - BORE PREP 90.00 720.00
| 8.00 ‘TANDEM 3/03/2020 - HAUL MUD | 90.00 720.00
12.00 | PLASTIC MA™ 3/03/2020 - PLASTIC CRANE MATS RENTAL 8.00 96.00
1.00 ‘ BLUE SEWEF 3/03/2020 - BLUE SEWER BOX RENTAL & PLATES 120.00 120.00
1.00 RED SEWER  3/03/2020 - 20 FT. RED SEWER BOX RENTAL 135.00 135.00
8.00 JD690 ELC 3/03/2020 - BORE PREP 150.00 1,200.00
: 8.00 LABOR PER 1| 3/04/2020 - ASSIST IN BORE 90.00 720.00 |
5.00 TANDEM 3/04/2020 - HAUL DIRT 90.00 450.00
8.00 JD690 ELC 3/04/2020 - SUPPORT BORE CREW 150.00 1,200.00
12.00 | PLASTIC MA™ 3/04/2020 - PLASTIC CRANE MATS RENTAL 8.00 96.00
1.00 | BLUE SEWEF| 3/04/2020 - BLUE SEWER BOX RENTAL & PLATES 120.00 | 120.00
1.00 | RED SEWER 3/04/2020 - 20 FT. RED SEWER BOX RENTAL 135.00 135.00
Subtotal Continued i
Sales Ta | Continued |
Total Invoice Amoui  Continued |
Check/Credit Memo No: Payment/Credit Applied | |
. TOTAL Continued

A FINANCE CHARGE OF 1.5% PER MONTH WILL BE APPLIED ON ALL INVOICES OVER 30 DAYS



RATLIFF BROTHERS & CO., INC.
701 DEWEY AVENUE

PO BOX 431

KEWANEE, IL 61443

Voice: 309-852-2222
Fax: 309-856-6266

Bill To:

CITY OF KEWANEE PUBLIC WORKS
401 E. THIRD STREET

ATTN: SCOTT HINTON, CITY MANAGER
KEWANEE, IL 61443

INVOICE

Invoice Number: 15742
Invoice Date: Mar 11, 2020

CustomerID | i Customer PO

KEWPUB PO.#

| Quantity Item Description

| 8.00 JD690 ELC | 3/05/2020 - ASSIST BORE CREW INSTALL ENDS
8.00 LABOR PER | 3/05/2020 - ASSIST BORE CREW INSTALL ENDS
12.00 | PLASTIC MA™ | 3/05/2020 - PLASTIC CRANE MATS RENTAL
1.00 | BLUE SEWEF 3/05/2020 - BLUE SEWER BOX RENTAL & PLATES
1.00 | RED SEWER | 3/05/2020 - 20 FT. RED SEWER BOX

Check/Credit Memo No:

Page: 3
PaymentTerms | |  Due Date
Net 10 Days 3/21/20

- Unit Price | Amount

150.00 | 1,200.00
90.00 720.00 |

8.00 96.00

120.00 120.00

135.00 135.00

|

Subtotal 21,220.00
Sales Ta | '|
Toml‘ E,zzo_cﬁi
Payment/Credit Applied | - |
TOTAL | 21,220.00

A FINANCE CHARGE OF 1.5% PER MONTH WILL BE APPLIED ON ALL INVOICES OVER 30 DAYS



RATLIFF BROTHERS & CO.,, INC.
701 DEWEY AVENUE
PO BOX 431

INVOICE

Invoice Number: 15783

KEWANEE, IL 61443 g'z—q'g - 679 Invoice Date: Apr 13, 2020
Page: 1
Voice: 309-852-2222 "W
Fax: 309-856-6266 W\ ww M’ A’”[
Bill To:
CITY OF KEWANEE PUBLIC WORKS
401 E. THIRD STREET
ATTN: SCOTT HINTON, CITY MANAGER
KEWANEE, IL 61443
Customer|D | ' R Customer PO Iﬁnent Terms ‘ | Due Date |
KEWPUB WWTP Net 10 Days 4/23/20
|Quantity|  Iltem | Description | Unit Price | Amount
8.00 | LABOR PER i 03-10-20 FORCE MAIN 90.00 | 720.00
8.00 | JD 690 RENT | 03-10-20 ASSEMBLE EAST HOLE FITTINGS 150.00 1,200.00
I 1.00  BLUE SEWEF 03-10-20 BLUE SEWER BOX AND PLATES RENTAL ‘ 120.00 120.00 |
‘ 8.00 LABOR PER 03-11-20 FORCE MAIN 90.00 720.00
| 8.00 | JD 690 RENT | 03-11-20 ASSEMBLE EAST SIDE AND EXPOSE WEST SIDE 150.00 1,200.00
| 1.00 | BLUE SEWEF| 03-11-20 BLUE SEWER BOX AND PLATE RENTAL 120.00 120.00
8.00 | LABOR PER 1/ 03-12-20 FORCE MAIN 90.00 720.00
8.00 | JD 690 RENT | 03-12-20 WORK ON WEST SIDE | 150.00 1,200.00
‘ 1.00  BLUE SEWEF 03-12-20 BLUE SEWER BOX AND PLATE RENTAL ‘ 120.00 120.00
8.00 LABOR PER || 03-13-20 INSTALL PIPE 90.00 720.00 |
8.00 | JD 690 RENT | 03-13-20 ASSEMBLE WEST SIDE 150.00 1,200.00
1.00 | BLUE SEWEF!03-13-20 BLUE SEWER BOX AND PLATE RENTAL 120.00 120.00
‘ 88.10 | TONS 03-16-20 SAND FOR BEDDING 20" PIPE TICKETS ‘ 17.50 1,541.75
' 75288,75297,75290,75299
8.00 | LABOR PER || 03-16-20 BACKFILL 90.00 720.00
8.00 | JD 690 RENT | 03-16-20 BACKFILL | 150.00 1,200.00
‘ 5.00 LABOR PER 1/ 03-18-20 BACKFILL ‘ 90.00 450.00 |
| 5.00 | JD 690 RENT | 03-18-20 BACKFILL, PULL PLATE, INSTALL VALVE BOX 150.00 750.00
8.00 | LABOR PER | 03-30-20 EXCAVATE ELECTRICAL 90.00 720.00
8.00 | JD 690 RENT ‘ 03-30-20 EXCAVATE ELECTRICAL AND LOAD OUT 150.00 1,200.00 |
‘ 1.00 MT 04-14-20 MACHINERY TRAILER MOVE OUT JD 690 ‘ 130.00 130.00 ‘
B I
Subtotal 14,871.75 |
Sales Tay | R
Total Invoice Amou | 14,871.75
Check/Credit Merfio No:  Payment/Credit Applied | |
’— TOTAL | 14,871.75 |

A FINANCE CHARGE OF 1.5% PER MONTH WILL BE APPLIED ON ALL INVOICES OVER 30 DAYS



Z—QS—W

oz AN .
<& BRITTON Invoice
PO Box 872 | Invoice Date Invoice No.:

