Public Notice posted in accordance
RSMO. 610 as amended
By:
Kimberly Barfield
City Clerk

Date/Time Posted:

Friday, February 11, 2022
5:00 PM

CITY OF PACIFIC
300 HOVEN
BOARD OF ALDERMEN AGENDA
REGULAR MEETING
Tuesday, February 15, 2022
7:00 P.M.
This meeting is open to the public.

The meeting will be streamed live on the City of Pacific YouTube channel:
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UC9dxzhHQWbPuIQJC1N6TSig
1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call
3. Pledge of Allegiance
4. Prayer
5. Approve Agenda
6. Approve the Minutes from the Regular Meeting on February 1, 2022
7. Presentations
a. Police Department promotion, Corporal Jacob Rice
8. Public Participation
9. New Bills
a. Bill No. 5132, An Ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2021-22 Budget and Wage and
Salary Schedule for appointed officials and employees of the City of Pacific. (1st reading)
b. Bill No. 5133 An Ordinance amending the requirements for Residential Occupancy in the
City of Pacific. (1st reading)
c. Bill No. 5134 An Ordinance authorizing the City to accept donation of certain property in
the City of Pacific from the Great Rivers Greenway District and authorizing the Mayor or
City Administrator to enter into Intergovernmental Cooperation Agreements to facilitate
the same. (1st reading)

10. Consideration of Bills Previously Introduced
a. Bill No. 5130 An Ordinance establishing the position of Director of Tourism and providing
for the qualifications and duties thereof. (2nd reading) Sponsor: Nemeth
11. Unfinished Business
12. New Business
a. Resolution No. 2022- 14 A Resolution authorizing an Application for Federal Hazard
Mitigation Grant Program Funding; Designating an Authorized Representative to serve as
the City’s representative in the program; and approving the allocation of matching funds
for the program
13. Mayor Report
14. City Administrator Report
a. Stop Sign Study / Speed Limit Study, Old Gray Summit Rd, Lamar Parkway and Highway N
(Congress)
b. Update, Denton Rd bridge project
c. Police Patrol Vehicle Light Bars purchase, $9,732.30
15. Chief of Police Report
16. Public Works Commissioner
17. Director of Community Development
18. City Attorney Report
19. City Collector report
20. Operations Committee report
21. Administrative Committee report
22. Miscellaneous
a. Approve list of bills
b. Approve payment to Cochran out of W. Osage CID for the Route 66 Marketplace Road
connection in the amount of $ 1,987.85.
c. Approve payment to Cochran out of W. Osage CID for the W. Osage Sidewalk TAP project
in the amount of $ 2,426.70.
23. Reports of City officials
a. Alderman Nemeth
b. Alderman Adams
c. Alderman Rahn
d. Alderman Frick
e. Alderman Eversmeyer
f. Alderman Stotler

24. Adjourn
The Board of Aldermen will consider and act upon the matters listed above and such others as may be
presented at the Meeting and determined to be appropriate for discussion at that time. The City of Pacific
is working to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act mandates. Individuals who require an
accommodation to attend a meeting should contact City Hall (271-0500) at least twenty-four hours in
advance.
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February 1, 2022 * RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

CITY OF PACIFIC
REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN
300 HOVEN
PACIFIC, MISSOURI 63069
________________________________________________________________________

T

he meeting was called to order at 7:00 p.m. by Acting President of the Board Adams. The
meeting was held at City Hall. The Public was able to attend in person and was streamed live
on the City of Pacific U-Tube channel

A roll call was taken with the following results:
Present at Roll Call:

Also present:

Alderman Adams
Alderman Rahn by Zoom
Alderman Frick
Alderman Eversmeyer
Alderman Nemeth
Alderman Stotler
Administrator Roth
Attorney Carl Lumley
Chief Melies
Collector Kelley
Community Development Director Myers
Public Works Commissioner Brueggemann
City Clerk Barfield

Acting President of the Board Adams stated Alderman Rahn was attending by Zoom this evening.
Pledge of Allegiance
The Pledge of Allegiance was given.
Prayer
Timothy Reeves, Ministerial Alliance offered prayer this evening.
Approve Agenda
Board of Aldermen 2-1-2022

2

Motion made by Alderman Nemeth, seconded by Alderman Frick to approve the agenda. A voice vote
was taken with an affirmative result, and Acting President of the Board Adams declared the motion
carried.
Minutes
A. Regular meeting on January 18, 2022
Motion made by Alderman Nemeth, seconded by Alderman Eversmeyer to approve the minutes of the
regular meeting on January 18, 2022. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result, and Acting
President of the Board Adams declared the motion carried.
Public Participation
Acting President of the Board Adams stated there were two speaker cards this evening. Speakers are
given five minutes.
James Cleeve, 1926 Hwy N, Pacific, MO stated he looked though the packet and saw there was a Traffic
Study for Old Gray Summit Road & Lamar Parkway. He suggested the traffic at Lamar and Osage also be
studied. Acting President of the Board Adams agreed and asked Chief Melies to look at that. Mr. Cleeve
stated he wanted to clear the record, he meant no disrespect at the last meeting with his comments.
Specifically, to Mr. Frick’s comments, he was not intending to be disrespectful and he appreciated his
service. He is curious how they determine in general how people are in favor of things. He asked if
surveys are sent out. Acting President of the Board Adams stated in his 40 years of experience being in
the sector he doesn’t recollect a survey being sent out. He relies on the contacts he makes around
town. He remembers when the town was only 1500 people and we just talked to one another. He
doesn’t believe we have moved away from that. He continued that maybe we should think about a
survey when it comes to some things, like the pool, or Red Cedar. That could be the start of a good
practice.
Rebecca Toney, 947 Silver Lake View Dr, Pacific, MO stated she is not against the Brush Creek
Development, but she is against the rezoning. We have one exchange to I-44 and people have two
options through town; Hwy F or Old Gray Summit Road. There is a pattern of congestion. She asked
that going forward they take this into consideration, and do traffic studies for all roads. She continued
that since the City is not following the zoning code, does she have to follow the traffic laws? This area of
Ward 3 is a walking area for many people, because there is no park in our ward. It is your job to protect
our community and she believes they have failed. Developers are out for profit. In civil engineering
there needs to be more knowledge and education.
New Bills
Acting President of the Board Adams stated that Alderman Nemeth will sponsor Bill No. 5130.
Bill No. 5130 An Ordinance establishing the position of Director of Tourism and providing for the
qualifications and duties thereof. (1st reading) Sponsor: Nemeth
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Motion made by Alderman Nemeth, seconded by Alderman Stotler for the first reading of Bill No. 5130.
A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result. As posted pursuant to the ordinance, City Clerk
Barfield read Bill No. 5130 for the first reading. Administrator Roth stated Red Cedar is moving forward
and we will need someone to run the center. This draft was presented to the Meramec Valley Historical
Society, the Tourism Commission and the Administration Committee, and they all approved. Approving
this Bill will codify it in the code. His hope is to begin posting this, possibly before the second reading.
Alderman Eversmeyer asked if this person would be in charge of the Rodeo and Fireworks display?
Administrator Roth stated they will have a lot on their plate, yes eventually they will have a role in it.
Alderman Frick asked how it would be possible to look for measurable effectiveness. Alderman Nemeth
stated he thought the most important thing to happen immediately is them to get a handle on Red
Cedar. This needs to be priority. Acting President of the Board Adams stated with no further comments
it will be scheduled for the second reading at the next meeting.
Consideration of Bills Previously Introduced
Bill No. 5128 An Ordinance providing for the Approval of a Final Plat and Performance Surety for
Manors at Brush Creek Subdivision. (2nd reading) (Sponsor: Nemeth)
Motion made by Alderman Frick, seconded by Alderman Nemeth to read Bill No. 5128. A voice vote was
taken with an affirmative result. Acting President of the Board Adams asked for discussion or
amendments. He asked the Board to consider his next comments a recommendation. He drove around
town and found several examples that have worked. There are stop signs at Congress and Old Gray
Summit Road, then a left turn lane was installed. It’s not perfect, but it does work within reason. At
Osage and Hardee’s that turn lane was an afterthought, but it works. At Old Gray Summit and Congress
all of that was vacant land that was developed. That turn lane was good planning. At Old Gray Summit
and Lamar, we should not wait to consider a left turn lane on Old Gray Summit Road. It might work.
There may be enough room for a right onto Lamar Parkway, and should we consider this now. He
proposes we study this. He does not want to take any property from our existing neighbors, but
approach McBride. He thought it would be worth looking into and we should ask. He does not have all
the details, but thought we could explore it. The concept is to keep traffic flowing. He would also like to
ask one more favor. Alderman Nemeth stated he didn’t disagree but didn’t know if doing this now was
the best time. He was willing to go back and discuss it, but don’t want to hold up the project. Acting
President of the Board Adams stated he is not good at a lot of things, but he is good at negotiating. You
can’t negotiate if only one side is holding the cards, if we are going to talk, we need to hold our card.
This is just business, and he was not going to surrender good business. Lawyers can probably get it done
quicker, and we have one of the best in our region. Tonight, he is just asking for this to be tabled and
give Administration the authority to approach them to see if they are cooperative. Motion made by
Alderman Adams to table the Bill and authorize administration, city attorney, and engineer to look at
property for a turn lane. If it is not feasible, then at least they looked. Alderman Eversmeyer stated the
motion was not appropriate at this time, because the Bill had not been read. As posted pursuant to the
ordinance, City Clerk Barfield read Bill No. 5128 by title only for the second reading. Motion made by
Alderman Adam to table the Bill and authorize administration, city attorney, an engineer to look at
property for a turn lane. Alderman Frick stated he has been in business for 46 years and a deal is a deal.
I might come back afterwards, but not as a power play. A deal is a deal. If we do this, we send a
message to other builders and he don’t believe we are acting in good faith. There are ramifications for
this. He would like to pass the Bill tonight, and then go back and negotiate from a business standpoint.
Alderman Adams stated he called them friends; this is not a power play. He is just asking to table it. He
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does not want to use this as leverage, but does think it is fair. Alderman Frick stated approving it tonight
is the right way, and then we can still talk to them. Alderman Adams thought that was why we would
get the attorneys to do it, and instruct them to do it fairly and expedite this, this allows the attorneys to
get the language correct. Alderman Stotler agreed with Alderman Frick. Going through this the
comments he heard were more about safety. A turn lane would be nice, but changing it now, he has an
issue with. He agreed with Alderman Nemeth, he did not want to hold this up. Alderman Adams stated
he was just asking for 2 weeks. Chris, Elite Development thanked the Board for having them. He stated
we are at the finish line, and a lot of things hinge on this tonight. He is not opposed to looking at this,
but don’t know if 2 weeks would even be enough, but if something is decided the Plat can always be
amended. Tonight, he is asking for approval. Alderman Frick stated we agreed to this and trust we can
try to negotiate. The money has already been spent; he believes there are ramifications if we go back
now. They are the biggest developer in the State of Missouri and have a lot on their plate. Developers,
talk and a deal is a deal he agrees we should move forward. Alderman Nemeth agreed we should do
what we promised and approve it tonight. We can continue our relationship with them. Acting
President of the Board Adams stated it feels like we have a census of the Board. The motion dies.
Motion made by Alderman Frick, seconded by Alderman Nemeth to approve Bill No. 5128. A roll call
vote was taken with the following results: Ayes: Alderman Nemeth, Alderman Adams, Alderman
Rahn, Alderman Frick, Alderman Eversmeyer, Alderman Stotler. Nays: none. Whereupon, Acting
President of the Board Adams declared Bill No. 5128 becomes Ordinance No. 3311.
Motion made by Alderman Adams, seconded by Alderman Frick to authorize the City Administrator,
City Attorney and City Engineer to approach McBride about an easement at Lamar and Old Gray
Summit for a turn lane off of Old Gray Summit. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result.
Bill No. 5129 An Ordinance authorizing the City to accept a Warranty Deed for Public Right-of-Way
and Temporary Construction Easement Deeds for the Route 66 Market Place Road Commercial
Entrance Project. (2nd reading) Sponsor: Rahn
Motion made by Alderman Stotler, seconded by Alderman Nemeth to read Bill No. 5129. A voice vote
was taken with an affirmative result. As posted pursuant to the ordinance, City Clerk Barfield read Bill
No. 5129 by title only for the second reading. Motion made by Alderman Nemeth, seconded by
Alderman Rahn to approve. A roll call vote was taken with the following results: Ayes: Alderman
Adams, Alderman Rahn, Alderman Frick, Alderman Eversmeyer, Alderman Stotler, Alderman Nemeth.
Nays: none. Whereupon, Acting President of the Board Adams declared Bill No. 5129 becomes
Ordinance No. 3312.
Unfinished Business
New Business
Resolution No. 2022-09 A Resolution to accept a Development Agreement with Elite Brush Creek
Development LLC Pertaining to road widening improvements at Lamar Parkway and Old Gray Summit
Road.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, City Clerk Barfield read Resolution No. 2022-09 by title only into
the record. Acting President of the Board Adams asked for any discussion. Administrator Roth stated
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this requires a condition of widening Lamar. The copy in the packet had not been through their legal, so
there are minor changes with the City Attorney approving. Attorney Lumley reviewed the changes.
Motion made by Alderman Eversmeyer, seconded by Alderman Stotler to approve the amendments.
A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result. A voice vote was taken to approve Amended
Resolution No. 2022-09. Acting President of the Board Adams declared the motion carried.
Resolution No. 2022-10 A Resolution to authorize an Application for funding through the Federal
Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STP) administered by the East-West Gateway Council of
Governments for 4th Street Improvement Project.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, City Clerk Barfield read Resolution No. 2022-10 by title only into
the record. Acting President of the Board Adams asked for any discussion. There being no discussion,
he asked for an all-in favor to approve. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result, and Acting
President of the Board Adams declared the motion carried.
Resolution No. 2022-11 A Resolution to authorize the Transfer of Funds from the City’s Prop P Law
Enforcement Sales Tax Fund to the General Fund in order to pay certain law enforcement
compensation costs.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, City Clerk Barfield read Resolution No. 2022-11 by title only into
the record. Acting President of the Board Adams asked for any discussion. Administrator Roth stated
the budget includes a monthly transfer. This transfer is in addition to that transfer. The Board approved
salary increases with the new budget and this will cover those. The same thing was done last year.
There being no further discussion, he asked for an all-in favor to approve. A voice vote was taken with
an affirmative result, and Acting President of the Board Adams declared the motion carried.
Resolution No. 2022-12 A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor to execute an agreement
with George L. Crawford & Associates, dba, CBB, for professional services relating to Traffic
Engineering Studies of the West Osage Street-Hoven-Country Club Estates Intersection in the City of
Pacific.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, City Clerk Barfield read Resolution No. 2022-12 by title only into
the record. Acting President of the Board Adams asked for any discussion. Alderman Eversmeyer
thought we should wait on this study. Building the street may relieve some of the stress on Osage.
Administrator Roth stated he spoke with the consultant and she raised some points. The distance to
Lamar doesn’t comply with MoDot standards. The expense is $ 5,600 but understand this would be a
fact-finding stage. Alderman Nemeth agreed with Alderman Eversmeyer. Motion made by Alderman
Eversmeyer, seconded by Alderman Nemeth to remove it from the agenda. A voice vote was taken
with an affirmative result, and Acting President of the Board Adams declared the motion carried.
Resolution No. 2022-13 A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor to execute a Professional
Services Agreement relating to Engineering Design and Construction Inspection of the City’s
Preventive Pavement Maintenance Program (PPMP) 2022.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, City Clerk Barfield read Resolution No. 2022-13 by title only into
the record. Acting President of the Board Adams asked for any discussion. There being no further
discussion, he asked for an all-in favor to approve. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result,
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and Acting President of the Board Adams declared the motion carried.
Mayor’s Report
Budget – Acting President of the Board Adams stated Administration is working on the budget. If there
are any projects in your ward you would like to discuss please let them know.
a. Emergency Management Coordinator – Acting President of the Board Adams stated at the next
meeting he will be bringing a candidate forward with an amendment to the salary ordinance. This
position has been vacant, but we are doing this different this time. This position will be more
professional. In the past we have done a good job, but there were not enough hours to contribute to
this because there were other responsibilities. This time, emergency management will be the
responsibility. He wants this candidate to talk to Bob Masson, who created the manual with all the
contacts, the last two Chief’s and Diane Becker, who did this in the past and did a good job.
City Administrator Report
a. MIRMA Report – Administrator Roth stated we believe we received the best MIRMA Score
in at least the last 12 years, which was a 99%. This is a product of all City departments,
there are trainings taken regularly and regular meetings. He continued that credit goes to
the City Clerk, she manages the program and staff. We only had one sewer backup this
year. All of these things decrease the deductible. This is an every day project and top
priority. There will be a savings to us.
b.

Purchase order for volleyball area in the amount of $ 8,137.81 from BSN Sports.
Administrator Roth stated this is a recommendation from the Park Board and is budgeted.
Motion made by Alderman Frick, seconded by Alderman Stotler to approve the purchase
in the amount of $ 8,137.81. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result.

c. Skate Park – Administrator Roth stated there is a recommendation from the Park Board to
fund the engineering in the amount of $ 7,500. Discussion followed. Motion made by
Alderman Nemeth, seconded by Alderman Eversmeyer to approve. A voice vote was
taken with an affirmative result. Park Board President Heather Filley stated a group
brought this forward and the company has designed several of these. They are
recommending this be at an area at Liberty Field.
d. Recommendation from Chief – Administrator Roth stated there was a few
recommendations from Chief included in his report. One is for a promotion and one is a
dispatch position. Motion made by Alderman Nemeth, seconded by Alderman Stotler to
approve both. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result.
Chief of Police
Chief Melies stated since he took over a “Problem Properties” meeting has been held twice a month.
The objective was to address the worse properties and get them in compliance. The program has
stabilized and now he is going to expand it and address Insecure Buildings. This is being looked at to
make the City safer and the first step is trying to help them come in compliance. He needs help from the
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community so if anyone has a complaint, please let him know.
Public Works Commissioner
Commissioner Brueggemann stated his report was sent out. They will be working in 12-hour shift until
Friday with the heavy snow in the forecast.
Community Development Director Myers
Director Myers stated he also spoke with the group regarding the Skate Board Park and this has the
potential to be a success. They are also trying to raise the funds to help with costs. He will be meeting
with them again soon.
City Attorney Report – No report.
City Collector Report – No report.
Operations Committee – Alderman Eversmeyer stated they will be meeting on Friday at 10:00 a.m.
Administration Committee – Alderman Nemeth stated they will be meeting Tuesday at 9:00 a.m.
Miscellaneous
a. Approve Special Events Permit, St. Patrick’s Day, Pacific Partnership, Saturday, March 12.
Motion made by Alderman Nemeth, seconded by Alderman Stotler to approve the Special Events Permit
for the St. Patrick’s Day Parade on March 12, 2022. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result,
and Acting President of the Board Adams declared the motion carried.
b. Approve invoice from BOK Financial in the amount of $ 211,129.35 to be paid from Debt Service Fund
(former City Hall NID)
Motion made by Alderman Nemeth, seconded by Alderman Eversmeyer to approve invoice from BOK
Financial in the amount of $ 124,271.55 to be paid from the Debt Service Fund. A voice vote was taken
with an affirmative result, and Acting President of the Board Adams declared the motion carried.
c. Approve Change Order # 10 for Red Cedar in the amount of $ 16,913.23.
Motion made by Alderman Eversmeyer, seconded by Alderman Stotler to approve Change Order # 10 in
the amount of $ 16,913.23. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result.
d. Approve Change Order 11 for Red Cedar in the amount of $ 15,316.37.
Motion made by Alderman Stotler, seconded by Alderman Frick to approve Change Order # 11 for Red
Cedar in the amount of $ 15,316.37. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result.
e. Approve Change Order # 12 for Red Cedar in the amount of a deduct of $ 1,348.64.
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Motion made by Alderman Nemeth, seconded by Alderman Stotler to approve Change Order # 12 for a
deduct of $ 1,348.64. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result.
Reports of City officials
Alderman Nemeth – No report
Alderman Adams – No report
Alderman Rahn – No report
Alderman Frick – No report
Alderman Eversmeyer – No report
Alderman Stotler – No report
Public Participation
Kim Dinovi, 119 N. Columbus, stated she heard there was a complaint about her in regards to
the 15-minute parking sign being removed. She had no idea this was going on. It was said that she runs
off the customers, and she didn’t believe that was true. Her clients all wait in the car and she goes out
and gets the animals for grooming. She goes in and out all day long, and she is aware there is a parking
problem. She continued that Dawn does a tremendous job. She was told her employees aren’t really
her employees they are independent contractors and they were also parking in the spot. For a while she
closed on Thursdays, because this was Dawn’s busiest day, but she can’t do that anymore. She doesn’t
know of a good solution, but the parking is a problem. Alderman Frick and Alderman Rahn both
apologized to her as this was in their Ward and they should have contacted her. She continued that she
did not mean to be a problem. She also asked if the strips could be repainted. Alderman Frick stated
everybody’s business is important to them and he apologized again.
Adjournment
There being no further business, motion made by Alderman Frick, seconded by Alderman Nemeth to
adjourn. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result. The meeting adjourned at 8:34 p.m.

