Public Notice posted in accordance
RSMO. 610 as amended
By:

Date/Time Posted:

Friday, July 16, 2021
5:00 PM

Kimberly Barfield
City Clerk

CITY OF PACIFIC
300 HOVEN
BOARD OF ALDERMEN AGENDA
REGULAR MEETING
Tuesday, July 20, 2021
7:00 P.M.
This meeting will be held at City Hall, 300 Hoven Drive.

The meeting will be streamed live on the City of Pacific Facebook page:
https://www.facebook.com/cityofpacificmunicipalgovernment
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 July 6, 2021.
7. Public Hearings
8. Public Participation
9. Mayor Report
10. New Bills
a. Bill No. 5094 An Ordinance permitting the Board of Aldermen of waive Permit Fees, Taxes
or License Fees under certain circumstances. (1st reading)
b. Bill No. 5095 An Ordinance amending Parking Restriction on I-44 Entrance Ramp. (1st
reading)
11. Consideration of Bills Previously Introduced
a. Bill No. 5089 An Ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2021-2022 Budget and Wage and
Schedule for appointed officials and employees of the City of Pacific. (2nd reading)
Sponsor: Nemeth
b. Bill No. 5090 An Ordinance amending the Parking Restrictions on Lisa Lane. (2nd reading)
Sponsor: Nemeth

c. Bill No. 5091 An Ordinance approving a Zoning Change (Map Amendment) from R-1C Single
Family Residential to R-1B PUD-PDR Residential and Accepting and Approving a Planned
Unit Development for property at Old Gray Summit Road and Lamar Parkway, Franklin
County Parcel ID: 19-1-11.0-3-099-005.000, further described as “The Manors at Brush
Creek”, in the City of Pacific, Missouri. (2nd reading) Sponsor: Eversmeyer
d. Bill No. 5092 An Ordinance to authorize the mayor to execute an Agreement between the
City of Pacific, Missouri and the Missouri Highway and Transportation Commission providing
for construction of West Osage Sidewalk Connections Improvements, Federal Project No.
5419(614) (2nd reading) Sponsor: Adams
e. Bill No. 5093 An Ordinance amending the User Charge System for the City of Pacific to
provide funds need to pay for upgrades and expenses associated with the City’s Sewer
System. (2nd reading) Sponsor: Frick
12. Unfinished Business
a. Resolution No. 2021-36 A Resolution to accept a Preliminary Plat for the Manors at Brush
Creek, McBride Berra Land Company LLC, Applicant. (Tabled on 7-6-2021)
13. New Business
a. Resolution 2021-39 A Resolution taking notice of and Reaffirming the Provision of
Ordinance No. 1866 entitled “An Ordinance of the City of Pacific, Missouri to establish a
Procedure to disclose potential Conflicts of Interest and Substantial interest for certain
officials”.
b. Resolution 2021-40 A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor to execute an
Agreement with SC Engineering dba Cochran for Professional Services relating to
Engineering and Inspection of the West Osage Sidewalk Connections Project, Federal
Project No. TAP 5419(614).
c. Resolution No 2021-41 A Resolution authorizing and directing the Mayor to execute an
Engagement Letter Agreement with Sikich LLP for Professional Services relating to
preparing Audited Financial Statements for the City of Pacific Fiscal Year 2021.
14. City Administrator Report
a. Budget report
15. Chief of Police Report
16. Public Works Commissioner Report
a. Aramark uniform contract
b. Sewer vacuum / excavator trailer purchase
17. City Attorney Report
18. Miscellaneous
a. Approve the list of bills.
b. Approve Temporary Permit, Liquor for sale by the drink for St. Bridget of Kildare Fall
Festival, Constance Pross.
c. Approve payment to SCI Engineering in the amount of $ 800 to be paid from E. Osage Cid.

d. Approve payment to Gershenson Construction for Pay App 2 ($51,609.00) & and Pay App
3 ($17,932.00) for Viaduct Sidewalk Project.
e. Approve payment to Cochran in the amount of $ 1,639.81 from Viaduct Cid.
f. Approve Special Event Permit, Bigfoot Open House, Sept. 25, 2021
19. Reports of City officials
a. Alderman Nemeth
b. Alderman Adams
c. Alderman Rahn
d. Alderman Frick
e. Alderman Eversmeyer
f. Alderman Stotler
g. Collector Kelley
22. 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.

1

CITY OF
acific

P

July 6, 2021 * 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 Mayor Myers. The meeting was held at
City Hall. The Public was able to attend in person and was streamed live on the City of
Pacific Facebook page: https://www.facebook.com/cityofpacificmunicipalgovernment.
Mayor Myers stated he appreciated everyone’s attendance tonight. Some are here for
different purposes, but regardless he welcomed them to come anytime. There is a lot
going on.

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

Alderman Nemeth
Alderman Adams
Alderman Frick
Alderman Eversmeyer
Alderman Stotler
A quorum was present. Mayor Myers stated Alderman Rahn was on vacation.
Also present:

Administrator Roth
Attorney Jones
Chief Melies
Public Works Commissioner Brueggemann
City Clerk Barfield

Pledge of Allegiance
The Pledge of Allegiance was given.
Prayer
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Reverend Gardner was present with the Ministerial Alliance to offer prayer.
Approve Agenda
Alderman Adams stated he asked City Clerk Barfield to place on the dais a request from the
Pacific Youth Association. He asked that the agenda be amended to include this request.
Motion made by Alderman Adams, seconded by Alderman Nemeth to amend the agenda and
add this item to it. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result, and Mayor Myers
declared the motion carried.
Mayor Myers asked if the Mayors Report on the agenda could be placed before the Public
Hearings. Motion made by Alderman Adams, seconded by Alderman Stotler to move the
Mayor’s Report. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result, and Mayor Myers
declared the motion carried.
Minutes
A. Regular meeting on June 15, 2021.
Motion made by Alderman Nemeth, seconded by Alderman Stotler to approve the minutes of
the regular meeting on June 15, 2021. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result, and
Mayor Myers declared the motion carried.
Mayor’s Report
a. Certificate of Appreciation for Marc Houseman
Mayor Myers stated he is a dear friend of the City of Pacific and welcomed Mrs. Houseman to
come up. It was his honor and privilege to present this. Marc was a good friend; he always
found a way to help and had many resources. He reminded everyone of the vandals that
toppled over the cemetery stones. We reached out to Marc about what to do. Marc said that’s
what we do, they restore cemeteries. They did not charge the city, but we had funds that were
donated for this and we turned them over to the Washington Historical Society. He will be
deeply missed.
b. Wayfair Legislation/Use Tax
Mayor Myers stated Wayfair is a Bill just signed by the Governor. Missouri was one of the very
last states to make it law that sales tax for online purchases could be collected. The other
states in the nation already thought it was fair. Online retailers would now be required to
collect it. The disadvantage is to the community that don’t collect that tax. A Use Tax is a
license that the voters give that municipality to be able to collect that. We do not have a Use
Tax passed. Until we do, we can’t collect it. In the coming months, the Board is going to discuss
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whether or not to put before the voters if we should have a Use Tax in Pacific. Our community
is at a disadvantage if we don’t, as other communities are already collecting it. Alderman
Adams agreed and does support this tax. Attorney Jones stated if an item is shipped to Pacific
that item would have sales tax on it.
Senior Center – Alderman Adams asked the Board if we could give the mayor emergency
powers to address extreme heat for our seniors in cooperation with the Senior Center. Give the
Mayor authority to approach them for a problem we may see shortly. Alderman Stotler and
Alderman Nemeth agreed. Alderman Adams asked this go in to effect today through Labor Day.
Motion made by Alderman Adams, seconded by Alderman Nemeth to give the mayor
authority to meet the needs of addressing extreme heat situation for our seniors working
with the Senior Center. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result, and Mayor Myers
declared the motion carried.
Public Hearing
a. PZ2021-11 Map Amendment, Planned District, PUD-PDR, Old Gray Summit Road and Lamar
Parkway, McBride Berra Land Company LLC, applicant. This is a map amendment (rezoning)
and Planned District Approval for an approximate 11.45acre tract of land generally located at
Old Gray Summit Road and Lamar Parkway Franklin Co. Parcel ID# 19-1-11.0-3-099-005.000.
The applicant is seeking a rezoning from the current R-1C single family residential to R-B PUDPDR residential. The applicant proposed development of a 45 lot single family resident
subdivision. The property includes a strip of land on the west side of Lamar Parkway, north of
Old Gray Summit Road, and property on the east side of Lamar Parkway, north of Old Gray
Summit Road.
Mayor Myers read the public hearing into the record. We have many speaker cards. He
cautioned everyone that after we hear one another, we are still neighbors and still do
commerce with one another, and are still friends. Be respectful, speak into the microphone,
and we are streaming live into Facebook. He suggested the applicant go first, as this may
answer questions.
Alderman Adams stated he also had calls and heard many comments. Some are going to need
more than 5 minutes and asked for patience from the Mayor and Board and if not being
repetitive to give them a little more time. Mayor Myers agreed and if there is redundancy it
just prolongs the meeting.
Jeannie Aumiller, McBride, 1601 Swingley Ridge, Chesterfield, Mo shared her PowerPoint. They
are very excited to present this project to you. It’s been about 15 years since they have been in
Pacific. They are the largest home builder in Missouri and employ all union trades. They have
been looking to come back to Pacific for a long time, and there are housing options. We will
market this community to a very large audience. Jeremy Roth, President of Elite Development
is also with her. The project is called “The Manors at Brush Creek” and is 11.5 acres bisected by
Board of Aldermen 7-6-2021