Pekin, IL 61555-0872

IDHR#: 116050-00 4/17/2020 »
Phone # -:309-353- 53761 _— www.go-bea.com T 2208401
“Fax¥ T 309-353-1372
BILL TO: * * SITE LOCATION ]
City of Kewanee KEWANEE WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT
401 East Third Street 194 FISHER AVE.
.Kewanee, Illincis 61443-2365 KEWANEE, IL 61443
i ATTN: STAN BOCKEWITZ
' P.O. Number Terms | Rep Ship Via ‘F.O.B. Project Name:
Verbai' Net 30 RCB 4/17/2020 On-Site-Ser... ‘PEKIN, IL Breakers-031920
Qty Item Code Description Price Each Amount
» 10 GEN-ITEM BUSS FRS-R-15 600V RK TD FUSE 13.81 138.10T
230 GEN-ITEM SOUT UF-10/3-G-KRWP 10-3 CU UF-B 2G 0.72 165.60T
6 GEN-ITEM 6mm Terminal Blocks 2.15 12.90T,
2 GEN-ITEM 6mm Ground Terminal Blocks 6.59 13.18T
2 GEN-ITEM 6mm Terminal Block Dividers 0.68 1.36T
1 GEN-ITEM Diprail - 4.32 4.32T
Subtotal on > 335.46
119| Mileage Mileage; Per Mile to and from customer site 0.75 . 89.25
Travel Date 03/18/2020
4 PW-01 LABOR RATE PER IL Prevailing Wage Act [820 ILCS 130/11a] 121.00 484.00
Service Date: 03/18/2020
Tech: George Hill .
Description: Troubleshootmg issues with west side drain & bar
screen. ,
25 PW-01 LABOR RATE PER IL Prevailing Wage Act [820 ILCS 130/11a] 121.00 302.50
Service Date: 03/31/2020
Tech: George Hill
Description: (ALREADY ONSITE - NO MILEAGE CHARGED)
Megged out cable. Determined bad section, ordered
E replacement.
119 Mileage- Mileage; Per Mile to and from customer site 0.75 89.25
_ Travel Date 04/07/2020
Billing Questions: A/R Dept. (309) 353-5376 Subtotal
, _IL- Sales Tax 8.5%...
Invoice is Due by: [5/17/2020 Payments/Credits
A late fee of 1.5% per month will be charged if paid after}5/17/2020 INVOICE TOTAL :

P T Skt -Please; detaeh’ retain-top- port/on -for-your-records '2.”.‘! Leﬁuin_bgtﬁogz_p_o_rggn_witli your: rﬁnﬂlzafae::::; -
Please Remit Customer No. |Invoice No.|Due Date | Payments/Credits | Invoice Total Amount Remit
Payment To:

Pekin, IL Thank You for Your Business.
61555-0872_& . (Y ' Cran '
NoteTax Exempt £9996-5623-07 JOB NAME: Breakers-031920 PO# Verbal

Page 1

VersaCheck Form 5000 (12/14) Fold at the P to fit envelope #6000 www.versacheck.com



i

BRITTON Invoice

e PO Box 872 ‘Invoice Date Invoice No.
Pekin, IL 61555-0872 ] 4= !
) i IDHR#: 116050-00. 4/17/2020 2208401
Phone # 309-353-5376 www.go-bea.com :
Fax # 209-353-1372
BILL TO: * * SITE LOCATION * *
City of Kewanee KEWANEE WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT
401 East Third Street 194 FISHER AVE.
Kewanee, Hlinois 61443-2365 KEWANEE, IL 61443
ATTN: STAN BOCKEWITZ
P.0. Number Terms Rep Ship Via F.0.B. Project Name:
Verbal ‘ Net 30 RCB. 4/17/2020 On-Site-Ser... PEKIN, IL Breakers-031920
Qty Item Code Description Price Each Amount
5 PW-01 LABOR RATE PER IL Prevailing Wage Act [820 ILCS 130/11a] 121.00 605.00

Service Date: 04/07/2020

Tech: George Hill

Description: Pulled in wiring. Finished terminations in manhole
& building. Tested to verify pump #1 was running. Reworked
junction box at the west side drain to clean up wiring.

Billing Questions: A/R Dept. (309) 353-5376. i Subtotal $1,905.46

IL Sales Tax 8.5%... ' $0.00
Invoice is Due by: |5/17/2020 Payments/Credits . $0.00
A late fee of 1.5% per month will be charged if paid after{s11712020 INVOICE TOTAL $1,905.46

""""'""“'P]eai'ej'détach;'retain'top'porl'ion'*for"your-recerds--aﬁd--return-bé&em-por‘-‘tien——with--you#-remittahce.

-—-_----—--————--—-——————------—-------—-—-—-—-----’—.-'—u--——------—--

Please Remit Customer No. |Invoice No.| Due Date | Payments/Credits | Invoice Total | Amount Remit
Payment To:
BEA OF ILLINOIS KWWTP-656 2208401 |5/17/2020 $0.00 $1,905.46
P.O. Box 872
Pekin, IL 2 - Your Busines:
61555-0872 Thank You for Your Business.
NoteTax Exempt £9996-5623-07 JOB NAME:  Breakers-031920 PO# Verbal
- age :

VersaCheck Form 5000 (12/14) Fold at the § 1o fit envelope #6000 www.versacheck.com



Bid Proposal for Kewéhg'e_' WWTP Repairs

CITY OF KEWANEE | . Core &Main
Bid Date: 01/13/2020 O . - = 115 N Cummings Lane
Core & Main 1187064 A 5 Z () c2[ Washington, IL 61571
Phone: 309-444-3183
Fax: 309-444-3644
Seqit  Qty Description Units Price Ext Price
10 | _ WE ARE PLEASED TO QUOTE YOU: N ]
. . ) i
30 12 j20MILfPSIVEIS3imMp T T JEA L 44100 882.00
.40 | 3 |203020 DI STARGRIP RESTR. (i) SGDP20 e .. i EA ¥ . 245.00 735.00
.50 | 3 120EBAA MEGALUG MJ DI 1120 RST F/DI PIPE, BLACK EA 27100 813.00
60 | 6 |20 MJREGULAR GASKET F/DI | EA 14.00 _84.00
.70 | 84| 3/4X4-1/2 COR-BLUE T-HEAD USA USA EA 2751 231.00
N - . . S B N S
.80 ] 1 |20"MIPIUGVIVW/BGO2"OP ~ T o4 EA O 11,75000]  13,750.00
i | PEC2OMICINBRCRS30SCOGB-12-N R T ]
A0 U T T THANKYOUL )
40 | | T _.__cACKSON . . N
A0 o .. ... COREANDMAIN 7T T I S D
Branch Terms: »
UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFIED HEREIN, PRICES QUOTED ARE VALID IF ACCEPTED BY CUSTOMER AND PRODUCTS ARE RELEASED BY
CUSTOMER FOR MANUFACTURE WITHIN THIRTY (30) CALENDAR DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS QUOTATION. CORE & MAIN 1P
RESERVES THE RIGHT TO INCREASE PRICES UPON THIRTY (30) CALENDAR DAYS’ NOTICE TO ADDRESS FACTORS, INCLUDING BUT
NOT LIMITED YO, GOVERNMENT REGULATIONS, TARIFFS, TRANSPORTATION, FUEL AND RAW MATERIAL COSTS. DELIVERY WILL
COMMENCE BASED UPON MANUFACTURER LEAD TIMES. ANY MATERIAL DELIVERIES DELAYED BEYOND MANUFACTURER LEAD
TIMES MAY BE SUBJECT TO PRICE INCREASES AND/OR APPLICABLE STORAGE FEES. THIS BID PROPOSAL IS CONTINGENT UPON
aumea's ACCEPTA(Ij\lCE OF seuza’g TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF SALE, AS MODIFIED FROM TIME TO TIME, WHICH CAN BE FOUND
AT: hitps://coreandmain.com/TandC/ '

01/13/2020 - 4:06 PM Actual taxes may vary Page 2 of 2



& " Invoice # ' M028566
MAIN Invoice Date 3117120
I NVO I C E Account # 076903

Sales Rep RICHARD BROWN
Phone # 309-444-3183
1830 Craig Park Court Branch # 421 Washington, IL
St. Louis, MO 63146 Total Amount Due $4,044.66

- Remit To:
S'Z ?3" 670 CORE & MAIN LP
PO BOX 28330
WWTP POfZ(fMA IA} ST LOUIS, MO 63146
4811MB0.433 E0463 10660 D5958911789 S2 P7234045 0004:0005
LB TU O TR | COLRE [ U UTH TR O | T LY Shipped to:

e CITY OF KEWANEE 194 FISCHER AVE
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE CHRIS DOOLEY 309-312-0085
401 E 3RD ST KEWANEE, IL

KEWANEE IL 61443-2365

Thank you for the opportunity to serve you! We appreciate your prompt payment.