ATTEST:
_______________________________
City Clerk

Board of Aldermen 2-1-2022

__________________________
Acting President of the Board
Herbert C. Adams

MEMORANDUM
Steve Roth
City Administrator

636-271-0500 ext. 213
sroth@pacificmissouri.com

February 11, 2022
TO:
RE:

Mayor and Board of Aldermen
City Administrator report, 2-15-22 Board of Aldermen meeting

Hello everyone,
Please note the following with respect to the February 1 meeting:
1. Bill 5132, Wage and Salary amendments. This bill revises our Wage and Salary schedule for four
purposes:
• Establishes pay for a new part-time position, Emergency Management Coordinator
• Adds a sixth full-time position in the Communications Center
• Establishes a rate of pay for a newly promoted Police Sergeant
• Clarifies pay rates for probationary, part-time and full-time dispatch positions.
The following is a breakdown of each item, each of which deals with the Police Department. Chief Melies
can address further questions on these topics as desired at the meeting.
• Emergency Management. This has been a need in the City for some time. I have been serving as
the de facto Emergency Management Director for most of my tenure. We have had assistance at
times from Police Department personnel but no dedicated staff position, or budget. Upon
discussion with Chief Melies and Acting Mayor Adams, we are proposing to name Hal Schulman
as the City’s Emergency Management Coordinator. Mr. Schulman was initially hired as a parttime dispatcher, but has been working on emergency management items in recent weeks. Mr.
Schulman has demonstrated experience in Emergency Management and we feel is a good fit for
this position. A draft job description is attached. Please note that we recognize a need to revise
or amend certain sections of our Municipal Code to better establish or codify our Emergency
Management functions and procedures, but those amendments can wait for a later date. For
now we would request Board approval for this position and rate of pay.
• Sixth position in Communications. The adopted budget includes five full-time Communications
position: One supervisor and four dispatchers. This makes for very tight staffing and scheduling,
as obviously we have a 24-7-365 need in Communications. We have always had a need for parttime help (what we’ve referred to as “per diem”) to fill out the shifts, and we will continue to
have that need. However the addition of a sixth position will better address some of the staffing
“gaps” and free up the supervisor for more administrative and management duties.
• Police Sergeant pay. This sets a rate of pay for the newly promoted Police Sergeant. Going
forward we recognize a need to adopt a pay scale or pay matrix, which may eliminate the need
for specific Board approval in the event of promotions. Our current ordinance assigns specific pay
rates to individual positions, which necessitates the need for the amendment proposed here.
• Dispatch pay rates. The bill as proposed sets probationary pay $18 hourly, and full- and parttime entry level pay at $19 hourly. The adopted salary schedule sets part-time pay at $18 per
hour, which frankly was an oversight on my part and was intended to be set $19 hourly. Again,
this $19 hourly rate is only effective once an employee has passed probation.

2. Bill 5133, Occupancy Code amendments. This bill makes revisions to the City’s Occupancy Code,
clarifying certain items and instituting a new reinspection fee for premises that require additional
inspections. This was developed by the Community Development Director and Building Inspector, and the
bill as presented was drafted by the City Attorney. Mr. Myers has been the main point of contact for this
item and speak to it in further detail at the meeting if desired.
The bill removes an existing provision of the Code which refers to a premises becoming “vacant” and
essentially replaces it with “prior to change of occupancy.” There had been some question over how this
“vacant” provision should be applied. Upon further review and discussion the result was the revision
proposed here, as referenced in Section 1. (A) of the ordinance.
The bill also includes a disclaimer, which represents that the City “… is not liable for any deficiencies or
defects of the premises. Neither the inspection nor the inspection report constitutes a guarantee or
warranty expressed or implied regarding the present or future condition of the house or premises.” This
type of disclaimer had been implied previously but is made clear by addition to the ordinance.
The bill finally institutes a re-inspection fee of $50 for one- and two-family and commercial premises, and
a $25 re-inspection fee for multi-family premises. This fee frankly is overdue. There’s no question that we
have been used on some occasion as a kind of “occupancy consultant” in which inspectors were called to
premises that were clearly not ready for occupancy, and then essentially expected to develop a kind of
punch list for occupancy which could be used as some kind of negotiating tool in the context of a
property transaction. Obviously this is not our role. In general the premises should be ready for
inspection at the time of application, and in the event we need to make repeated visits then the
additional fee will be charged. We will use some discretion in how this is handled, but we cannot be
making repeated trips without some fee associated with that.
The bill also includes certain other minor “clean-up” items, including clarity that no occupancy certificates
will be issued for properties that are in arrears on taxes or fees.
In general I feel the occupancy program is one of the City’s core functions, and one that should enforce a
basic public health and safety standard for all our occupancies. We need to do this in cooperation with
our realtor, landlord and building communities, and I feel in general we have done this. We have new
staff in the Community Development Department, and I think the program in general is being
strengthened and improved. The measures provided in the bill as drafted in our judgment are fair and
necessary, and we would respectfully request approval.
3. Bill 5134, Great Rivers Greenway donation. This bill accepts the donation of approximately 42 acres of
Meramec Riverfront property, primarily between the Highway F bridge north to the Brush Creek entrance
into the Meramec. This property was acquired in the 2017-18 timeframe by Great Rivers Greenway and is
intended as the future site of extension of the Meramec Greenway. The donation has been reviewed in
detail by staff and the City Attorney, and we feel it is advantageous to the City and does not create any
particular obligation, with the exception of care and custody of the grounds. The agreement does require
the City to cooperate with GRG on the construction of the Meramec Greenway extension over this
property at some later date. The construction would be at the cost of GRG, and to be clear the donation
agreement proposed here does not create any obligation for the City to participate in that cost. The
accompanying Operation and Maintenance agreement does include provisions in which the City would
become responsible for the operation and maintenance costs going forward, with some exclusions. In
simple terms, GRG would be responsible for the initial trail construction, with the City then accepting
responsibility once the trail has been constructed. I would also note that GRG to our knowledge has no

plans to begin work on the greenway / trail in the near term (1-3 years minimum) so the future trail
development is likely some years off.
The Board should note that the property does not have dedicated public access through street or road
right-of-way. There is an informal access via a gravel lane on the south side of Highway F, but to our
understanding no dedicated easement access. The property borders Liberty Field so the City would have
access along this boundary, but Brush Creek cuts through the property so access to the riverfront parcel
would require crossing the creek. The access issue of course is problematic and we should have a better
understanding of this prior to taking title to the property. We can address further questions on this item
at the meeting if desired.
4. Bill No. 5130, Director of Tourism position. This bill was given a first reading Feb. 1 and is scheduled
for a second and final reading here. We would intend to post the position on Wednesday, following
Board approval. I have not heard any public comment since the first reading.
As discussed in the Feb. 1 Board report, this bill formally establishes this position in the Municipal Code.
The accompanying job description is also attached as reference. This item was discussed in three recent
meetings: Administrative Committee, Tourism Commission and Meramec Valley Historical Society, and
each entity was in favor of moving forward.
With respect to budget, the initial budget is envisioned to come from a mix of American Rescue Plan Act
(ARPA) funds as well as General Fund, Tourism and possibly other sources. I would want to have this
budget in place before filling this position, so will bring budget information to Tourism and the Board of
Aldermen in upcoming meetings.
As noted in the Feb. 1 Board report, this position is envisioned to have responsibility for the operation
and management of the Red Cedar Inn facility, as well as general duties promoting tourism in the Pacific
area. This position is envisioned as a Department Head level position, appointed by the Mayor subject to
the consent of the Board of Aldermen. The position would work in cooperation with both Tourism and
the Historical Society, under the general supervision and guidance of Administration.
We would envision this position working out of the Parks and Rec (Winchester Building) in the initial
phase, and then moving into the Red Cedar once the center is completed.
We can address further questions at the meeting if desired.
5. Resolution Flood Buyout grant application. This Resolution gives approval to a new Voluntary Flood
Buyout application, this one targeted at four properties as shown in the below table. The grant program
requires a 25 percent local match (non-federal funds) and the Resolution as drafted uses language from
the grant application to demonstrate this. The total City commitment is $187,164, which would be paid
through General Fund and / or other non-federal sources as the Board may determine. The City funding
of course is not paid up front but as matching funds as the program progresses. The Resolution also
designates myself as the Authorized Representative for purposes of filing the application, and takes other
related actions. We are utilizing Meramec Regional Planning Commission to prepare the grant application
on our behalf; the deadline is March 1.
Please note that the City initially proposed the 129 E. Pacific street property (residential structure plus
three vacant parcels) be included in this program. Of course we later acquired this property directly and
so it has been removed from the program. However, we have asked Missouri State Emergency

management if we can direct a share of that budget toward these other properties, and we are awaiting
an answer from SEMA. We will provide any additional information at the meeting.
The properties in this program include the Pacific Mobile Manor mobile home park, one adjacent vacant
parcel, and two residential structures, which are adjacent to other previously acquired flood buyout
parcels. We have received the required Notice of Voluntary Interest from each property owner proposed
in this round.
As usual, we would emphasize the voluntary nature of this program. If the grant is awarded, any
acquisition would be on a purely voluntary basis and would be subject to program rules.

City of Pacific 2022 Flood Mitigation Improvements
Project Budget
Acquisition

Address

301-319 S Second
St
611 S First
802 S Second
215 W Congress

Acquisition

Appraisal /
Title /
Asbestos /
Relocation

Demo

$179,055
$183,195
$171,330
$11,925

$51,000
$10,200
$10,200
$1,100

$65,000
$15,000
$15,000
$0

Total Project Budget

Total Acq / Demo

Project
Mgmt

Total
Project
Cost

$295,055
$208,395
$196,530
$13,025

$14,753
$10,420
$9,827
$651

$309,808
$218,815
$206,357
$13,676

Federal share

75%

$561,491

Non-federal share

25%

$187,164

$713,005

Total

$35,650

$748,655

$748,655

6. Lochmueller report, Lamar – Old Gray Summit Road – Highway N. The Board previously authorized a
contract with Lochmueller Group to determine if stop signs were needed at the Old Gray Summit – Lamar
intersection; the study was later expanded to include evaluation of speed limits along Old Gray Summit,
Lamar and Highway N (Congress). The results of that study are included in the Board packet. The
consultant recommendations are as follows:
• Existing conditions do not fully meet the criteria for an “all-way stop;” however, given the
anticipated increase in traffic from the Manors at Brush Creek development, the all-way stop
“may be beneficial.”
• The speed study actually supports higher speed limits through each of the road sections
evaluated. However, the consultant recommends maintaining the posted 35 mph speed limits.
Excerpt here:
While the results of the analysis would support speed limits higher than existing, due to the presence of
residential driveways on each of the studied roadways, as well as Riverbend Middle School on Congress
Street, it is recommended to maintain a posted speed limit of 35mph for all study areas.

Chief Melies and I have reviewed the consultant recommendations and would concur with maintaining
the posted speed limits. With respect to the three-way stop, the consultant does not make a firm
recommendation, and upon review the staff recommendation would be to evaluate this further before
fully recommending a three-way stop.
This is being provided as information only at this point, and we are not requesting any specific Board
action. Any action on stop signs, speed limits etc. of course would require an ordinance. We would defer
to further Board discussion and guidance on these points.
I would also note that we have asked Lochmueller to further evaluate the need for future improvements
along Old Gray Summit Rd, including a third lane both east and west of the Lamar intersection. We do not
have a fee proposal at this time, but may have additional information to present at the meeting.
7. Denton Road bridge project. I wanted to provide an update on this project following recent activities.
We have been advised that because the project includes clearing of trees that provide habitat for bats,
construction in general cannot begin until November 1 of this year. I had been earlier under the
impression that we may be able to go out for bid earlier. The right-of-way for this project has in fact been
cleared by MoDOT, so the final step then is to submit the final plans and specifications for MoDOT review
and approval. We would anticipate this submittal in April, with Authority to Advertise hopefully in the
late summer / early fall timeframe. This would put us on schedule for construction in fall / winter 202223. This is frankly a better timeframe for bidding, but does push the project back a few months than had
earlier been anticipated.
8. Police Patrol Vehicle Light Bars purchase. This is an agenda item to request approval of purchase of
five overhead light bars and brackets, at a total cost of $9,732. Funding for this purchase comes from
CARES funding that was previously disbursed for law enforcement activities. The purchase order and
further documentation is in the Board packet. This is a routine operations and maintenance purchase and
we would respectfully request approval.
9. 203-205 N. First Street Boundary Adjustment. Grant Thornton has proposed a Boundary Adjustment
Plat for property located at 203-205 N. First, which includes a residential structure and a small
commercial building. The Boundary Adjustment would essentially draw a line between the two
structures, providing the commercial building with access to the rear alley. Please see below diagram.
Boundary Adjustments typically can be approved administratively, with no Planning and Zoning and
Board of Aldermen approval required, provided they meet certain requirements. The City Attorney and I
have both reviewed this item and have no objections, but given that the resulting lot dimensions would
not meet the C-1 Zoning District requirements, we would not be in a position to approve it
administratively. The City Attorney has advised instead that the plat be presented to the Board of
Aldermen for review. Relevant code section here: https://ecode360.com/28945063
We have advised Mr. Thornton of this, and he has then requested Board of Aldermen feedback before
proceeding with drawing up the actual plat documents. It is my understanding that Mr. Thornton intends
to address the Board during the public participation portion of the meeting.

10. Clean Water Engineering Report grant application / Wastewater System update. The Board had
previously authorized this application, which was intended to seek funding through Missouri Department
of Natural Resources for engineering reports necessary to evaluate options to comply with new effluent
discharge limits as part of our 2026 Wastewater Operating permit. We submitted this information to
MDNR but was determined we were ineligible, given that we had a used a similar program in 2014, which
also evaluated (to some degree) the 2026 effluent limits. The earlier study, which was filed with MDNR in
2016, in our view was more of a Master Plan and included recommendations on a wide variety of
wastewater system issues, many of which we have now implemented. We appealed to MDNR on this
latest round but because the 2016 Master Plan included the 2026 facility plan we were ruled ineligible.
We understand and accept this, and are now focused on potential ARPA funding that the state is
anticipating may be available later this year. We feel we are in a unique position in that we have one
major project (Lift 2 / WWTF headworks improvements) that is nearing the bidding stage, with the need
for further improvements to follow ahead of the 2026 permit. We had a lengthy meeting earlier this
week with our engineers on the Lift 2 and Headworks project, which we hope to package together for
bidding later this spring. This project is currently estimated at $3.5 to $4 million. We have advised MDNR
of our various capital projects and feel we may have an opportunity to access some level of funding as
our plans move forward. We will provide further updates as we get closer to final design and bidding.
11. Information items.
• Upcoming meetings: The Planning and Zoning meeting for Feb. 22 will be cancelled, as we have
no items on the agenda. We do expect to have a March 8 P-Z meeting at this time.
• The next Park Board meeting is scheduled for Feb. 23, 7 p.m. at City Hall.
As always, if you have questions or need further information please don’t hesitate to contact me.
Respectfully submitted,

Steve Roth
City Administrator

BILL NO.
5132
SPONSOR:

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2021-22 BUDGET AND WAGE
AND SALARY SCHEDULE FOR APPOINTED OFFICIALS AND EMPLOYEES OF
THE CITY OF PACIFIC
WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen has determined that it is appropriate to amend the Wage and
Salary Schedule in the Fiscal Year 2021-22 budget, the intent of which is to provide for a rate of
pay for the newly classified position of Emergency Management Coordinator; to provide for a rate
of pay for a new promotion in the Police Department; and to provide for a new full-time position
in the Police Department Communications center;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION ONE.
The Board of Aldermen hereby amends the Wage and Salary Schedule in the Fiscal Year 2021-22
budget, as adopted and amended, a copy of which said Wage and Salary Schedule is marked as
“Exhibit A” and attached hereto, and made part of hereof by reference. The Wage and Salary
amendments as adopted herein shall become effective with the next pay period following Board
adoption.
SECTION TWO. The intent of this ordinance is to provide budget for the newly established
Emergency Management Coordinator, which shall be a part-time position and budgeted at no more
than 1,040 hours per year. The intent of this ordinance further is to provide for the addition of one
full-time dispatcher position in the Communications Center, for a total of six-full time budgeted
slots (One Supervisor position and five full-time Dispatcher positions). In addition, the intent of
this ordinance is to set Dispatcher probationary pay at $18.00 hourly, and full and part-time
Dispatcher entry level pay (once an employee has completed probation) at $19.00 hourly. This
ordinance also provides for a rate of pay for newly promoted Police Sergeant Jacob Rice.
SECTION TWO.
This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect both from and after its date of passage by the
Board of Aldermen and approval by the Mayor. Any ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict
with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed.
.
PASSED this ________ day of ___________2022.________________________________
Acting President of the Board, Herbert Adams

APPROVED this ________ day of _________2022. ______________________________
Acting President of the Board, Herbert Adams

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Exhibit A

Position

Employee

Adopted
FY 22

Proposed
FY 22

Hours

Annual

Police
Sergeant
Emergency Mgmt Coordinator

Rice
Schulman

26.42
-

27.50
22.00

2080
1040

$57,200
$22,880

Communications
Dispatcher 1
Dispatcher 1 (probationary)
Part-time

Open
Open
Per diem

19.00

19.00
18.00
19.00

2080

$39,520

600

$11,400

18.00

BILL NO. 5133

ORDINANCE NO. _____________

SPONSOR: ____________
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE REQUIREMENTS
OCCUPANCY IN THE CITY OF PACIFIC

FOR

RESIDENTIAL

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1:
Section 500.160 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Pacific shall be repealed
in its entirety and amended by adding a new section as follows:
A. It shall be unlawful for any person to occupy or for any owner or agent thereof to permit
the occupancy of any building, or addition thereto, or any thereof, for any purpose until a
certificate of occupancy has been issued by the Building Commissioner or designated
person. Every owner, agent or manager of any building, or addition thereto, shall inform
the Building Commissioner prior to any change of occupancy and request an inspection
thereof under the provisions of this Chapter.
B. The premises shall be inspected for compliance with the applicable codes as set forth
herein. For purposes of this Section, "applicable codes" shall include the City Code of
Ordinances (including the ICC Codes incorporated therein) and improvement obligations
and regulations imposed thereunder. Dependent upon the findings of the inspection, the
Building Commissioner or designated person shall take the following actions:
1. If the premise fully complies with the applicable codes, shall issue a certificate of
occupancy;
2. If the premises has no violations which affect the public safety and substantially
complies with the applicable code, may issue a conditional occupancy permit. The
owner of the building shall have a specified period of time, not to exceed thirty
(30) days, from the date of issuance of the conditional occupancy permit to
correct the violations noted;
3. Prohibit occupancy of the premises until the premises complies with the
applicable code; or
4. Withhold issuance of the occupancy permit until unpaid taxes or fees of the
applicant or relating to the property are paid to the City as required in
Section 145.125.
C. The city is not liable for any deficiencies or defects of the premises. Neither the
inspection nor the inspection report constitutes a guarantee or warranty expressed or
implied regarding the present or future condition of the house or premises.
Section 2.
Section 500.335: Schedule A Building Department Fees, shall be amended to
include a new Occupancy Permit Fee as follows:
1.
2.

Occupancy Permit, Residential Original Inspection or Re-inspection, $50 Oneand two-family; $25 Multi-family
Occupancy Permit, Non-residential Original Inspection or Re-inspection, $50

Section 3:
approval.

This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from and after its passage and

PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2022.________________________________
Herbert C Adams, Acting MAYOR
APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2022. __________________________
Herbert C Adams, Acting MAYOR

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Guide for City of Pacific Occupancy Inspections
Please review this informational guide that is being provided to establish clarity and understanding of
the “Residential Occupancy Permit Process” within the City of Pacific, Missouri.
Municipal Code of the City of Pacific - Section 500.160 Occupancy Permit Required.
[Ord. No. 1967 §2, 2-18-1997; Ord. No. 2624 §2, 7-21-2009]
A. It shall be unlawful for any person to occupy or for any owner or agent thereof to permit the
occupancy of any building, or addition thereto, or any thereof, for any purpose until a certificate
of occupancy has been issued by the Building Commissioner or designated person. Every owner,
agent or manager of any building, or addition thereto, shall inform the Building Commissioner
prior to occupancy as a result of resale or lease and request an inspection thereof under the
provisions of this Chapter.

ra
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B. The premises shall be inspected for compliance with the applicable codes as set forth herein. For
purposes of this Section, "applicable codes" shall include the City Code of Ordinances and improvement
obligations and regulations imposed thereunder. Dependent upon the findings of the inspection, the
Building Commissioner or designated person shall take the following actions:

D

1. If the premise fully complies with the applicable codes, shall issue a certificate of occupancy;
2. If the premise has no violations which would affect public safety and substantially complies
with the applicable code, we may issue a conditional occupancy permit. The owner, purchaser
and/or lessee of the building shall have thirty (30) days from the date of issuance of the
conditional occupancy permit to correct the violations noted. Purchaser or lessee must sign
temporary occupancy application. If repairs cannot be completed within the 30-day period,
responsible party must present the reason why, or receipt of items to the Building Commissioner.
If compliance is not met, the violation will be sent to the prosecutor and owner will receive a
summons to appear in court.
3. Prohibit occupancy of the premises until the premise complies with the applicable code; or
4. Temporarily withhold issuance of the occupancy permit until unpaid taxes or fees of the
applicant or relating to the property are paid to the City as required in Section 145.125.
5. Inspection fee $50 re-inspections $50

The inspector will perform a visual, minimum property maintenance and safety inspection conducted
exclusively for the use of the City in determining the compliance of the premises with the City’s Property
Maintenance Code. These inspections are intended to assist in protecting the health, safety and welfare of the
general public and should not be considered a substitute for a professional home inspection. The city
recommends that every potential buyer should hire a professional service to conduct a more through visual
examination of a homes condition.
The city is not liable for any deficiencies or defects of the premises. Neither the inspection nor the inspection
report constitutes a guarantee or warranty expressed or implied regarding the present or future condition of
the house or premises.
Furthermore, The City asks that pets be confined during the inspection process.
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ITEMS CHECKED DURING OCCUPANCY INSPECTION
Exterior
Sanitation – Garbage or rubbish left inside or outside of home. (PM* – 308 & 302.4 City Ord.)
Grading/Drainage – No standing water on property, curbs and gutters free of debris. (PM – 302.2)
Sidewalks/Driveways/Steps – All sidewalks, walkways, stairs, driveways, parking spaces and similar areas shall
be kept in proper state of repair, and maintained free from hazardous conditions. (PM – 302.3)
Weeds – Premises must be maintained free from weeds or plant growth. (PM – 302.4 City Ord.)
Accessory Structures – Shall be maintained and structurally sound, free of weeds and volunteer growth of trees
and brush. (PM – 302.7 City Ord.)
Motor Vehicles – Abandoned and other non-complying motor vehicles are prohibited. (PM – 302.8 City Ord.)
Fence – Must be maintained and structurally sound. (PM – 302.7)
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House Numbers – Letters and numbers must be 3 inches in height for residential, 6 inches for commercial, must
be visible from street it’s addressed to. (PM – 304.3 City Ord.)
Walls (structure/foundation/finish) All foundation walls shall be maintained plumb and free from open cracks
and breaks and shall be kept in such conditions as to prevent the entry of rodents and other pest. All exterior
walls shall be free from holes, breaks, and loose or rotting materials; and maintained waterproof and properly
surface coated where required to prevent deterioration. (PM – 304.4, 304.5, & 304.6, A102.4, A103.6.)
Roofs & Drainage/Gutters – Roofs and gutters properly cleared of debris so rain flows freely. (PM – 304.7)
Overhangs Extensions (soffits & facia) – No holes are openings letting bugs and animals in attic area. (PM –
304.9)
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Chimneys & Flues – Chimneys structurally sound, flues properly supported and free of any obstructions. (PM –
304.11)
Windows & Doors – Glass not broke, must fully operate, all hardware installed and working. Basement
bedrooms requirements for egress minimum width 24” Minimum Height 44” Minimum net clearance 5.7 sq ft.
with a maximum of 44” from floor to window opening. (PM – 304.13, 304.18 .1 .2 & .3)
Insect Screens – Installed, no holes or tares that will allow insects in. Required on all rentals from April 15 to
Oct. 15. City Ord. All residences for sale must have all screens that are installed free from holes and tares that
will let insects in. (PM-304.14)
Basement Entrances – Accessible, no obstructions. (PM- 304.18)
Stairways/Decks/Porches/Balconies – Every exterior stairway, deck, porch and balcony, and all appurtenances
attached thereto, shall be maintained structurally sound, in good repair, with proper anchorage and capable of
supporting imposed loads. (PM – 304.10)
Electric Service Entrance – Insulation not frayed, properly attached and must be a minimum of 10 ft. above
grade including drip loop. (PM – 604.2)
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Lights & Receptacles – All working, weather resistant type, receptacles must be GFCI protected with approved
weather covers. Lights must be properly maintained, no missing or broken globes/glass, good working condition.
(PM – Sec. 605)
Interior
Floors (structural/coverings) – No holes, soft from lack of support, rot or termite damage, wall to wall carpet
must be properly fastened. (PM – 305.6)
Handrails/Guardrails/Stairways – Handrails & Guardrails must be safe, properly fastened, stairs must be safe,
with secure treads. (PM - 305.4, 305.5, 307.1)
Trash Accumulation – interior needs to be free of trash. (PM – 308)
Infestation – free of bugs and rodents. (PM – 309)
Smoke Detectors – Required in all bedrooms, outside every bedroom, within 10 ft. of bedroom door and on all
levels of home. (PM – 704.2.1)
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Exits/Doors – No obstructions, properly operating. No keyed deadbolts, must have thumb turn at interior. (PM –
304.18, 304.18.1 &.2)
Carbon Monoxide Detectors – Required outside of all bedrooms if home has natural gas or propane fired
appliances such as (stove, dryer, water heater, furnace, fireplace) wood stove or attached garage. Can be plug in
with battery backup. (PM – 705, City Ord.)
Walls & Ceilings – No holes, structural issues, exposed wires, no paper faced insulation left exposed in walls &
ceilings. (Flame hazard, manufacture instructions) Attached garage common door between house and garage
must be a fire rated, or solid core door. Common wall of garage and house and ceiling must have fire rated
drywall and fire taped. (PM – 305.3, 703.1, & 703.8 City Ord.)