4

Lamar Parkway. This project is entirely consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan and
meets the goals and objectives for new housing. This plan is transitional and strong market for
their “Bayside” product line. This is their most popular product line right now, and is currently
being built in Eureka. They are also building in Washington, but a smaller product. Tonight,
what they are seeking is a Planned Development Residential Zoning. The Plan is 45 lots, 13 of
which are fronting on Lamar. We worked with City Staff very hard with this strip and discussed
many ideas. The end result was a T Driveway on those lots, so they could turn around in the
driveway and not have to back out on it. Since the Planning and Zoning meeting, the Bayside
product can be built as a 2 and 3 car option. All of the homes will have a standard 2 car garage,
but on the 13 lots fronting on Lamar we will offer a 3-car option. That means 3 cars in the
garage, 3 cars in the driveway and the T turnaround are available. There is a pocket park with a
tot lot included in this, along with preserved trees to act as a buffer. This is a fully sodded yard
and landscape packages. We have an award-winning design studio in Chesterfield, it is the only
one of its kind in Missouri. Customers go here and actually build their home and is a
customization feeling. The Bayside home is from 2-4 bedroom with different options. This plan
was approved at Planning & Zoning. A virtual tour was given of the home through the
PowerPoint. They are very excited to present this plan, the market is strong and they are glad
to be back in Pacific.
Gary Koelling, 1950 Old Gray Summit Road, Pacific, MO stated his property border lines the
west side on Lamar Parkway. The Planning & Zoning meeting had confusion, he never seen it
where the audience was told that the Commission was not to listen to them. He never heard
that we were opening ourselves up to lawsuits. Several years back when Herb was Mayor, he
called us in and we spoke with the City Attorney and he explained what all that meant. When
you go into something like this and it’s that technical, members clam up. They are not paid for
what they do. That was never brought up before this meeting that was 3 weeks ago, that this
would be that technical again. He thanked Mr. Adams for that prior. In the neighborhood
existing around this the average of people in these homes was 32 years. They have been there
from 2 years to 59 years, those people have spent their life’s work here to have this highdensity development come in next to it. The ages of these people are from 30 to 90 years old,
and they do not want this development. He is in favor of houses and development, but it
should be done the way we want it done in Pacific and with the right density to blend in with
the existing area. He met with Mr. Roth in regards to maybe selling some of his land, but he
didn’t want to. Jeremey Roth, Elite, offered him $ 25,000 an acre for two acres, but he felt like
this would ruin his back yard. He offered to purchase all the property so all these problems
would have been eliminated. He feels like once this zoning is allowed it will grow. When he
looks into the future, he sees a turn lane going up Lamar Parkway. When this needs to go in on
the west side, how will this be done. He was a PE Teacher, coach and playground supervisor for
30+ years, and those kids will get in the road. With this PUD-PDR where are the kids going to
play? He speaks from the heart.
Josh Grodie, 1657 Meade Court, Pacific, MO presented a Power Point. (Mrs. Koelling gave her
time to Josh) His goal is to have the Board deny the zoning change as presented. He is speaking
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for himself and a lot of citizens. He is a school teacher for the district also. His concerns are
road safety, lot size, drainage/sewer, lot requirements. How is the road safety going to be
handled, parking on Lamar Parkway, school bus stops and emergency personnel, the speed
limit and direct access to I-44? Lamar Parkway was built as a by-pass for the community. The
last traffic study was done in 2018. Brush Creek is overwhelmed and runs through the City and
causes back-ups. There’s going to be more water. There is no retaining wall around the pond
on the plot plan. The pocket park is located next to the common ground and the pond, with no
blocking it. The lot size is under 8,000 square feet. That’s very few homes that can get a 3rd car
garage if they want it. Lot requirements – they are asking for 6’ side yards. He was on Planning
& Zoning, Mr. Adams appointed him. A PUD is a two-way street and we are not bound to
anything. He was a builder before he was a school teacher. The interior 3 lots that go to Lamar
Parkway. Lot 22 and Lot 30 could be deleted and make the interior homes side yard garages,
making the lot sizes bigger. The west side they could delete Lot 45 and have a private drive to
exit onto Old Gray Summit Road, with rear entry garages. These two small changes would be
helpful. This only leaves the horseshoe on Lamar Parkway. On Old Gray Summit Road there are
no houses with a back to it. Turn those houses around to make it aesthetically pleasing.
Switching garage sizes, looking at Lamar with a private driveway and knocking out those 3 lots,
it makes the project look clean and match the community, and answers 85% of the concerns,
and gets the kids away from the streets. This development ranges from 6,000 to 13,000 with
an average of 8,000 square feet lot size. The Comprehensive Plan is a guide only. We make the
rules with guide lines. If the plan is approved as presented, there are going to be cars blocking
the driveways and the walkers will be going out to the street. Silver Lake is 13,000 square lot
sizes, Bend Ridge is 15,000 and Westlake is 9,000. He doesn’t believe this compares to Payne
Street, Thornton Road or Congress. The majority of people he spoke with are not in favor of
this. I want this town to keep its integrity and not forget where our roots are. Please listen to
the citizens. Alderman Adams asked for 3 things that he would change: Those were limiting
drives on Lamar Parkway, increase lot size to comparable on Old Gray Summit Road and houses
face the front on Old Gray Summit Road. Mayor Myers asked that he send in his presentation.
Terry Bertholomey, 1946 Kelly Ct., Pacific, MO stated he has been here for 30 years. He feels
the problem is Lamar Parkway and should have been addressed at the Planning & Zoning level.
He is concerned about parking along Lamar Parkway, we only get once chance. Traffic concerns
also is buses, mail service, which is going to add more traffic on a daily basis. He would change
the number of driveways along Lamar Parkway.
Jon Ell, 1735 Hwy N, Pacific, MO stated he’s been at his current house since 1970 between
Hawthorne and Old Gray Summit going up the hill. We annexed in about 20 years ago, and
have City water, but need to hook up to City sewer. What is it going to take to get sewer? Also,
the all-terrain vehicles that can be drove everywhere, why does he have to get vehicles licensed
and these vehicles don’t?
Gary Watson, 1941 Old Gray Summit Road, he doesn’t want to look at the back of houses and
the speeding on that street is crazy. He doesn’t see Pacific needing this type of development. If
Board of Aldermen 7-6-2021

6

they are going to put the homes up not facing Old Gray Summit Road, they should install a
uniform fence.
Nora Cardinale, 2347 Silver Lake Est Dr, Pacific, MO and has been a resident since 1998. The
aesthetics of the houses being to close to one another. She doesn’t feel it blends in with the
surrounding area and it’s going to be concrete pad one after another. In the evening, traffic is
quite frequently backed up 3 to 4 cars turning left as it is. There will be a need for a turn lane in
the future.
Barbara Alt, 1951 Patricia Lane, Pacific, MO stated she has been here 23 years. She agreed with
what was said before, but she is concerned that Lamar Parkway is the only away emergency
vehicles get across it and we need to make sure they can. She is not against development but
wants it done correctly. She is also concerned about the shrubs and trees that are on the edge
of the road that block the view in people with low sitting cars.
Becky Toney, 947 Silver Lake View, Pacific, MO the company she works for did a layout prior to
this one and was impressed with the positive things that were said about it. The public notice
that was put out that explains who, what, where, and why, the sign said to call the City. The
notification to the public needs to be better. Mayor Myers stated recently this was changed by
the Board and they can get all the facts by calling up here or getting them at the website. Ms.
Toney continued that every developer puts up notices, and they pay for it, this is a
reimbursable expense. She recommends informing the public better. She was at the Planning
& Zoning Meeting, and she was surprised that the PUD was included in the zoning. The zoning
director told them they had to pass the zoning or they would be sued, so they passed it. There
was no discussion about the PUD, no conditions, no discussions. On the Huntington
development Planning & Zoning said they couldn’t have any houses backing out onto Lamar
Parkway, they had to either have a rear entrance to the garage or a side entrance. She asked
what the street directions would be, one way or two way, would there be a turn lane, would
there be a street light or stop sign, parking on the street, what is the penalty going to be if no
parking? Where are the mailboxes going to be and where will trash be picked up? She also
suggested a different name, as Brush Creek is the sewer district.
Henry Hahn, 58 Cedar Brook, Pacific, MO thanked Mrs. Barfield for working on the resolution
for the train. This will bring people into the town and help the businesses. As far as Lamar
Parkway his concern is the water running down the road turning to ice.
Sean Brinker – had to leave
Jake Koelling, 2597 Hwy 100, Gray Summit, MO thanked them for broadcasting this live. He
thought they were doing a great job and a lot of good things. When it comes to voting, are you
doing this unbiased? Mayor Myers stated that is the nature of this Board, they consider
everything they have heard. A lot of people concerned about safety, out of curiosity, Gary is my
father, he was not allowed to vote at Planning & Zoning because he lived there. He’s confused
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about kids playing in the street, and Mr. Eversmeyer made a statement about kids not playing
outside, there are a lot of people here that have kids that do play. His father was denied
because he was biased. The Aldermen have already expressed their thoughts about playing in
the street. Mayor Myers stated everyone has their own feelings, but it has nothing to do with
why Gary recused himself from the vote. Whenever any of us have a personal association, we
all excuse ourselves from the vote. He just wanted to make sure going into the vote, people
here already have made comments. The Comprehensive Plan, the 55 and up community was
denied, did it not fit the Comp. Plan? Mayor Myers stated there was no 55 and up community
in the plan. He wants rooftops as well, but he heard a lot of Aldermen for the retirement
center, but what makes it different than this one. The comments are confusing to him. The
Planning & Zoning Director made comments of lawsuits, and he thought he should be here as
well. Mayor Myers said there is not a Planning & Zoning Director. Alderman Nemeth offered to
speak with him if he wanted to contact him.
Kelly Mason, 2748 Old Gray Summit Road, Pacific, MO stated the night of Planning & Zoning she
sat on Lamar Parkway for 14 cars in traffic. How are the cars in the driveway going to get out
when there is a constant line of traffic?
Donald Moore, 1727 S. Hwy N, Pacific, MO passed.
Scott Lesh, Old Gray Summit Road, Pacific, MO stated a lot of the points have been covered.
The zoning for the homes with the density is what he wanted to speak of. The zoning currently
called for on Lamar Parkway is R1C, most of the development is R1E. Lots that are adjacent to
the proposed parcel to the west is R1E and are 2 -3 acres lots. The numbers are off, they don’t
include the roadway. If the square footages are added up the number is different, which is 13
more homes from R1C as requested. The zoning is very dense, and homes 6’ apart is going to
look very different. Page 122 of Comp Plan speaks to matching the existing homes. This type of
development is not going to match where it is sitting. The traffic down Old Gray Summit Road
is not just residential, the ramps were moved and it changed the traffic on that road. Lamar
Parkway prohibits over 18,000 lbs. trucks but their GPS still sends them this way. Half the
homes (33) are 7,500 square foot homes or less. He is not against building, we need to grow,
but this doesn’t meet the density around it. The 18 wheelers lose tires, there is a lot of
different traffic out there. We need to consult our EMS and the School District and Fire Chief
for their input. He has spoke to everyone on his street between Lamar Parkway and Hwy N.
Mayor Myers stated that was all the speaker cards. He closed the public hearing. Alderman
Adams thought everyone did a good job and they were helpful. He thought we heard some
things that need to be considered in the next 2 weeks. He would ask the developer to consider
some of the things they heard, and he would be willing to sit down with them.
b. A Public Hearing to hear comments on a proposal to increase the City’s Wastewater User
Charges. The City is proposing to raise the wastewater volume charge from the current $ 2.92
per thousand gallons, or fraction thereof, to $ 4.14 per thousand gallons, or fraction thereof.
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This increase amounts to a monthly increase of $ 6.10 for 5,000 gallon user. The monthly
minimum charge ($12.57) is proposed to remain the same.
Mayor Myers read the public hearing into the record. He opened the floor for comments from
the public. He has no speaker cards and asked if anyone wanted to speak.
Henry Hahn, asked if the summer winter calculation was done on the rates. Mayor Myers
stated yes, they do that.
There being no further comments, the public hearing was closed.
Public Participation
No other cards this evening.
New Bills
Bill No. 5089 An Ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2021-2022 Budget and Wage and Salary
Schedule for appointed officials and employees of the City of Pacific. (1st reading)
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Mayor Myers read Bill No. 5089 by title only for the first
reading.
City Clerk Barfield stated there were no sponsors for the new bills.
Bill No. 5090 – Alderman Nemeth stated he would sponsor.
Bill No. 5089 – Alderman Nemeth stated he would sponsor.
Bill No. 5090 An Ordinance amending the Parking restrictions on Lisa Lane (1st reading)
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Mayor Myers read Bill No. 5090 by title only for the first
reading.
Bill No. 5091 An Ordinance approving a Zoning Change (Map Amendment) from R-1C Single
Family Residential to R-1B PUD-PDR Residential and Accepting and Approving a Planned Unit
Development for property at Old Gray Summit Road and Lamar Parkway, Franklin County Parcel
ID: 19-1-11.0-3-099-005.000, further described as “The Manors at Brush Creek”, in the City of
Pacific, Missouri. (1st reading)
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Mayor Myers read Bill No. 5091 by title only for the first
reading.
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Bill No. 5091 – Alderman Eversmeyer stated he would sponsor.
Bill No. 5092 An Ordinance to authorize the Mayor to execute an Agreement between
the City of Pacific, Missouri and the Missouri Highway and Transportation Commission
providing for construction of West Osage Sidewalk Connections Improvements, Federal
Project No. 5419(614) (1st reading)
Bill No. 5092 – Alderman Adams stated he would sponsor.
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Mayor Myers read Bill No. 5092 by title only for the first
reading.
Bill No. 5093 An Ordinance amending the User Charge System for the City of Pacific to provide
funds needed to pay for upgrades and expenses associated with the City’s Sewer System. (1st
reading)
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Mayor Myers read Bill No. 5093 by title only for the first
reading.
Bill No. 5093 – Alderman Frick stated he would sponsor.
Consideration of Bills Previously Introduced
Bill No. 5087 An Ordinance authorizing the City of Pacific, Missouri to enter into a Lease
Purchase Transaction, the proceeds of which will be used to pay the costs of currently
refunding all of the City’s outstanding Limited General Obligations Bonds (City Hall and Public
Improvements Project), Series 2011 and a portion of the costs of a project; and authorizing
the execution of certain documents and actions in connection therewith. (2nd reading)
As posted pursuant to the ordinance, Mayor Myers read Bill No. 5087 by title only for the
second reading. Motion made by Alderman Nemeth seconded by Alderman Adams to approve
Bill No. 5087. A roll call vote was taken with the following results: Ayes: Alderman Nemeth,
Alderman Adams, Alderman Frick, Alderman Eversmeyer, Alderman Stotler. Nays: none.
Whereupon, Mayor Myers declared Bill No. 5087 becomes Ordinance No. 3271.
Unfinished Business
New Business
Resolution No. 2021-32 A Resolution authorizing the Transfer of Funds from the Water and
Sewer Fund to the Leasehold Revenue Bond for the Administrative Fee for the Municipal
Assistance Bond.
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Mayor Myers read Resolution No. 2021-32 by title only into the record. He asked for any
discussion or amendments. Motion made by Alderman Adams, seconded by Alderman Stotler
to approve. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result, and Mayor Myers declared the
motion carried.
Resolution No. 2021-33 A Resolution affirming the Missouri Records Management Law
For the efficient management and disposal of official records of the City of Pacific.
Mayor Myers read Resolution No. 2021-33 by title only into the record. He asked for any
discussion or amendments. Motion made by Alderman Eversmeyer, seconded by Alderman
Frick to approve Resolution No. 2021-33. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result,
and Mayor Myers declared the motion carried.
Resolution No. 2021-34 A Resolution reaffirming the City of Pacific as “Train Town USA”
recognizing Pacific as a place of historical significance to the railroad and requesting their
support in establishing Pacific Missouri as a scheduled stop on August 29, 2021.
Mayor Myers read Resolution No. 2021-34 by title only into the record. He asked for any
discussion or amendments. Motion made by Alderman Adams, seconded by Alderman
Stotler to approve Resolution No. 2021-34. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result,
and Mayor Myers declared the motion carried.
Resolution No. 2021-35 A Resolution authorizing the Transfer of Funds from the Water and
Sewer Fund to the Leasehold Revenue Bond for the interest payment of the Municipal
Assistance Bond Series 2012.
Mayor Myers read Resolution No. 2021-35 by title only into the record. He asked for any
discussion. Motion made by Alderman Eversmeyer, seconded by Alderman Stotler to approve
Resolution No. 2021-35. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result, and Mayor Myers
declared the motion carried.
Resolution No. 2021-36 A Resolution to accept a Preliminary Plat for The Manors at Brush
Creek, McBride Berra Land Company LLC, Applicant.
Mayor Myers read Resolution No. 2021-36 by title only into the record. He asked for any
discussion. Administrator Roth stated this was noted in his report, the Preliminary Plan is done
by resolution, but he would suggest tabling this until the next meeting. Motion made by
Alderman Nemeth, seconded by Alderman Adams to table Resolution No. 2021-36. A voice
vote was taken with an affirmative result, and Mayor Myers declared the motion carried.
Resolution No. 2021-37 A Resolution authorizing and directing the mayor to execute a
Contract Agreement for the Demolition of 222 North First Street property in the City of
Pacific.
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Mayor Myers read Resolution No. 2021-37 by title only into the record. He asked for any
discussion. Motion made by Alderman Frick, seconded by Alderman Nemeth to approve
Resolution No. 2021-37. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result, and Mayor Myers
declared the motion carried.
Resolution No. 2021-38 A Resolution authorizing and directing the mayor to execute a
Contract Agreement for the St. Louis and Phelan Street Water Main Improvement Project.
Mayor Myers read Resolution No. 2021-38 by title only into the record. He asked for any
discussion. Motion made by Alderman Adams, seconded by Alderman Eversmeyer to
approve Resolution No. 2021-38. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result, and
Mayor Myers declared the motion carried.
City Administrator Report
Administrator Roth stated he was off on vacation, but it is a busy time. The fiscal year ended
June 30, 2021.
I-44 Ramps – Alderman Adams asked if there was any follow-up on this. He had recommended
that this be given to the Beautification Committee. This would be to clean up the ramps to
come up with a plan, landscaping, etc. Mayor Myers stated they would need a lot of support
from us. Alderman Nemeth thought this started with regular mowing and trash pickup.
Alderman Adams stated they would get help from staff along with funding from the City.
Motion made by Alderman Adams, seconded by Alderman Nemeth that this becomes a real
project and is sent to the Beautification Committee. A voice vote was taken with an
affirmative result, and Mayor Myers declared the motion approved.
Phelan St – Administrator Roth stated Cochran is looking at this area. Viaduct St. is also
included in this.
Chief of Police
Chief Melieus stated after the rain the Block Party was a success. The fireworks were one of
the largest ones he has seen for this size of town. There were no arrests and no problems. He
hopes there are many more of these kinds of events.
Organization readiness – since April we have completed full inventory assigned to the
department and officers making sure it is in a state of readiness. Also making the facility more
work friendly and efficient including the jail system. This is all geared to accreditation of the
department.
New style of cameras – they are a good tool. Request for cameras is short term. There are
Board of Aldermen 7-6-2021
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portable cameras available that he thinks would work better for some of our needs. These are
fairly expensive. He can bring estimates of cost to the next meeting.
Application for Special Events – Chief would like to make changes to the form to include a more
comprehensive detail.
Public Works Commissioner Brueggemann
621 Osage – Commissioner Brueggemann has contacted MoDot about the dead tree and they
are working on removing it.
Westbound I-44 ramp – He contacted MoDot about the no parking on the ramp. They will look
into it but also asked if we had an ordinance for this. Motion made by Alderman Nemeth,
seconded by Alderman Stotler for Attorney Jones to look into this and if needed draft an
ordinance for this as a no parking area. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result,
and Mayor Myers declared the motion carried.
a. ADAMS Garden waterfall work
Public Works Commissioner Brueggemann stated the quotes to fix the waterfall are from
$10,000 to $ 17,000 so we are trying to fix the liner ourselves.
Alderman Adams stated the trees coming out of Hawthorne need trimmed.
City Attorney Report
Attorney Jones stated there was a draft ordinance in the packet regarding the waiver of fees.
This was from discussion from Collector Kelley regarding the request to waive the permit fees.
He found case law on this and it has to be for “good cause”. The ordinance lines out a
“process” and this should be sparingly applied. The Board of Aldermen would determine if
there was “good cause” and it would have to be stated in the minutes why. Alderman Adams
stated he would sponsor the bill.
Motion made by Alderman Adams to bring back to the next meeting for the first reading and
he would sponsor the bill. Alderman Nemeth seconded the motion. A voice vote was taken
with an affirmative result, and Mayor Myers declared the motion carried.
Miscellaneous
a. Approve Special Events Permit for Walsh Real Estate Team for September 11, 2021 with fee
waived.
Motion made by Alderman Adams, seconded by Alderman Nemeth to approve the Special
Board of Aldermen 7-6-2021
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Events Permit for Walsh Real Estate with the fee being waived. A voice vote was taken with
an affirmative result.
b. Pacific Youth Association – Approve Liquor License Application with Sunday Sales for the
PYA. Motion made by Alderman Adams, seconded by Alderman Frick to approve. This
approves a Liquor License from the PYA with approval from the state. A voice vote was taken
with an affirmative result, and Mayor Myers declared the motion carried.
Alderman Eversmeyer stated this is an annual renewal and it will take a little while with the
State. City Clerk Barfield stated the City will issue contingent on the State’s approval. Attorney
Jones stated this is a 3-step process.
Reports of City officials
Alderman Nemeth – No report.
Alderman Adams – Old Gray Summit Road – there is a portion that is in our city limits that we
are responsible for and then another portion we aren’t responsible for, the county is.
Administrator Roth stated yes, the portion west of Ridge Meadows. Alderman Adams stated
we needed to bring all of Old Gray Summit Road to the City so we are in a position to redevelop
the road with developers. Motion made by Alderman Adams for the City Attorney to move
forward with a Draft Agreement with Franklin County regarding this part of Old Gray Summit
Road making it our responsibility. We need to apply to the county for them to turn it over to
us. Administrator Roth stated this was started when Hummingbird Hills came to the city. This
motion was seconded by Alderman Nemeth. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative
result, and Mayor Myers declared the motion carried.
Project at First and Osage – Nancy Omer has been under the weather, but she needs
help with this project. This is for the mural. He asked that the Board consider making this a
City project and get this done by the deadline. He suggested this be sent to a committee.
Mayor Myers suggested Operations Committee, although there is a committee outside the city
that has been working on this. MoDot is not against this, they have regulations that the
concrete has to be prepped. Two of the property owners were for it and two were against it,
but this is MoDots wall. Motion made by Alderman Adams to spearhead this project in
conjunction with Nancy Omer and this be sent to the Operations Committee. Motion was
seconded by Alderman Frick. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result, and Mayor
Myers declared the motion carried.
Alderman Frick – he had a few calls from seniors about the wastewater surcharge. He asked if
there was any assistance that would be available for them. Some of them are in a difficult
place. Mayor Myers stated on the State level with the circuit breaker that may be helpful.
Attorney Jones stated there are only two municipalities in St. Louis County that still own their
own utilities. We are involved in litigation regarding the sewer rate, so a waiver is probably not
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a good idea.
Route 66 – Alderman Frick suggested some improvements to Jensen’s Point, such as the steps.
He also thought a plaque explaining the importance of it would highlight the city. This is a very
unique place, with a true value. Mayor Myers reminded everyone we have a brand-new Parks
Master Plan and has a suggested plan for every park. He asked that this be brought up at the
next Park Board meeting and prioritize them.
Alderman Eversmeyer – the fence at the B&B on St. Louis St. Is there any update since the
Board of Adjustment meeting? Administrator Roth stated staff would investigate this.
Alderman Stotler – No report
Adjournment
There being no further business, motion by Alderman Nemeth, seconded by Alderman Frick to
adjourn. A voice vote was taken with an affirmative result. The meeting adjourned at 9:48 p.m.