Date Ordered Date Shipped Customer PO# Job Name Job # Bill of Lading  Shipped Via Invoice #
3/06/20 3/10/20 SEE BELOW  WWTP REPAIRS CORE & MAIN LP  M028566
Quantity
Product Code Description Ordered Shipped B/O Price UM  Extended Price

CUSTOMER PO#- WWTP FORCE MAIN

211204M 20 MJ 45 C153 IMP 3 3 547.36000 EA 1,642.08
211202M 20 MJ 22-1/2 C153 IMP 1 1 572.00000 EA 572.00
24124FB 24 BLIND FLG DI IMP 1 1 874.28000 EA 874.28
24AFBNGF24RAS 24X1/8 FLG ACC RR FF 304SS B&N 1 1 1.00000 EA .00
24AFBNGF20RAS 20X1/8 FLG ACC RR FF 304SS 1 1 .02000 EA .00
21AMF8204020 20 PVC 4020 STARGRIP RESTR (l) 3 3 295.00000 EA 885.00
GLAND ONLY
21AMB10745CT 3/4X4-1/2 COR-TEN T-HEAD B & N 28 28 1.60000 EA 44.80
21AMG120 20 MJ REGULAR GASKET F/DI 2 2 13.25000 EA 26.50

J

H H I * Pay Online
ViSIt gore=.-maip.com @& MAIN QNKJ‘%GE * Papgrless Bil.%ing
for a current W-9 form _ i « Invoice Reprints

* Signed Delivery Receipts

Remit payment to the address shown on this invoice or access your account in Online Advantage to pay online.

Freight Delivery Handling Restock Misc. Subtotal: gt p il

' Other: 0.00

Terms: NET 30 Ordered By: CHRIS DOOLEY Tax:. ——0.00
Invoice Total: $4,044.66

This transaction is governed by and subject to CORE & MAIN's standard terms and conditions, which are incorporated by reference and accepted.
To review these terms and conditions, please visit: http://tandc.coreandmain.com/.

3004:0005 Page 1 of 1



& } Invoice # Mo16471
MAIN ‘Invoice Date 3117120
| NVO | C E Account # 076903

Sales Rep RICHARD BROWN
Phone # 309-444-3183
1830 C_r'iaig Park Court Branch # 421 Washington, IL
St. Louis, MO 63146 Total Amount Due $821.92
Remit To:

CORE & MAIN LP
PO BOX 28330 .
ST LOUIS, MO 63146

4811MB 0439 E0463 10659 D5959911797 S2 P7234045 0003:0005
LR LR (U G IR AR TUE R Shipped to:

#HE CITY OF KEWANEE 194 FISCHER AVE
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE CHRIS DOOLEY 309.312.0085
401 E3RD ST KEWANEE, IL

KEWANEE IL 61443-2365

Thank you for the opportunity to serve youl We appreciate your prompt payment.

Date Ordered Date Shipped Customer PO# Job Name Job # Bill of Lading  Shipped Via Invoice #
3/04/20 3/10/20 SEE BELOW  WWTP REPAIRS CORE & MAINLP  M016471
Quantity
Product Code Description Ordered Shipped B/O Price UM  Extended Price

CUSTOMER PO#- WWTP FORCE MAIN

21016036315 20 DI STARFLANGE ADAPT ONLY 1 1 821.92000 EA 821.92
RAC20G FOR PVC

[ * Pay Online
ADVANTAGE * Paperless Billing
' ) * Invoice Reprints

* Signed Delivery Receipts

Visit core: :.main.com
for a current W-9 form

Remit payment to the address shown on this invoice or access your account in Online Advantage to pay online.

Freight Delivery ~ Handling  Restock Misc. Subtotal: pas2
Other: 0.00

Terms: NET 30 Ordered By: ROD Tax:. = 0._00
Invoice Total: $821.92

This transaction is governed by and subject to CORE & MAIN's standard terms and conditions, which are incorporated by reference and accepted.
To review these terms and conditions, please visit: http://tandc.coreandmain.com/.

1003:0005 Page 1 of 1



Invoice # M014834
& MAIN | Invoice Date 3117120
I NVO I C E Account # 076903
Sales Rep RICHARD BROWN
Phone # _ 309-444-3183
1830 Craig Park Court Branch # 421 Washington, IL
St. Louis, MO 63146 Total Amount Due $2,443.30
Remit To:
CORE & MAIN LP
PO BOX 28330
ST.LOUIS, MO 63146
481 1MB0.439 ED463 (0858 D5959911793 S2 P7234045 0002:0005
IhII|III|||I|u|I||||l||||uI|u|"|I|I"I"||I||"||I|||III|I|| Shipped to:
#HE  CITY OF KEWANEE 194 FISCHER AVE
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE CHRIS DOOLEY 309.312.0085
401 E3RD ST KEWANEE, IL
KEWANEE IL 61443-2365
Thank you for the opportunity to serve you! We appreciate your prompt payment.
Date Ordered Date Shipped Customer PO # Job Name Job # Bill of Lading  Shipped Via Invoice #
3/04/20 3/10/20 SEE BELOW WWTP REPAIRS CORE & MAIN LP M014834
Quantity
Product Code Description Ordered Shipped BI/O Price UM  Extended Price
CUSTOMER PO# WWTP FORCE MAIN
022025W 20 C900 DR25 PVC PIPE (G) 20' 20 20 37.72000 FT 754.40
PC1865
BID SEQ# 30
21AMB10745CT 3/4X4-1/2 COR-TEN T-HEAD B & N 84 84 1.60000 EA 134.40
BID SEQ# 50
21AMG120 20 MJ REGULAR GASKET F/DI 6 6 13.25000 EA 79.50
BID SEQ# 60
21AMF8204020 20 PVC 4020 STARGRIP RESTR (1) 5 5 295.00000 EA 1,475.00
GLAND ONLY
BID SEQ# 80
Sl . 7 » Pay Online
Visit core: - -main.com & MAIN VAN e * Paperless Billing
for a current W-9 form : L ’ g’.""'ce Reprints
— » Signed Delivery Receipts
Remit payment to the address shown on this invoice or access your account in Online Advantage to pay online.
Freight Delivery Handling Restock Misc. Subtotal: 2,443.30
Other: 0.00
Terms: NET 30 Ordered By: ROD TaX:‘_ ————m
Invoice Total: $2,443.30

This transaction is governed by and subject to CORE & MAIN's standard terms and conditions, which are incorporated by reference and accepted.
To review these terms and conditions, please visit: hitp://tandc.coreandmain.com/.