Plumbing
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Hardware – Knobs, hinges need to be properly fastened and operate. (PM - 306.6)

Kitchen/Vanity/Slop Sinks – No leaks, properly trapped under sink, hot & cold water. (PM – 502. 503, 504, 505,
506.)
Toilet – Properly fastened, operating, no leaks. (PM – 502, 503, 504, 505, 506.)
Water/Gas Lines – Must be properly fastened, Water (PM 504.3, 505.3) Gas (2009 IRC, G2418)
Appliances
Fuel burning equipment, fireplaces, mechanical equipment – Good/safe condition, correct clearance to
combustibles, properly installed and connected to chimney or vent. Gas shut adjacent to appliance. (PM Sec.
603)
Water Heater – (gas or electric) properly installed, shut off on cold side, pressure relief pipe installed
terminated within 6 in. of floor, must have drain pan on all wood floors other than concrete basement floor, Gas
– approved pipe W/shut off, vented. (PM – 505.4, & Sec. 603)
Cook Stove/Hood/Mounted Microwave – properly installed, with anti- tilt device, wired, vented (if needed), no
exposed wires or gas leaks. (PM – Sec. 603)
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Garbage Disposal – Must operate, properly wired. If drain from dishwasher connects to disposal, must have
hose clamp on end. (PM – 506.1)
Electrical - Where it is found that electrical system in structure constitutes a hazard to the occupants or the
structure by reason of inadequate service, improper fusing, insufficient receptacles and lighting outlets,
improper wiring or installation, deterioration or damage, or for similar reasons, the code official shall require the
defects to be corrected to eliminate the hazard. Permit maybe required. Note: service panel cover maybe
removed if inspector believes service was modified without permit. (PM Sec. 604 & 605)
Breaker Panel – Label all breakers, no open holes (breaker/wire knockout left open) must have all cover screws
(pointed screws not allowed) accessible for proper service. (PM – 604, 605. 2009 IRC E3706.2)
Light Fixtures – must be in good condition and bulbs properly protected from accidental breaking, switched light
required when entering all habitable rooms, (switch lights to receptacles for lamps, okay). (PM – 605.3)
Outlets/Switches –Outlets must be in good condition and proper for grounded (3-prong) or non-grounded (2prong) wiring system. proper covers, GFCI receptacles will be required in garages, kitchen counter- tops/island,
bathrooms, any receptacle within 6 ft. of sink, (slop sink) and unfinished basement. Switches must be in good
condition and must operate a fixture, device, appliance, etc. (PM – 605.2. City Ord.)

Mechanical
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Wiring – properly fastened, no wires run horizontal below 7 ft. in garages and basements left exposed. Wires
can be cover with plywood, drywall or 2x material. All ends of wires must be properly terminated, (no exposed
ends with wire nuts showing) all junction boxes must have cover plates. (PM 604; Ref. 2009 IRC E3802.2.1)

Furnace/AC – (Electric – proper size wire/breaker), (Gas – approved pipe W/shut off, vented) ductwork properly
installed. (Chapter 6, IPMC PM Code)
Swimming pools

D

Fence and gate – Good repair and in working order, minimum 48’ in height, gates must be self- latching, selfclosing, with latch 54” above ground or pool side at highest point on gate. (PM Sec. 303)

Please forward any and all questions related to this guide to either:
City Building Inspector Steve Brune at sbrune@pacificmissouri.com , or City Director of Community
Development Steve Myers at smyers@pacificmissouri.com or to speak with Community Development Clerk
Ryan Fodge call 636-271-0500 Ext. 221
Thank you for your cooperation in developing a safer Pacific!

Steve Myers - Director of Community Development
City of Pacific, Missouri
Office 636-271-0500 Ext. 216
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Steve Brune – City of Pacific Building Inspector
City of Pacific, Missouri
Office 636-271-0500 Ext 219

BILL NO. 5134

ORDINANCE NO.________

SPONSOR:
AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE CITY TO ACCEPT DONATION OF CERTAIN
PROPERTY IN THE CITY OF PACIFIC FROM THE GREAT RIVERS GREENWAY
DISTRICT AND AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR OR CITY ADMINISTRATOR TO
ENTER INTO INTERGOVERNMENTAL COOPERATION AGREEMENTS TO
FACILITATE THE SAME
WHEREAS, the City of Pacific wants to accept the donation of certain property in the City of
Pacific from the Great Rivers Greenway District and enter into Cooperation Agreements for
donation and potential development and construction of a trail extension of the Meramec
Greenway thereon.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. The City of Pacific, Missouri is hereby authorized to accept the donation of certain
property in the City of Pacific from the Great Rivers Greenway District for donation and potential
development and construction of a trail extension of the Meramec Greenway thereon.
Section 2. The Mayor or the City Administrator is authorized to enter into the Cooperation
Agreements attached hereto for donation of the property and potential development and
construction of a trail extension of the Meramec Greenway.
Section 3. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect both from and after its passage by the
Board of Aldermen and approval by the Mayor.

PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2022.________________________________
Herbert C. Adams, Acting Mayor

APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2022. __________________________
Herbert C. Adams, Acting Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

INTERGOVERNMENTAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT
WITH THE CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI
THIS COOPERATION AGREEMENT is made and entered into this ___ day of
, 2021 by and between the METROPOLITAN PARK AND RECREATION DISTRICT,
d/b/a THE GREAT RIVERS GREENWAY DISTRICT (“DISTRICT”) and THE CITY OF
PACIFIC, MISSOURI (“CITY”).
WHEREAS, the DISTRICT is engaged in developing and constructing a series of
parks, trails and greenways in the City of St. Louis, St. Louis County and St. Charles County,
Missouri; and
WHEREAS, Sections 70.210 and 70.220 RSMo., as amended, authorize
municipalities and political subdivisions to contract and cooperate with other municipalities
and political subdivisions for the planning, development, construction, acquisition or
operation of any public improvement or facility; and
WHEREAS, Section 67.1742(2) RSMo. provides that a metropolitan park and
recreation district shall have the power to “Contract with public and private entities or
individuals both within and without the state … in furtherance of any of the purposes of the
district;” and
WHEREAS, the DISTRICT owns certain real property located in Pacific, Missouri
and legally described on Exhibit A attached hereto (the “PROPERTY”); and
WHEREAS, the parties agree that the PROPERTY may be developed in connection
with the extension and development of the Meramec Greenway: Route 66 State Park to City
of Pacific and related improvements, including, but not limited to a trailhead facility (the
“TRAIL”);
WHEREAS, the DISTRICT and the CITY wish to enter into an agreement by which (i)
the DISTRICT agrees to donate the PROPERTY to the CITY in accordance with the
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HB: 4822-1009-2535.5

requirements herein; and (ii) CITY agrees to develop said PROPERTY in accordance with
the requirements herein, and take on future operational and maintenance responsibilities with
respect to the same; and
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing and the following mutual
covenants, terms and conditions, the DISTRICT and the CITY agree as follows:
1. Deed Restriction; Conveyance of the PROPERTY:

The DISTRICT shall (i)

cause a deed restriction to be placed on the PROPERTY limiting the use of the PROPERTY
only (a) to park and recreational purposes, specifically including a public hiking and biking
trail, (b) to agricultural uses (but only to the extent the PROPERTY is used for such
purposes as of the date hereof), and (c) prohibiting commercial uses thereon (the “DEED
RESTRICTION”) and (ii) convey the PROPERTY to the CITY via Special Warranty Deed,
upon satisfaction of all of the conditions set forth in this COOPERATION AGREEMENT.
2. Date and Manner of Settlement.
a. At the CITY’s cost, the CITY shall order a current title report for the
PROPERTY (the “TITLE REPORT”) issued by the TITLE COMPANY
(defined below).
b. The transfer of the PROPERTY to the CITY and consummation of the
transaction contemplated hereunder (the “SETTLEMENT”) shall occur on the
date that is ten (10) days after the later of delivery by the TITLE COMPANY
of the TITLE REPORT (such date being the “Settlement Date”) to CITY. The
Settlement shall be coordinated with Insight Title Company (“TITLE
COMPANY”), having an address at 1107 Mississippi Avenue #100, St. Louis,
MO 63104 and shall occur in the offices of the Title Company, by escrow,
unless otherwise agreed to by the parties hereto.
c. The following deliveries shall be made at Settlement:
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i. The DISTRICT shall convey the PROPERTY to the CITY by Special
Warranty Deed (the “DEED”) containing the DEED RESTRICTION,
subject to all matters which would be revealed or disclosed by an
accurate survey or physical inspection of the property, current taxes
and other general or special assessments, reservations in patents and
all easements, rights of way, encumbrances, liens, covenants,
conditions, restrictions, obligations, and liabilities as appear of record,
and zoning ordinances and regulations and any other laws, ordinances
and governmental regulations and restrictions regulating the use,
occupancy or enjoyment of the PROPERTY.
ii. The CITY and DISTRICT shall execute and deliver any other

instruments or documents reasonably or customarily required or
requested by the DISTRICT, CITY, or the TITLE COMPANY in
order to consummate this transaction and effect the conveyance of
the Property to the CITY.
3. Development of the Property. Should the DISTRICT elect to design and construct
the TRAIL on the PROPERTY, the CITY agrees to (i) cooperate and coordinate with the
DISTRICT in the development, design, and construction of the TRAIL and (ii) enter into a
separate written Construction, Operations, and Maintenance Agreement between the CITY
and the DISTRICT (the “CONSTRUCTION, OPERATIONS, AND MAINTENANCE
AGREEMENT”) memorializing such design, construction and development responsibilities.
The CONSTRUCTION, OPERATIONS, AND MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT shall be
substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit B. The DISTRICT reserves the right to
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partner with the CITY with respect to the design and development of the TRAIL in a
cohesive manner.
4. Future Operation and Maintenance Responsibilities: The parties agree that upon
completion of the conveyance of the PROPERTY to the CITY, the CITY will be responsible
for the day-to-day operation and maintenance of the PROPERTY, subject to the conditions
below:
a. CITY shall routinely perform maintenance of the PROPERTY to remove all
trash and debris and keep the PROPERTY in clean, sightly and safe
condition and repair.
b. CITY shall at all times comply with applicable laws and regulations in
maintaining and restoring the PROPERTY.
c. The parties agree that upon completion of the TRAIL, the trailhead facility,
and any related improvements, the CITY will be responsible for the day-today operation and maintenance of the TRAIL, the trailhead facility, and any
related improvements. Such operation and maintenance responsibilities will
be memorialized in the CONSTRUCTION, OPERATIONS, AND
MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT.
5. Future Access to the Property: The CITY hereby agrees and shall be required to
grant to the DISTRICT all temporary and permanent easements (including but not limited
to construction easements), licenses, and other access rights over and across the
PROPERTY as the DISTRICT shall reasonably require in its discretion for the construction,
operation, and maintenance of the TRAIL, trailhead facility, and related improvements.
6. Condition of Property.
a. CITY acknowledges that the DISTRICT is making no representation or
warranty, oral or written, regarding the PROPERTY, including but not limited
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to those concerning (i) the nature and condition of the PROPERTY and the
suitability of the PROPERTY for any and all activities and uses which the
CITY may elect to conduct thereon, or (ii) the manner, construction, condition
and state of repair or lack of repair of any improvements located on the
Property. CITY acknowledges that the CITY is accepting the PROPERTY
based solely on the CITY’S own independent investigations and findings and
not in reliance on any information provided by the DISTRICT or the CITY’s
agents or contractors. Except as provided in the CONSTRUCTION,
OPERATIONS, AND MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT, CITY hereby confirms
and agrees that if SETTLEMENT takes place (i) the DISTRICT shall have no
liability, responsibility or obligation subsequent to SETTLEMENT with respect
to any conditions, or as to any other matters whatsoever, respecting in any
way the PROPERTY; (ii) the CITY hereby forever remises, releases, acquits
and discharges the DISTRICT, its employees and agents from any and all
claims, including, but not limited to, any claims arising under any
environmental law, or under common law, that have been or may be asserted
and that arise from or relate in any way to the condition of the PROPERTY;
and (iii) the CITY hereby covenants not to sue the DISTRICT, its employees
or agents for any claim, relating in any way to the condition of the Property.
b. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY OTHER PROVISION OF THIS COOPERATION
AGREEMENT TO THE CONTRARY, THE CITY ACKNOWLEDGES AND
AGREES THAT IN CONSIDERATION OF THE AGREEMENTS OF THE
DISTRICT HEREIN, THE PROPERTY SHALL BE CONVEYED TO THE
CITY ON AN “AS IS, WHERE IS” BASIS WITHOUT ANY SURVIVING
REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES OF ANY KIND, EXPRESS OR
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IMPLIED, EITHER ORAL OR WRITTEN, MADE BY THE DISTRICT OR
ANY AGENT OR REPRESENTATIVE OF THE DISTRICT WITH RESPECT
TO THE PHYSICAL CONDITION OF THE PROPERTY, THE PROPERTY’S
COMPLIANCE WITH THE AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT, OR
WITH RESPECT TO THE EXISTENCE OR ABSENCE OF TOXIC OR
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SUBSTANCES OR WASTES OR STORAGE
TANKS IN, ON, UNDER OR AFFECTING THE PROPERTY. THE
DISTRICT HAS MADE AND HEREBY MAKES NO WARRANTY OR
REPRESENTATION OTHER THAN AS SPECIFICALLY STATED HEREIN
AND HEREBY DISCLAIMS ANY IMPLIED WARRANTY REGARDING THE
FITNESS FOR PARTICULAR PURPOSE, QUALITY OR
MERCHANTABILITY OF THE PROPERTY.
7. Amendments, Changes and Modifications. This COOPERATION AGREEMENT
may be amended, changed, modified or altered only by written agreement of the DISTRICT
and the CITY.
8. Notices. All notices or other communications required or desired to be given
hereunder shall be in writing and shall be deemed duly given when mailed by first class,
registered or certified mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:
District:

Metropolitan Park and Recreation District d/b/a The Great Rivers
Greenway District
3745 Foundry Way, Suite 253
St. Louis, MO 63110
Attention: CEO

City:
City of Pacific, Missouri
300 Hoven Drive
Pacific, MO 63069
Attention: City Administrator
9. Breach and Termination.
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a. City Default. In the event of breach of any term or condition of this
COOPERATION AGREEMENT by the CITY, and the CITY does not cure
such breach within thirty (30) days after written notice from the DISTRICT
specifying the breach (or if the breach cannot be cured within such thirty (30)
day period, if CITY shall not within such thirty (30) day period commence
such cure and thereafter diligently pursue the same to its completion), the
DISTRICT shall have the right to terminate this COOPERATION
AGREEMENT. Such termination shall be effective thirty (30) days after
delivery of written notice of such termination to the CITY. Additionally, the
DISTRICT shall be afforded all rights and remedies at law or in equity against
the CITY.
b. District Default. In the event of breach of any term or condition of this
COOPERATION AGREEMENT by the DISTRICT, and the DISTRICT does
not cure such breach within thirty (30) days after written notice from the CITY
specifying the breach (or if the breach cannot be cured within such thirty (30)
day period, if the DISTRICT shall not within such thirty (30) day period
commence such cure and thereafter diligently pursue the same to its
completion), the CITY shall have the right to terminate this COOPERATION
AGREEMENT. Such termination shall be effective thirty (30) days after
delivery of written notice of such termination to the DISTRICT. Additionally,
the CITY shall be afforded all rights and remedies at law or in equity against
the DISTRICT.
10. Assignment. Neither party may assign its right under this COOPERATION
AGREEMENT without the written consent of the other.
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11. Limitation of Liability. Under no circumstances shall either the CITY or the
DISTRICT be liable to the other under any theory of tort, contract, strict liability or other
legal or equitable theory for any punitive, special, incidental, indirect or consequential
damages, each of which is excluded by agreement of the parties regardless of whether or
not any of the parties have been advised of the possibility of such damages.
12. Waiver. The failure of one party to require performance of any provision of this
COOPERATION AGREEMENT shall not affect that party’s right to require performance at
any time thereafter, nor shall a waiver of any breach or default of this COOPERATION
AGREEMENT constitute a waiver of any subsequent breach or default or a waiver of the
provision itself.
13. Controlling Law/Venue. This COOPERATION AGREEMENT shall be interpreted
in accordance with the laws of the State of Missouri. Any action brought hereunder shall be
brought in the Circuit Court of St. Louis County, Missouri or in the event of Federal
jurisdiction, in the United States District Court, Eastern District of Missouri.
14. Integration. This COOPERATION AGREEMENT represents the entire integrated
agreement between the DISTRICT and the CITY, and supersedes all prior negotiations,
representations or agreements, either written or oral.
15. Miscellaneous. All captions and headings in this COOPERATION AGREEMENT
are for convenience only and do not limit or describe the COOPERATION AGREEMENT
herein. This is the entire agreement between the parties and no amendments or additions
thereto shall be valid unless in writing and signed by all the parties. All representations,
warranties and indemnities made hereunder shall survive the transfer of the title to the
PROPERTY to the CITY and shall not be merged therein. This COOPERATION
AGREEMENT shall be binding on, and shall inure to the benefit of all legal representations,
heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns of the parties hereto. If any
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provision of this COOPERATION AGREEMENT shall be declared to be unenforceable by a
court of competent jurisdiction, the remaining provisions hereof shall be valid and
enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by law.