ATTEST:
_______________________________
City Clerk

Board of Aldermen 7-6-2021

____________________________
Steve Myers, Mayor

MEMORANDUM
Steve Roth
City Administrator

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

July 16, 2021
TO:
RE:

Mayor and Board of Aldermen
City Administrator report, 7-20-21 Board of Aldermen meeting

Hello everyone,
Please note the following with respect to items on the July 20 Board meeting agenda:
1. Bill 5094, Fee waivers. The City Attorney drafted this bill following discussion at a recent meeting. It
provides for a procedure whereby the Board may waiver certain permit fees and taxes and license fees.
On a related note, this topic came up at a recent Park Board meeting. The Park Board has customarily
waived certain fees for use of park facilities, typically to local not-for-profit and charitable organizations. I
don’t have any particular objection to this, but a review by the City Attorney found the Park Board has
been granted no specific authority to waive such fees. My suggestion is for the City Attorney to review
this issue further, and possibly draft an amendment to the recently updated Park rules and regulations to
address this.
2. Bill 5095, No Parking, I-44 Exit 257 west entrance ramp. The City Attorney drafted this bill following
recent Board discussion. It’s my understanding that MoDOT has consented to this, subject to Board
approval by ordinance.
3. Bill 5089, Wage and Salary amendment. This bill was first read July 6 and is subject to a second and
final reading at this meeting. The amendment deals with 10-, 20- and 25-year longevity increases as
authorized by the Personnel Manual, subject to Board approval.
4. Bill 5090, Lisa Lane no parking zone. This bill was first read July 6 and is subject to a second and final
reading at this meeting. I have not heard any public comment on the bill since the first reading.
5. Bill 5091, Rezoning / PDR, Manors at Brush Creek. This bill was given a first reading July 6 and is
scheduled for a second reading at this meeting. The following is a recap of activity since the July 6
meeting:
• A committee meeting was held with the developer to discuss possible changes / additions to the
plan in light of comments made at the July 6 meeting. The developer responded with certain
changes, as included in the attached plan documents and summarized later in this report.
• A meeting was held between the Mayor and myself, and two residents in the area who had
voiced opposition to the plan July 6. A third resident was invited but was unable to attend. The
meeting was intended to better understand some of their concerns, and discuss some of the
ideas that were discussed in the previous developer meeting.
The following is a summary of the changes to the plans since the July 6 meeting.
• Dedication of an additional 10-ft of right-of-way along Lamar Parkway, with additional five feet of
sidewalk easement on both sides. This would make for 56 feet of dedicated right-of-way, with
additional easement for the sidewalks. In the event the sidewalk on the east side of Lamar was to
be relocated (for example) there would be sufficient easement for this. One other effect of this

•
•
•
•
•

additional right-of-way is to move the houses fronting Lamar Parkway an additional five feet back
off the roadway. (Note: The plans included in the Board packet do not reflect the additional fiveft sidewalk easement and will be revised prior to the meeting.)
Landscaping and landscaped berm along the Old Gray Summit Road frontage, as well as wrought
iron fencing in the backyards along Old Gray Summit.
10-ft sideyard setbacks along all “B” lots, or essentially all lots that face Lamar Parkway.
Addition of a small parking lot (four spaces) along Old Gray Summit Road, west of Lamar Parkway
and adjacent to Lot 36B. Dedication of common ground in this area to buffer the lot against the
Old Gray Summit Road sideyard of Lot 36 B.
Addition of three parking parallel parking spaces on the west side of Lamar Parkway.
The above two parking additions were a product of the committee meeting held on July 8, where
elected officials had requested certain parking additions to address resident concerns regarding
parking along Old Gray Summit Road.

