FAYETTEVILLE

THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS

FINAL AGENDA
FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING
MARCH 2, 1999

A meeting of the Fayetteville City Council will be held on March 2, 1999 at 6:30 p.m. in the city
Administration Building, Room 219, 113 West Mountain Street, Fayetteville, Arkansas.

The following items will be considered:

A. CONSENT

1.

6.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Approval of the minutes from the February 16,
1999 meeting.

HWY 265 WIDENING: A resolution approving the engineering contract with
RIN Group, Inc. for Hwy 265 widening (Hwy 45 to 16) water and sewer
relocations in the amount of $588,583.00. Also approval of a project contingency
in the amount of $58,858.

BID 99-27: A resolution awarding bid 99-27 for ballfield fencing at Lake
Fayetteville Softball Complex fields #2 and #3 and Babe Ruth baseball fields #1
and # 2 and approval of a budget adjustment.

WALKER PARK PARKING LOT: A resolution approving a budget
adjustment to reconstruct the southwest parking lot at Walker Park.

OLD MISSOURI & ZION INTERSECTION: A resolution approving a
contract with Tomlinson Asphalt Company for the Old Missouri Road and Zion
road intersection improvements in the amount of $484,948.75 plus a contingency
of 10% totaling $533,450. And approval of a budget adjustment.

CH2M HILL: REMOVED FROM CONSENT. Item number 4 under New
Business.

B. OLD BUSINESS

113 WEST MOUNTAIN 72701
FAX

501-521-7700
501-575-8257
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C. NEW BUSINESS

1.

VA 98-12: An ordinance approving utility easement vacation VA 98-12 as
requested by Unitarian Universalist Fellowship for property located at 901 West
Cleveland, Leverett’s Third Addition, Block 3 and a portion of lot 5,6,7, and 8.

The portion to be vacated is a 15 feet wide alley located south of lot 5 and 6 and
north of lots 7 and 8.

RZ 99-1: An ordinance approving rezoning request RZ 99-1 submitted by
Thomas Hopper of Crafton, Tull, and Associates on behalf of Lindsey
Management Company rezoning 22.3 acres of property located north of the
Washington County Fairgrounds and east of Highway 71 bypass from A-1,
Agriculture to R-2, Medium Density Residential.

RZ 99-2: An ordinance approving rezoning request RZ 99-2 submitted by Brett
Henson rezoning property located on Locust street at Archibal Yell Boulevard

from R-2, Medium Density Residential to C-2, Thoroughfare Commercial.

CH2M HILL: A resolution approving contract amendment number 2, NPDES
Permitting Assistance, with CH2M Hill in the amount of $94,370.00.

BAKERY FOODS: Discussion of legal alternatives regarding Bakery Foods.

CELL TOWERS: An ordinance staying applications for cell tower placement
pending the development of a new cell tower ordinance.

Only items presented by the City Council or City Staff may be discussed during the
meeting. If you have an item you wish to discuss, please contact your alderman to have it

presented at the next City Council agenda session. For further assistance, please contact
Heather Woodruff, City Clerk, at 575-8323.
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THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS

TENTATIVE AGENDA
FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING
MARCH 2, 1999

A meeting of the Fayetteville City Council will be held on March 2, 1999 at 6:30 p.m. in the city
Administration Building, Room 219, 113 West Mountain Street, Fayetteville, Arkansas.

The following items will be considered:

A. CONSENT

1.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Approval of the minutes from the February 16,
1999 meeting.

HWY 265 WIDENING: A resolution approving the engineering contract with
RJIN Group, Inc. for Hwy 265 widening (Hwy 45 to 16) water and sewer

relocations in the amount of $588,583.00. Also approval of a project contingency
in the amount of $58,858.

BID 99-27: A resolution awarding bid 99-27 for ballfield fencing at Lake
Fayetteville Softball Complex fields #2 and #3 and Babe Ruth baseball fields #1
and # 2 and approval of a budget adjustment.

WALKER PARK PARKING LOT: A resolution approving a budget
adjustment to reconstruct the southwest parking lot at Walker Park.

OLD MISSOURI & ZION INTERSECTION: A resolution approving a
contract with Tomlinson Asphalt Company for the Old Missouri Road and Zion
road intersection improvements in the amount of $484,948.75 plus a contingency
of 10% totaling $533,450. And approval of a budget adjustment.

CH2M HILL: A resolution approving contract amendment number 2, NPDES
Permitting Assistance, with CH2M Hill in the amount of $94,370.00.