[REMAINDER OF PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK]
[SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS IMMEDIATELY]
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WHEREFORE, the parties have set their hands the day and date first above written.
DISTRICT

CITY

Metropolitan Park and Recreation District
d/b/a The Great Rivers Greenway District

City of Pacific, Missouri

By: ____________________________
Susan Trautman
Chief Executive Officer

By: ____________________
Print: __________________
Title: ___________________

Approved as to Form:

_____________________
Husch Blackwell LLP
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EXHIBIT A

Parcel 1
A tract of Land being part of the East Half of Section 13, Township 43 North, Range 2 East of the 5th P.M.,
part of the West Half of Section 18 and United States Survey No. 1946, Township 43 North, Range 3 East
of the 5th P.M., Franklin County, Missouri and St. Louis County, Missouri to wit:
Commencing at a set iron rod at the East Quarter Corner of said Section 13, thence along the center section
line of said Section 13 West 16.50 ft. to a set iron rod at the point of beginning; thence leaving said section
line N04°-52'-13" E 306.90 ft. to a set iron rod; thence N86°-52'-13" E 142.80 ft. to the water line of the
Meramec River; thence along said water line S04°-40'-31" W 286.22 ft. to a point, thence S24°- 51'-17" W
119.44 ft. to a point, thence S11°-30'-47" W 37.50 ft. to the intersection of said water mark and the North
right of way line of State Highway "F"; thence leaving said water line along said North right of way line
N66°-09'-59" W 109.61 ft. to a set iron rod; thence leaving said North right of way line N18°-52'- 13" E
26.59 ft. to a set iron rod; thence N04°-52'-13" E 47.52 ft. to the point of beginning, containing 1.26 acres.
Parcel 2
A tract of Land being part of the East Half of Section 13, Township 43 North, Range 2 East of the 5th P.M.,
part of the West Half of Section 18, Township 43 North, Range 3 East of the 5th P.M., Franklin County,
Missouri and St. Louis County, Missouri, to wit:
Commencing at a set iron rod at the East Quarter Corner of said Section 13, thence along the center section
line of said Section 13 West 16.50 ft. to a point; thence leaving said section line S04-52'-13" W 47.52 ft. to
a set iron rod; thence S18°-52'-13" E 227.34 ft. to a set iron rod on the South right of way line of State
Highway "F" at the point of beginning; thence along said right of way line S66°-09'-59" E 134.93 ft. to the
water line of the Meramec River; thence leaving said right of way line along said water line S13°- 02'-19"
W 75.71 ft. to a point; thence leaving said water line N87°-07'-47" W 147.84 ft. to a set iron rod; thence
N18°-52'-13" E 127.74 ft. to the to the point of beginning, containing 0.32 acres.
Parcel 3
A tract of land being located in U.S. Survey 1946, Township 43 North, Range 3 East, as recorded in Deed
Book 10246, Page 1743 of the St. Louis County, Missouri records, being more particularly described as
follows:
Beginning at the intersection of the West line of Township 43 North, Range 3 East and the Southwesterly
line of U.S. Surveys 1946 and 1932, from which a found old stone with cross marked with a old iron rod
(0.44 feet North) located at the Southwest corner of Section 18, Township 43 North, Range 3 East bears
South 00 degrees 51 minutes 48 seconds West for a distance of 2913.64 feet, as measured along said
Township Line, and a found iron rod with cap located at the Northwest corner of Lot 3 of “Lake Cattails”
a subdivision recorded in Plat Book 89, page 70 of the Jefferson County, Missouri Records bears South 28
degrees 23 minutes 06 seconds East for a distance of 4580.38 feet, as measured along said U.S. Survey
lines; thence along said Township Line, North 00 degrees 51 48 seconds East, a distance of 1667.98 feet to
a point; being the intersection of said Township Line with the Northwest line of said U.S. Survey 1946;
thence North 60 degrees 06 minutes 53 seconds East, along said Northwest Township Line, a distance of
468.49 feet to a point; being on the Bank Line/Normal Low Water Line of the Meramec River; thence along
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said Bank Line/Normal Low Water Line the following courses and distances; South 11 degrees 54 minutes
33 seconds West, a distance of 239.82 feet to a point; South 09 degrees 04 minutes 25 seconds West, a
distance of 149.49 feet to a point; South 09 degrees 12 minutes 36 seconds West, a distance of 419.96 feet
to a point; South 12 degrees 27 minutes 05 seconds West, a distance of 114.53 feet to a point; South 08
degrees 56 minutes 48 seconds West, a distance of 612.84 feet to a point; and South 09 degrees 38 minutes
01 seconds West, a distance of 543.17 feet to a point on the aforementioned Southwesterly line of U.S.
Survey 1946; thence North 28 degrees 23 minutes 06 seconds West, along said Southwesterly line of U.S.
Survey 1946, a distance of 168.59 feet to the Point of Beginning, said tract containing 435,259 square feet
or 9.992 acres, more or less, as surveyed and calculated by THD Design Group Inc. during March 2017.
Parcel 4
A Tract of land in Section 7, Section 18, U.S. Survey 1946 and U.S. Survey 3064 Township 43 North,
Range 3 East of the 5th Principal Meridian in the County of St. Louis, Missouri and described as follows:
Commencing at a point on the South line of the Right of Way of the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway
Company where said Right of Way intersects the County line between St. Louis and Franklin Counties;
Thence South along said County dividing line on the West line of said Section 7, South 01 degrees 03
minutes 36 seconds West, 1310.92 feet to the North bank of Brush Creek and the Point of Beginning;
Thence along the meanders of the North bank of Brush Creek the following calls; South 89 degrees 50
minutes 39 seconds East, 43.80 feet; Thence South 71 degrees 19 minutes 17 seconds East, 78.93 feet;
Thence South 54 degrees 22 minutes 35 seconds East, 120.35 feet; Thence South 78 degrees 24 minutes 26
seconds East, 78.33 feet; Thence North 59 degrees 39 minutes 01 seconds East, 113.62 feet; Thence North
36 degrees 23 minutes 51 seconds East, 62.45 feet; Thence North 47 degrees 57 minutes 50 seconds East,
38.75 feet; Thence North 43 degrees 26 minutes 41 seconds East, 111.64 feet; Thence North 35 degrees 48
minutes 36 seconds East, 67.49 feet; Thence North 34 degrees 15 minutes 38 seconds East, 32.66 feet;
Thence North 10 degrees 56 minutes 16 seconds East, 79.17 feet; Thence North 04 degrees 08 minutes 13
seconds East, 78.39 feet; Thence North 25 degrees 37 minutes 56 seconds East, 101.33 feet; Thence North
31 degrees 54 minutes 59 seconds East, 83.99 feet; Thence North 51 degrees 20 minutes 40 seconds East,
59.85 feet; Thence North 49 degrees 05 minutes 50 seconds East, 99.79 feet; Thence North 83 degrees 44
minutes 59 seconds East, 34.24 feet; Thence North 64 degrees 42 minutes 32 seconds East, 45.97 feet to
the west bank of the Meramec River; Thence in a South and Southwesterly direction with the meanderings
of the Meramec River the following calls; South 17 degrees 41 minutes 34 seconds West, 200.89 feet;
Thence South 01 degrees 50 minutes 32 seconds East, 342.11 feet; Thence South 15 degrees 34 minutes 03
seconds West, 446.47 feet; Thence South 16 degrees 06 minutes 39 seconds West, 465.22 feet; Thence
South 12 degrees 52 minutes 05 seconds West, 674.05 feet; Thence South 18 degrees 05 minutes 41 seconds
West, 223.39 feet; Thence South 12 degrees 36 minutes 30 seconds West, 346.61 feet to the claim line of
U.S. Survey No.1946; Thence Southwest along said claim line South 60 degrees 36 minutes 26 seconds
West, 387.69 feet to said County dividing line on the West line of said Section 18; Thence along said county
dividing line along said West line of Section 18, North 01 degrees 21 minutes 21 seconds East, 891.40 feet
to an Iron Pipe at the Southwest corner of said Section 7; Thence continuing along said County dividing on
the West line of Section 7, North 01 degrees 03 minutes 36 seconds East, 1,287.63 feet to the point of
beginning, containing 28.99 acres more or less.
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COOPERATION AGREEMENT
FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
OF THE _______________: ___________________________________

THIS COOPERATION AGREEMENT is made and entered into this ___ day of
, 20

by and between the METROPOLITAN PARK AND RECREATION

DISTRICT, d/b/a THE GREAT RIVERS GREENWAY DISTRICT (hereinafter
“DISTRICT”) and __________________________ (hereinafter the “CITY”).
WHEREAS, the DISTRICT is engaged in developing and constructing a series of
parks, trails and greenways in the City of St. Louis, St. Louis County and St. Charles
County, Missouri; and
WHEREAS, Sections 70.210 and 70.220 RSMo., as amended, authorize
municipalities and political subdivisions to contract and cooperate with other
municipalities and political subdivisions for the planning, development, construction,
acquisition or operation of any public improvement or facility; and
WHEREAS, Section 67.1742(2) RSMo. provides that a metropolitan park and
recreation district shall have the power to “Contract with public and private entities or
individuals both within and without the state … in furtherance of any of the purposes of
the district;” and
WHEREAS, Ordinance Number _________ authorizes the CITY to enter into this
COOPERATION AGREEMENT with the DISTRICT; and (IF NEEDED PER CITY)
WHEREAS, the DISTRICT and the CITY wish to enter into an agreement by which
the DISTRICT will, at its own expense, construct a trail, trail facilities, and improvements
on land owned or under the control of the DISTRICT or the CITY; and,
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WHEREAS, the CITY will be responsible for ordinary operations and maintenance
of the GREENWAY during the term of this COOPERATION AGREEMENT.
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing and the following mutual
covenants, terms and conditions, the DISTRICT and the CITY agree as follows:
1. Purpose. This COOPERATION AGREEMENT is entered into by the parties
for the construction, operation and maintenance of the ________ Greenway:
_____________________ (the “GREENWAY”), as more fully described in
Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein.
2. Representations of the DISTRICT. The DISTRICT represents, warrants and
covenants to the CITY as follows:
a. The DISTRICT is a political subdivision duly created and existing under and
pursuant to the laws of the State of Missouri.
b. The DISTRICT has full power and authority to enter into this
COOPERATION AGREEMENT and to carry out its obligations hereunder,
and by proper action has duly authorized the execution and delivery of this
COOPERATION AGREEMENT by its duly authorized officers.
c. Neither the execution and delivery of this COOPERATION AGREEMENT,
nor the fulfillment of or compliance with the terms and conditions hereof,
conflicts with or results in a breach of the terms, conditions or provisions of
any restriction or any agreement or instrument to which the DISTRICT is
now a party or by which the DISTRICT is bound.
3. Representations of the CITY. The CITY represents, warrants and covenants
to the DISTRICT as follows:
a. The CITY is a constitutionally-created City of the State of Missouri.
DocID: 4831-5409-4498.2
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b. The CITY has power to enter into this COOPERATION AGREEMENT and
by proper action has duly authorized the execution and delivery of this
COOPERATION AGREEMENT by its duly authorized officers.
c. The execution and delivery of this COOPERATION AGREEMENT will not
conflict with or constitute a breach of or default under the laws applicable to
the CITY, its ordinances or any bond, debenture, note or other evidence of
indebtedness of the CITY or any contract, agreement or lease to which the
CITY is a party or by which it is bound.
4. JOINT OBLIGATIONS. The CITY and the DISTRICT shall work together to
provide or facilitate training related to the GREENWAY operations and
maintenance for designers, staff, partners and volunteers.
5. DISTRICT OBLIGATIONS.
a. The DISTRICT agrees to plan, engineer and construct the GREENWAY,
which is more fully described in Exhibit A. The DISTRICT shall require any
contractor or subcontractors hired to construct improvements on the
GREENWAY to satisfy the requirements of Section 107.170, RSMo. 1986,
by furnishing to CITY a bond with good and sufficient sureties, in an amount
fixed by CITY, and such bond shall be conditioned for the payment of any
and all materials, equipment and tools used in connection with the
construction of such improvements, and all insurance premiums, both for
compensation and for all other kinds of insurance on said work, and for all
labor performed in such work whether by subcontractor or otherwise. In
addition, the DISTRICT will adhere to the requirements of Section 290.220
et seq. RSMo., concerning the payment of prevailing wage on public works
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projects. The CITY will have the opportunity to participate in the planning,
design and construction phases of the GREENWAY and shall have the right
to approve or reasonably modify the plans prior to commencement of
construction.
b. The DISTRICT will maintain Workers’ Compensation and appropriate
employer’s liability insurance covering any of its own employees engaged
in activities relating to the GREENWAY.
c. The parties will require that any outside contractor, equipment provider or
other third party with which it enters into any agreements under this
COOPERATION AGREEMENT, to provide it with a certificate of insurance
demonstrating insurance coverage in connection with the activities to be
performed by such contractor in connection with the GREENWAY, for
personal and property liability, medical benefits, as well as general liability
insurance.
d. The DISTRICT shall provide all signage in the GREENWAY area during
construction. Any additional future signage within the GREENWAY area
shall be approved by the DISTRICT.
e. After the GREENWAY construction is substantially completed, the
DISTRICT will notify the CITY of their obligation to begin operation and
maintenance of the GREENWAY. The DISTRICT shall issue a Certificate
of Substantial Completion, in the form attached hereto as Exhibit B and
incorporated herein, to the CITY.

The form shall be signed by the

DISTRICT and the CITY representative. The Certificate shall represent all
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signing parties’ determination that the GREENWAY substantially conforms
to the terms of this COOPERATION AGREEMENT.
f. After the GREENWAY construction is substantially completed, the
DISTRICT will notify the CITY, in writing, of their obligation to begin
operation and maintenance of the GREENWAY.
g. The DISTRICT will be responsible for the establishment of the landscape
vegetation (excluding turfgrass) and stormwater Best Management
Practices (BMP) installed during the construction and development of the
GREENWAY as set forth in Exhibit C for a period of two years following
substantial completion.
h. The DISTRICT will be responsible for the Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer
District (MSD) required Best Management Practices (BMP) inspections
beginning at substantial completion of the GREENWAY through the end of
the landscape warranty period. After this period is over, the DISTRICT will
require the CITY to continue inspections as set forth in section 6. CITY
Obligations. The DISTRICT shall provide all inspection reports with the
CITY for submission to MSD per the (reference agreement between City
and MSD) Maintenance Agreement with MSD.
6. EASEMENTS. The CITY hereby grants to the DISTRICT, and its successors
and assigns, a non-exclusive easement on, over, under, and across, any and
all land owned by the CITY and located within the GREENWAY (the “CITY
EASEMENT AREA”), for the purposes of the planning, engineering,
constructing, and altering of the GREENWAY as contemplated by this
COOPERATION AGREEMENT (the “CITY EASEMENT”). The CITY
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EASEMENT shall be in effect and enforceable during the term of this
COOPERATION AGREEMENT, including any extension hereof. Subject to the
terms of this COOPERATION AGREEMENT, there is included in this grant of
the CITY EASEMENT the right of the DISTRICT, at any time upon mutual
agreement between the CITY and the DISTRICT and from time to time, to
install, place, or construct upon the CITY EASEMENT AREA any personal
property, asset, or improvement owned by the DISTRICT and to be used in
connection with the GREENWAY.
7. CITY OBLIGATIONS; TERM AND RENEWAL.
a. After acceptance of the Certificate of Substantial Completion by the CITY,
the CITY will assume administrative responsibility for operation and
maintenance of the GREENWAY to allow safe and convenient public
access, enjoyment and use (the “GREENWAY”).
b. By executing this COOPERATION AGREEMENT, the CITY approves the
project concept and agrees to accept maintenance of the GREENWAY, as
indicated in Exhibit A. Within thirty (30) days after the date of this
COOPERATION AGREEMENT, the CITY will designate, through the
Director of Parks and Recreation (or other city official) in writing, an
individual with final authority to make all approvals described in this
paragraph. After acceptance by the CITY, the CITY will assume
administrative responsibility for ordinary operation and maintenance of the
GREENWAY to allow safe and convenient public access, enjoyment and
use.
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c. The CITY will have full control regarding hours of usage, closing the
GREENWAY for maintenance or other activities and use of the
GREENWAY for special events. If the CITY wishes to change any of the
operational hours or other guidelines, they must do so in partnership with
the DISTRICT and give at least thirty 30 days written notice, so the
DISTRICT can modify messaging appropriately. The CITY shall notify the
DISTRICT, as soon as reasonably possible, when the GREENWAY is
closed for any reason including maintenance, hazardous conditions or
special events.
d. The CITY shall be responsible for routine, non-routine maintenance,
inspections (including reporting) and notifications as listed in detail here and
outlined in Exhibit D.
i. Routine Maintenance Activities
This work consists of basic upkeep of the trail and GREENWAY
amenities on a regular basis.
1. Trail surface: Debris, including rocks, sticks, litter, pet waste, lawn
clippings, leaves, etc., shall be kept clear of the pathway as often
as necessary to maintain a safe surface for trail users. Following
storm events, trails should be inspected within 48 hours to ensure
the pathway is clear of obstructions and/or hazards.
2. Vegetation along trails: Low growing vegetation, i.e. turf, shall be
trimmed to a height as to ensure the vegetation is not obstructing
the path of the trail. This should be conducted on a weekly or
biweekly basis as needed to maintain a 3 foot buffer on either
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side of the paved pathway.

Adjacent trees and brush, both

naturally occurring and planted, shall be trimmed to a height of 8’
and to a distance of at least 3’ on either side of the pathway.
3. Planted vegetation: Landscaping along the GREENWAY shall be
maintained in good health, free of weeds, dead or diseased
vegetation removed and replaced according to the landscape
design. If replacement is substantially different from the original
design installed by the DISTRICT, the DISTRICT shall be
consulted prior to work being conducted.
4. Greenway amenities: Amenities such as benches, trash cans,
signage, bike racks, playgrounds, lighting, bollards, fencing, etc.
shall be maintained in safe, working condition and free of graffiti.
Non-capital repairs due to vandalism, accidents and natural wear
shall be made as soon as possible. The DISTRICT will be made
aware of needed repairs, when repairs are completed and if
repairs are intended to be deferred to another time. The CITY
will be responsible for the installation of replacement signage
provided by the DISTRICT as referenced in this document under
Section 5 District Obligations.
5. Retaining Walls: Trim grass/vegetation along wall, keep free of
debris and trash, remove and replace damaged components and
graffiti monthly. Annual check for cracks to segmental units and
caps and repair as needed.
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6. Stabilizing slopes including re-grading erosion rills and gullies, replanting bare soil areas, repairing any damaged or degraded
erosion and sediment control devices which are still in use or
necessary to ensure vegetation establishment.
7. Stormwater Best Management Practices (“BMP”) maintenance
including clearing sediment, debris and litter from swales, riprap,
culverts and raingardens; removal of invasive or undesirable
vegetation from bioswales, raingardens and retention/detention
ponds in accordance with the executed Maintenance Agreement
with Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer District (MSD). Any corrective
action required that will modify the storm water facilities or BMPs
shall be approved by an appropriate licensed professional. In the
event the CITY shall fail to conduct BMP maintenance in
accordance with MSD requirements, MSD shall be permitted to
enter onto the GREENWAY property, make such repairs and
perform such maintenance as deemed necessary, and bill the
CITY for services performed. MSD shall be a third-party
beneficiary of this COOPERATION AGREEMENT for purposes
of this Section.
ii. Non-Routine Maintenance Activities
Non-routine maintenance activities include:
1. Capital repair and replacement of GREENWAY assets including,
but not limited to, trail surface removal and replacement, retaining
wall repair or replacement, catastrophic events due to unforeseen
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circumstances or natural disaster, capital asset repair or
replacement. In the case of the greenway trail or greenway assets
damaged during catastrophic events, the DISTRICT and its
Board of Directors shall work with the CITY to allocate funds from
the DISTRICT to make necessary repairs pending Board of
Directors approval.
iii. Inspections: Inspection of the GREENWAY by CITY staff or firm
contracted by the CITY shall take place on a regular basis to be able
to assign and complete regular and non-regular maintenance
activities.

A more detailed inspection of stormwater management

facilities (including but not limited to swales/channels, drains, turf
reinforcement mats, culverts, riprap and vegetated slopes) shall be
inspected by a qualified individual familiar with the operation of said
facilities.
iv. Reporting: To help the DISTRICT and its partners build and sustain
an effective greenway network, reporting is necessary to track
maintenance (routine, non-routine and specialized) to assist in
planning, design and development of greenways moving forward.
The CITY shall keep a record detailing all routine and non-routine
maintenance activities completed including frequency, corrective
actions taken and those deferred.

The stormwater BMP report

required by MSD shall be included in this document as a separate
section.

These should be compiled as an annual report to the

DISTRICT. The Annual Report template will be made available by
DocID: 4831-5409-4498.2
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the DISTRICT.

The Annual Report should be submitted

electronically to the DISTRICT no later than March 31st of each year
following the previous calendar year ending December 31st after
substantial completion, i.e. 2019 Annual Report is due March 31,
2020. A copy of the report is included in Exhibit E, however a digital
copy will be made available to the CITY upon request.
v. Modifications:
The CITY shall notify the DISTRICT in writing when there is a desire
to add, modify or eliminate amenities or assets included in the
GREENWAY thirty (30) days prior to said actions being taken. The
CITY and the DISTRICT shall work together to accommodate
reasonable requests and come to a mutually agreed upon course of
action.
8. Publicity. It is the intent of the parties that the GREENWAY shall be and
become an integral part of the park system of the CITY. As such, the CITY will
include in any press releases or other publicity about the GREENWAY, the
words, “This greenway was built in cooperation with the regional parks and
trails district, Great Rivers Greenway as part of the overall River Ring system.”
Events held on this GREENWAY should list Great Rivers Greenway as a cohost along with the CITY.
9. Amendments, Changes and Modifications.

This COOPERATION

AGREEMENT may be amended, changed, modified, altered or terminated only
by written agreement of the DISTRICT and the CITY.

DocID: 4831-5409-4498.2
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10. Notices. All notices or other communication required or desired to be given
hereunder shall be deemed duly given when mailed by first class, registered or
certified mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

DISTRICT:

Metropolitan Park and Recreation District,
d/b/a The Great Rivers Greenway District
6178 Delmar Blvd
St. Louis, MO 63112
Attention: Susan Trautman, Chief Executive Officer
Telephone: (314) 436-7009
Fax:
(314) 436-8004

With a Copy to:

Husch Blackwell LLP
190 Carondelet Plaza, Suite 600
St. Louis, MO 63105
Attention: David Richardson
Telephone: (314) 480-1718
Fax:
(314) 727-2824

CITY:

City of ____________Department of __________
__________________________
__________, MO ________
Attention: ____________
Telephone:
Fax:

11. Assignments. Neither party may mortgage or otherwise assign its right under
this COOPERATION AGREEMENT without the written consent of the other.
12. Waiver. The failure of one party to require performance of any provision of
this COOPERATION AGREEMENT shall not affect that party’s right to
require performance at any time thereafter, nor shall a waiver of any breach
or default of this COOPERATION AGREEMENT constitute a waiver of any
subsequent breach or default or a waiver of the provision itself.
13. Controlling Law/Venue. This COOPERATION AGREEMENT shall be
interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Missouri. Any action
brought hereunder shall be brought in the Circuit Court of St. Louis County,
DocID: 4831-5409-4498.2
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Missouri or in the event of Federal jurisdiction, in the United States District
Court, Eastern District of Missouri.
14. Integration.

This COOPERATION AGREEMENT represents the entire

integrated agreement between the DISTRICT and the CITY, and supersedes
all prior negotiations, representations or agreements, either written or oral.
[Signature page to follow]

DocID: 4831-5409-4498.2
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WHEREFORE, the parties have set their hands the day and date first above written.