I would make a few points of clarification to my comments in the July 6 Board report and in subsequent
meetings. Regarding the previous Huntington Subdivision (2006), this in fact was approved as a Planned
Unit District, under the prior provisions of City code. The underlying R-1C zoning was not changed, but
the PUD-PDR ordinance did grant a minimum lot size of 11,000 square feet (instead of the 12,000 sf R-1C
minimum). While the ordinance did not specifically cite it, the development also included some lot
frontages that were less than the 90-ft minimum in R-1C. (A copy of the ordinance is included in the
Board packet.) Obviously many things have changed in the 15 years since the Huntington project was
initially approved, but it may be helpful to consider elements of that plan in evaluating the new project.
Regarding density allotments, the calculations provided in the July 6 Board report are accurate. The total
density allotment for a PUD request with R-1B as the underlying zoning is 49.88 lots, compared to the 45
lots McBride has proposed here. The density allotment for a PUD request for R-1C zoning is 41.56 lots. If
the project were developed exclusively to R-1C standards (with no PUD), we would not use a density
calculation, and instead evaluate for conformance to R-1C minimums (12,000 sf lot size, 90-ft frontage
etc.) In an exclusive R-1C project, the total density would be expected to be around 3 lots per acre,
depending on topography and other site conditions. For comparison’s sake then an R-1C subdivision
(with no PUD) on this site would be expected to be around 34 lots, compared to the 45 lots proposed
here. I realize this is a fine point but wished to clarify for the record.
Summary
I would reiterate some of the points I’ve made in past reports and in discussions following the July 6
meeting. When staff is presented with a project such as this, we work hard to get it in a shape that we
feel should be acceptable to the City, while at the same time being respectful of the developer and their
intent. Unless the City by ordinance or some other directive has declared a certain area or zone off-limits
for PUD or re-zoning, then staff will work with the developer in cooperation on such a request. Staff in
this regard is tasked with striking a balance between the City and developer, and this balance at times
can be hard to manage. With this project, we recognized that density would be an issue, as well as the
Lamar Parkway frontage, and so worked to try to mitigate those concerns as best as possible. The
resulting plan is one that contains the highest density within the interior of the development, and one
that mitigates the Lamar Parkway impact through various features (T-drives, further setbacks, additional
parking areas). The impact to Old Gray Summit has also been mitigated, via the landscaped area and
wrought iron fencing along those rear yards. We understand the potential exists for traffic conflicts on
Lamar, but we find this same potential exists in many other areas of the City.
The decision on whether to accept the rezoning or PUD of course lies squarely with the Board, and the
Board is clearly within its authority to reject or modify any PUD. In a straight subdivision proposal, one

that is developed in strict conformance with the zoning and land subdivision ordinances, the Board has
much less discretion. In this regard then the question is what level of development is ultimately
acceptable to the City. As noted previously, a “straight” R-1C development (with no PUD) would yield
approximately 34 lots on this site, while the proposal here is for 45 lots. The question as I view it then is
whether the additional level of density (11 lots) is acceptable on this site. In my judgment the answer is
yes, given the mitigating features of the plan as discussed previously. I understand there are those who
see it differently. If there are additional comments / suggestions that come forward as a result of the July
20 meeting, of course I would be happy to work further with the developer on them.
I would make one final note related to process. The first meeting with the developer team was in March,
2021. The City convened a committee to review it more fully in May, in advance of the June public
hearing. The resident notifications were sent in early June, the subject site was posted, and information
was posted on the City website. The June 22 public hearing of course was conducted as required,
followed by the July 6 public hearing. A committee met with the developer following the July 6 meeting,
and a further meeting with representatives of the opposition was held July 15. Another opportunity for
public input of course is available the July 20 meeting. All public meetings of course have been
livestreamed and available to the public at pretty much any time via Facebook. I make these points to
address certain comments made at myself and others, that this process is being “rushed” or otherwise
mismanaged in some way. I think the facts would clearly say otherwise. Whatever the end result, I would
credit the Board for its commitment to an open and thorough process.
6. Bill 5092. Program Agreement, W. Osage Sidewalk Connections. This bill was first read July 6 and is
subject to a second and final reading at this meeting. I have not heard any public comment on the bill
since the first reading. The agreement is in the same general form as other Program Agreements for
federal-aid project. The agreement caps the federal participation at $215,706; this is intended to cover
construction costs, while the City is paying for the engineering separately. The agreement also includes a
June, 2022 project implementation date, which requires the City move rather quickly. We have thus
requested a contract proposal from Cochran Engineering, which is a separate action later in the agenda.
The Program Agreement of course is required for the City to receive federal funding so we would
respectfully request approval.
7. Bill 5093, Wastewater User Charge amendment. This bill was given a first reading July 6 and is
scheduled for a second and final reading here. I have not heard any public comment since the first
reading. As discussed previously, the bill raises the Wastewater User Charge volume rate from the
current $2.92 per thousand gallons to $4.14 per thousand. The bill does not change the current minimum
charge ($12.57 monthly). The increase is needed to pay costs relating to the Lift 2 / Brush Creek
Interceptor project. We have applied for a Construction Permit for Phase 1 of the project, which includes
improvements to the Lift 2 station and the WWTF headworks facility. We would hope to be out for bid
for this work fairly soon. The below tables summarizing the increase have been provided previously and
are reprinted here as reference.
Average
Water Use
0
1000
2000
3000
4000
5000
6000
7000

Existing Charge
$12.57
$15.49
$18.41
$21.33
$24.25
$27.17
$30.09
$33.01

Proposed User
Charge
$12.57
$16.71
$20.85
$24.99
$29.13
$33.27
$37.41
$41.55

8000
9000
10000
25000
50000
500000

$35.93
$38.85
$41.77
$85.57
$158.57
$1,472.57

$45.69
$49.83
$53.97
$116.07
$219.57
$2,082.57

Sewer User Charge comparisons
Base
Charge
(month)

Volume
Charge
(per
thousand
gallons)

5,000-gallon
rate

Union

$2.65

$2.35

$14.40

Notes
Union has a quarter-cent
sales tax to help fund their
sewer system

Pacific current

$12.57

$2.92

$27.17

Last increase 2012

Eureka

$15.00

$2.50

$27.50

Effective 2-1-2020

Washington

$12.50

$3.02

$27.60

Last increase 2009

St. Clair

$10.00

$4.50

$32.50

Last increase 2018

Pacific proposed
Missouri American

$12.57

$4.14

$33.27

Last increase 2012

(Fenton, others)

$38.75

-

$38.75

Rates vary on service area

Sullivan

$11.81

$6.03

$41.96

FCO PWSD #1

$22.28

$5.30

$48.78

FCO PWSD #3
Missouri American

$24.49

$6.72

$58.09

(Cedar Hill, others)

$58.13

-

$58.13

Metropolitan Sewer Dist

$26.40

$6.65

$59.65

Brush Creek Sewer Dist

$85.28

-

$85.28

City / Utility

Rates vary on service area
Volume rate is in ccf; adjusted
here for gallons
This is flat rate based on
recent increase

Note: Rates shown are published rates collected via online sources,
May 2021.

8. Resolution 2021-36, Preliminary Plat Manors at Brush Creek. This Resolution accepts the Preliminary
Plan for the Manors at Brush Creek Subdivision. As noted in the discussion about the Rezoning / PUD, the
developer has submitted a revised plan which is now attached to the Resolution. Board approval of this
Resolution thus would include the revised plan as presented. The City Attorney can speak to the
procedural elements of this as required.
With respect to process, approval of the Preliminary Plan gives the developer authorization to proceed
with the development of the project Improvement Plans and Final Plat. The Improvement Plans include
grading, streets, water and sewer and storm water, and are subject to review and approval by the Public
Works Commissioner. We engage engineering review as necessary to assist with review of the
Improvement Plans. The Final Plat is subject to approval by ordinance, and includes the developer’s
Performance Guarantees and Subdivision Indentures.
9. Resolution 2021-39, Conflict of Interest. The City Clerk drafted this Resolution in consultation with
the City Attorney, who has approved it as to form. The City is required by law to adopt this on a biennial

(every two years) basis. The current ordinance is codified in Chapter 117 of the Municipal Code:
https://ecode360.com/33967178
10. Resolution 2021-40, Engineering contract, W. Osage Sidewalk connections. This Resolution
authorizes the Mayor to execute an agreement with Cochran Engineering for design and construction
engineering of this sidewalk project, funded in part by the MoDOT TAP grant agreement discussed earlier
in this report. The design engineering fee here is $40,445, and the construction engineering fee is
$30,334. Both amounts are the same was what was included in the original grant application. Cochran
has provided fine service in the past and we would respectfully request Board approval of this Resolution.
11. Resolution 2021-41, Audit agreement. This Resolution authorizes the Mayor to execute an
agreement with Sikich LLP for professional services relating to preparation of audited financial
statements for the City’s fiscal year ending June 30, 2021. The total fee is $12,400, with an additional fee
of $5,000 for a federal single audit, which almost certainly will be required. The fees in our judgement are
quite reasonable and well within the $25,000 we’ve budgeted for this purpose. Sikich LLP acquired
Hocschild Bloom and Company over the past several months, but the personnel assigned to our project
essentially remain the same. We have had good service from Hochschild Bloom in the past and would
expect the same level of service from Sikich LLP. We would respectfully request Board approval of this
Resolution.
12. Budget report. The City’s finances remain solid heading into the new fiscal year, with receipts
continuing to track at or slightly above of budget projections, and expenditures generally tracking below
budget. The July 1-cent sales tax receipt ($73,879.84) was another good number, and calendar year 2021
receipts continue to track above CY 2020 numbers, which was a record year. CY 2020 of course closed
very strong, so we will need to continue this upward trend in ‘21 if we are going to stay on pace with
projections. The most recent Franklin County Prop P receipt (April 2021 collections) was $31,102.17,
which was our single largest monthly receipt ever for Prop P. We also recently received $109,310 in
Franklin County CARES funds, which is dedicated to public safety. I have asked Police Chief Melies for
recommendations for allocating these funds in the form of a budget amendment, to be presented at an
upcoming Board meeting.
This positive news is tempered a bit by somewhat sluggish Ameren gross receipts payments ($63,321 for
June), due at least in part to the cooler spring temperatures. Calendar Year 2021 receipts are tacking
about 5 percent behind 2020 levels, though I would expect this to rebound a bit as we head into the
warmer months.
With respect to reserves and balances, the City Clerk is working on fiscal year-end closeout, so final
numbers are not yet available. Preliminary figures look good however, with our unrestricted General
Fund cash balance at $570K, up from $266,889 for the same period last year. Contingency meanwhile is
at $2.1 million (preliminary), but this includes the Missouri Development Finance Board loan ($150K) and
earlier General Fund transfers for the flood buyout program that may need to be repaid. We will present
a fuller report on the Contingency Fund, with likely requested amendments, at an upcoming meeting.
The Cedars Subdivision overlay improvement ($577K contract cost) remains the biggest upcoming
expenditure item. At this point it appears we can manage this project primarily out of General Fund, with
supplements from the Lease Purchase Project Fund as necessary. We will provide a more complete
budget for this project once the fiscal year close-out is complete.