0002:0005 Page 1 of 1



& . Invoice # M056563
MAIN Invoice Date 3/17/20
I N VO I C E Account # . 076903

Sales Rep RICHARD BROWN

_ Phone # 309-444-3183

1830 Craig Park Court Branch # 421 Washington; IL

Slislall:pl e)EeR Total Amount Due $832.89
Remit To:

CORE & MAIN LP
PO BOX 28330
ST LOUIS, MO 63146

4811MB0.439 E0463 D661 D5359911803 S2 P7234045 DD05:0005
Pl g o thang g g P TPy Shipped to:

it CITY OF KEWANEE
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
401 E3RD ST CUSTOMER PICK-UP -
KEWANEE IL 61443-2365

Thank you for the opportunity to serve you! We appreciate your prompt payment.

Date Ordered Date Shipped Customer PO.# Job Name Job # Bill of Lading  Shipped Via Invoice #
3/12/20 3/16/20 SEE BELOW  WWTP REPAIRS PICK UP M056563
_ Quantity
Product Code Description Ordered Shipped B/O Price um Extended Price

CUSTOMER PO#- WWTP FORCE MAIN

21124PT 24 MJ PLUG C153 IMP 1 1 654.39000 EA 654.39
21AMG124 24 MJ REGULAR GASKET F/DI 1 1 12.90000 EA 12.90
21AMB10745CT 3/4X4-1/2 COR-TEN T-HEAD B & N 16 16 1.60000 EA 25.60

N . 2 * Pay Online
Visit core: 'main.com @&M AN Qg},‘g}gﬁ. + Paperless Billing
for a current W-9 form : T * Invoice Reprints

« Signed Delivery Receipts

Remit payment to the address shown on this invoice or access your account in Online Advantage to pay online.

Freight Delivery  Handling Restock Misc. Subtotal: 692.89
$140.00 Other: 140.00
Terms: NET 30 Ordered By: CHRIS DOOLEY Tax:. _—A
Invoice Total: $832.89

This transaction is governed by and subject to CORE & MAIN's standard terms and conditions, which are incorporated by reference and accepted.
To review these terms and conditions, please visit: http://tandc.coreandmain.com/.

J005:0005 Page 1 of 1



RESOLUTION NO. 5213

A RESOLUTION TO RATIFY AND AUTHORIZE THE EXPENDED FUNDS USED TO MAKE
EMERGENCY REPAIRS TO THE 20” INFLUENT FORCE MAIN AT THE WASTEWATER TREATMENT
PLANT AND DECLARING THAT THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN FULL FORCE IMMEDIATELY.

WHEREAS, The City Council previously approved a contract with Quad City Directional Boring. Inc. and
contracting with Dooley Brothers Plumbing & Heating, Inc. and Ratliff Brothers & Co., Inc. on a
cost plus basis to make emergency repairs to 20” ductile iron Influent Force Main piping at the
wastewater treatment plant; and,

WHEREAS, The work is complete and all contractor invoices have been submitted; and,
WHEREAS, The total cost of all work performed by Quad City Directional Boring, Inc. is $90,618.00; and,

WHEREAS, The total cost of all work performed by Dooley Brothers Plumbing & Heating, Inc. is
$14,145.00; and,

WHEREAS, The total cost of all work performed by Ratliff Brothers & Co., Inc is $43,511.75; and,

WHEREAS, The total cost of all work performed by BEA Britton Electronics & Automation, Inc. is
$1,905.46; and,

WHEREAS, The total cost of all pipe fittings purchased direct by the City from Core & Main is $21,365.62;
and,

WHEREAS, An additional $1,046.47 was spent on miscellaneous small supplies; and,
WHEREAS, The total aggregate cost of all work performed and materials purchased is $172,592.30; and,

WHEREAS, This cost is an unbudgeted expense to the FY2020 budget although the Sanitary Sewer
Enterprise Fund has sufficient Reserves to cover all costs.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KEWANEE THAT:

Section 1 All funds expended to Quad City Directional Boring, Inc., Dooley Brothers Plumbing &
Heating, Inc., Ratliff Brothers & Co, Inc., BEA Britton Electronics & Automation, Inc., Core &
Main, and other suppliers to isolate the 20 Influent Force Main line, attempt to patch the
existing pipe, then bore in a new 20” HDPE pipe are hereby ratified.

Section 2 This Resolution shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its passage and approval as
provided by law.

Adopted by the Council of the City of Kewanee, Illinois this 27" day of April 2020.
ATTEST:

Rabecka Jones, City Clerk Gary Moore, Mayor

RECORD OF THE VOTE Yes No Abstain | Absent
Mayor Gary Moore

Council Member Mike Komnick
Council Member Steve Faber

Council Member Chris Colomer
Council Member Michael Yaklich
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CITY OF KEWANEE

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM

MEETING DATE

April 27, 2020

RESOLUTION OR
ORDINANCE NUMBER

Resolution #5214

AGENDA TITLE Consideration of a Resolution approving the use of
incentives under the small business interest payment
program by Midwest Trailer Manufacturing

REQUESTING Administration

DEPARTMENT

PRESENTER Gary Bradley, City Manager

FISCAL INFORMATION Cost as Not to exceed $40,000
recommended:

Budget Line Item: 02-61-930.2
Balance Available TBD

New Appropriation [X] Yes [1No
Required:

PURPOSE Authorizes the use of the small business interest
payment program by MTM

BACKGROUND The City provided a low interest loan to MTM in July

2016 from the Revolving Loan Program. Since that
time, the company has restructured its ownership,
narrowed its product line, reduced its overhead, and
borrowed additional funds to inject capital into its
operations. They have continued to grow at a
manageable pace and have developed a presence in
the marketplace.

SPECIAL NOTES

N/A




JKEWANEE

Iltem G

ANALYSIS The loan taken out in 2016 was taken with the idea
that they would be able to qualify for this program.
They sought funding through this program in 2017
and were awarded funding. They failed to request
funding through the program the following year, then
the council failed to appropriate funding because
there were no program participants. If the program
continues to be unfunded because there are no
applicants and no one applies because there is no
funding, we will have created a completely useless
program.

Making this small commitment helps to ensure the
viability of the previous loan and provides a small
boost to a growing company.

The Goals included in their narrative would serve as
good milestones to include for funding under the
program.

PUBLIC INFORMATION N/A
PROCESS

BOARD OR COMMISSION N/A
RECOMMENDATION

STAFF RECOMMENDATION | N/A

REFERENCE DOCUMENTS | Application, bank letter
ATTACHED




H#MIM

TRAILER MFG

April 24,2020
Dear City of Kewanee,

Thank you for considering our application to your small business interest reimbursement program. We
have several loans with the State Bank of Toulon, and one in particular, which we believe would qualify
for your assistance under this program.

We have grown from a facility producing around 75 trailers per year in 2018, to 175 in 2019, and are
well on our way to 250 in 2020. We have been able to continue to operate during this pandemic as we
support the construction industry. As such, we were able to maintain our staffing level, with plans to
increase staffing to support this growth. In order to make that happen we need your financial
assistance.

This financial assistance is vital to the continued operation of the company, and we thank you and the
City of Kewanee for your support. We hope to boost Kewanee's economy for years to come by providing
good jobs to the area, property and sales taxes, and bringing long-term recognition to the city through
our marketing and advertising efforts.