CITY OF ___________, MISSOURI

METROPOLITAN PARK AND
RECREATION DISTRICT d/b/a THE
GREAT RIVERS GREENWAY
DISTRICT

By:

By:
CITY Executive

Chief Executive Officer

ATTEST:

Approved as to Form:

CITY Clerk

____________________
Husch Blackwell LLP

APPROVED:

APPROVED:

Risk and Insurance Manager

Director of Parks and Recreation

APPROVED:
________________________________
Director of Transportation

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL FORM:

APPROVED:

CITY Counselor

Accounting Officer

DocID: 4831-5409-4498.2
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EXHIBIT A

SLC-8189633-4
DocID: 4831-5409-4498.2

EXHIBIT B
Form of Certificate of Substantial Completion
The undersigned, __________________________, the Metropolitan Park and
Recreation District d/b/a the Great Rivers Greenway District (the “District”), pursuant to
that certain Cooperation Agreement dated
, 20 ,(the “Agreement”)
by and between the District and the CITY of
(the “CITY”), hereby
certifies to the CITY as follows:
1.
That as of
, 20 , the Greenway (the “Work”) (as
defined in the Agreement in Exhibit A) has been substantially completed in a
workmanlike manner and in accordance with the Agreement.
2.

Lien waivers for applicable portions of the Work have been obtained.

3.
This Certificate of Substantial Completion is accompanied by the project
architect’s certificate of substantial completion on AIA Form G-704 (or the substantial
equivalent thereof), certifying that the Work has been substantially completed in
accordance with the Agreement.
4.
This Certificate of Substantial Completion is being issued by the District to the
CITY in accordance with the Agreement to evidence the District’s satisfaction of all
obligations and covenants with respect to the Work and the development of the
Greenway.
5.
The CITY’s acceptance (below) or its failure to object in writing to this Certificate
within 30 days of the date of delivery of this Certificate to the CITY (which written
objection, if any, must be delivered to the District prior to the end of such 30-day
period), and the recordation of this Certificate with the
Recorder of Deeds,
shall evidence the satisfaction of the District’s agreements and covenants to perform the
Work.
6.
This Certificate shall be recorded in the office of the
Recorder of
Deeds by the District. This Certificate is given without prejudice to any rights against
third parties which exist as of the date hereof or which may subsequently come into
being.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has hereunto set his/her hand this __ day of
________________, 20__ .
By:
Name:
Title:

DocID: 4831-5409-4498.2
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CITY of
By:
Name:
Title:

DISTRICT'S NOTARY BLOCK
STATE OF MISSOURI
SS.
CITY OF ______________

)
)
)

On this ___day of ________________, 20__, before me personally appeared
______________________, to me personally known, who, being by me duly sworn, did
say that she is the Executive Director of the Metropolitan Park and Recreation District
d/b/a the Great Rivers Greenway District, a Missouri political subdivision,, authorized to
execute this instrument on behalf of the District, and said instrument was signed and
sealed in behalf of said District, by authority of its Executive Director and acknowledged
said instrument to be the free act and deed of the District.
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal in
the City and State aforesaid, the day and year first above written.
______________________________________
Notary Public
My Commission Expires:

DocID: 4831-5409-4498.2
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EXHIBIT C
STORMWATER BMP

DocID: 4831-5409-4498.2

18

EXHIBIT D
Task/Responsibility
Trail surface cleaning
Trail surface repair/replacement
Landscape maintenance and replacement
Flood cleanup
Fencing repair/replacement
Trailhead and trailhead amenities maintenance
Trailhead and trailhead amenities replacement
MSD BMP maintenance and reporting
Turf mowing and care
Native grass plantings
Retaining walls maintenance, repair and replacement
Greenway signage (including repair and replacement)

CITY – ___________CITY Government
GRG – Great Rivers Greenway District

DocID: 4831-5409-4498.2
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BILL NO. 5130

ORDINANCE NO. _______

SPONSOR: Nemeth
AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING THE POSITION OF DIRECTOR OF TOURISM AND
PROVIDING FOR THE QUALIFICATIONS AND DUTIES THEREOF.
WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen has determined to establish the position of Director of
Tourism and to provide for the qualifications and duties thereof.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1.
The Code of Ordinances of the City of Pacific shall be revised by adding a new
Article XVI to Chapter 115, as follows:
Article XVI Director of Tourism
1. Establishment. The position of Director of Tourism is hereby established. The Director of
Tourism shall be appointed by the Mayor with the consent and approval of a majority of
the members elected to the Board of Aldermen.
2. Qualifications. The person appointed to the office of Director of Tourism shall possess a
degree in tourism, hospitality, museum studies, marketing and promotion,
communications or closely related field and shall possess at least two years’ professional
experience, preferably in a tourism, museum or marketing related capacity. Any
equivalent combination of education and experience may be accepted, as determined by
the Board of Aldermen.
3. Oath / Term / Removal. The person appointed to the office of Director of Tourism shall
take the prescribed oath required of City Officers. The Director of Tourism shall hold
office for a term to run concurrently with the Mayor by whom he/she was appointed and
until his/her successor shall have been appointed and qualified. The Director of Tourism
may be removed from office subject to provisions of Municipal Code or as otherwise
provided by law.
4. Compensation. The Director of Tourism shall receive such compensation as the Board of
Aldermen shall fix from time to time by ordinance or resolution.
5. Duties. The Director of Tourism, under the supervision of the City Administrator, shall
have those duties as may be prescribed from time to time by the Mayor, City
Administrator or Board of Aldermen. Duties may include, though not necessarily be
limited to, the following: Operation and management of the Red Cedar Inn Welcome
Center and Museum facility; management of the City’s tourism marketing and
promotional activities; providing staff support to the City of Pacific Tourism
Commission, Meramec Valley Historical Society.

Section 2.
This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage and approval.

PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2021.__________________________
Herbert C. Adams, Acting MAYOR

APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2021. _____________________
Herbert C. Adams, Acting MAYOR
ATTEST:

City Clerk

RESOLUTION NO. 2022 - 14
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AN APPLICATION FOR FEDERAL HAZARD
MITIGATION GRANT PROGRAM FUNDING; DESIGNATING AN AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE TO SERVE AS THE CITY’S REPRESENTATIVE IN THE
PROGRAM; AND APPROVING THE ALLOCATION OF MATCHING FUNDS FOR
THE PROGRAM
WHEREAS, the City of Pacific (hereinafter “Subgrantee”) has been invited to make application
through the Missouri State Emergency Management Agency (SEMA) to the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) for funding from the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program in the
total amount of $748,656.00 for the total project cost; and
WHEREAS, the Subgrantee recognizes the fact that this grant is based on a cost share basis with
the federal share not exceeding 75% and the non-federal share being a minimum of 25% of the
total project cost, and further that the minimum 25% non-federal share can be either cash or inkind match; and
WHEREAS, the Subgrantee desires to name Steve Roth, City Administrator, as its Authorized
Representative, for purposes of filing the application;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN FOR THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1. The City of Pacific (Subgrantee) hereby agrees to provide and make available up
to One Hundred Eighty-Seven Thousand One Hundred Sixty-Four Dollars ($187,164.00) of nonfederal funds to be used to meet the minimum 25 percent match requirement for this mitigation
grant application. The non-federal share for this program shall be provided from City of Pacific
General Fund sources or other funding sources as may be determined by the Board of Aldermen.
SECTION 2. City Administrator Steve Roth is hereby designated as the Subgrantee’s
Authorized Representative for purposes of filing the application and taking other actions relating
thereto.
SECTION 3. The Mayor and City Administrator are authorized and directed to complete and
execute the attached Local Match Resolution, Authorized Representative Form, and other forms
and assurances as may be necessary to file the grant application on behalf of Subgrantee, and to
take other actions relating thereto.
ADOPTED and APPROVED this 15th day of February, 2022, by the Board of Aldermen for
the City of Pacific, Missouri.
Herbert C. Adams, Acting Mayor
ATTEST:

City Clerk

STATE OF MISSOURI
DESIGNATION OF APPLICANT'S AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

Steve Roth, City Administrator

is hereby authorized to execute on behalf of

(Name of Representative)

City of Pacific

this mitigation project and to file it with

(Applicant Entity)

Missouri State Emergency Management Agency (SEMA) for the purpose of obtaining financial
assistance under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (PL 93288, as amended).

Signed this

Day Of

February

, 2022____.

Steve Myers, Mayor
Chief Executive Officer
(Print Name and Title)

(Signature)

Steve Roth, City Administrator
Applicant's Authorized Representative
(Print Name and Title)

(Signature)

Attested:

Kimberly Barfield, City Clerk
(Print Name and Title)

(Signature)

LOCAL MATCH RESOLUTION #
FOR THE
HAZARD MITIGATION GRANT PROGRAM
WHEREAS,

City of Pacific
(jurisdiction)

Franklin County

, has made application through the Missouri State Emergency Management Agency

(hereinafter called "the Subgrantee"), County of

(SEMA) to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) for funding from the
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program, in the amount of

$748,656.00

for the total project cost,

and
WHEREAS, the Subgrantee recognizes the fact that this grant is based on a cost share basis with the federal share
not exceeding 75% and the non-federal share being a minimum of 25% of the total project cost. The minimum 25%
non-federal share can be either cash or in-kind match.
and
THEREFORE, the Subgrantee agrees to provide and make available up to
(

One hundred thousand one hundred sixty four

$187,164.00

dollars) of non-federal funds to be used to meet

the minimum 25% match requirement for this mitigation grant application.

The resolution was passed and approved this

15th

day of

February

,2022

Signatures of Council or Board Members:
Council or Board Member

Council or Board Member

Council or Board Member

Council or Board Member

Council or Board Member

Council or Board Member

Council or Board Member

Council or Board Member

Council or Board Member

Council or Board Member

I submit this form for inclusion with the HMGP Project Application.

Steve Roth, City Administrator
Print Name of Authorized Representative

Authorized Representative's Signature and Date

Safe Room Project
Application - Tab G

Local Match Resolution

Page 1
VER: 012712

Hazard Mitigation Grant Program – Direct Management Cost
In accordance with Section 1215 of the Disaster Relief and Recovery Act (DRRA), sub-recipients are
eligible for management costs up to 5% of the final eligible project costs.
Management Costs as defined by Section 324(a) Disaster Relief and Recovery Act (DRRA) are “any
indirect cost, any direct administrative cost and any administrative expense associated with a specific
project under a major disaster, emergency or disaster preparedness or mitigation activity or measure”.
All costs must be reasonable, allowable, allocable, and necessary are required by 2 CFR part 200
Subpart E, applicable program regulations and HMA Guidance (2015).
Management cost expenditures will be reported quarterly to SEMA-Mitigation Management.

As a sub-recipient we elect to:

Not receive management cost
X

Will receive management cost

Signature of Authorized Representative
Steve Roth
Printed Name of Authorized Representative

Date
City Administrator
Title

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, I hereby certify that the applicant will comply
with the identified assurances and certifications.

_Steve Roth, City Administrator_______________________________
Type Name of Authorized Agent Title
*Attach Sub-applicant Minutes or Resolution agreeing to follow the assurances of the grant
application.

X.

Certifications
To the best of my knowledge and belief, all data in this application is true and correct. The
governing body of the applicant has duly authorized this document, and hereby applies for
assistance documented in this application. By signing this document you will act as the
applicant’s agent in the performance of this grant. Also, the applicant understands that no
construction on the project may proceed until FEMA approval is gained.

Steve Roth
Typed Name of Authorized Representative/Applicant Agent

City Administrator
Title
(636) 271 - 0500
Telephone Number

Signature of Authorized Representative/Applicant Agent

1 of 1

Date Signed

Last Revised – 3-19-2020

MEMO
To:

Mr. Steve Roth - City Administrator

From:

Tyson King, PE, PTOE, RSP1
Morgan Bowen, EIT

Date:

January 14, 2022

Subject:

Pacific Stop Sign Study

Lochmueller Group has been requested to complete a stop sign warrant analysis pertaining to the
intersection of Lamar Parkway and Old Gray Summit Road in Pacific, Missouri. Lochmueller Group staff
compiled the necessary information to complete a multi-way stop sign warrant process, and analyzed the
need for mitigation measures. Lamar Parkway and Old Gray Summit Road east of Lamar Parkway are both
classified as major collectors, while Old Gray Summit Road west of Lamar Parkway is classified as at minor
collector; each roadway comprised of one travel lane in each direction. The intersection is a 3-legged,
unsignalized, one-way stop-controlled intersection. Lamar Parkway and Old Gray Summit both have a
posted speed limit of 35 mph.
Conditions were evaluated during the morning and evening commuter peak periods for a typical weekday
since these periods represent the busiest times. Based upon a review of the data collected, it was
determined that the peak hours of traffic flow at the intersection of Lamar Parkway and Old Gray Summit
Road are 7 to 8 a.m. and 4 to 5 p.m. A trip generation model was used to determine the volume of traffic
coming to and from the proposed Manors at Brush Creek residential development along Lamar Parkway
just north of Old Gray Summit Road. Table I expresses the trips generated from the residential area.
Synchro 10 traffic modeling software was also used to analyze the existing conditions during both peak
periods, considering count data collected on a typical weekday and the additional trips generated by the
proposed residential use. From these models it was found that the delay was less than 15 seconds for the
southbound movement during both peak hours.

Time Period

Table I. Old Gray Summit’s Residential Trip Generation Estimate
Vehicular Trips
Leaves Towards I-44 (North)

Leaves Towards South

Entering

Total

Weekday AM Peak Hour

64

16

28

108

Weekday PM Peak Hour

42

10

89

141

The following classifications were used to analyze the need for an all-way stop:



Criteria A: The intersection does not warrant a traffic signal and therefore does not meet this
criterion.
Criteria B: In the past three years (2018-2020, as 2021 crash data is not official as of yet), there
were only three accidents documented at this location, none of which were of a turning or rightangle type. Criteria B was not met.
411 North 10th Street, Suite 200
St. Louis, Missouri 63101
PHONE: 314.621.3395

Pacific Stop Sign Warrant Memo
January 15, 2022
Page 2




Criteria C: The 85th percentile speed of vehicles traveling along Old Gray Summit is 46.4 mph
which exceeds the 40 mph minimum to allow for 70% of the required major and minor street
volume to be applicable. The collected traffic volumes during peak hours is less than 210 vehicles
per hour on the major street (205 vehicles per hour was observed) and greater than 140 units
per hour on the minor street (176 vehicles per hour was observed); and the delay on Lamar
Parkway is less than 15 seconds per vehicle. Criterion C was only partially met.
Criteria D: 80% of Criterion B and C were not satisfied.

While Criteria C was not fully met based on collected volume information, inclusion of the volume
generated from the proposed residential use and consideration of day-to-day fluctuations of traffic
demands, it is expected Criteria C will be fully met. As such, this analysis determined that an all-way stop
may be beneficial to this location to control conflicts during peak periods. A Highway Capacity Analysis of
both the morning and evening peak periods found an all-way stop control would operate satisfactorily.
Please find the all-way stop criterion form enclosed with this summary of our work.

Do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions about this warrant analysis.

Sincerely,

Tyson King, P.E., PTOE, RSP1
Manager of Traffic & Safety Design
314.230.7985
tking@lochgroup.com

Multi-Way Stop Sign Analysis Form

Date:

January 14, 2022

Major Street:

Old Gray Summit Road

Posted Speed:

35 mph

ADT:

4063

Minor Street:

Lamar Parkway

Posted Speed:

35 mph

ADT:

4693

Check which box applies:

Commercial: ☐ Residential: ☒

Criteria A – Traffic Signals
Does this intersection warrant traffic signals?

☐ Yes ☒ No

* If Yes, include a traffic signal warrant for SP-22.

Criteria B – Traffic Accidents
List the number of accidents occurred in the past 3 years.
Year

No. of Accidents

2020

1

2019

1

2018

1

This intersection has had five (5) or more accidents in a 12-month period of a turning or right angle type accident?
☐ Yes ☒ No

Criteria C – Traffic Volumes
On the Major Street, the highest 8 hours is equal to what Vehicles Per Hour?

205

V.P.H.

Does the vehicular volume entering the intersection from the Major Street average at least 300 vehicles per
hour for any 8 hours? (Use the sum of both approaches.)
☐ Yes ☒ No
On the Minor Street, using the 8 hour period above, what is the Vehicles Per Hour?

166

V.P.H.

Does the combined vehicular, pedestrian and bicycle volume from the minor street approaches average at least
200 units per hour for the same 8 hours used above? ☐ Yes ☒ No
Is the average delay on the minor streets at least 30 seconds per vehicle during the highest hours?
☐ Yes ☒ No
Does the intersection have an 85th percentile speed of the major street traffic exceeding 40 mph where the
minimum vehicular volume warrants would be 70% of the above values? ☒ Yes ☐ No

Criteria D - Other
None of the criterion listed above is satisfied, but Criteria B & C are satisfied to 80% of the minimum values.
☐ Yes ☒ No
Under what criteria does this intersection warrant an all-way stop sign?
☐ Criteria A ☐ Criteria B ☒ Criteria C ☐ Criteria D ☐ Does not warrant an all-way stop
Note: Criteria C is met when additional volume due to the adjacent residential development
1

MEMO
To:
From:

Tyson King, PE, PTOE, RSP1
Morgan Bowen, EIT

Date:

January 25, 2022

Subject:

Pacific Speed Study

Lochmueller Group has been requested to complete a speed study at two locations on Old Gray Summit
Road, one location on Congress Street, and one location on Lamar Parkway in Pacific, Missouri. Hi-star
magnetometer units were utilized for data collection, which allow for a 24-hour collection timeframe for
each direction at each collection site, while also aggregating speed and volume data necessary for the
analysis. Lochmueller Group staff consolidated and analyzed the field data for use in MoDOT Engineering
Policy Guide (EPG) process. The collection site locations can be found in the attached Exhibit A. Note that
a collection site on Old Gray Summit Road near Kristi Lane was used for volume purposes only as part of a
corresponding stop warrant analysis, and was not included in the speed analysis due to the proximity to
the Lamar Parkway intersection. Traffic crash data for the previous 5 years (2016-2020) was compiled and
used to supplement the speed study efforts. Crash data for 2021 is available in the MoDOT statewide
database, but is not considered official for use in engineering studies, and therefore was not included.
Congress Street, Lamar Parkway, and Old Gray Summit Road east of Lamar Parkway are classified as major
collectors, while Old Gray Summit Road west of Lamar Parkway is classified as a minor collector; each
roadway comprised of one travel lane in each direction. Each of the studied roadway segments have a
posted speed limit of 35 mph. The Congress Street study area includes 33 total driveways or intersecting
roadways along a 0.94-mile stretch with an ADT of 3641 vehicles per day (vpd). Lamar Parkway currently
has 3 commercial driveways 0.4-mile study area with an ADT of 4693 vpd. For the purpose of the speed
analysis, it was assumed the Manors at Brush Creek residential development is in place, adding 13
driveways and 2 intersecting roadways to the study area. The western side of Old Gray Summit Road has
11 driveways along the 0.45-mile stretch with an ADT of 1694 vpd. The eastern side of Old Gray Summit
has 16 driveways along the 0.41-mile stretch with an ADT of 4063 vpd. The driveway types were
differentiated by private/field entrances, minor commercial driveways, and major commercial driveways.
Per MoDOT EPG section 905.2.14, intersecting roadways were scored at the same level as major
commercial driveways.
Per-vehicle speed data was collected, and a summary report was generated to express the data
collected and results found at each location (Exhibits B). The 85th and 50th percentile speed results for
the study areas are as follows:
Highway N
 85th Percentile Speed – 45mph
 50th Percentile Speed – 40mph
Lamar Pkwy
 85th Percentile Speed – 44mph
 50th Percentile Speed –39mph

E Old Gray Summit
 85th Percentile Speed – 46mph
 50th Percentile Speed – 40mph
W Old Gray Summit
 85th Percentile Speed – 39mph
 50th Percentile Speed –33mph

411 North 10th Street, Suite 200
St. Louis, Missouri 63101
PHONE: 314.621.3395
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Lochgroup utilized MoDOT’s EPG section 950.2.142 “Prevailing Speed Determination” to determine
applicable posted speed limits for each segment. Within this policy, considerations are applied to reduce
the prevailing speed from the measured prevailing speed. In accordance with this guide, a 5%-10%
reduction in 85th percentile speed was allowed for all of the study areas. Further, considering the
additional driveways on Lamar Parkway yielded an additional 10% reduction to the prevailing speed due
to the number of driveway conflicts per mile. As such, the result of the speed analysis based on the
MoDOT EPG process are as follows (see Exhibit C for EPG inputs and results):
Congress Street
 Recommended Speed – 45mph

E Old Gray Summit
 Recommended Speed – 45mph

Lamar Parkway
 Recommended Speed – 40mph

W Old Gray Summit
 Recommended Speed – 35mph

As an additional data point to consider, Lochmueller utilized the USLIMITS2 tool provided by the Federal
Highway Administration to aid practitioners in determining appropriate speed limit recommendations.
USLIMITS2 was developed based on research through National Cooperative Highway Research Program
(NCHRP) Project 3-67 and considers all major factors used by practitioners to make engineering judgment
in determining an appropriate speed limit. This includes: operating speed (50th and 85th percentile),
annual average daily traffic, roadway characteristics and geometric conditions, level of development in
the area around the road, crash and injury rates, presence of on-street parking, and extent of ped/bike
activity, as well as several others depending on the road type. The results from USLIMITS2 for each study
area is as follows (see Exhibit D for USLIMITS2 outputs):
Congress Street
 Recommended Speed – 45mph

E Old Gray Summit
 Recommended Speed – 45mph

Lamar Parkway
 Recommended Speed – 45mph

W Old Gray Summit
 Recommended Speed – 40mph

While the results of the analysis would support speed limits higher than existing, due to the presence of
residential driveways on each of the studied roadways, as well as Riverbend Middle School on Congress
Street, it is recommended to maintain a posted speed limit of 35mph for all study areas. This would also
allow for a consistent speed limit for similarly classified roadways within this portion of Pacific.
Please contact me anytime with any questions about these analyses.
Sincerely,

Tyson King, P.E., PTOE, RSP1
Manager of Traffic & Safety Design
314.230.7985
tking@lochgroup.com

Exhibit A

Exhibit B
MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: PACIFIC
Street: OLD GRAY SUMMIT
Location: SILVER LAKE VIEW DR/KRISTI LN

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 301344. The study was done
in the TOTAL COMBINED lane at OLD GRAY SUMMIT in PACIFIC, MO in county. The study began on
11/09/2021 at 12:00 AM and concluded on 11/10/2021 at 12:00 AM, lasting a total of 24.00 hours. Traffic
statistics were recorded in 60 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 1,694 vehicles
passed through the location with a peak volume of 199 on 11/09/2021 at [04:00 PM-05:00 PM] and a
minimum volume of 1 on 11/09/2021 at [02:00 AM-03:00 AM]. The AADT count for this study was 1,694.
SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin. At least half the vehicles
were traveling in the 30 - 35 MPH range or lower. The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 33 MPH
with 35.21% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 35 MPH. 0.72% percent of the total vehicles were
traveling in excess of 55 MPH. The mode speed for this traffic study was 30MPH and the 85th percentile
was 39.21 MPH.
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CHART 1

CLASSIFICATION
Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin.
Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles. The number of Passenger
Vehicles in the study was 1286 which represents 77 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number of
Vans & Pickups in the study was 336 which represents 20 percent of the total classified vehicles. The
number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 22 which represents 1 percent of the total classified vehicles.
The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 29 which represents 2 percent of the total classified
vehicles.
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HEADWAY
During the peak traffic period, on 11/09/2021 at [04:00 PM-05:00 PM] the average headway between
vehicles was 18 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 11/09/2021 at [02:00 AM-03:00 AM] the
average headway between vehicles was 1800 seconds.
WEATHER
The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 52.00 and 72.00 degrees F.