13. Public Works uniform contract. This is an agenda item to request renewal of the Public Works
uniform contract. Further information is included in the Board packet. The total contract value exceeds
my authority to contract. Mr. Brueggemann can address the details of the contract at the meeting.
14. Public Works sewer vacuum trailer purchase. This is an agenda item to request Board approval of
purchase of a Vermeer Vacuum / Excavator trailer unit. The total cost is $95,974 and is proposed to be
acquired through the Sourcewell Contract, which is authorized under the cooperative purchasing section
of the City’s procurement ordinance. The unit would be capable of vacuuming / cleaning both sanitary
sewers and storm sewers, and in my opinion is a much-needed improvement for the Public Works
department. We budgeted $125,000 for this purchase, so the cost here is well within budget. Mr.
Brueggemann can speak to this in more detail at the meeting.
15. Wastewater effluent report. The Public Works Commissioner recently provided some wastewater
effluent information that we’ve included in the Board packet. We have seen excellent improvements in
recent years, and in recent months have been seeing some of our best numbers yet. Mr. Brueggemann’s
report provides an excellent overview of this issue. Our current operating permit runs through 2026; we
are expecting that new higher limits will go into effect with the new permit, and Mr. Brueggemann has
been doing some preliminary research into the impact of these higher limits and the improvements to
our facility that may be required. Mr. Brueggemann can address questions on these points further at the
meeting if desired.
16. Information items.
a. Lease Purchase transaction. This transaction closed as scheduled on July 13, with no issues.
The City now has $2.5 million available in the Project Fund for the Red Cedar Inn renovation,
and other capital projects. The previous Government Center debt meanwhile has been paid
off and refinanced, at a much-reduced interest rate. I would credit Erick Creach, Gilmore-Bell,
again for his work on this.
b. Planning and Zoning Commission meeting, July 27. We have a public hearing over a proposal
for the former Royal Theater, 301 W. St Louis, scheduled for this meeting. The applicant is
requesting a CUP to operate a multi-use events center at the site.
c. Building Inspector position. We welcome Mr. Steve Brune to the City Hall team; Mr. Brune
started in his new position Monday, July 12.
As always, if you have questions or need additional information please contact me.
Respectfully submitted,

Steve Roth
City Administrator

BILL NO. __5094____

ORDINANCE NO. _____________

SPONSOR: ____________
AN ORDINANCE PERMITTING THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN TO WAIVE PERMIT
FEES, TAXES OR LICENSE FEES UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES.
WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen has determined that it is appropriate to allow permitees and
licensees to request a waiver from the Board of Aldermen, under certain circumstances.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1: Section 605.085 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Pacific shall be amended by
adding a second paragraph thereto, as follows:
The Board of Aldermen, upon application presented at a public meeting of the
Board of Aldermen, may waive permit fees, taxes and license fees, whether
existing or new, upon a showing of good cause by the requesting party. Such
cause shall be stated in the Minutes of the meeting of the Board of Aldermen
when the request is presented.
Section 2: This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from and after its passage and
approval.
PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2021.________________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR

APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2021. __________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR

ATTEST:

City Clerk

BILL NO. 5095

ORDINANCE NO. _____________

SPONSOR: ____________
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING PARKING RESTRICTIONS ON I-44 ENTRANCE
RAMP.
WHEREAS, public health and safety require restricted parking on the
Viaduct Street to Westbound I-44.

entrance

ramp

from

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1: Schedule IV, Table IV-A of the Code shall be amended by adding:
Location

Restriction

Both sides of the entrance ramp from Viaduct
Street to Westbound I-44.

No parking

Section 2: This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from and after its passage and
approval.
PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2021.________________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR

APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2021. __________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR

ATTEST:

City Clerk

BILL NO.
5089
SPONSOR: _Nemeth___

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 longevity
pay increases for certain eligible employees of the City of Pacific;
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.
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 ___________2021.________________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR

APPROVED this ________ day of _________2021. ______________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR
ATTEST:

City Clerk

Exhibit A

Wage & Salary Schedule
Amended July, 2021 to reflect Longevity increases (Ordinance 3227 $ 500.00)

Street Department
Employee

Current Rate

Increase to Salary

Proposed

Annual

Roy Hinkle

$ 23.77/Hr

$ 500.00

$ 24.01

$ 49,942

Buck Dailey

$ 20.89/Hr

$ 500.00

$ 21.13

$ 43,951

$ 18.50/Hr

$ 500.00

$ 18.74

$ 38,980

Amanda Meyer

$ 25.00 / Hr

$ 500.00

$ 25.24

$ 52,000

Matt Garrecht

$ 27.27 / Hr

$ 500.00

$ 27.51

$ 57,222

Administration
Rae Cowsert

Police

BILL NO. 5090

ORDINANCE NO. _____________

SPONSOR: __Nemeth__
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING PARKING RESTRICTIONS ON LISA LANE.
WHEREAS, public health and safety require restricted parking on Lisa Lane.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1: Schedule IV, Table IV-A of the Code shall be amended by adding:
Location

Restriction

North side of Lisa Lane from
Indian Warpath to Millstone Village Drive

No parking

Section 2: This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from and after its passage and
approval.
PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2021.________________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR

APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2021. __________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR

ATTEST:

City Clerk

BILL NO. 5091

ORDINANCE NO.

SPONSOR: Eversmeyer
AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A ZONING CHANGE (MAP AMENDMENT)
FROM R-1C SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL TO R-1B RESIDENTIAL AND
ACCEPTING AND APPROVING A PLANNED DISTRICT DEVELOPMENT
(PUD-PDR) FOR PROPERTY AT OLD GRAY SUMMIT ROAD AND LAMAR
PARKWAY, FRANKLIN COUNTY PARCEL ID: 19-1-11.0-3-099-005.000,
FURTHER DESCRIBED AS “THE MANORS AT BRUSH CREEK,” IN THE CITY
OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI
WHEREAS, the owner of property at Old Gray Summit Road and Lamar Parkway, being
further described as The Manors at Brush Creek, has filed an application for approval of a
Map Amendment (Rezoning) and Planned District approval (PUD-PDR) for a Planned
Unit Development for potential new construction on the site; and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission has conducted a public hearing on the
application and, following the public hearing, has by affirmative vote recommended
approval of the said rezoning and Planned District as presented, subject to certain terms
and conditions as hereinafter provided; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Aldermen has received the Commission recommendation and,
following a public hearing, desires to approve the rezoning and Planned District;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF
THE CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1.
A zoning change (map amendment) and Planned District designation from
R-1C Single Family Residential to R-1B Single Family Residential PUD-PDR for property
located at Old Gray Summit Road and Lamar Parkway, Franklin County Parcel ID: 19-111.0-3-099-005.000, and being further described in the attached Exhibit A, is hereby
accepted and approved, subject to the following:
a. The Chief of Police is directed to address the speed limit on Lamar Parkway.
The City zoning map shall be updated accordingly in due course.
Section 2.
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 ___________2021.________________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR

APPROVED this ________ day of _________2021. ______________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR
ATTEST:

City Clerk

EXHIBIT A

BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION (RECORD)
PART OF THE SOUTH HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER IN SECTION ELEVEN
(11), TOWNSHIP FORTY-THREE (43) NORTH, RANGE TWO (2) EAST OF THE 5TH,
P.M., DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
BEGINNING AT A POINT IN THE SOUTH LINE OF MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD
RIGHT OF WAY WHICH IS SOUTH 85 DEGREES 30 MINUTES WEST 19.465 CHAINS
(1,284.69 FEET) FROM THE EAST LINE OF SAID QUARTER SECTION, CONTINUE
THENCE SOUTH 85 DEGREES 30 MINUTES WEST ON THE SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY
LINE OF SAID RAILROAD 9.465 CHAINS (624.69 FEET) TO THE WOLGAST
PROPERTY, THENCE SOUTH 0 DEGREES 45 MINUTES WEST 13.67 CHAINS (902.22
FEET) TO A POINT IN THE CENTER LINE OF THE GRAY SUMMIT COUNTY ROAD,
THENCE WITH THE CENTER LINE OF SAID ROAD, NORTH 83 DEGREES 30
MINUTES EAST 9.505 CHAINS (627.33 FEET), THENCE NORTH 0 DEGREES 45
MINUTES EAST TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, REFERENCE BEING MADE TO
SURVEYORS RECORD 10 PAGE 283, MORE OR LESS, EXCEPTING THEREFROM
THAT PART CONVEYED TO THE COUNTY OF FRANKLIN FOR ROAD
PURPOSES BY DEED OF RECORD IN BOOK 293 PAGE 829.
ALSO EXCEPTING THAT PART CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF PACIFIC,
MISSOURI, RECORDED IN BOOK 1459 PAGE 0106 OF THE FRANKLIN COUNTY
RECORDS.
PROPERTY CONTAINS 11.446 ACRES, MORE OR LESS, ACCORDING TO
AVAILABLE RECORD INFORMATION AND CALCULATIONS PERFORMED BY
THE STERLING COMPANY DURING THE MONTH OF APRIL, 2021 UNDER
ORDER NUMBER 19-12-425 AND SUBJECT TO THE RESULTS OF A FUTURE
PROPERTY BOUNDARY SURVEY.

BILL NO.

5092

ORDINANCE NO. _______

SPONSOR:____________

AN ORDINANCE TO AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI AND THE MISSOURI HIGHWAY
AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION PROVIDING FOR CONSTRUCTION OF
WEST OSAGE SIDEWALK CONNECTIONS IMPROVEMENTS, FEDERAL PROJECT
NO. 5419(614)
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF PACIFIC,
MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION ONE.
That the Mayor is hereby authorized and directed to execute on behalf of the City of Pacific,
Missouri a contract with the Missouri Highway and Transportation Commission providing for
construction of West Osage Sidewalk Connections Improvements, Federal Project No. STP5419(614).
SECTION TWO.
That all ordinances or parts of ordinances therefore enacted which are in conflict herewith are
hereby repealed.
SECTION THREE.
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after the date of its passage and
approval.

PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2021.__________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR
APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2021. _____________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR
ATTEST:

City Clerk

CCO Form: FS25
Approved: 04/95 (MGB)
Revised:
03/17 (MWH)
Modified:
CFDA Number:
CFDA Title:
Award name/number:
Award Year:
Federal Agency:

20.205
Highway Planning and Construction
TAP-5419(614)
2022
Federal Highway Administration, Department of Transportation

MISSOURI HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES FUNDS
PROGRAM AGREEMENT
THIS AGREEMENT is entered into by the Missouri Highways and Transportation
Commission (hereinafter, "Commission") and City of Pacific (hereinafter, “City”).
WITNESSETH:
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants, promises and
representations in this Agreement, the parties agree as follows:
(1)
PURPOSE: The United States Congress has authorized, in Fixing
America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST); 23 U.S.C. §101, §106 and §213;
SAFETEA-LU §1404 funds to be used for transportation alternatives activities. The
purpose of this Agreement is to grant the use of such transportation enhancement funds
to the City.
(2)
LOCATION: The transportation alternatives funds which are the subject of
this Agreement are for the project at the following location: West Osage Street (BL 44)
from Noonan Plaza to I-44 off ramp and Western Avenue to Viaduct Street. The scope
of the project includes sidewalk.
The general location of the project is shown on attachment marked "Exhibit A" and
incorporated herein by reference.
(3)
REASONABLE PROGRESS POLICY: The project as described in this
agreement is subject to the reasonable progress policy set forth in the Local Public
Agency (LPA) Manual and the final deadline specified in Exhibit B attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference. In the event, the LPA Manual and the final deadline
within Exhibit B conflict, the final deadline within Exhibit B controls. If the project is within
a Transportation Management Area that has a reasonable progress policy in place, the
project is subject to that policy. If the project is withdrawn for not meeting reasonable

progress, the City agrees to repay the Commission for any progress payments made to
the City for the project and agrees that the Commission may deduct progress payments
made to the City from future payments to the City. The City may not be eligible for future
Transportation Alternatives Funds if the City does not meet the reasonable progress
policy.
(4)

INDEMNIFICATION:

(A)
To the extent allowed or imposed by law, the City shall defend,
indemnify and hold harmless the Commission, including its members and the Missouri
Department of Transportation (MoDOT or Department) employees, from any claim or
liability whether based on a claim for damages to real or personal property or to a person
for any matter relating to or arising out of the City’s wrongful or negligent performance of
its obligations under this Agreement.
(B)
The City will require any contractor procured by the City to work
under this Agreement:
1.
To obtain a no cost permit from the Commission’s district
engineer prior to working on the Commission’s right-of-way, which shall be signed by an
authorized contractor representative (a permit from the Commission’s district engineer
will not be required for work outside of the Commission’s right-of-way); and
2.
To carry commercial general liability insurance and
commercial automobile liability insurance from a company authorized to issue insurance
in Missouri, and to name the Commission, and MoDOT and its employees, as additional
named insureds in amounts sufficient to cover the sovereign immunity limits for Missouri
public entities as calculated by the Missouri Department of Insurance, Financial
Institutions and Professional Registration, and published annually in the Missouri Register
pursuant to Section 537.610, RSMo. The City shall cause insurer to increase the
insurance amounts in accordance with those published annually in the Missouri Register
pursuant to Section 537.610, RSMo.
(C)
In no event shall the language of this Agreement constitute or be
construed as a waiver or limitation for either party’s rights or defenses with regard to each
party’s applicable sovereign, governmental, or official immunities and protections as
provided by federal and state constitution or law.
(5)
AMENDMENTS: Any change in this Agreement, whether by modification
or supplementation, must be accomplished by a formal contract amendment signed and
approved by the duly authorized representatives of the City and the Commission.
(6)
COMMISSION REPRESENTATIVE: The Commission's St. Louis District
Engineer is designated as the Commission's representative for the purpose of
administering the provisions of this Agreement. The Commission's representative may
designate by written notice other persons having the authority to act on behalf of the

Commission in furtherance of the performance of this Agreement.
(7)
NONDISCRIMINATION ASSURANCE:
Agreement, the City agrees as follows:

With regard to work under this

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

determine to be appropriate, including but not limited to:
1.