Should you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 309.238.0101 or
steve@mtmbuilt.com .

Respectfully,

Sz

Steve Endress
CFO & COO
2000 Kentville Rd

Kewanee, IL 61443



KEWANEE

SMALL BUSINESS INTEREST PAYMENT PROGRAM

APPLICATION FOR INTEREST PAYMENTS TO
PRIVATE ELIGIBLE BUSINESS AND DEVELOPMENT PROJECT COSTS

Pursuant to the Kewanee Small Business Interest Payment Program guidelines existing businesses, located
within the City of Kewanee, with a proper business license (if applicable), insurance and required permits per
local, state and federal requirements, or corporations in good standing looking to locate or relocate in
Kewanee can apply for this program. If an applicant is a new start-up business and does not have proper
license or insurance, then these items can be made a condition of approval. The business can be a tenant
leasing space or an owner of property where the business is located. The existing business must create or
retain three (3) or more permanent full time equivalent (FTE) jobs.

Private developers seeing reimbursement of interest payments for development project costs are required by
the municipality to complete this application allowing the municipality to adequately determine the
developer’s eligibility for assistance from the small business interest payment program.

Instructions: Complete each section and return via fax (309) 856-6001 or U. S. Mail or in person to:
City of Kewanee, 401 E. Third Street, Kewanee, IL 61443

PART 1: DEVELOPER INFORMATION

Developer Legal/Business Name: Midwest Trailer Manufacturing, LLC Date: 04/23/2020

Business type: OSole Proprietorship OPartnership [Corporation (State of Charter: )
X Other (please describe): Illinois LL.C
Developer’s Contact Information:
Name Ben Endress Title President/CEO
Steve Endress Title:CFO/COO

Address 2000 Kentville Rd
City Kewanee  State Illinois Zip Code 61443

Daytime Phone 309-937-1493 Mobile 309-525-2030, Steve: 309-238-0101
Fax Email ben@_ mtmbuilt.com, steve@mtmbuilt.com

PART 2: PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Name Steel Trailer Line Operating Costs

Anticipated Start Date 4/24/2020  Anticipated Completion Date 5/24/2021

Project Description Operating costs,including purchase of raw materials, payroll costs, and overhead costs.

Project is classified as: X Industrial OCommercial

Project Street Address 2000 Kentville Rd, Kewanee, IL 61443




KEWANEE

FOR ENTIRE PROJECT:

Total Projected Investment $6,000,000.00 - (annual operating costs for existing steel trailer company)

Total Number of Jobs Created: Retain 53 employees Number of Jobs FTE: Retain 53 employees

Current annual retail sales (if applicable — commercial projects only) . . . . .. $ 6,000,000

Projected (new) annual retail sales generated by this project............. $ 8,000,000

PART 3: SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS
Source of Funds:

1. Loan #21026-($1,000.000 operating loan) We are requesting $40,000 in interest reimbursement.

2. Owner Investments and Other local and non-local loans

3.

Use of Funds:

1. General Operating Purposes

2.

3.

PART 4: BANKING INFORMATION

Total Loan amount: $1,000,000.00 Interest Rate: 4 %

Financial Institution: State Bank of Toulon

Contact at Financial Institution: Mark Rewerts Phone No. 309-852-3366

gé. g&\ , CFO/COO 04/24/2020
Private Developer Title Date
Office Use Only:

Date received: By




4/24/2020 Digital Banking

More details for Line of Credit 21026

Nickname Line of Credit
Owner Midwest Trailer MFG LLC More Options
Inf
Type Loan ACH Info
Product  Commercial Full Account Number
Date Opened  3/2/2018
ACH Routing Number

Pay Off Amount  $1,001,863.00 .
Interest Rate (ITR) 4%

Amount of Next Payment  $1.00

Date of Next Payment  3/2/2021

Interest Paid This Year  $17,547.92

Interest Accrued, Not Yet Paid $1,863.00
Maturity Date = 3/02/2021

Original Loan Amount $1,000,000.00



4/24/2020

Line of Credit 21026

$0.00

Available Balance

Digital Banking

as of 4/24/2020 7:24 PM
Amount of Next Payment Amount to payoff
1.00 1,001,863.00
Due on 3/2/2021
ACTIVITY ALERTS
no recent Manage Alerts
Date Range 03/25/2019 - 4/24/2020
Date Description Category Advances Payment Balance
4/21/2020  Daily Ledger Balance == 1,000,000.00
4/21/2020 TOTAL PAYMENT == Select one 4,458.89 1,000,000.00
4/21/2020  INTEREST PAYMENT == Select one 4,458.89 1,000,000.00
3/30/2020  Daily Ledger Balance = 1,000,000.00
3/30/2020 TOTAL PAYMENT ee Select one 4171.23 1,000,000.00
3/30/2020  INTEREST PAYMENT »e Select one 4,171.23 1,000,000.00
2/07/2020  Daily Ledger Balance == 1,000,000.00
2/04/2020  TOTAL PAYMENT == Select one 4,458.90 1,000,000.00
2/04/2020  INTEREST PAYMENT == Select one 4,458.90 1,000,000.00

1/4



4/24/2020 Digital Banking
Date Description Category Advances Payment Balance
1/10/2020  Daily Ledger Balance === 1,000,000.00
1/07/2020  TOTAL PAYMENT == Select one 4,458.90 1,000,000.00
1/07/2020  INTEREST PAYMENT == Select one 4,458.90 1,000,000.00
12/06/2019 Daily Ledger Balance = 1,000,000.00
12/02/2019 TOTAL PAYMENT e= Select one 4,301.36 1,000,000.00
12/02/2019 INTEREST PAYMENT = Select one 4,301.36 1,000,000.00
11/08/2019 Daily Ledger Balance == 1,000,000.00
11/04/2019 TOTAL PAYMENT == Select one 4,582.18 1,000,000.00
11/04/2019 INTEREST PAYMENT e Select one 4,582.18 1,000,000.00
10/18/2019 Daily Ledger Balance = 1,000,000.00
10/18/2019 TOTAL PAYMENT °= Select one 4,726.02 1,000,000.00
10/18/2019 INTEREST PAYMENT > Select one 4,726.02 1,000,000.00
9/20/2019  Daily Ledger Balance == 1,000,000.00
9/20/2019  TOTAL PAYMENT @ Select one 4,876.70 1,000,000.00
9/20/2019  INTEREST PAYMENT »= Select one 4,876.70 1,000,000.00
8/09/2019  Daily Ledger Balance == 1,000,000.00
8/09/2019  TOTAL PAYMENT == Select one 5,095.89 1,000,000.00
8/09/2019  INTEREST PAYMENT == Select one 5,095.89 1,000,000.00
7/19/2019  Daily Ledger Balance = 1,000,000.00