11/16/2021 04:15 PM
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MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: PACIFIC
Street: OLD GRAY SUMMIT
Location: HWY N TO LAMAR PKWY

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 1195. The study was done in
the TOTAL COMBINED lane at OLD GRAY SUMMIT in PACIFIC, MO in county. The study began on
11/09/2021 at 12:00 AM and concluded on 11/10/2021 at 12:00 AM, lasting a total of 24.00 hours. Traffic
statistics were recorded in 60 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 4,063 vehicles
passed through the location with a peak volume of 416 on 11/09/2021 at [04:00 PM-05:00 PM] and a
minimum volume of 5 on 11/09/2021 at [02:00 AM-03:00 AM]. The AADT count for this study was 4,063.
SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin. At least half the vehicles
were traveling in the 35 - 40 MPH range or lower. The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 40 MPH
with 82.68% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 35 MPH. 1.70% percent of the total vehicles were
traveling in excess of 55 MPH. The mode speed for this traffic study was 35MPH and the 85th percentile
was 46.43 MPH.
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CHART 1

CLASSIFICATION
Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin.
Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles. The number of Passenger
Vehicles in the study was 2222 which represents 55 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number of
Vans & Pickups in the study was 1632 which represents 40 percent of the total classified vehicles. The
number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 112 which represents 3 percent of the total classified vehicles.
The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 94 which represents 2 percent of the total classified
vehicles.
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HEADWAY
During the peak traffic period, on 11/09/2021 at [04:00 PM-05:00 PM] the average headway between
vehicles was 8.633 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 11/09/2021 at [02:00 AM-03:00 AM] the
average headway between vehicles was 600 seconds.
WEATHER
The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 50.00 and 70.00 degrees F.

11/16/2021 03:26 PM
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MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: PACIFIC
Street: HWY N
Location:

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 302945. The study was done
in the TOTAL COMBINED lane at HWY N in PACIFIC, MO in county. The study began on 11/09/2021 at
12:00 AM and concluded on 11/10/2021 at 12:00 AM, lasting a total of 24.00 hours. Traffic statistics were
recorded in 60 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 3,641 vehicles passed through the
location with a peak volume of 478 on 11/09/2021 at [07:00 AM-08:00 AM] and a minimum volume of 6 on
11/09/2021 at [12:00 AM-01:00 AM]. The AADT count for this study was 3,641.
SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin. At least half the vehicles
were traveling in the 35 - 40 MPH range or lower. The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 40 MPH
with 87.35% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 35 MPH. 0.80% percent of the total vehicles were
traveling in excess of 55 MPH. The mode speed for this traffic study was 35MPH and the 85th percentile
was 44.82 MPH.
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CHART 1

CLASSIFICATION
Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin.
Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles. The number of Passenger
Vehicles in the study was 2075 which represents 57 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number of
Vans & Pickups in the study was 1360 which represents 37 percent of the total classified vehicles. The
number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 83 which represents 2 percent of the total classified vehicles.
The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 118 which represents 3 percent of the total classified
vehicles.
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HEADWAY
During the peak traffic period, on 11/09/2021 at [07:00 AM-08:00 AM] the average headway between
vehicles was 7.516 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 11/09/2021 at [12:00 AM-01:00 AM] the
average headway between vehicles was 514.286 seconds.
WEATHER
The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 50.00 and 72.00 degrees F.

11/16/2021 03:21 PM
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MH Corbin Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: PACIFIC
Street: LAMAR PKWY
Location:

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with the device having serial number 300193. The study was done
in the TOTAL COMBINED lane at LAMAR PKWY in PACIFIC, MO in county. The study began on
11/09/2021 at 12:00 AM and concluded on 11/10/2021 at 12:00 AM, lasting a total of 24.00 hours. Traffic
statistics were recorded in 60 minute time periods. The total recorded volume showed 4,693 vehicles
passed through the location with a peak volume of 486 on 11/09/2021 at [04:00 PM-05:00 PM] and a
minimum volume of 5 on 11/09/2021 at [02:00 AM-03:00 AM]. The AADT count for this study was 4,693.
SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin. At least half the vehicles
were traveling in the 35 - 40 MPH range or lower. The average speed for all classifed vehicles was 39 MPH
with 75.84% vehicles exceeding the posted speed of 35 MPH. 2.66% percent of the total vehicles were
traveling in excess of 55 MPH. The mode speed for this traffic study was 35MPH and the 85th percentile
was 44.27 MPH.
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CHART 1

CLASSIFICATION
Chart 2 lists the values of the classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each bin.
Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Vehicles. The number of Passenger
Vehicles in the study was 2959 which represents 64 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number of
Vans & Pickups in the study was 1472 which represents 32 percent of the total classified vehicles. The
number of Busses & Trucks in the study was 112 which represents 2 percent of the total classified vehicles.
The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 84 which represents 2 percent of the total classified
vehicles.
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HEADWAY
During the peak traffic period, on 11/09/2021 at [04:00 PM-05:00 PM] the average headway between
vehicles was 7.392 seconds. During the slowest traffic period, on 11/09/2021 at [02:00 AM-03:00 AM] the
average headway between vehicles was 600 seconds.
WEATHER
The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 52.00 and 72.00 degrees F.

11/16/2021 03:38 PM
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Exhibit C

Route

Speed Study
Old Gray Summit , Franklin
Silver Lake to Kristi Ln

(Limits of

)

Calculation Method for Posted Speed:
B
Method A: Round Prevailing Speed to Nearest 5 mph
Method B: Round Prev. Speed to Nearest 5mph without going below 50% Speed

Summary of Information:
Log Points:
Posted Speed Limit:
50% Speed (avg):
85% Speed (avg):
Fatal Inj SWAR
Disabling Inj SWAR
Statewide Accident Rate:
# of Fatal Injuries
# of Disabling Injuries
Total # Accidents
ADT & Year:
Pedestrians:
Parking Permitted:

0.000

0.450
35 mph.
33 mph
39 mph.
4.00
15.10
283.2
0
0
2
1694 ( 2021 ):
0
(no sidewalks provided & >10 peds/hr for 3 hrs in any 8 hr period)
No

to

Accidents:
The main accident type is :
The next most common accident type is :
Calculations:
85% Speed:
The posted speed limit is

35

mph.

The average 85% speed is

Reduction based on Fatal Accident Rate:
If 1.5 (FSWAR) is less that FAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (FSWAR) is less that FAR:

The 85 % speed can be reduced by 10%.

th

FAR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
FAR = 0.00
1.5 (FSWAR) =
2.0 (FSWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

4.00
4.00

)
)

=
=

6.00
8.00

Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Reduction based on Disabling Injury Accident Rate:
If 1.5 (DISWAR) is less that DIAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (DISWAR) is less that DIAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

DIAR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
DIAR = 0.00
1.5 (DISWAR) =
2.0 (DISWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

15.10
15.10

)
)

=
=

22.65
30.20

Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Reduction based on Total accident rate:
If 1.5 (SWAR) is less that AR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (SWAR) is less that AR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

AR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
AR = 718.81
1.5 (SWAR) =
2.0 (SWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

283.2
283.2

Results:
The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

)
)

=
=

424.80
566.40

39 mph.

County

Access to Driveways:
AR =

718.805

(from above)

Percent Reduction = [ (AR - SWAR) / AR ] * [100] =

61 %

Check Driveway conflict number before reduction:
Graph Value =
116
If % reduction ≥ graph value then has statistical significance
61
<
116
NOT STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT
Calculations:
Number of private or field entrances:
Number of minor commercial entrances:
Number of major commercial entrances:
6
(1) +
1
(5) +
4
Driveway conflict number / miles of road:

6
1
4
(10) =

51
113.33

If Driveway Conflict Number > 40 per mile:

th
The 85 % speed can be reduced by 5%.

If Driveway Conflict Number > 60 per mile:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed
Pedestrians:
Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Permitted Parking:
Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
The Reduced 85th% Speed is:
The Calculated Posted Speed Limit is:
COMMENTS:

35
35

This is Prevailing Speed
MPH

Speed Study
Old Gray Summit , Franklin

Route

(Limits of

Lamar Pkwyto Congress

)

Calculation Method for Posted Speed:
B
Method A: Round Prevailing Speed to Nearest 5 mph
Method B: Round Prev. Speed to Nearest 5mph without going below 50% Speed
Summary of Information:
Log Points:
Posted Speed Limit:
50% Speed (avg):
85% Speed (avg):
Fatal Inj SWAR
Disabling Inj SWAR
Statewide Accident Rate:
# of Fatal Injuries
# of Disabling Injuries
Total # Accidents
ADT & Year:
Pedestrians:
Parking Permitted:

0.000

to

0.410
35 mph.
40 mph
46 mph.
2.72
10.62
250.4
0
0
4
4063 ( 2021 ):
0
(no sidewalks provided & >10 peds/hr for 3 hrs in any 8 hr period)
No

Accidents:
The main accident type is :
The next most common accident type is :
Calculations:
85% Speed:
The posted speed limit is

35 mph.

The average 85% speed is

Reduction based on Fatal Accident Rate:
If 1.5 (FSWAR) is less that FAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (FSWAR) is less that FAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

FAR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
FAR = 0.00
1.5 (FSWAR) =
2.0 (FSWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

2.72
2.72

)
)

=
=

4.08
5.44

Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Reduction based on Disabling Injury Accident Rate:

If 1.5 (DISWAR) is less that DIAR:

th
The 85 % speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (DISWAR) is less that DIAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

DIAR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
DIAR =0.00
1.5 (DISWAR) =
2.0 (DISWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

10.62
10.62

)
)

=
=

15.93
21.24

Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Reduction based on Total accident rate:
If 1.5 (SWAR) is less that AR:

th
The 85 % speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (SWAR) is less that AR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

AR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
AR = 657.86
1.5 (SWAR) =
2.0 (SWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

250.44
250.44

Results:
The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

)
)

=
=

375.66
500.88

46 mph.

County

Access to Driveways:
AR =

657.864

(from above)

Percent Reduction = [ (AR - SWAR) / AR ] * [100] =

62 %

Check Driveway conflict number before reduction:
Graph Value =
82
If % reduction ≥ graph value then has statistical significance
62 <
82
NOT STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT
Calculations:
Number of private or field entrances:
Number of minor commercial entrances:
Number of major commercial entrances:

15
0
1

15 (1) +
0 (5) +
1
(10) =
Driveway conflict number / miles of road:

25
60.976

If Driveway Conflict Number > 40 per mile:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If Driveway Conflict Number > 60 per mile:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed
Pedestrians:
Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Permitted Parking:
Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
The Reduced 85th% Speed is:
The Calculated Posted Speed Limit is:
COMMENTS:

This is Prevailing Speed

41
45

MPH

Route

Speed Study
Congress St
, Franklin
(Limits of

to Candlewick
Old Gray Summit

)

Calculation Method for Posted Speed:
B
Method A: Round Prevailing Speed to Nearest 5 mph
Method B: Round Prev. Speed to Nearest 5mph without going below 50% Speed
Summary of Information:
Log Points:
Posted Speed Limit:
50% Speed (avg):
85% Speed (avg):
Fatal Inj SWAR
Disabling Inj SWAR
Statewide Accident Rate:
# of Fatal Injuries
# of Disabling Injuries
Total # Accidents
ADT & Year:
Pedestrians:
Parking Permitted:

0.000

0.940
35 mph.
40 mph
45 mph.
2.72
10.62
250.4
0
0
5
3641 ( 2021 ):
0
(no sidewalks provided & >10 peds/hr for 3 hrs in any 8 hr period)
No

to

Accidents:
The main accident type is :
The next most common accident type is :
Calculations:
85% Speed:
The posted speed limit is

35

mph.

The average 85% speed is

Reduction based on Fatal Accident Rate:
If 1.5 (FSWAR) is less that FAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (FSWAR) is less that FAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

FAR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
FAR =
0.00
1.5 (FSWAR) =
2.0 (FSWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

2.72
2.72

)
)

=
=

4.08
5.44

Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Reduction based on Disabling Injury Accident Rate:
If 1.5 (DISWAR) is less that DIAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (DISWAR) is less that DIAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

DIAR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
DIAR = 0.00
1.5 (DISWAR) =
2.0 (DISWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

10.62
10.62

)
)

=
=

15.93
21.24

Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Reduction based on Total accident rate:
If 1.5 (SWAR) is less that AR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (SWAR) is less that AR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

AR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
AR =
400.25
1.5 (SWAR) =
2.0 (SWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

250.44
250.44

Results:
The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

)
)

=
=

375.66
500.88

45 mph.

County

Access to Driveways:
AR =

400.247

(from above)

Percent Reduction = [ (AR - SWAR) / AR ] * [100] =

37 %

Check Driveway conflict number before reduction:
Graph Value =
73
If % reduction ≥ graph value then has statistical significance
37 <
73
NOT STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT
Calculations:
Number of private or field entrances:
Number of minor commercial entrances:
Number of major commercial entrances:
23 (1) +
1
(5) +
9
Driveway conflict number / miles of road:

23
1
9
118

(10) =

125.53

If Driveway Conflict Number > 40 per mile:

th
The 85 % speed can be reduced by 5%.

If Driveway Conflict Number > 60 per mile:

The 85 % speed can be reduced by 10%.

th

Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed
Pedestrians:
Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Permitted Parking:
Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
The Reduced 85th% Speed is:
The Calculated Posted Speed Limit is:
COMMENTS:

43
45

This is Prevailing Speed
MPH

Route

Speed Study
Lamar Parkway
, Franklin
(Limits of

to Rose Ln
Old Gray Summit

)

Calculation Method for Posted Speed:
B
Method A: Round Prevailing Speed to Nearest 5 mph
Method B: Round Prev. Speed to Nearest 5mph without going below 50% Speed
Summary of Information:
Log Points:
Posted Speed Limit:
50% Speed (avg):
85% Speed (avg):
Fatal Inj SWAR
Disabling Inj SWAR
Statewide Accident Rate:
# of Fatal Injuries
# of Disabling Injuries
Total # Accidents
ADT & Year:
Pedestrians:
Parking Permitted:

0.000

0.400
35 mph.
39 mph
44 mph.
2.72
10.60
250.4
0
0
7
4693 ( 2021 ):
(no sidewalks provided & >10 peds/hr for 3 hrs in any 8 hr period)

to

Accidents:
The main accident type is :
The next most common accident type is :
Calculations:
85% Speed:
The posted speed limit is

35

mph.

The average 85% speed is

Reduction based on Fatal Accident Rate:
If 1.5 (FSWAR) is less that FAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (FSWAR) is less that FAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

FAR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
FAR = 0.00
1.5 (FSWAR) =
2.0 (FSWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

2.72
2.72

)
)

=
=

4.08
5.44

Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Reduction based on Disabling Injury Accident Rate:
If 1.5 (DISWAR) is less that DIAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (DISWAR) is less that DIAR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

DIAR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
DIAR =0.00
1.5 (DISWAR) =
2.0 (DISWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

10.60
10.60

)
)

=
=

15.90
21.20

Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Reduction based on Total accident rate:
If 1.5 (SWAR) is less that AR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If 2.0 (SWAR) is less that AR:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

AR = [(# Accidents) * (100,000,000)] / [(365) * (ADT) * (length in miles)]
AR = ######
1.5 (SWAR) =
2.0 (SWAR) =

1.5 (
2(

250.44
250.44

Results:
The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

)
)

=
=

375.66
500.88

44 mph.

County

Access to Driveways:
AR =

1021.632

(from above)

Percent Reduction = [ (AR - SWAR) / AR ] * [100] =

75 %

Check Driveway conflict number before reduction:
Graph Value =
62
If % reduction ≥ graph value then has statistical significance
75 >
62
STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT
Calculations:
Number of private or field entrances:
Number of minor commercial entrances:
Number of major commercial entrances:

13
2
3

13 (1) +
2 (5) +
3
(10) =
Driveway conflict number / miles of road:

53
132.5

If Driveway Conflict Number > 40 per mile:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 5%.

If Driveway Conflict Number > 60 per mile:

The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.

Results:
The 85th% speed can be reduced by 10%.
Pedestrians:
Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
Permitted Parking:
Results:
No reduction to the 85% Speed.
The Reduced 85th% Speed is:
The Calculated Posted Speed Limit is:
COMMENTS:

35
40

Reduced Speed is below 50th%!!! => Prevailing Speed is:
MPH

39

Exhibit D

USLIMITS2 Speed Zoning Report
Project Overview
Project Name: Pacific Speed Study
Analyst: Lochmueller

Date: 2022-01-16

Basic Project Information
Route Name: W Old Gray Summit
From: S of Sierra Ridge Ave
To: Lamar Pkwy
State: Missouri
County: Franklin County
City: Pacific city
Route Type: Road Section in Developed Area
Route Status: Existing

Crash Data Information
Crash Data Years: 5.00
Crash AADT: 1694 veh/day
Total Number of Crashes: 2
Total Number of Injury Crashes: 0
Section Crash Rate: 144 per 100 MVM
Section Injury Crash Rate: 0 per 100 MVM
Crash Rate Average for Similar Roads: 315
Injury Rate Average for Similar Roads: 75

Roadway Information
Section Length: 0.45 mile(s)
Statutory Speed Limit: 35 mph
Existing Speed Limit: 35 mph
Adverse Alignment: No
One-Way Street: No
Divided/Undivided: Undivided
Number of Through Lanes: 2
Area Type: Residential-Collector/Arterial
Number of Driveways: 11
Number of Signals: 0

Traffic Information
85th Percentile Speed: 39 mph
50th Percentile Speed: 33 mph
AADT: 1694 veh/day
On Street Parking and Usage: Not High
Pedestrian / Bicyclist Activity: Not High

Recommended Speed Limit:

Note: The final recommended speed limit is higher than the 35 mph statutory speed limit for this type of road. An
engineering study such as the one carried out with USLIMITS is usually required to set a speed limit above the
statutory limit.
Disclaimer: The U.S. Government assumes no liability for the use of the information contained in this report. This
report does not constitute a standard, specification, or regulation.

Equations Used in the Crash Data Calculations
Exposure (M)
M = (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length * Duration of Crash Data) / (100000000)
M = (1694 * 365 * 0.45 * 5.00) / (100000000)
M = 0.0139
Crash Rate (Rc)
Rc = (Section Crash Average * 100000000) / (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length)
Rc = (0.40 * 100000000) / (1694 * 365 * 0.45)
Rc = 143.76 crashes per 100 MVM
Injury Rate (Ri)
Ri = (Section Injury Crash Average * 100000000) / (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length)
Ri = (0.00 * 100000000) / (1694 * 365 * 0.45)
Ri = 0.00 injuries per 100 MVM
Critical Crash Rate (Cc)
Cc = Crash Average of Similar Sections + 1.645 * (Crash Average of Similar Sections / Exposure) ^ (1/2) + (1 /
(2 * Exposure))
Cc = 315.48 + 1.645 * (315.48 / 0.0139) ^ (1/2) + (1 / (2 * 0.0139))
Cc = 599.14 crashes per 100 MVM

Critical Injury Rate (Ic)
Ic = Injury Crash Average of Similar Sections + 1.645 * (Injury Crash Average of Similar Sections / Exposure) ^
(1/2) + (1 / (2 * Exposure))
Ic = 74.98 + 1.645 * (74.98 / 0.0139) ^ (1/2) + (1 / (2 * 0.0139))
Ic = 231.68 injuries per 100 MVM

USLIMITS2 Speed Zoning Report
Project Overview
Project Name: Pacific Speed Study
Analyst: Lochmueller

Date: 2022-01-16

Basic Project Information
Route Name: E Old Gray Summit
From: Lamar Pkwy
To: Congress
State: Missouri
County: Franklin County
City: Pacific city
Route Type: Road Section in Developed Area
Route Status: Existing

Crash Data Information
Crash Data Years: 5.00
Crash AADT: 4063 veh/day
Total Number of Crashes: 4
Total Number of Injury Crashes: 0
Section Crash Rate: 132 per 100 MVM
Section Injury Crash Rate: 0 per 100 MVM
Crash Rate Average for Similar Roads: 232
Injury Rate Average for Similar Roads: 66

Roadway Information
Section Length: 0.41 mile(s)
Statutory Speed Limit: 35 mph
Existing Speed Limit: 35 mph
Adverse Alignment: No
One-Way Street: No
Divided/Undivided: Undivided
Number of Through Lanes: 2
Area Type: Residential-Collector/Arterial
Number of Driveways: 16
Number of Signals: 0

Traffic Information
85th Percentile Speed: 46 mph
50th Percentile Speed: 40 mph
AADT: 4063 veh/day
On Street Parking and Usage: Not High
Pedestrian / Bicyclist Activity: Not High

Recommended Speed Limit:

Note: The final recommended speed limit is higher than the 35 mph statutory speed limit for this type of road. An
engineering study such as the one carried out with USLIMITS is usually required to set a speed limit above the
statutory limit.
Note: A speed zone of 0.41 miles is generally too short for the recommended speed limit. Consider lengthening
the speed zone (if that is possible) or using the speed limits from adjacent sections (if they are appropriate for this
section). If the speed and other data you provided are representative of conditions for this short section, then the
speed limit noted above may be considered.
Disclaimer: The U.S. Government assumes no liability for the use of the information contained in this report. This
report does not constitute a standard, specification, or regulation.