Withholding of payments under this Agreement until the City

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

Cancellation, termination or suspension of this Agreement, in

(G)
Incorporation of Provisions: The City shall include the provisions of
paragraph (7) of this Agreement in every subcontract, including procurements of materials
and leases of equipment, unless exempted by the statutes, executive order,
administrative rules or instructions issued by the Commission or the United States
Department of Transportation. The City will take such action with respect to any
subcontract or procurement as the Commission or the United States Department of
Transportation may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions, including sanctions
for noncompliance; provided that in the event the City becomes involved or is threatened
with litigation with a subcontractor or supplier as a result of such direction, the City may
request the United States to enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the United
States.
(8)
ASSIGNMENT: The City shall not assign, transfer or delegate any interest
in this Agreement without the prior written consent of the Commission.
(9)
LAW OF MISSOURI TO GOVERN: This Agreement shall be construed
according to the laws of the State of Missouri. The City shall comply with all local, state
and federal laws and regulations relating to the performance of this Agreement.
(10) CANCELLATION: The Commission may cancel this Agreement at any time
for a material breach of contractual obligations by providing the City with written notice of
cancellation. Should the Commission exercise its right to cancel this Agreement for such
reasons, cancellation will become effective upon the date specified in the notice of
cancellation sent to the City.
(11) ACCESS TO RECORDS: The City and its contractors must maintain all
records relating to this Agreement, including but not limited to invoices, payrolls, etc.
These records must be available at no charge to the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) and the Commission and/or their designees or representatives during the period
of this Agreement and any extension, and for a period of three (3) years after the date on
which the City receives reimbursement of their final invoice from the Commission.
(12) FEDERAL-AID PROVISIONS: Because responsibility for the performance
of all functions or work contemplated as part of this project is assumed by the City, and
the City may elect to construct part of the improvement contemplated by this Agreement
with its own forces, a copy of Section II and Section III, as contained in the United States
Department of Transportation Form Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 1273
"Required Contract Provisions, Federal-Aid Construction Contracts," is attached and

made a part of this Agreement as Exhibit C. Wherever the term "the contractor" or words
of similar import appear in these sections, the term “the City” is to be substituted. The
City agrees to abide by and carry out the condition and obligations of "the contractor" as
stated in Section II, Equal Opportunity, and Section III, Nonsegregated Facilities, as set
out in Form FHWA 1273.
(13) ACQUISITION OF RIGHT OF WAY: No acquisition of additional right of
way is anticipated in connection with Project TAP-5419(614) or contemplated by this
Agreement.
(14) MAINTENANCE OF DEVELOPMENT: The City shall maintain the herein
contemplated improvements without any cost or expense to the Commission. All
maintenance by the City shall be done for the safety of the general public and the
esthetics of the area. In addition, if any sidewalk or bike trails are constructed on the
Commission's right-of-way pursuant to this Agreement, the City shall inspect and maintain
the sidewalk or bike trails constructed by this project in a condition reasonably safe to the
public and, to the extent allowed by law, shall indemnify and hold the Commission
harmless from any claims arising from the construction and maintenance of said sidewalk
or bike trails. If the City fails to maintain the herein contemplated improvements, the
Commission or its representatives, at the Commission's sole discretion shall notify the
City in writing of the City’s failure to maintain the improvement. If the City continues to
fail in maintaining the improvement, the Commission may remove the herein
contemplated improvement whether or not the improvement is located on the
Commission's right of way. Any removal by the Commission shall be at the sole cost and
expense of the City. Maintenance includes but is not limited to mowing and trimming
between shrubs and other plantings that are part of the improvement.
(15) PLANS:
The City shall prepare preliminary and final plans and
specifications for the herein improvements. The plans and specifications shall be
submitted to the Commission for the Commission's review and approval. The
Commission has the discretion to require changes to any plans and specification prior to
any approval by the Commission.
(16) REIMBURSEMENT: The cost of the contemplated improvements will be
borne by the United States Government and by the City as follows:
(A) Any federal funds for project activities shall only be available for
reimbursement of eligible costs which have been incurred by City. Any costs incurred by
City prior to authorization from FHWA and notification to proceed from the Commission
are not reimbursable costs. The federal share for this project will be 80 percent not to
exceed $215,706. The calculated federal share for seeking federal reimbursement of
participating costs for the herein improvements will be determined by dividing the total
federal funds applied to the project by the total participating costs. Any costs for the
herein improvements which exceed any federal reimbursement or are not eligible for
federal reimbursement shall be the sole responsibility of City. The Commission shall not

be responsible for any costs associated with the herein improvement unless specifically
identified in this Agreement or subsequent written amendments.
(17) PROGRESS PAYMENTS: The City may request progress payments be
made for the herein improvements as work progresses but not more than once every two
weeks. Progress payments must be submitted monthly. The City shall repay any
progress payments which involve ineligible costs.
(18) PROMPT PAYMENTS: Progress invoices submitted to MoDOT for
reimbursement more than thirty (30) calendar days after the date of the vendor invoice
shall also include documentation that the vendor was paid in full for the work identified in
the progress invoice. Examples of proof of payment may include a letter or e-mail from
the vendor, lien waiver or copies of cancelled checks. Reimbursement will not be made
on these submittals until proof of payment is provided. Progress invoices submitted to
MoDOT for reimbursement within thirty (30) calendar days of the date on the vendor
invoice will be processed for reimbursement without proof of payment to the vendor. If
the City has not paid the vendor prior to receiving reimbursement, the City must pay the
vendor within two (2) business days of receipt of funds from MoDOT.
(19) PERMITS: The City shall secure any necessary approvals or permits from
any federal or state agency as required for the completion of the herein improvements. If
this improvement is on the right of way of the Commission, the City must secure a permit
from the Commission prior to the start of any work on the right of way. The permits which
may be required include, but are not limited to, environmental, architectural, historical or
cultural requirements of federal or state law or regulation.
(20) INSPECTION OF IMPROVEMENTS AND RECORDS: The City shall
assure that representatives of the Commission and FHWA shall have the privilege of
inspecting and reviewing the work being done by the City’s contractor and subcontractor
on the herein project. The City shall also assure that its contractor, and all subcontractors,
if any, maintain all books, documents, papers and other evidence pertaining to costs
incurred in connection with the Transportation Enhancement Program Agreement, and
make such materials available at such contractor's office at all reasonable times at no
charge during this Agreement period, and for three (3) years from the date of final
payment under this Agreement, for inspection by the Commission, FHWA or any
authorized representatives of the Federal Government and the State of Missouri, and
copies shall be furnished, upon request, to authorized representatives of the Commission,
State, FHWA, or other Federal agencies.
(21) CREDIT FOR DONATIONS OF FUNDS, MATERIALS, OR SERVICES: A
person may offer to donate funds, materials or services in connection with this project.
Any donated funds, or the fair market value of any donated materials or services that are
accepted and incorporated into this project shall be credited according to 23 U.S.C. §323.
(22) DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISES (DBE): The Commission
will advise the City of any required goals for participation by disadvantaged business

enterprises (DBEs) to be included in the City’s proposal for the work to be performed.
The City shall submit for Commission approval a DBE goal or plan. The City shall comply
with the plan or goal that is approved by the Commission and all requirements of 49
C.F.R. Part 26, as amended.
(23) VENUE: It is agreed by the parties that any action at law, suit in equity, or
other judicial proceeding to enforce or construe this Agreement, or regarding its alleged
breach, shall be instituted only in the Circuit Court of Cole County, Missouri.
(24) NOTICE TO BIDDERS: The City shall notify the prospective bidders that
disadvantaged business enterprises shall be afforded full and affirmative opportunity to
submit bids in response to the invitation and will not be discriminated against on grounds
of race, color, sex, or national origin in consideration for an award.
(25) FINAL AUDIT: The Commission may, in its sole discretion, perform a final
audit of project costs. The United States Government shall reimburse the City, through
the Commission, any monies due. The City shall refund any overpayments as determined
by the final audit.
(26) OMB AUDIT: If the City expend(s) seven hundred fifty thousand dollars
($750,000) or more in a year in federal financial assistance it is required to have an
independent annual audit conducted in accordance with 2 CFR Part 200. A copy of the
audit report shall be submitted to MoDOT within the earlier of thirty (30) days after receipt
of the auditor's report(s), or nine (9) months after the end of the audit period. Subject to
the requirements of 2 CFR Part 200, if the City expend(s) less than seven hundred fifty
thousand dollars ($750,000) a year, the City may be exempt from auditing requirements
for that year but records must be available for review or audit by applicable state and
federal authorities.
(27) FEDERAL FUNDING ACCOUNTABILITY AND TRANSPARENCY ACT OF
2006: The City shall comply with all reporting requirements of the Federal Funding
Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) of 2006, as amended. This Agreement is
subject to the award terms within 2 C.F.R. Part 170.

[Remainder of Page Intentionally Left Blank]

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have entered into this Agreement on the date last
written below.
Executed by the City on __________________________________(DATE).
Executed by the Commission on ___________________________(DATE).

MISSOURI HIGHWAYS AND
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

CITY OF PACIFIC

By
Title

Title

ATTEST:

ATTEST:

By
Secretary to the Commission
Title

Approved as to Form:

Approved as to Form:

Commission Counsel
Title __________________________

Ordinance No

Exhibit A - Location of Project

Exhibit B – Project Schedule
Project Description: TAP-5419(614) West Osage Street (BL 44)

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

BILL NO.

5093

ORDINANCE NO.________

SPONSOR___Frick_______
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE USER CHARGE SYSTEM FOR THE CITY OF
PACIFIC TO PROVIDE FUNDS NEEDED TO PAY FOR UPGRADES AND EXPENSES
ASSOCIATED WITH THE CITY’S SEWER SYSTEM.
WHEREAS, the City of Pacific owns and operates a revenue producing public sewer system;
and
WHEREAS, the City of Pacific has determined that upgrades are required for safe and efficient
operation of the City’s sewer system; and
WHEREAS, the City of Pacific must pay all expenses associated with the system and charge the
users of said sewer system accordingly.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1.
Section 700.370.3 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Pacific shall be
amended as follows:
3.
Base user charge rates. The minimum charge per month shall be twelve dollars
fifty-seven cents ($12.57). In addition, each contributor shall pay an additional user charge for
operation and maintenance including replacement of four dollars fourteen cents ($4.14) per one
thousand (1,000) gallons of water (or wastewater) as determined in the preceding Section. Where
a single sewer service account is established to provide sewer service for more than one (1)
residential dwelling or non-residential user, the charge for sewer service shall be calculated by
multiplying twelve dollars fifty-seven cents ($12.57) by the total number of residential dwellings
or non-residential users as the base minimum charge plus the incremental fee of four dollars
fourteen cents ($4.14) per one thousand (1,000) gallons of water (or wastewater) of the total
water (or wastewater) used by all residential dwellings or non-residential users served by the
account and as determined in the preceding Section.
Section 2. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect for the usage period that commences
August 20, 2021.
PASSED this ________ day of ________________, 2021.________________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR
APPROVED this ________ day of _________________, 2021. __________________________
Steve Myers, MAYOR
ATTEST:

City Clerk

RESOLUTION NO. 2021 -36

A RESOLUTION TO ACCEPT A PRELIMINARY PLAT FOR THE MANORS AT
BRUSH CREEK, MCBRIDE BERRA LAND COMPANY LLC, APPLICANT
WHEREAS, McBride Berra Land Company LLC has made application for approval of a
Preliminary Plat for The Manors at Brush Creek Subdivision; said subdivision
totaling 45 lots on approximately 11.45 acres of land; and
WHEREAS, following a Public Hearing, the Planning and Zoning Commission has by
unanimous affirmative vote recommended approval of the Preliminary Plat,
subject to certain terms and conditions as hereinafter provided;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN FOR THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1. The Preliminary Plat for The Manors at Brush Creek Subdivision, in the form as
attached to this Resolution as Exhibit A, is hereby accepted and approved, subject
to the following conditions:
a. The Chief of Police is directed to address the speed limit on Lamar
Parkway.
Adopted by the Board of Aldermen and approved by the Mayor on this 6th day of July,
2021.