2/4



Digital Banking

Date Description Category Advances Payment Balance

7/18/2019  TOTAL PAYMENT e Select one 4,010.85 1,000,000.00

7/18/2019  INTEREST PAYMENT == Select one 4,010.95 1,000,000.00

6/14/2019  Daily Ledger Balance = 1,000,000.00

6/14/2019  PRINCIPAL ADVANCE N 200,000.00 1,000,000.00
O SCHED ADVAN Select one

6/13/2019  TOTAL PAYMENT == Select one 5128.76 800,000.00

6/13/2019  INTEREST PAYMENT e= Select one 5,128.76 800,000.00

6/04/2019  Daily Ledger Balance * 800,000.00

5/29/2019  TOTAL PAYMENT === Select one 526.02 800,000.00

5/29/2019  INTEREST PAYMENT = Select one 526.02 800,000.00

5/14/2019  Daily Ledger Balance == 800,000.00

5/14/2019  PRINCIPAL ADVANCE N 200,000.00 800,000.00
O SCHED ADVAN Select one

4/18/2019  Daily Ledger Balance == 600,000.00

4/18/2019  PRINCIPAL ADVANCE N 200,000.00 600,000.00
O SCHED ADVAN Select one

4/18/2019  PRINCIPAL ADVANCE N 200,000.00 400,000.00
O SCHED ADVAN Select one

4/16/2019  Daily Ledger Balance - 200,000.00

3/4



4/24/2020 Digital Banking
Date Description Category Advances Payment Balance
4/16/2019  PRINCIPAL ADVANCE N 200,000.00 200,000.00
O SCHED ADVAN Select one v
3/29/2019  Daily Ledger Balance == 0.00

4/4



RESOLUTION NO. 5214

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE USE OF INCENTIVES UNDER THE SMALL
BUSINESS INTEREST PAYMENT PROGRAM BY MIDWEST TRAILER
MANUFACTURING AND DECLARING THAT THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN FULL
FORCE IMMEDIATELY.

WHEREAS, The City Council approved Community and Economic Development
Incentives for use in the City of Kewanee in September 2016; and,

WHEREAS, Those incentives included the Small Business Interest Payment Program
intended to assist existing legal businesses within the City of Kewanee
with obtaining financing for certain eligible costs, including operating
capital; and,

WHEREAS, Midwest Trailer Manufacturing expressed interest in the program in
October 2016, at which time the program had not been funded and
participated in the program in 2017; and,

WHEREAS, Midwest Trailer Manufacturing received a low interest loan from the City
of Kewanee in July 2016 through the City’s Revolving Loan Program;
and,

WHEREAS, The City Council finds it in the best interest of the community to continue
to support Midwest Trailer Manufacturing in its early stages to ensure the
viability of the previous loan and to give a small boost to the company in
its work to create and retain good jobs in the community.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
KEWANEE IN COUNCIL ASSEMBLED AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1 The City Council of the City of Kewanee accepts the recommendation of
staff to authorize the use of the Small Business Interest Payment
Program by Midwest Trailer Manufacturing in conjunction with a loan
from State Bank of Toulon.

Section 2 The City Council finds it is in the best interests of the City of Kewanee
and would promote industrial development; protect current levels of
employment, and create new job opportunities in the City of Kewanee.
Therefore, the City Council authorizes the use of the Small Business
Interest Payment Program by Midwest Trailer Manufacturing for a loan
not to exceed $1.1 with a three year maturity, such maturity date
occurring on or before March 2, 2021.



Section 3 The Mayor, City Attorney, City Manager, and City Clerk are hereby
authorized and directed to execute any and all documents necessary to
bind the City and to make said authorization to Midwest Trailer
Manufacturing, as approved by the City Attorney.

Section 4 Said authorization, is expressly conditioned upon Midwest Trailer
Manufacturing complying with:

A. All terms and conditions of said Small Business Interest Payment
program and said Midwest Trailer Manufacturing providing the City
with adequate written documentation of compliance with said terms
and conditions, including, but not limited to, the specific retention of
FTE 53 jobs, and sales/production of no less than $7.5 million per
year.

B. Funds received shall be used exclusively for the payment or
reimbursement of interest on the loan stated in the application filed
by Midwest Trailer Manufacturing and above referenced in this
resolution.

Section 5 This resolution shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its
passage and approval as provided by law.

Adopted by the Council of the City of Kewanee, lllinois this 27t day of April 2020.

ATTEST:
Rabecka Jones, City Clerk Gary Moore, Mayor
RECORD OF THE VOTE Yes | No | Abstain | Absent

Mayor Gary Moore

Council Member Mike Komnick
Council Member Steve Faber
Council Member Chris Colomer
Council Member Michael Yaklich




RESOLUTION NO. 5215

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING GUIDELINES FOR THE USE OF INCENTIVES FOR A
SHORT TERM ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM INTENDED TO HELP SMALL
BUSINESSES RECOVER FROM THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC AND ITS NEGATIVE
IMPACTS ON THE LOCAL ECONOMY AND DECLARING THAT THIS RESOLUTION
SHALL BE IN FULL FORCE IMMEDIATELY.

WHEREAS, The City has made it a priority to develop and implement Economic Development
plans, policies, and programs to strengthen the local economic climate, diversify
the tax base, and enhance the viability and sustainability of the community’s and
commercial areas; and

WHEREAS, the City’s economic climate has been significantly negatively impacted by the
COVID-19 Pandemic and actions taken to slow down the spread of the virus,
including but not limited to the complete or partial shutdown of certain business
activities;

WHEREAS, the City has a fund balance in its revolving loan fund program and other economic
development funds that can greatly assist small businesses in their efforts to
survive the current economic climate and remain vital enterprises; and

WHEREAS, it is important for the City to have a streamlined, fast, and efficient program that is
responsive to business needs and can quickly come to the aid of the business
community; and

WHEREAS, having clearly defined guidelines for the use of incentive programs helps to
provide potential beneficiaries with an understanding of what their eligibility, the
application and approval processes, the potential uses for such funds, reporting
requirements, and other pertinent information about the program.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE KEWANEE CITY COUNCIL, IN
COUNCIL ASSEMBLED, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1 The attached guidelines for the Small Business Loan Program are hereby adopted.

Section 2 This Resolution shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its passage and
approval as provided by law.

Adopted by the Council of the City of Kewanee, Illinois this 27" day of April 2020.

ATTEST:

Rabecka Jones, City Clerk Gary Moore, Mayor



RECORD OF THE VOTE

Yes

No

Abstain

Absent

Mayor Gary Moore

Council Member Mike Komnick

Council Member Steve Faber

Council Member Chris Colomer

Council Member Michael Yaklich




Loan Programs

SMALL BUSINESS LOAN PROGRAM

PURPOSE

The purpose of the Small Business Loan
Program 1is to assist small businesses in
Kewanee affected by the COVID-19 Pandemic
to help ensure their survival and the retention of
jobs within the community. Loans under the
program will be small (under $20,000) short-
term loans (three years or less) with a low-
interest rate (2,5%) , extended to self-employed
individuals or small businesses with only a few
employees..

AUTHORIZATION

The City of Kewanee is the administrator of this
program. Budgetary approval for the program
rests with the authority of the City Council,
while authorization for program implementation
is the responsibility of the City Manager and
assigned staff.

ELIGIBLE AREAS

Financing under this program is available to all
eligible businesses located within the city limits
of the City of Kewanee.

ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS

Applicants for the program must be existing
legal businesses in good standing with the State
of Illinois, located within the City of Kewanee,
with a proper local business license (if
applicable), insurance, and required permits per
local, state and federal requirements. The
business can be a tenant leasing space or an
owner of property where the business is located.

PROGRAM BENEFITS/ELIGIBLE USES
Eligible use of program funds include but are
not limited to:

e Payroll

e Working capital

e Inventory or supplies

FUNDING INFORMATION

The program will operate from May 1, 2020
through June 30, 2020, with applications
accepted on a continual basis and funded on a
first come, first served basis until budgeted
resources are exhausted. The minimum loan
under this program is $2,500 and the maximum
loan amount is $20,000.