Equations Used in the Crash Data Calculations
Exposure (M)
M = (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length * Duration of Crash Data) / (100000000)
M = (4063 * 365 * 0.41 * 5.00) / (100000000)
M = 0.0304
Crash Rate (Rc)
Rc = (Section Crash Average * 100000000) / (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length)
Rc = (0.80 * 100000000) / (4063 * 365 * 0.41)
Rc = 131.57 crashes per 100 MVM
Injury Rate (Ri)
Ri = (Section Injury Crash Average * 100000000) / (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length)
Ri = (0.00 * 100000000) / (4063 * 365 * 0.41)
Ri = 0.00 injuries per 100 MVM
Critical Crash Rate (Cc)

Critical Crash Rate (Cc)
Cc = Crash Average of Similar Sections + 1.645 * (Crash Average of Similar Sections / Exposure) ^ (1/2) + (1 /
(2 * Exposure))
Cc = 231.80 + 1.645 * (231.80 / 0.0304) ^ (1/2) + (1 / (2 * 0.0304))
Cc = 391.89 crashes per 100 MVM
Critical Injury Rate (Ic)
Ic = Injury Crash Average of Similar Sections + 1.645 * (Injury Crash Average of Similar Sections / Exposure) ^
(1/2) + (1 / (2 * Exposure))
Ic = 66.27 + 1.645 * (66.27 / 0.0304) ^ (1/2) + (1 / (2 * 0.0304))
Ic = 159.52 injuries per 100 MVM

USLIMITS2 Speed Zoning Report
Project Overview
Project Name: Pacific Speed Study
Analyst: Lochmueller

Date: 2022-01-16

Basic Project Information
Route Name: Congress
From: Old Gray Summit Rd
To: Candlewick
State: Missouri
County: Franklin County
City: Pacific city
Route Type: Road Section in Developed Area
Route Status: Existing

Crash Data Information
Crash Data Years: 5.00
Crash AADT: 3641 veh/day
Total Number of Crashes: 5
Total Number of Injury Crashes: 3
Section Crash Rate: 80 per 100 MVM
Section Injury Crash Rate: 48 per 100 MVM
Crash Rate Average for Similar Roads: 232
Injury Rate Average for Similar Roads: 66

Roadway Information
Section Length: 0.94 mile(s)
Statutory Speed Limit: 35 mph
Existing Speed Limit: 35 mph
Adverse Alignment: No
One-Way Street: No
Divided/Undivided: Undivided
Number of Through Lanes: 2
Area Type: Residential-Collector/Arterial
Number of Driveways: 33
Number of Signals: 0

Traffic Information
85th Percentile Speed: 45 mph
50th Percentile Speed: 40 mph
AADT: 3641 veh/day
On Street Parking and Usage: Not High
Pedestrian / Bicyclist Activity: Not High

Recommended Speed Limit:

Note: The final recommended speed limit is higher than the 35 mph statutory speed limit for this type of road. An
engineering study such as the one carried out with USLIMITS is usually required to set a speed limit above the
statutory limit.
Disclaimer: The U.S. Government assumes no liability for the use of the information contained in this report. This
report does not constitute a standard, specification, or regulation.

Equations Used in the Crash Data Calculations
Exposure (M)
M = (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length * Duration of Crash Data) / (100000000)
M = (3641 * 365 * 0.94 * 5.00) / (100000000)
M = 0.0625
Crash Rate (Rc)
Rc = (Section Crash Average * 100000000) / (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length)
Rc = (1.00 * 100000000) / (3641 * 365 * 0.94)
Rc = 80.05 crashes per 100 MVM
Injury Rate (Ri)
Ri = (Section Injury Crash Average * 100000000) / (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length)
Ri = (0.60 * 100000000) / (3641 * 365 * 0.94)
Ri = 48.03 injuries per 100 MVM
Critical Crash Rate (Cc)
Cc = Crash Average of Similar Sections + 1.645 * (Crash Average of Similar Sections / Exposure) ^ (1/2) + (1 /
(2 * Exposure))
Cc = 231.80 + 1.645 * (231.80 / 0.0625) ^ (1/2) + (1 / (2 * 0.0625))
Cc = 340.02 crashes per 100 MVM

Critical Injury Rate (Ic)
Ic = Injury Crash Average of Similar Sections + 1.645 * (Injury Crash Average of Similar Sections / Exposure) ^
(1/2) + (1 / (2 * Exposure))
Ic = 66.27 + 1.645 * (66.27 / 0.0625) ^ (1/2) + (1 / (2 * 0.0625))
Ic = 127.86 injuries per 100 MVM

USLIMITS2 Speed Zoning Report
Project Overview
Project Name: Pacific Speed Study
Analyst: Lochmueller

Date: 2022-01-16

Basic Project Information
Route Name: Lamar Parkway
From: Old Gray Summit Rd
To: Rose Lane
State: Missouri
County: Franklin County
City: Pacific city
Route Type: Road Section in Developed Area
Route Status: Existing

Crash Data Information
Crash Data Years: 5.00
Crash AADT: 4693 veh/day
Total Number of Crashes: 7
Total Number of Injury Crashes: 1
Section Crash Rate: 204 per 100 MVM
Section Injury Crash Rate: 29 per 100 MVM
Crash Rate Average for Similar Roads: 232
Injury Rate Average for Similar Roads: 66

Roadway Information
Section Length: 0.4 mile(s)
Statutory Speed Limit: 35 mph
Existing Speed Limit: 35 mph
Adverse Alignment: No
One-Way Street: No
Divided/Undivided: Undivided
Number of Through Lanes: 2
Area Type: Residential-Collector/Arterial
Number of Driveways: 18
Number of Signals: 0

Traffic Information
85th Percentile Speed: 44 mph
50th Percentile Speed: 39 mph
AADT: 4693 veh/day
On Street Parking and Usage: Not High
Pedestrian / Bicyclist Activity: Not High

Recommended Speed Limit:

Note: The final recommended speed limit is higher than the 35 mph statutory speed limit for this type of road. An
engineering study such as the one carried out with USLIMITS is usually required to set a speed limit above the
statutory limit.
Note: A speed zone of 0.4 miles is generally too short for the recommended speed limit. Consider lengthening the
speed zone (if that is possible) or using the speed limits from adjacent sections (if they are appropriate for this
section). If the speed and other data you provided are representative of conditions for this short section, then the
speed limit noted above may be considered.
Disclaimer: The U.S. Government assumes no liability for the use of the information contained in this report. This
report does not constitute a standard, specification, or regulation.

Equations Used in the Crash Data Calculations
Exposure (M)
M = (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length * Duration of Crash Data) / (100000000)
M = (4693 * 365 * 0.4 * 5.00) / (100000000)
M = 0.0343
Crash Rate (Rc)
Rc = (Section Crash Average * 100000000) / (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length)
Rc = (1.40 * 100000000) / (4693 * 365 * 0.4)
Rc = 204.33 crashes per 100 MVM
Injury Rate (Ri)
Ri = (Section Injury Crash Average * 100000000) / (Section AADT * 365 * Section Length)
Ri = (0.20 * 100000000) / (4693 * 365 * 0.4)
Ri = 29.19 injuries per 100 MVM
Critical Crash Rate (Cc)

Critical Crash Rate (Cc)
Cc = Crash Average of Similar Sections + 1.645 * (Crash Average of Similar Sections / Exposure) ^ (1/2) + (1 /
(2 * Exposure))
Cc = 231.80 + 1.645 * (231.80 / 0.0343) ^ (1/2) + (1 / (2 * 0.0343))
Cc = 381.71 crashes per 100 MVM
Critical Injury Rate (Ic)
Ic = Injury Crash Average of Similar Sections + 1.645 * (Injury Crash Average of Similar Sections / Exposure) ^
(1/2) + (1 / (2 * Exposure))
Ic = 66.27 + 1.645 * (66.27 / 0.0343) ^ (1/2) + (1 / (2 * 0.0343))
Ic = 153.22 injuries per 100 MVM

POSITION DESCRIPTION

Position Title: Emergency Management Coordinator
FLSA Classification: Non-exempt (Hourly)
Department: Police
POSITION SUMMARY

The Emergency Management Coordinator provides a wide range of administrative, professional and
technical duties relating to the Emergency Management duties and functions of the City of Pacific. The
Coordinator is responsible for the development and management of City’s Emergency Management plans,
policies and procedures, and works directly with supervisory and administrative staff in coordinating
required elements of the City’s emergency preparedness and emergency response activities. The
Coordinator manages the activities of the City’s Emergency Operations Center, upon EOC activation, and
provides administrative support to City staff and elected officials in the event of a declared emergency.
The Coordinator serves as the chief administrative assistant to the City’s Emergency Management
Committee, and coordinates City emergency planning efforts with various local, county, state, and federal
agencies.

ESSENTIAL DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

The Coordinator is directly responsible for the following tasks and duties:
• Development and management of the City’s written emergency management plans, emergency
operations plans, and related policies and procedures.
• Development and management of mutual aid agreements, memorandums of understanding, and
other plans and procedures as may be recommended or required by the City’s adopted
emergency management plans.
• Development and maintenance of City databases, resource lists, hazardous materials inventories,
and similar data and materials relevant to emergency preparedness activities.
• Management of the City’s Emergency Operations Center (upon activation) in coordination with
City administrative staff and elected officials.
• Development of internal training activities; public outreach programs; writing and administering
grant applications and programs; preparation and coordination of damage assessments.
• Serves as administrative support staff to the City’s Emergency Management Committee.

PERIPHERAL DUTIES
•
•
•
•
•

Attends all meetings of the Emergency Management Committee
Assists in the training of City personnel in Emergency Management systems and techniques
Represents the City at various meetings and conferences.
Works with local, state and federal agencies in fulfilling administrative tasks as may required in
event of a declared emergency or disaster.
Performs other duties as may be assigned.

SUPERVISION RECEIVED

Works under the direct supervision of the Chief of Police, and under the broad policy guidance and
direction of the City Administrator.

SUPERVISION EXERCISED

Supervises support staff and volunteers as may be assigned in the management and operation of the
Emergency Operations Center.
Job Description / Emergency Management Coordinator, revised February 3, 2022

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS
A high school diploma or equivalent, with graduation from a two- or four-year university preferred;
Demonstrated qualifications and experience in public safety and emergency response fields, with
particular emphasis on National Incident Management System and Incident Command System techniques
and protocols;
Any equivalent combination of education and experience.
NECESSARY KNOWLEDGE, SKILLS AND ABILITIES:
Considerable knowledge of emergency management planning, emergency response, and emergency
preparedness activities;
Ability to communicate effectively, orally and in writing, with employees, supervisors, other governmental
agency representatives, City officials and the general public; ability to conduct necessary research and
compile comprehensive reports; ability to use computers and computer software programs typical in a
business setting, and ability to use mobile phone and data devices (smartphones) in a business setting.
SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS
This position must be able to respond immediately to an emergency failure of City infrastructure or other
emergency requiring a City response.
Must possess a valid State driver's license or have the ability to obtain one prior to employment.
Must be a United States citizen or produce documentation of status to be lawfully employed in the United
States.
PHYSICAL DEMANDS/ WORK ENVIRONMENT
The Coordinator is required to operate a computer, telephone and other office equipment; must be able
to stand or sit for extended periods of time; must be able to converse with and exchange information with
co-workers and the general public; must be able to observe, assess and detect defects in City vehicles,
equipment and infrastructure.
The Coordinator works primarily in an indoors office environment and is occasionally exposed to heat/
cold, wet / humid, and dry/ arid conditions. The Coordinator on occasion may work outdoors “in the field”
and may be exposed to occasional adverse weather conditions or potentially dangerous / hazardous field
conditions.

Job Description / Emergency Management Coordinator, revised February 3, 2022

MEMORANDUM
Steve Roth
City Administrator

636-271-0500 ext. 213
sroth@pacificmissouri.com

February 3, 2022
TO:
RE:

Operations Committee
Feb. 4 meeting items

Hello everyone,
I wanted to provide a brief overview of items on the Feb. 4 meeting agenda.
1. 1st and Osage mural. MoDOT has requested a stakeholder / community engagement plan for this
project, as well as a safety / accessibility plan. The City has received letters of support for the project
from the Pacific Area Chamber of Commerce, and from Tim Baker, Franklin County Clerk, which have
been forwarded to MoDOT. The City has also passed a Resolution in support of the project. However,
the City has also been requested to address concerns raised by four adjacent property owners, who I
believe remain opposed to the project. I am not sure how this issue may be addressed to MoDOT’s
satisfaction.
With respect to safety / accessibility, the mural location is only accessible via pedestrian sidewalk, which
requires crossing Osage Street. The nearest public parking in near vicinity is at the Adam’s Garden
location, but there is no direct sidewalk access from this location. At this point it is my understanding
that the mural’s intent is to beautify this location to passing vehicle traffic and pedestrians, but not to
create a site or destination that includes direct accessibility measures.
2. Public Works / Parks maintenance building. Navigate Building Solution has provided the attached
draft plan, which has been reviewed by City staff. The plan remains in the draft stage but is suitable for
committee discussion. I feel the plan is very thorough and includes all items that we feel would
reasonably need to be included if we were pursue to a major expansion / renovation of this size. The
total cost, ranging from $6.7 million to $8.5 million, would require financing and increases in water /
sewer user charges and / or property taxes. I can address financing considerations in further detail at the
meeting.
Respectfully submitted,

Steve Roth
City Administrator

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Stephen P. O"Connor
Steve Roth
Kim Barfield
RE: 1st and Osage mural project
Tuesday, December 14, 2021 3:59:21 PM

[CAUTION] External Sender:

Steve,
As I’ve mentioned before, engaging of the stakeholders and community is an important factor and
MoDOT will not dismiss. In this instance, several of the adjacent property owners have written
MoDOT and called me numerous times (including this week) opposing the proposed mural. The city
must demonstrate to MoDOT their stakeholder/community engagement plan, especially with the
four property owners above the retaining wall, for further discussion on this location and the design
of this proposed mural. Also, the city should provide their intentions on how this mural will/will not
be made accessible and provide a safety assessment on the proposed site.
Here is the guidance in MoDOT’s Engineering Policy Guide that further outlines these requirements
mentioned above. https://epg.modot.org/index.php/Category:241_Aesthetic_Considerations
If these requirements are not met, MoDOT will not allow the proposed mural to be painted on our
retaining wall.
Thanks,
Stephen P. O’Connor, P.E.
Area Engineer, Franklin and Jefferson Counties
Phone #: 314-453-5021
Fax #: 573-522-0023
3595 Plass Rd. Festus, Mo. 63028
email: stephen.oconnor@modot.mo.gov
From: Steve Roth <sroth@pacificmissouri.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 8:48 AM
To: Stephen P. O'Connor <Stephen.Oconnor@modot.mo.gov>
Cc: kbarfield.pacificmissouri.com <kbarfield@pacificmissouri.com>
Subject: 1st and Osage mural project
Hello,
Please see attached Board of Aldermen resolution in support of this project. A letter of support from
Tim Baker, Franklin County clerk, is also attached.
FYI.

Please advise as to next steps at some point.
Thanks
Steve
Steve Roth
City Administrator
636-271-0500 ext 213
300 Hoven Drive
Pacific MO 63069

2/2/22, 10:09 AM
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Category:241 Aesthetic Considerations
The purpose and need of MoDOT's work may necessitate the responsible use of aesthetic applications. Such applications,
in cooperation with stakeholders, will allow the system to blend with the character and reflect the cultural and
environmental values of the communities they serve. MoDOT will consider baseline aesthetic applications that represent
minimal costs to the project, can be reasonably maintained, and do not compromise safety. As much as possible, the
applications should complement the surrounding area. When the stakeholder supplies additional funding and/or
maintenance of aesthetic applications above the baseline, they will need to enter into an agreement with MoDOT.
When MoDOT Maintenance forces, in their normal activities, perform work within MoDOT rights of way, consideration
should be given to practical aesthetics such as hardware which was installed for aesthetics or which has historical or
regional significance.
Sound walls are commonly treated for
aesthetics

Contents
241.1 Guidance
241.2 Potential Triggers
241.3 Engaging Stakeholders
241.4 Applications
241.5 Constraints
241.6 Maintenance Guidance

241.1 Guidance
Aesthetics shall be considered on every project, although both reason and experience would dictate that in many cases, the consideration would yield no actual deployment of
treatments. Nevertheless, the consideration is critical in that it provides the most assurance that projects with a legitimate aesthetic need will not be overlooked.

241.2 Potential Triggers
There are several aspects of any project that may trigger the need for aesthetic applications. Individual projects will inevitably present details, not listed here, that could necessitate
aesthetic applications.
Environmental
Maintaining environmental and human harmony
Environmental constraints
Environmental and historical mitigation needs
Expediting Project Development
Public Interest
Projects with high visibility to a community
Previous project within the community have included aesthetics
Maintaining a community theme
Cost share projects
Existing master plan
Corridor continuity
Opportunities for improved quality of life
Mitigating adverse community impact from project
Merging livability with mobility goals
Context and Location
City limits
Tourist areas (i.e. Branson, Lake of the Ozarks)
Scenic vistas landscape (national parks, etc.)
Existing landmarks replaced
State, regional and / or community “gateway” potential
Proximity to significant cultural resources, whether man-made or natural
Community landscape themes
Unique physical character of corridor environment

241.3 Engaging Stakeholders
In order for an aesthetics application to be properly planned, designed, or constructed, it is critical that the project team engage the stakeholders. In this manner, the community
will collaborate with MoDOT to arrive at the aesthetics treatment that most closely meets its needs.

https://epg.modot.org/index.php/Category:241_Aesthetic_Considerations
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If the project team's aesthetic analysis determines a need, it becomes critical to identify and engage the stakeholders as early in the design process as possible. In this collaboration,
the stakeholders should be made aware of the baseline aesthetic package that MoDOT intends to provide. The baseline package will consist of low-cost treatments that are added
to the project in addition to MoDOT's normal construction.
The stakeholder may desire aesthetic treatments in excess of the baseline. If this is the case, the project team will continue the collaboration to arrive at a mutually acceptable plan.
In any case, the cost of construction and maintenance in perpetuity of any application above the baseline, will be completely borne by the stakeholders.
Once an acceptable plan has been identified, MoDOT and the stakeholders must enter into an agreement that contains the following elements, at a minimum:
Description and location of the specific aesthetic application(s)
Description of the stakeholder’s responsibility for maintenance
Description of the stakeholder’s contribution for construction costs
Arrangements for stakeholder payments
A failure to maintain clause

241.4 Applications
The following lists contain examples of construction elements that are commonly treated for aesthetics:
Bridges
Columns and abutments
Substructures
Lighting
Railings
Girders
Cable color
Cable lighting
Beams
Bridge style
Barrier curb
Signage equipment (painting signing, signals and lighting structures)
Monument structure (bridge)
Color
Aesthetic Message (refer to Fig. 241.4)

Fig. 241.4, Display of Signs and Messages on Bridges
* The maximum street name sign size is limited to 240 in. x 30 in.

Street names, if installed, shall be placed on the bridge structure outside of the shoulder point. The street name may be placed as a special sign, individual fixed
letters attached to the bridge structure or another MoDOT approved display which can be removed and/or updated should the street name change in the future.
Embossed street names are not permitted due to the permanent nature of the installation and street names can change.
Option – A street name may be placed in the center of a bridge span, centered over the median of a divided highway. The maximum area used to display
the street name is limited to 240 in. wide by 30 in. tall, including legend and border, if a border is used.
Signs or other markings depicting a city, community, or geographical name, seal, or nickname may be placed outside of the shoulder point in accordance with
EPG 903.4 Overhead Sign Mounting. The city name may be placed as a special sign, individual fixed letters attached to the bridge structure, embossed into the
concrete or through the use of another MoDOT approved display method.
Walls
Retaining walls
Sound walls
MSE wall panels
Gabions
Fencing
Roadsides

https://epg.modot.org/index.php/Category:241_Aesthetic_Considerations

2/4

2/2/22, 10:09 AM

Category:241 Aesthetic Considerations - Engineering_Policy_Guide

Curbs and gutters
Roadside hardware (cables, guardrails, etc.)
Barrier walls (rock)
Railroad crossings
Signage equipment
Glare screens
Underground vs. overhead utilities
Slopes
Roadway
Colors
Concrete surface texture
Pavement (asphalt / concrete)
Construction material
Quiet pavement
Shoulder type (width / material)
Roadway curvature
Roundabouts
Interchange type
Traffic Control Devices
Light poles
Lighting equipment
Lighting (lamp posts)
Signal mast arms
Signals
Signal equipment
Signal posts & arms
Signal poles
Signage equipment
Street names embossed into Bridge concrete or on special sign
Bicycle / Pedestrian Facilities
Sidewalk ramps
ADA ramps in sidewalks
Streetscape
Sidewalks
Lighting
Railings – crosswalks, bridge and pedestrian areas
Bridge pedestrian rail
Crosswalks
Sidewalks
Paved median / island treatments / raised medians
Surfaces
Maintenance buildings
Rest areas
Landscaping
Planters on single point bridges
Fill rock
Types of trees and shrubs
Types of grass
Monuments
Interchange Right of Way
Paved median / island treatments
Transportation art
Flags, banners and decorations
Gateway treatments
Furnishings (garbage cans, benches, bike racks, etc.)