Steve Myers, Mayor
ATTEST:

City Clerk
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RESOLUTIO NO. 2021-39
A RESOLUTION TAKING NOTICE OF AND REAFFIRMING THE PROVISION OF ORDINANCE NO.
1866 ENTITLED “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI TO ESTABLISH A
PROCEDURE TO DISCLOSE POTENTIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST AND SUBSTANTIAL INTEREST
FOR CERTAIN OFFICIAS”.
WHEREAS,
The Board of Aldermen of the City of Pacific, Missouri enacted Bill No. 1927 into
law on August 1, 1995 which sets forth procedures for the disclosure of potential conflicts of
interest and substantial interest for certain officials; same Bill numbered as Ordinance No.
1866;
WHEREAS,
Ordinance No. 1603, 1724, 1784, and 1866 were substantially the same, and fully
compliant with the state laws regarding financial disclosure for government officials, all of
which were enacted by the Board of Aldermen to comply with a provision of Section 105.485.4
of the Missouri Revised Statutes which requires the biennial adoption of an ordinance, order or
resolution setting forth the political subdivision’s method of financial disclosure of potential
conflicts of interest and substantial interest of government officials; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF PACIFIC,
MISSOURI, to wit;
That the provisions of Ordinance No. 1866 are hereby re-adopted as the procedures of the City
of Pacific, Missouri for the disclosure of potential conflicts of interest and substantial interest of
government officials.
ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN AND APPROVED BY THE MAYOR THIS _____ DAY OF
JULY, 2021.

___________________________________
Steve Myers, Mayor

ATTEST:

_____________________________
City Clerk

RESOLUTION NO. 2021 –40
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN
AGREEMENT WITH SC ENGINEERING dba COCHRAN FOR PROFESSIONAL
SERVICES RELATING TO ENGINEERING PLANNING AND DESIGN AND
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING AND INSPECTION OF THE WEST OSAGE
SIDEWALK CONNECTIONS PROJECT, FEDERAL PROJECT NO. TAP 5419(614)
WHEREAS, the City of Pacific has requested qualifications from qualified firms to provide
certain professional services relating to design and construction inspection of
sidewalks and transportation related infrastructure improvements in the City of
Pacific; and
WHEREAS, the City of Pacific, upon canvassing the qualifications submitted, has determined
that SC Engineering, LLC dba Cochran is the firm best qualified to provide certain
professional services as hereinafter set out, and has solicited a proposal from said
firm to provide said professional services;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN FOR THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1. The Mayor is hereby authorized and directed, on behalf of the City of Pacific, to
execute an Agreement with SC Engineering, LLC dba Cochran for Professional
Services relating to engineering design and construction inspection of the “West
Osage Sidewalk Connections” Project. The Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit
A and made fully a part hereof.
Adopted by the Board of Aldermen and approved by the Mayor on this 20th day of July,
2021.

Steve Myers, Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Architecture
Civil Engineering
Land Surveying
Site Development

737 Rudder Road
St. Louis, Missouri 63026
Telephone: 314-842-4033
Fax: 314-842-5957
E-Mail: david@cochraneng.com

July 12, 2021

Mr. Steve Roth
City Administrator
City of Pacific
300 Hoven Drive
Pacific, MO 63069
RE:

Professional Engineering – W. Osage Sidewalks TAP Project

Dear Mr. Roth:
Thank you for giving Cochran the opportunity to submit this proposal to provide engineering
services for the above referenced project. In accordance with your previous discussions with
Project Manager Tary Todd, we offer the following professional services:
SCOPE OF SERVICES:
A. Topographic Survey Phase:
1) Topographic survey covering sufficient area to develop sidewalks plans for the project.
2) A survey baseline shall be established.
3) Cross-sections shall be obtained at 50-foot intervals, a sufficient distance beyond the
anticipated construction limits, to determine earthwork quantities and drainage patterns.
All swales, ditches or other drainage courses shall be included with flow line elevations.
Additional cross-sections as required for clarity shall be taken as needed.
4) Existing utilities shall be located and plotted.
B. Preliminary Design Phase:
1) Preliminary plans to include: field survey data, topographic information of the existing
roadway and side slopes to determine easement needs, existing utilities, proposed
improvements in accordance with the sidewalk improvement scope as shown on the City
of Farmington’s recently approved TAP application.
2) Submit preliminary ADA compliant sidewalk improvement plans to the City for review
and comment.
3) Provide the City with preliminary estimate of construction cost.
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C. Right-of-Way Document Preparation:
1) Right-of-Way Document Preparation - after notification of approval of the preliminary
plans from the City, Cochran shall prepare easement and/or right-of-way documents as
needed.
D. Final Design Phase:
2) The final design shall include at a minimum the following information, and shall include
the other actions as described:
 Cover sheet with location map, sheet index, and legend of symbols.
 Plan sheets showing existing topography, the proposed improvements, existing
utilities and relocations, if required, construction limits, profile grade line, and
incorporate all review comments from the City.
 Typical ADA compliant sidewalk/roadway cross sections.
 Final cross-sections of the proposed sidewalk improvements at 50 foot intervals.
 Traffic handling and detouring plan with signage.
 A complete set of contract documents and technical specifications including
tabulation of bid quantities and current prevailing wage rates.
3) Submit final plans and specifications to the City for review and approval.
4) Incorporate final comments from the City into the plans and specifications.
5) Utilities: we will contact all utilities that may be affected by this project and provide them
with the sidewalk improvement plans to help facilitate the utility relocations if needed.
6) Provide a final estimate of anticipated construction costs.
E. Bidding Phase:
1) Provide Project Manuals and Plans to the City for bidding purposes. Plans shall be half
size (11” x 17”).
2) Answer contractor’s questions during bidding and issue addenda (if required).
3) Review shop drawings when submitted for compliance with the drawings and
specifications.
F. Construction Phase:
1) Serve as the City’s representative for administering the terms of the construction contract.
2) Attend a preconstruction conference to discuss project details with the successful
contractor.
3) Provide on-site inspection services to inspect the Contractor's progress and quality of work
and to determine if the work conforms to the contract documents.
4) Reject work not conforming to the project documents.
5) Prepare change orders for issuance by the City as necessary and assure that proper
approvals are made prior to work being performed.
6) Measure and document quantities, and review monthly estimates for payments due the
Contractor.

Mr. Steve Roth
W. Osage Sidewalks - TAP
July 21, 2021

Page 3

7) Inspect materials, review material certifications furnished by the Contractor, perform field
testing, sample materials as required, and provide laboratory testing.
FEE:
1. The total amount of fee to be paid for the “Topographic Survey, Preliminary Design, Final
Design and Bidding Phase” outlined in this proposal shall be a lump sum fee of $40,445.00.
2. The total amount of fee to be paid for the “Construction Phase” outlined in this proposal
shall be a lump sum fee of $30,334.00.
PAYMENT:
1. An invoice for progress payments will be submitted monthly during the performance
period of this contract for professional services rendered. It is agreed that monthly progress
payments for fees earned under this agreement are due and payable within thirty (30) days
of submission of invoices. Any invoices remaining unpaid beyond thirty (30) days will
accrue interest at the rate of one and one-half (1½%) per month on the unpaid balance.
2. It is further understood that if the project is abandoned, or if any work being performed is
suspended in whole or in part prior to the completion of any phase, payment will be due in
direct proportion to the amount of work accomplished.
3. In addition, payment will be due for all reimbursable expenses incurred prior to receipt of
written notice or such abandonment or suspension.
TIME OF PERFORMANCE:
We will make every effort to complete the project within the Owner’s time frame and
according to schedule. Cochran will not, however, be responsible for delays caused by events
beyond our control.
TERMS AND CONDITIONS:
Attached to this proposal is a copy of the Cochran Standard Terms and Conditions. These terms
and conditions shall apply to this proposal for professional services, which can also serve as a
letter agreement. This document is enclosed for your review and reference.

GENERAL:
Cochran’s reputation is based on understanding and meeting all the project objectives of our
clients. We look forward to having an opportunity to demonstrate that responsiveness by
providing timely and cost effective professional services. If you would like to authorize
Cochran to perform the professional services outlined in this proposal, please indicate your
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acceptance of the terms of this letter agreement by signing in the space provided below and
returning one (1) copy for our contract files.
If you have any questions or changes regarding this proposal, please contact me at 314-220-7016.
Thank you.
THIS CONTRACT CONTAINS A BINDING ARBITRATION PROVISION WHICH MAY BE
ENFORCED BY THE PARTIES.
Sincerely,

Dave Christensen, P.E.
Vice President

Acceptance:
City of Pacific

By:
Title:
Date:

Attachments – Cochran Standard Terms & Conditions

COCHRAN STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS
1.

Unless expressly stated in the attached proposal letter (“Proposal”), the Proposal must be accepted in writing within thirty days or the Proposal is void and
unenforceable.

2.

The acceptance of the Proposal is conditioned upon these Terms and Conditions and the terms of the Proposal, which shall be the only terms and conditions applicable
to any agreement between Cochran and Client. Requesting performance of the work by Cochran, sending a notice to proceed with the work, or an acknowledgment
of the Proposal by the issuance of a purchase order by Client, notwithstanding any terms additional to or different from those contained herein, shall be deemed to
be an acceptance of these Terms and Conditions by Client.

3.

The Proposal and these Terms and Conditions constitute the entire agreement (“Contract”) between Cochran and the Client for the services identified in the Proposal.
All prior proposals, negotiations, representations, recommendations, statements or agreements made or entered into prior to or contemporaneously with this Contract,
whether oral or in writing, are superseded by this Contract unless they are expressly incorporated herein by reference. Any terms contained in any communication
from Client which are inconsistent with the Contract shall not be binding upon Cochran.

4.

Cochran may submit invoices on not less than a monthly basis. Cochran’s invoices are due and payable within fifteen (15) days of the submission of each invoice.
Interest will accrue at the rate of one and one-half percent (1.5%) per month on all unpaid invoices from the date payment was due. In the event that Client disputes
an invoice, Client will pay the undisputed portion of the invoice and provide a written explanation to Cochran of the basis for Client’s dispute. If Client fails to pay
in full any of Cochran’s invoices, Cochran may immediately, without waiving any other rights it may have, suspend work pending resolution of the payment dispute.
Client’s failure to pay any of Cochran’s invoices in full shall be considered a material breach of this Contract.

5.

Unless specifically stated to the contrary in the Proposal, reimbursable expenses are in addition to the amounts identified for Cochran’s fees for basic and additional
services. Reimbursable expenses shall include, but are not limited to: Client-authorized out-of-town travel, transportation, and subsistence expenses; fees paid for
securing approval of jurisdictional authorities; postage, courier, or other delivery fees; material costs for models, mock-ups, or other presentation media; photographic
film and development expenses.

6.

This Contract is binding upon the heirs, successors and assigns of the parties hereto and may not be assigned by either party without the prior written consent of the
other party.

7.

Nothing in this Contract is intended to create any enforceable third party rights against Client or Cochran.

8.

Cochran will perform all of its services consistent with that degree of skill and learning ordinarily used under the same or similar circumstances by the members of
Cochran’s profession working in the same locale.

9.

If, and to the extent that Cochran’s scope of work includes construction phase services, any such services shall be provided in accordance with and governed by the
applicable terms of AIA Document A201 General Conditions of the Contract for Construction, 2007 Edition (“General Conditions”) If there is a conflict between
the General Conditions and this Contract, this Contract will control.