APPLICATION/APPROVAL
PROCEDURE

Applications are available online through the
City’s website. The City will evaluate
applications based on the information submitted
and the project’s conformance with adopted
goals and desired outcomes of the City.

A completed application form and required
submittals shall be submitted to the City,
including a detailed description of the intended
use of funds and collateral to be pledged as
security for the note, if applicable.

Approval of applications, though dependent
upon available funding provided by the City
from multiple sources, will be provided by the
City Council and requires no action from any
other body in order to streamline the approval
process.

Loans under the program are for a period not to
exceed 36 months. Terms and conditions of
each loan will vary based on circumstances.

CONTACT

City of Kewanee

Gary Bradley, City Manager

401 E. Third Street,

Kewanee, IL 61443

Phone: (309)853-4200

Email: gbradley@Cityofkewanee.net
Website: www.Cityotkewanee.com



mailto:gbradley@coffeyville.com

10

11

12

13

14

Starting
Balance ($)

20000.00

20000.00

20000.00

20000.00

20000.00

20000.00

20000.00

19353.26

18705.16

18055.72

17404.93

16752.78

16099.27

15444.40

Payment
Made ($)

41.67

41.67

41.67

41.67

41.67

41.67

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

Interest
Paid ($)

41.67

41.67

41.67

41.67

41.67

41.67

41.67

40.32

38.97

37.62

36.26

34.90

33.54

32.18

Principal
Paid (%)

0

646.74

648.09

649.44

650.79

652.15

653.51

654.87

656.24

Ending
Balance ($)

20000.00

20000.00

20000.00

20000.00

20000.00

20000.00

19353.26

18705.16

18055.72

17404.93

16752.78

16099.27

15444.40

14788.16



15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

14788.16

14130.56

13471.59

12811.24

12149.52

11486.42

10821.94

10156.07

9488.82

8820.18

8150.14

7478.71

6805.88

6131.65

5456.01

4778.97

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

30.81

29.44

28.07

26.69

25.31

23.93

22.55

21.16

19.77

18.38

16.98

15.58

14.18

12.77

11.37

9.96

657.60

658.97

660.35

661.72

663.10

664.48

665.87

667.25

668.64

670.04

671.43

672.83

674.23

675.64

677.04

678.45

14130.56

13471.59

12811.24

12149.52

11486.42

10821.94

10156.07

9488.82

8820.18

8150.14

7478.71

6805.88

6131.65

5456.01

4778.97

4100.51



31

32

33

34

35

36

4100.51

3420.65

2739.36

2056.66

1372.53

686.98

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

8.54

7.13

5.71

4.28

2.86

1.43

679.87

681.28

682.70

684.13

685.55

686.98

3420.65

2739.36

2056.66

1372.53

686.98

0.00



10

11

12

13

14

15

20000.00

19353.26

18705.16

18055.72

17404.93

16752.78

16099.27

15444.40

14788.16

14130.56

13471.59

12811.24

12149.52

11486.42

10821.94

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

688.41

41.67

40.32

38.97

37.62

36.26

34.90

33.54

32.18

30.81

29.44

28.07

26.69

25.31

23.93

22.55

646.74

648.09

649.44

650.79

652.15

653.51

654.87

656.24

657.60

658.97

660.35

661.72

663.10

664.48

665.87

19353.26

18705.16

18055.72

17404.93

16752.78

16099.27

15444.40

14788.16

14130.56

13471.59

12811.24

12149.52

11486.42

10821.94

10156.07



16 10156.07 688.41 21.16 667.25 9488.82

17 9488.82 688.41 19.77 668.64 8820.18
18 8820.18 688.41 18.38 670.04 8150.14
19 8150.14 688.41 16.98 671.43 7478.71
20 7478.71 688.41 15.58 672.83 6805.88
21 6805.88 688.41 14.18 674.23 6131.65
22 6131.65 688.41 12.77 675.64 5456.01
23 5456.01 688.41 11.37 677.04 4778.97
24 4778.97 688.41 9.96 678.45 4100.51
25 4100.51 688.41 8.54 679.87 3420.65
26 3420.65 688.41 7.13 681.28 2739.36
27 2739.36 688.41 5.71 682.70 2056.66
28 2056.66 688.41 4.28 684.13 1372.53
29 1372.53 688.41 2.86 685.55 686.98
30 686.98 688.41 1.43 686.98 0.00

CONSIDERING BUYING A NEW CAR?



RESOLUTION NO. 5216

A RESOLUTION TO AFFIRM THE MAYOR’S RECOMMENDATION FOR APPOINTMENTS TO VARIOUS
COMMISSIONS AND BOARDS, AND DECLARING THAT THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN FULL FORCE

IMMEDIATELY.

WHEREAS, The Mayor is responsible for the appointment of individuals to serve on various boards and

commissions that serve the Council, and the community; and

WHEREAS, The Mayor hereby recommends the following individuals for appointment to serve on a board
or commission as delineated, and for a term as indicated.

BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF KEWANEE:

Section 1 The following citizens of the City of Kewanee are appointed to the following board or
commission, and for the term, indicated:
Board Expires City Code Name Address
Sec.
Board of Zoning | April 30, 2025 | Sec. 33.061 Jim Ensley 1218 W. Prospect Street
Appeals
Section 2 This Resolution shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its passage and approval as

provided by law.

Adopted by the Council of the City of Kewanee, Illinois this 27th day of April 2020.

ATTEST:

Rabecka Jones, City Clerk

Gary Moore, Mayor

RECORD OF THE VOTE

Yes

Abstain

Absent

Mayor Gary Moore

Council Member Mike Komnick

Council Member Steve Faber

Council Member Chris Colomer

Council Member Michael Yaklich




JKEWANEE

CITY OF KEWANEE

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM

MEETING DATE

April, 27, 2020

RESOLUTION OR
ORDINANCE NUMBER

N/A

AGENDA TITLE Ambulance Service to Neponset — Discussion Only
REQUESTING Council Discussion

DEPARTMENT

PRESENTER Kevin Shook, Fire Chief

FISCAL INFORMATION

Cost as Revenue of $28,000
recommended:

Budget Line Item: Revenue 01-22-349.1

Balance Available N/A

New Appropriation []1Yes [X] No
Required:

PURPOSE

Discussion on contract with Neponset Fire Protection
District for emergency ambulance service.

BACKGROUND

Following discussion at two consecutive council
meetings and the item approved during a third
meeting in the spring of 2019 a contract for service
was signed for ambulance service to the Neponset
Fire Protection District. This contract took effect on
June 14, 2019. The contract was written as a one-
year contract with the option for both parties to
extend with financial increases for cost of service
included for the first four years.

SPECIAL NOTES




JKEWANEE

Completed by Kevin Shook

ANALYSIS

The City is currently performing this service. It has
not created any reported hardships on staff on
responses to local emergencies. The costs of
operations for the additional responses were
considered in the original contract. As of April

13t 2020 while under contract thirty responses to the
NFPD service area have been logged with a
comparable historical collection rate to local
responses.

PUBLIC INFORMATION
PROCESS

Standard postings of agenda and current online
meeting standards.