241.5 Constraints
As practical aesthetics are developed, existing constraints apply to their application such as:
AASHTO (Green Book, LFRD, Roadside Design Guide, etc.)
MUTCD (Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices)
NCHRP 350 and/or MASH: Manual for Assessing Safety Hardware
Utility conflicts
Right of Way (limited amount of space, access control, who owns)
Environment and/or location
Safety concerns will override any constraints shown in these publications. The project teams must collaborate with the Central Office Highway Safety and Traffic Division (http://s
harepoint/systemdelivery/tr/Pages/default.aspx) in developing aesthetic plans.

https://epg.modot.org/index.php/Category:241_Aesthetic_Considerations
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241.6 Maintenance Guidance
When MoDOT performs routine maintenance on right of way, consideration should be given to practical aesthetics. For example, if hardware was installed for aesthetics or has
historical or regional significance, it should be replaced in kind. Other examples include guardrail repair or replacement, architectural lighting, signage, etc.
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City of Pacific, Missouri
New Public Works and Maintenance Facility
Programming and Concept Development
January 28, 2021
Purpose of Project
Background
• The City of Pacific, Missouri is considering construction of a new Public Works and
Parks & Recreation facility that would consolidate these City operations to one location
and expand upon the existing facilities at the current Public Works maintenance facility,
located at 77 Cedar Field, Pacific, MO.
• The City envisions that this new facility will have public facing access for utility
payments, park rentals, etc. and also serve as a functional expansion to serve the City’s
long term needs for operations.
• The City currently operates its Parks & Recreation out of the Winchester Building at
1043 E. Osage Street. The building was acquired through a grant from the Municipal
Park Grant Commission of St. Louis County, and was originally constructed as a
chiropractic office. The City envisions that the Winchester Building could serve as annex
to the Red Cedar Inn if no longer occupied by Parks operations.
• The City of Pacific parcel at 77 Cedar Field is approximately 5.7 acres in size.
• Public Works is currently operating on ~50% of the site. Existing facilities include:
o 140’x 60’ (5 bay) conditioned shop facility that houses the water softener room,
mechanics lift and operations, PW office/breakroom functions, equipment storage
o 130’ x 35’ unconditioned equipment and storage facility
o Salt spreader hanger
o Material storage bins

Project Goals
• To provide a new Public Works facility that provides for safe and efficient operations
• Protect the City’s investment in equipment by providing interior storage, reduce
maintenance costs, extend life expectancy
• Create a consolidated public works operations that improves overall efficiencies for the
City
Description of Current Issues
• The layout of the Winchester Building is not ideal for Parks operations and the site has
limited yard space and under roof capacity.
• Office space for the Public Works Commissioner is undersized and inadequate in existing
facility. Exiting office space is also inadequate to support staff growth for both PW and
Parks & Recreation in the future. Consolidation of staff will also allow for administrative
functions be shared.
Revised 1/28/2022

•
•
•

•

•

•

•

Water and sewer functions are housed within the existing conditioned facility and could
expand and be reorganized with overall PW expansion.
The City would like to expand snow removal operations which require salt storage on site
and additional salt spreader hanger space.
Current facilities do not offer training and multipurpose space for staff.

New Building Program Summary
Office Program Summary – Approximately 5,600 sf Total
o Parks & Recreation Staff (3)
 Parks Commissioner – Private Office (250 sf)
 Assistant – Private Office (200 sf)
 Administrative Support – Shared Office (100 sf)
o Public Works Staff (3)
 PW Commissioner – Private Office (250 sf)
 Streets Superintendent – Private Office (200 sf)
 Administrative Support – Shared Office (100 sf)
o Reception & Waiting Area (400 sf)
o Copy Room and Storage (300 sf)
o Records Storage (City Functions) – 600 sf
o Public Restrooms (Men’s and Women’s) (400 sf)
o Training and Multipurpose Room – Seating for 25 (700 sf)
o Breakroom & Amenities (150 sf)
o Staff Locker Rooms and Restrooms (600 sf)
o Circulation Multiplier – 30%
o Site – Public Access and Park
Operations Program Summary – Approximately 18,000 sf Total
o Public Works
 5 Equipment Bays – 25’ x 60’ feet (1,500 sf each)
 Tool Room (800 sf)
o Parks & Recreation
 6 Equipment Bays – 25’ x 60’ feet (1,500 sf each)
 Tool Room (800 sf)
o Single Wash Bay Included in Above
o Single Vehicle Lift Included in Above
o Salt Spreader Hangers – 6 Total Under Covered Storage
o Material Bins – 4 Existing + 4 New – 8 Total
o Small MODOT Salt Shelter
o Site Circulation
Total Building Square Footage = ~22,600 sf

Construction Details
The new facility’s construction methods and materials should match the construction of
the existing Public Works facility. This structure is steel (pre-engineered) with CMU
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

•
•

exterior partitions. The roof is insulated, standing seam metal roofing.
Exterior glazing (storefront punched windows) should be assumed for the office and
administrative portion of the building. This portion of the building should also include a
small glass entry vestibule.
The new facility should be tempered (both heated and cooled) with appropriate
insulation, energy code compliant.
Lighting should be energy efficient LED.
The new facility should have overhead doors along both lengths of the exterior – 22
overhead doors total, 12’ in height. Concrete filled bollards both exterior and interior of
doors.
Doors and frames are to be painted hollow metal.
Floors are to be concrete with trench drains and sand and oil interceptor as required in the
maintenance areas.
Storage rooms to be constructed of painted CMU with painted gypsum board ceilings.
For the office and administrative building, typical office finishes should be included.
Drywall stud partitions, acoustical ceiling tile, carpet tile in offices, VCT in training areas
and break spaces, ceramic floor and wall tile in restrooms.

Project Budget
The City is planning a major sanitary sewer improvement project (approximate budget $5
million) to be completed in 2 phases over the next few years. The initial phase of this
project will include a pump station and force main and is envisioned to be completed
without an increase in user charges. The second phase will include the gravity lines
portion and may require increases in user charges should state funding not be available.
The new Public Works and Parks & Recreation Facility expansion would likely require
increases in water and sewer user charges to fund.
Navigate Building Solutions has developed the detailed construction cost estimate
included as an attachment to this narrative.
o Construction costs are estimated to be in the range of $5.6 million to $7.1 million.
 This includes a Design Contingency of 15% as well as Escalation costs of
10% assuming a 2023 constructions start.
 An additional 10% contingency should be considered per year should
construction start delay until 2024 or 2025.
o Owner Direct Costs are added to the Construction Costs for expenses related to
design, project management, surveying, materials testing, and other contracts.
This mark up is 20% of Construction Costs.
o The Total Program Budget is presented as a Range of Magnitude from $6.7
million to $8.5 million, inclusive of the following:
 Office and Maintenance Facility Building
 Salt Hopper Storage Canopy
 Material Bins
 Salt Shelter
 Site Work
o Detail cost estimate data is provided in support of the summary costs.
o As a reference point, the cost/square foot is in the range of $297/sf to $376/sf.
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The cities of Wentzville and O’Fallon are each also pursing budgets for
construction of new Public Works facilities and are in the range of
$400/sf.

•

Project Schedule
The project schedule is to be determined.

•

Roles and Responsibilities
Identify roles/responsible parties for the project, including contact information.

Name
Steve Roth

Role
City Administrator

Email
sroth@pacificmissouri.com

Steve Myers

Director of
Community
Development

smyers@pacificmissouri.com

Robert Brueggemann

Public Works
Commissioner
Parks Superintendent

rb@pacificmissouri.com

Chris Fowler

cfowler@pacificmissouri.com 636-459-6568

Attachments (As Applicable):
• Site Plan – 77 Cedar Field Dr, Pacific, MO 63069
• Site Plan Concept
• Photos – Existing Facilities and Site
• Detailed Cost Estimate Dated JAN2022
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Phone Number
636-271-0500, ext
213
636-271-0500, ext
216

Attachments:
Existing Public Works Yard at 77 Cedar Field Drive

Revised 1/28/2022

Potential Site Plan Concept

Revised 1/28/2022

Existing Facilities & Site Photos

Photos of exterior of existing Public Works facility. Construction is structural steel (preengineered) with CMU exterior. Roof is insulated, standing seam metal. Floor is concrete and
interior partitions are painted CMU. Construction of new facility to match this existing
construction.

Revised 1/28/2022

Revised 1/28/2022

Revised 1/28/2022

Interior photos of existing public works facility – office space, equipment storage, break and
locker rooms, mechanics areas, training computer station, storage loft, storage rooms.

Revised 1/28/2022

Site photos of existing yard – material bins and storage, equipment storage, salt spreader hanger
covers.

Revised 1/28/2022

Interior photos of unconditioned existing storage building.
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CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY

Client:
Project Name:
Architect:

Estimate Phase:
Estimate Date:

City of Pacific
Public Works & Maintenance Facility
N/A

Subtotal

General Conditions

Insurance

7.0%
Office and Maintenance Building

1.0%

Overhead and
Profit
5.0%

Performance
and Payment
Bond
1.0%

Concept Estimate
JAN2022

Subtotal

Design
Contingency

Escalation*

15.0%

Construction
Total

10.0%

$3,952,470

$276,673

$42,291

$213,572

$44,850

$4,529,856

$679,478

$520,933

$5,730,268

$110,100

$7,707

$1,178

$5,949

$1,249

$126,184

$18,928

$14,511

$159,622

Material Bins

$76,970

$5,388

$824

$4,159

$873

$88,214

$13,232

$10,145

$111,591

Salt Shelter

$58,950

$4,127

$631

$3,185

$669

$67,562

$10,134

$7,770

$85,465

$689,500

$48,265

$7,378

$37,257

$7,824

$790,224

$118,534

$90,876

$999,633

$4,887,990

$342,159

$52,301

$264,123

$55,466

$5,602,039

$840,306

$644,235

$7,086,580

Salt Hopper Storage Canopy

Site Work

Construction Estimate Total

Owner Direct Costs (Design, Project Management, Survey, Materials Testing, Etc) - 20%

$1,120,408

Total Program Budget

$6,722,447
$8,503,896
Range of Magnitude $6.7 - $8.5 million
$297.45

* Escalation assumed at 10% anticipates market conditions and pricing for 2023 construction start.
** Add 10% for 2024 Start
** Add 20% for 2025 Start

+ $650k
+ $1.2 million

$1,417,316

$/sf

$376.28

CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE DETAIL

Estimate Phase: Concept Estimate
Estimate Date: JAN2022

Client:
City of Pacific
Project Name: Public Works & Maintenance Facility
Architect:

Description

Quantity Unit

Price

Extension

Office and Maintenance Building
Substructure
Foundations
Slab On Grade - Office (5" thick, 6" Rock)
Slab On Grade - Maintenance (8"thick, 6" Rock, Rebar)
Set Trench Drains
Rigid Insulation

300

cy

$500.00

5,600

sf

$5.50

$150,000
$30,800

18,000

sf

$9.00

$162,000

330

lf

$25.00

$8,250

3,040

sf

$2.00

$6,080

Superstructure
Steel Framing

23,000

sf

$26.00

$598,000

Metal Roofing (Standing Seam by PEMB Manuf.)

23,000

sf

$15.00

$345,000

Roof Insulation

23,000

sf

$2.50

$57,500

Framing @ OH Doors

22

ea

$1,500.00

$33,000

Framing @ Man Doors/Windows

20

ea

$750.00

$15,000

1,070

sf

$17.50

$18,725

22,317

sf

$20.00

$446,340
$47,775

Exterior Enclosure
Gutters and Downspouts
CMU Exterior Wall
Front Façade Treatment
Windows
Entry Vestibule
Prefab Entry Canopy

1,365

sf

$35.00

12

ea

$1,000.00

$12,000

256

sf

$60.00

$15,360

72

sf

$75.00

$5,400

8

ea

$3,000.00

$24,000

12x12 Electric Operated Overhead Doors

22

ea

$5,200.00

$114,400

Painted Steel Bollards

88

ea

$550.00

$48,400

2

ea

$4,500.00

$9,000

22,317

sf

$0.60

$13,390
$84,000

Exterior HM Doors, Frames, Hardware

Glass & Aluminum Doors
Exterior Caulking
Partitions and Doors
Office DW Partitions
Office Doors, Frames, Hardware
CMU Partitions @ Tool Rooms
HM Doors, Frames, Hardware
Interior Caulking
Wood Blocking Misc. Carpentry

5,600

sf

$15.00

16

ea

$1,700.00

$27,200

2,560

sf

$20.00

$51,200

4

ea

$2,000.00

$8,000

23,000

sf

$0.30

$6,900

23,000

sf

$0.60

$13,800
$40,800

Finishes
Restroom Finishes
Office Finishes
Sealer, Painting @ Maintenance

600

sf

$68.00

5,600

sf

$12.00

$67,200

18,000

sf

$3.50

$63,000

Specialties
FEC
Restroom Toilet Accessories/Partitions/Lav Tops
Lockers

6

ea

$275.00

$1,650

600

sf

$30.00

$18,000

40

ea

$275.00

$11,000

Reception Desk

1

ls

$10,000.00

$10,000

Copy Room Casework

1

ls

$5,000.00

$5,000

Breakroom Casework

1

ls

$8,000.00

$8,000

Training Room MB/TB

1

ls

$2,000.00

$2,000

Room Signage, Exterior Building Signage Allowance

1

ls

$7,500.00

$7,500

12

ea

$250.00

Manual Operated Window Shades
Appliances

$3,000
Excluded

MEPFP
Fire Protection

23,000

Plumbing
Trench Drains - Material
Sand/Oil Interceptor & Piping
HVAC - Office

1 of 2

sf

$4.50

$103,500

$6,000.00

$120,000

lf

$50.00

$16,500

1

ea

$25,000.00

$25,000

5,600

sf

$28.00

$156,800

20

fixt

330

Totals

CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE DETAIL

Estimate Phase: Concept Estimate
Estimate Date: JAN2022

Client:
City of Pacific
Project Name: Public Works & Maintenance Facility
Architect:

Description

Quantity Unit

Price

Extension

HVAC - Maintenance

18,000

sf

$14.00

$252,000

Electrical

23,000

sf

$30.00

$690,000

Totals

$3,952,470

Total

Salt Hopper Storage Canopy
Site Demolition & Earthwork

1

ls

$15,000.00

14

ea

$750.00

$10,500

Concrete Pavement

1,800

sf

$12.00

$21,600

Canopy Structure

1,800

sf

$20.00

$36,000

Roofing & Sheet Metal

1,800

sf

$10.00

$18,000

6

ea

$1,500.00

$9,000

Footings

Lighting, Power

$15,000

$110,100

Total

Material Bins
Site Demolition & Earthwork

1

ls

$10,000.00

Footings

20

cy

$350.00

$7,000

Concrete Walls

55

cy

$750.00

$41,250

1,560

sf

$12.00

$18,720

Concrete Pavement

$10,000

$76,970

Total

Salt Shelter
Site Demolition & Earthwork

1

ls

$10,000.00

Footings

15

cy

$350.00

$5,250

Concrete Walls

22

cy

$750.00

$16,500

1,200

sf

$12.00

$14,400

1

ls

$9,200.00

$9,200

40

hrs

$90.00

$3,600

Concrete Pavement
Fabric Salt Shelter (30'x30'x15')
Installation

$10,000

$58,950

Total

Site Work
Site Demolition & Earthwork

88,000

sf

$2.00

$176,000

Erosion Control

1

ls

$7,500.00

$7,500

Curb Cut

1

ea

$2,000.00

$2,000

42,000

sf

$7.00

$294,000

Concrete Paving & Sidewalks
Misc. Curbs
Landscaping Allowance

100

lf

$20.00

$2,000

1

ls

$15,000.00

$15,000
$42,500

Fencing

850

lf

$50.00

Gates

1

ls

$5,000.00

$5,000

1

ls

$12,000.00

$12,000
$30,000

Site Sanitary Allowance (assumed 100')
Site Water Allowance (assumed 100')
Site Storm
Saw Cut, Remove, Patch Street / Traffic Control
Site Power & Communications Conduit Allowance
Site Lighting

1

ls

$30,000.00

42,000

sf

$1.00

$42,000

1

ls

$15,000.00

$15,000

1

ls

$15,000.00

$15,000

42,000

sf

$0.75

$31,500
$689,500

Total
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City of Pacific, Missouri

Route 66 Marketplace Road
INVITATION FOR BIDS

Sealed bids for the City of Pacific (hereinafter "Owner") Route 66 Marketplace Road, Project SC211318 (hereinafter “Project”) will be received at Pacific City Hall, 300 Hoven Drive, Missouri 63069, until
10:00 a.m. local time, on Tuesday, March 8, 2022, at which time the bids will be publicly opened and
read aloud.
The Scope of Work includes new street construction within the City of Pacific and provides for tree
clearing, grading, storm sewer, curb & gutter, sidewalk, asphalt pavement, pavement striping, erosion
control and other incidental items and work described in the Project Manual, or reasonably inferable
therefrom. The City of Pacific anticipates issuing notice to proceed in the spring of 2022.
Bid packages will be distributed electronically via email at no cost to the bidder. Hard copies will not
be available for purchase. Bidders may make printed copies of the bid documents (plans, project
manual, and a bid packet) at their own expense. When requesting the documents, you will be required
to provide your company name, a contact person and phone number, a complete company address
and an e-mail address to be added to the Plan Holders List and for receiving official bidding
communications and addenda. If you are not on the Plan Holders List, you will not receive any addenda
issued. To request the bid documents, email Mike Spalding at mspalding@cochraneng.com. Project
and bidding questions shall be conducted exclusively via e-mail. Any questions regarding this project
must be submitted to: mspalding@cochraneng.com, by 4:00 pm local time on March 3, 2022. No
written questions after this date or any verbal questions will be recognized.
A bid security in the amount of five percent (5%) of the bid amount must accompany each bid, in
accordance with the Instructions to Bidders.
The wage rates applicable to this project have been predetermined as required by law and are set
forth in this specification.
Effective January 1, 2009 and pursuant to RSMo 285.530 (1), No business entity or employer shall
knowingly employ, hire for employment, or continue to employ an unauthorized alien to perform work
within the state of Missouri. The successful bidder must submit a sworn affidavit and documentation
affirming the business entity's enrollment and participation in the federal work authorization program
and that all of its employees working for the contracted services are not illegal immigrants.
Upon signing the contract, the successful contractor and any subcontractor performing the work shall
provide a ten-hour Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) construction safety
program for their on-site employees within sixty (60) days of beginning work on the construction
project.
The City of Pacific, Missouri hereby notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively ensure that in any
contract entered into pursuant to this advertisement, businesses owned and controlled by socially and
economically disadvantaged individuals will be afforded full opportunity to submit bids in response to
this invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, religion, creed, sex,
age, ancestry, or national origin in consideration for an award.
THE OWNER INTENDS TO AWARD THE CONTRACT TO THE LOWEST, RESPONSIVE,
RESPONSIBLE BIDDER. THE OWNER RESERVES THE RIGHT TO REJECT ANY AND ALL
BIDS, AND TO WAIVE ANY IRREGULARITIES IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE OWNER.

City Clerk Highlights
February 1 -11 , 2021

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Balance Collectors bank account for January 2022
Prepare and post for Tourism meeting and minutes
Post for Operations Committee meeting
Process January transfers
Balance financial statement for publication
Monthly sales tax report
Sunshine requests
Balance and reconcile the remaining banks statements
Journal entries and payments posted
Balance January Preliminary Financial Statement
Still working with auditors to wrap up

City of Pacific
Department of Community Development

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REPORT
REPORT DATE

PROJECT NAME

PREPARED BY

02/15/2022

Office Activity

Steve Myers

Activity for the Time period between Feb 1st and Feb 11, 2022
ACTIVITY

VALUE

DUE DATE

DRIVER

NOTES

12 Permits Issued
4 – Residential Applications
1- Commercial Applications
1 –Electrical Permits
3 – Commercial Occupancy
Permits
4 – Residential Occupancy
Permits
1-Deck Permit
1 – Sign Permit
32- Total Inspections

OTHER ACTIVITIES
•
•
•

Ordered Beach Sand Volleyball Equipment for 2 Courts to be installed at City Park this spring.
Met with skateboard park committee. To date, the organization has raised $ 2,950.00 We have also received the
contract agreement for the Conceptual Skatepark Design from American Ramp Company to begin the review
process.
More progress is being made with the Red Cedar Museum project.
SCHEDULE – Construction completion on track for late summer.
• Exist Building and Addition are both weather-tight.
• Cedar Cladding on eastern and southern elevations are over 50% complete.
• Mechanical, Electrical, Plumbing, Fire Protection Rough-Ins are underway.
REVIEW OF RED CEDAR PROJECT PROGRESS
• Plumbing Rough-Ins are nearly complete.
• Mechanical Rough-Ins are nearly complete.
• Fire Protection Rough-Ins are nearly complete.
• Electrical Rough-Ins are underway.
•
Now receiving cost estimates for additional security system.
•
Now receiving cost estimates for EV Fast Charging Ports.
•
Working with Modot to lease ROW at front edge of Red Cedar parking lot.

•
•

Received many inquiries into code regulations for potential property development.
Received positive response from potential developer interested in bringing more housing options to our community.

•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Page 2

Began Budget Review for Building Department and Parks Department.
Began research of records retention mandates.
Conducted initial meeting with NextSite & Ameren representatives regarding possible partnership with a more costeffective commercial development advisory firm that focuses on providing market analysis and then working
together with us as a team to deliver results through connecting site opportunities in our community to the
developers, tenant reps and end-users that drive the retail site selection process. Successful secondary meeting
with City Administrator Roth also held.
Attended Park Board, Tourism, Historical Society, Chamber of Commerce, Pacific Partnership and BOA Meetings
Worked to provide both sale and property acquisition information
Provided information on pending boundary adjustments and pending conditional use permit applications.
Worked to promote 100th Birthday of RT 66 to area organizations.
Sent registration on behalf of the city to become a member of the ICSC, a member organization that promotes
opportunity for marketplaces and spaces where people shop, dine, work, play and gather to enhance our community
and economy in the future.
Met with the pacific Partnership design committee to discuss ornamental safety fencing and pedestrian crossing at
the rail crossing in Pacific’s downtown district.
Met with engineering firm and property owner to discuss Fed. Hwy N widening project to further secure easements.
Began talks with industry with high interest in coming to town.
Met with concerned property owners regarding Nottingham Ridge Subdivision.
Met with Operations Committee, Red Cedar Construction Team, Staff Meeting, Tourism Commission and other
meetings as requested.