10. When making any interpretation or decision as required by the General Conditions, Cochran will not show partiality to any party, and shall not be liable for
interpretations or decisions rendered in good faith.
11. Cochran has no responsibility or obligation to supervise or direct the work activities of the Client’s employees and representatives, or any construction contractors,
sub-contractors or any of their employees, or other persons not employed by Cochran.
12. Cochran will abide by any job-site safety programs identified in writing by the Client but will not be responsible for job-site safety of any persons not directly
employed by Cochran.
13. Cochran has no responsibility or obligation with respect to the construction means, methods, sequencing or procedures of any construction contractors, subcontractors or any of their employees.
14. Cochran is not responsible for the failure of any contractor to perform work properly and in accordance with any applicable documents, plans, specifications, codes
or standards.
15. Cochran is not responsible for the identification of unsafe conditions, nor for the identification, handling, or removal of hazardous and/or toxic substances found on
or brought to the site. Prior to the start of work, the Client shall disclose and identify in writing to Cochran, to the best of Client’s knowledge, all hazardous and/or
toxic substances located on the site. Client agrees to defend, indemnify and hold Cochran harmless from and against all claims, demands and liabilities of any kind
or nature resulting from any hazardous and/or toxic substances that are found on the site and which were not identified by Client – even if not known by Client.
16. Cochran will have no obligation to commence its work until receipt of a written notice-to-proceed from Client and all other information required to be provided by
Client. Cochran shall complete its work within any time limits identified in the Proposal. Cochran shall be entitled to an extension of time for performance of its
work due to any delays that are due to any cause beyond Cochran’s reasonable control. In no event will Client be entitled to any costs, losses, expenses or damages
(including, but not limited to, claims or damages attributable to home office overhead costs, loss of profits, loss of business opportunities and/or additional financing
costs) as a result of any delay caused or attributable to Cochran.
17. Cochran and Client waive any and all claims against each other for consequential, indirect, incidental and special damages arising out of or relating to this Contract,
the alleged breach thereof, and/or Cochran’s work; including, but not limited to, lost profits, loss of business, financing costs, extended home office overhead and
similar types of damages.
18. Provided that written notice of a material breach of this Contract has been provided to the defaulting party and the defaulting party has failed to cure or taken
reasonable efforts to cure its default within seven (7) calendar days of its receipt of the notice, the non-defaulting party may terminate this Contract by sending
notice of termination to the defaulting party.
19. If the Contract is terminated for any reason not attributable to Cochran, Client will pay for the work performed by Cochran up to the date of termination plus all of
Cochran’s costs related to the termination (e.g., close-out costs, costs of terminating contracts with consultants, etc.).
20. In the event that there are any changes in applicable laws, codes or regulations after the Contract is executed that result in the need for Cochran to perform additional
services and/or incur additional costs, Client shall pay Cochran for said services and costs at the rates set forth in the Proposal.
21. All documents and electronic media produced by Cochran under this Contract (“Instruments of Service”) shall remain the property of Cochran, and Cochran shall
retain all rights to the same, including copyrights, and they may be used by the Client only for the project identified in the Proposal. In the event of the termination
of this Contract, the Client shall return the Instruments of Service to Cochran, and the Instruments of Service may not be used by the Client or a third party to
complete the project without the written consent of Cochran.

22. Client and Cochran waive all rights against each other, any contractors and other professionals, and any of their respective consultants, contractors, suppliers,
subcontractors, agents and employees, for damages caused by perils to the extent covered by insurance, except such rights as they may have to the insurance
proceeds.
23. This Contract and the rights of the parties shall be governed by the laws of the State of Missouri.
24. Any claims, disputes, or other matters in question arising out of or relating to this Contract, the alleged breach thereof, and/or Cochran’s work, at Cochran’s sole
election and discretion, shall be decided by binding arbitration in accordance with the Construction Industry Arbitration Rules of the AAA. A demand for arbitration
must be made within a reasonable time, and before the expiration of the applicable statute of limitations. Unless it consents in writing, Cochran may not be joined
in any other arbitration involving the same project. The arbitration shall be held where the project is located.
25. In the event of any dispute, claim, arbitration or litigation arising out of or relating to this Contract, the alleged breach thereof, and/or Cochran’s work, the prevailing
party shall be awarded its attorney’s fees, expert witness fees, expenses, arbitration fees and expenses, and court costs at the trial and all appellate levels; including
costs and fees related to collection efforts. Determination of which party prevailed shall be made by the judge or arbitrator(s). The determination shall be made by
reviewing the claims resolved at trial or arbitration (which excludes any claims resolved prior to the taking of evidence), and then determining which party achieved
the greater success by quantifying the amounts awarded the party recovering damages or obtaining relief and comparing that result to the relief and/or damages
requested by that party at the trial or arbitration. If that party received less than 50% of the relief and/or damages it sought, then the other party prevailed. If that
party receives more than 50% of the relief and/or damages it sought, then it prevailed. The judge or arbitrator(s) may consider the percentage of recovery when
determining the amount of fees and expenses to be awarded to the prevailing party. If more than one claim is presented, then the judge or arbitrator(s) may elect to
evaluate who is the prevailing party on a claim by claim basis, or in the aggregate as they deem appropriate. In making the determination of which party prevailed,
the judge or arbitrator(s) shall take into consideration any settlement offers or demands made prior to trial or arbitration.
26. THE TOTAL LIABILITY OF COCHRAN AND ANY OF COCHRAN’S CONSULTANTS FOR ANY ACTIONS, DAMAGES, CLAIMS, DEMANDS,
JUDGMENTS, LOSSES, COSTS, OR EXPENSES (INCLUDING ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COURT OR ARBITRATION COSTS AND FEES)
ARISING OUT OF OR RESULTING FROM COCHRAN’S OR ITS CONSULTANTS’ NEGLIGENT ACTS, ERRORS, OMISSIONS OR BREACHES
OF CONTRACT IS LIMITED TO THE LESSER OF THE CONTRACT PRICE OR THE AMOUNT OF PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY INSURANCE
MAINTAINED BY COCHRAN AND AVAILABLE TO PAY SAID CLAIM. THIS LIMITATION OF LIABILITY IS APPLICABLE TO ALL CLAIMS
THAT MAY BE ASSERTED AGAINST COCHRAN OR ITS CONSULTANTS ARISING OUT OF OR RELATING TO THE PROJECT OR THIS
CONTRACT, WHETHER THE CLAIMS ARISE IN CONTRACT, TORT, STATUTE, OR OTHERWISE.
Updated 01/2016
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RESOLUTION NO. 2021 – 41
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN
ENGAGEMENT LETTER AGREEMENT WITH SIKICH LLP FOR PROFESSIONAL
SERVICES RELATING TO PREPARING AUDITED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS FOR
THE CITY OF PACIFIC FISCAL YEAR 2021
WHEREAS, the City of Pacific has canvassed qualifications from qualified firms to provide
certain professional services relating to the preparation of audited financial
statements and related services for the City of Pacific Fiscal Year 2021; and
WHEREAS, the City of Pacific, upon canvassing the qualified firms, has determined that Sikich
LLP is the firm best qualified to provide certain professional services as hereinafter
set out, and has solicited a proposal from said firm to provide said professional
services;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN FOR THE
CITY OF PACIFIC, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1. The Mayor is hereby authorized and directed, on behalf of the City of Pacific, to
execute an Engagement Letter Agreement for Professional Services relating to the
preparation of audited financial statements and related services for the City of
Pacific Fiscal Year 2021. The Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit A and made
fully a part hereof.
SECTION 2. Notwithstanding the above, this approval is conditioned upon review and approval
of the Agreement as to form by the City Attorney.
Adopted by the Board of Aldermen and approved by the Mayor on this 20th day of July,
2021.

Steve Myers, Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

CLOSING MEMORANDUM
TO:

Steve Roth, City of Pacific
Kim Barfield, City of Pacific
Adam Brandt, Citizens Bank
Josh Sachs, Bank Star
Curt Gilliam, First State Community Bank
Victor Zarrilli, BOKF, N.A.
Bob Jones, Curtis, Heinz, Garrett & O’Keefe, P.C.

FROM:

Erick S. Creach, Gilmore & Bell, P.C.

RE:

$4,730,000 Certificates of Participation, Series 2021

DATE:

July 8, 2021

The closing for the above-referenced financing will occur on Tuesday, July 13, 2021. The
following are the actions necessary to close the transaction:
1.

On or before Monday, July 12, 2021, the City of Pacific, Missouri (the “City”) shall wire
pursuant to the below wire instructions the sum of $226,768.75 to BOKF, N.A., as trustee
(the “Trustee”) for deposit to the Redemption Fund:
$226,768.75
BOKF, N.A.
ABA #103900036
Trust Funds
Acct No. 600024642
Ref: Pacific MO Cops Sr 2021
Attn: Victor Zarrilli

2.

On or before 11:00 a.m. on Tuesday, July 13, 2021, Citizens Bank shall wire pursuant to the
below wire instructions the sum of $1,115,000.00 to the Trustee for deposit to the Redemption
Fund:
$1,115,000.00
BOKF, N.A.
ABA #103900036
Trust Funds
Acct No. 600024642
Ref: Pacific MO Cops Sr 2021
Attn: Victor Zarrilli

3.

On or before 11:00 a.m. on Tuesday, July 13, 2021, Bank Star shall wire pursuant to the below
wire instructions the sum of $1,115,000.00 to the Trustee for deposit to the Redemption Fund:
$1,115,000.00
BOKF, N.A.
ABA #103900036
Trust Funds
Acct No. 600024642
Ref: Pacific MO Cops Sr 2021
Attn: Victor Zarrilli

4.

On or before 11:00 a.m. on Tuesday, July 13, 2021, First State Community Bank shall wire
pursuant to the below wire instructions the sum of $2,500,000.00 to the Trustee for deposit to the
Project Fund:
$2,500,000.00
BOKF, N.A.
ABA #103900036
Trust Funds
Acct No. 600024642
Ref: Pacific MO Cops Sr 2021
Attn: Victor Zarrilli

5.

Upon confirmation that the wires in #1 through #4 have been received by the Trustee and the
necessary documents have been uploaded to the respective Franklin County and St. Louis County
Recorder’s Office e-file system, Gilmore & Bell, P.C. shall notify all parties that the transaction
is closed and provide everyone a copy of Gilmore & Bell’s approving opinion.

6.

Following closing and upon receipt of a signed disbursement request, the Trustee shall pay the
costs of delivery from the Project Fund.

If you have any questions, please contact Erick Creach at (314) 444-4110.

July 7, 2021
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
CITY OF PACIFIC
PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION
The City of Pacific Planning & Zoning Commission will conduct a public hearing on Tuesday, July 27,
2021, at 7:00 PM, at the Pacific Government Center, 300 Hoven Drive, Pacific, MO 63069, to consider
the following:
PZ 2021-13: 301 W. St. Louis, Multi-purpose events center, Conditional Use Permit, The
Royal LLC, Shauna Jackson, applicant. A public hearing to consider an application for a
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) at 301 W. St Louis St., Pacific, MO 63069 (Franklin
County Parcel #19-1-12.0-4-003-030.000). The applicant is proposing to operate a multipurpose event center at this location, which is currently zoned C-1 Downtown
Commercial. Such a use is not specifically permitted in this zoning district.
Anyone interested in the proceedings will be given an opportunity to be heard. Copies of the request are
available for review at Pacific City Hall, 300 Hoven Drive during regular business hours. A copy of the
application is also available online at www.pacificmissouri.com. For more information, please contact
Steve Roth, City Administrator, at 636-271-0500 ext. 213 or by email at sroth@pacificmissouri.com
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Tony Lamantia
Municipals; Alexandra Knox; Angela McCormick; ashoemate@fentonmo.org; Brent Bury; City Clerk;
dzaiz@woodsonterrace.net; Jennifer Yackley; Kathy Mahany; Katie Monroe; Matt Conley; Melissa Wiseman;
Michele Fisher; Michelle Scherer; Phil Miceli; Sheree Leamon; Shirley brown; Steve Roth
Solid Waste Industry
Thursday, July 15, 2021 2:37:15 PM
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All,
I want to inform each City what present issues the solid waste industry is experiencing as a whole:
1.

Drivers, it has been a concern throughout the industry trying to find drivers. Because of the
COVID and the relief money the government has provided people are making more money
staying home instead of working. All haulers are having this same issue. We are offering
signing bonuses if the individual stays with us for a certain amount of time. We have also
thrown out some other incentives.
2. The next problem and it is a very big one. Because of the COVID manufacturers of truck
parts are not producing these parts. This is a major concern and we are scrambling to get
our fleet back on the streets. We are a safety first company so it might take a little longer
but we are committed to safety and service.
3. We have done all we can with our fleet and drivers to get the trash and recycle serviced in
each City. Yard Waste if anything has had to suffer a bit. The problem with the yard waste is
people are calling the city (Not everyone) and telling them we missed their yard waste. I
drove through some cities today and yard waste from the storm had been dragged to the
curb, not packaged properly, some pieces were six foot long. Our drivers will leave this stuff,
If the driver has to take a picture and report every incident things will be even worse service
wise. I followed a driver to a stop of yard waste that said they were missed, our GPS from
the day prior showed we had been on the street picking up yard waste, yet when we got
there six more yard waste stops were out. I understand they want the storm material
removed but it is going to have to wait till their pick up day and packaged properly.
4. Our drivers are making sure to abide by the city curfew and DOT hours, we are working to
make sure everything is picked up and taken care of. The misunderstanding from the July
fourth non holiday created a major issue.

I am asking you to inform your staff and elected officials to please be patient. Our management
knows of what is happening, we have every working body who has a CDL on a truck.
Thank you for your time.     
Tony Lamantia
Municipal Representative
Tony.lamantia@wasteconnection.com
Cell (636) 383-3601