BOARD OR COMMISSION
RECOMMENDATION

N/A

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

No Recommendation

PROCUREMENT POLICY
VERIFICATION

N/A

REFERENCE DOCUMENTS
ATTACHED

Neponset response to date 4-13-20
Neponset Contract




Neponset Fire Prtotection District EMS Calls June 14, 2019 through present April 13, 2020)

!ie:zonie time Insurance Bad Debt
in Minutes
Date Complaint Call received On scene Incident closed | Total call time |Incident loc |Transport to:|Run # Total billed Write off write off Collected Balance
Abdominal .
7/11/2019 9:06 Pain/Problems 7/11/2019 9:06 7/11/2019 9:15 9 7/11/2019 10:04 58 Neponset OSF St Luke's [190711-0958 $1,026.00| $482.35 $225.00| $318.65 $0.00
Psychiatric
. Problem/Abnormal . . . ,
7/26/2019 10:22 Behavior/Suicide | 7/26/2019 10:22 7/26/2019 10:35 13 7/26/2019 11:50 88 Neponset OSF St Luke's
Attempt 190726-1112 $942.00 $553.36 $388.64 $0.00
7/28/2019 21:49 Falls 7/28/2019 21:49 7/28/2019 21:58 9 7/28/2019 22:39 50 Neponset OSF St Luke's |190728-2148 $914.00( $734.57 $179.43 $0.00
8/26/2019 4:54 Sick Person 8/26/2019 4:54 8/26/2019 5:11 17 8/26/2019 6:09 75 Neponset OSF St Luke's |190826-0555 $1,026.00| $544.72 $434.00 $0.00
8/29/2019 8:01 Falls 8/29/2019 8:01 8/29/2019 8:09 8 8/29/2019 9:00 59 Neponset OSF St Luke's |190829-0851 $916.00( $442.85 $473.15 $0.00
9/8/2019 14:11 Breathing Problem [9/8/2019 14:11 9/8/2019 14:17 6 9/8/2019 15:02 51 Neponset OSF St Luke's |190908-1455 $1,014.00 $442.85 $473.15 $0.00
9/16/2019 14:47 Sick Person 9/16/2019 14:47 9/16/2019 14:56 9 9/16/2019 15:50 63 Neponset OSF St Luke's |190916-1548 $1,068.00| $527.77 $540.23 $0.00
. Convulsions/Seizur . . . B
9/18/2019 10:59 e 9/18/2019 10:59 9/18/2019 11:08 9 9/18/2019 11:55 54 Neponset OSF St Luke's 190918-1144 $1,028.00 sOOO $205.60 $82240 sOOO
9/22/2019 0:22 Assault 9/22/2019 0:22 9/22/2019 0:28 6 9/22/2019 0:53 31 Neponset refusal 190922-0030 $25.00 $0.00 $25.00 $0.00
Unknown
9/23/2019 10:50 Problem/Person 9/23/2019 10:50 9/23/2019 11:00 10 9/23/2019 11:13 23 Neponset refusal
Down 190923-1051 $25.00 $0.00 $25.00 $0.00
9/29/2019 10:42 Sick Person 9/29/2019 10:42 9/29/2019 10:49 7 9/29/2019 11:42 60 Neponset OSF St Luke's |190929-1128 $990.00 $465.52 $524.48 $0.00
10/7/2019 13:41 Sick Person 10/7/2019 13:41 10/7/2019 13:49 8 10/7/2019 14:14 33 Neponset refusal 191007-0845 $25.00 $0.00 $25.00 $0.00
Unknown
10/10/2019 17:47 Problem/Person 10/10/2019 17:47  (10/10/2019 17:57 10 10/10/2019 18:20 33 Neponset refusal
Down 191010-1747 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Cardiac
10/25/2019 22:00 Arrest/Death 10/25/2019 22:00  [10/25/2019 22:09 9 10/25/2019 22:46 46 Neponset DAS 191025-2214 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
10/30/2019 1:16 Sick Person 10/30/2019 1:16 10/30/2019 1:24 8 10/30/2019 1:53 37 Neponset OSF St Luke's |191030-0114 $926.00( $747.03 $178.97 $0.00
11/17/2019 7:56 Falls 11/17/2019 7:56 11/17/2019 8:08 12 11/17/2019 9:09 73 Neponset OSF St Luke's |191117-0903 $1,112.00| $450.13 $537.04| $114.83
11/26/2019 7:31 Breathing Problem |11/26/2019 7:31 11/26/2019 7:38 7 11/26/2019 8:28 57 Neponset OSF St Luke's [191126-0825 $1,040.00| $515.52 $524.48 $0.00
12/8/2019 2:51 Sick Person 12/8/2019 2:51 12/8/2019 2:58 7 12/8/2019 3:17 28 Neponset refusal 191208-0252 $25.00 $25.00
12/13/2019 6:02 Traffic Accident 12/13/2019 6:02 12/13/2019 6:12 10 12/13/2019 6:23 19 Neponset refusal 191213-0625 $25.00 $25.00
1/1/2020 11:05 Sick Person 1/1/2020 11:05 1/1/2020 11:13 8 1/1/2020 12:12 67 Neponset OSF St Luke's |200101-1158 $773.68 196.59 $577.09 $0.00
1/3/2020 10:26 Falls 1/3/2020 10:26 1/3/2020 10:34 8 1/3/2020 10:40 14 Neponset refusal 200103-0951 $25.00 $25.00 $0.00
2/3/2020 16:39 Falls 2/3/2020 16:39 2/3/2020 16:45 6 2/3/2020 17:36 57 Neponset OSF St Luke's |200203-1731 $1,034.00 509.08 $418.23| $106.69
Altered Mental .
2/3/2020 20:03 Status 2/3/2020 20:03 2/3/2020 20:12 9 2/3/2020 21:04 61 Neponset OSF St Luke's |200203-2051 $1,056.00 $1,056.00
Psychiatric
. Problem/Abnormal . . X .
2/9/2020 20:10 Behavior/Suicide | 2/9/2020 20:10 2/9/2020 20:19 9 2/9/2020 20:59 49 Neponset OSF St Luke's
Attempt 200209-2035 $854.00 412.5 $351.77 $89.73
2/14/2020 17:36 Stroke/CVA 2/14/2020 17:36 2/14/2020 17:48 12 2/14/2020 18:35 47 Neponset OSF St Luke's |200214-1737 $1,078.00 $1,078.00
2/20/2020 17:43 Sick Person 2/20/2020 17:43 2/20/2020 17:50 7 2/20/2020 18:46 56 Neponset OSF St Luke's |200220-1838 $1,018.00 473.77 $544.23 $0.00
Psychiatric
. Problem/Abnormal . . . ,
2/22/2020 15:41 Behavior/Suicide | 2/2%/2020 15:41 2/22/2020 15:47 6 2/22/2020 16:28 49 Neponset OSF St Luke's
Attempt 200222-1550 $864.00 416.82 $356.29 $90.89
3/15/2020 19:02 Sick Person 3/15/2020 19:02 3/15/2020 19:10 8 3/15/2020 20:38 88 Neponset OSF St Luke's |200315-2027 $1,018.00 $1,018.00
3/18/2020 5:27 Falls 3/18/2020 5:27 3/18/2020 5:35 8 3/18/2020 5:50 23 Neponset refusal 200318-0547 $25.00 $25.00
3/30/2020 0:40 E:i:m’c““"”/"ight 3/30/2020 0:40 3/30/2020 0:50 10 3/30/2020 1:04 24 Neponset |refusal 200330-0048 $0.00 $0.00
20 transports/
9 refusals/ 1
30 calls Avg 8.66 minutes Avg 49.1 minutes DAS TOTALS $19,872.68 $7,915.43 $505.60 $7,667.23 $3,629.14
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