B. OLD BUSINESS

113 WEST MOUNTAIN 72701
FAX

501-521-7700
501-575-8257




" Tentative Agenda
March 2, 1999
City Council

C. NEW BUSINESS

1. VA 98-12: An ordinance approving utility easement vacation VA 98-12 as
requested by Unitarian Universalist Fellowship for property located at 901 West
Cleveland, Leverett’s Third Addition, Block 3 and a portion of lot 5,6,7, and 8.
The portion to be vacated 1s a 135 feet wide alley located south of lot 5 and 6 and
north of lots 7 and 8.

2. RZ 99-1: An ordinance approving rezoning request RZ 99-1 submitted by
Thomas Hopper of Crafton, Tull, and Associates on behalf of Lindsey
Management Company rezoning 22.3 acres of property located north of the
Washington County Fairgrounds and east of Highway 71 bypass from A-1,
Agriculture to R-2, Medium Density Residential.

3. RZ 99-2: An ordinance approving rezoning request RZ 99-2 submitted by Brett
Henson rezoning property located on Locust street at Archibal Yell Boulevard
from R-2, Medium Density Residential to C-2, Thoroughfare Commercial.

Only items presented by the City Council or City Staff may be discussed during the
meeting. If you have an item you wish to discuss, please contact your alderman to have it

presented at the next City Council agenda session. For further assistance, please contact
Heather Woodruff, City Clerk, at 575-8323.
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MINUTES OF A MEETING
OF THE
FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL

A regular meeting of the Fayetteville City Council was held at 6:30 p.m. on February 16, 1999, in
Room 219 of the City Administration Building, 113 West Mountain, Fayetteville, Arkansas.

STATE OF THE CITY ADDRESS

ITEM CONSIDERED ACTION TAKEN
Approval of the Minutes Approved

Water and Sewer Refunding Bonds Approved Res. 22-99
Roll Forward List of 1998 Funds Approved Res. 23-99
Juvenile Accountability Incentive Block Grant Approved Res. 24-99
Arkansas Aviation Technologies Grant Agreément Approved Res. 25-99
Hangar Renovation Approved Res. 26-99
Naming “Raven Trail” Approved Res. 27-99
CIV 98-29 Approved Res. 28-99
Widening Hwy 265 Approved Res. 29-99
VA 98-11 Approved Ord. 4141
Master Street Plan Amendments Approved Res. 30-99
Cable Franchise Fee Failed

Ultraviolet Disinfection System Approved Res. 31-99
CMN Business Park Appeal Approved Motion
Clear Creek Bridge Replacement Approved Res. 32-99
PRESENT

Mayor Fred Hanna

Aldermen

Robert Reynolds

Ron Austin

Bob Davis

Trent Trumbo

Heather Dantel

Kevin Santos

Cyrus Young

Kyle Russeli

City Attorney

Jerry Rose

City Clerk

Heather Woodruft
Staff, Press, Audience




MINUTES OF A MEETING
OF THE
FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL

A reguiar meeting of the Fayetteville City Council was held at 6:30 p.m. on February 16, 1999 in
Room 219 of the City Administration Building, 113 West Mountain, Fayetteville, Arkansas.

CONSENT AGENDA

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Approval of the minutes from the February 2, 1999 City Council meeting.

WATER AND SEWER REFUNDING BONDS

Mayor Hanna introduced a resolution approving a letter agreement with Kutak Rock to perform
bond counsel services in connection with the proposed issuance of water and sewer refunding
bonds. The cost is not to exceed $35,000, plus out-of-pocket expenses to be paid from bond
proceeds. Additionally, to authorize the Budget Coordinator to execute any budget adjustment
necessary to implement this refunding.

RESOLUTION 22-99 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK.

ROLL FORWARD LIST OF 1998 FUNDS

A resolution approving a budget adjustment which will allow for the rollforward of all projects or
ttems in progress which were appropriated in the 1998 budget. The items which are approved
will become part of the 1999 budget.

RESOLUTION 23-99 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK.

JUVENILE ACCOUNTABILITY INCENTIVE BLOCK GRANT
A resolution to approve a grant application for Juvenile Accountability Incentive Block Grant and

the attached budget adjustment. Also to add one officer and the required operational expenses to
the 1999 Budget. |

RESOLUTION 24-99 A4S RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK.

A resolution accepting a pass-through grant from the Arkansas Department of Economic
Development to the Northwest Arkansas Aviation Technologies Center for the purpose of
establishing an Aviation Maintenance Technology Program at Drake Field: approval of an
agreement with Northwest Arkansas Aviation Technologies Center, and approval of a budget
adjustment recognizing the grant and the related expenditures.

RESOLUTION 25-99 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CJTY CLERK

HANGAR RENOVATION
A resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute contracts in excess of $20,000 for the work
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assoclated in renovating the executive hangar leased by NWA Aviation Technologies Center in an
amount not to exceed 3205,000 for the complete project and approval of a budget adjustment
establishing a project budget to perform the necessary tenant improvements.

RESOLUTION 26-99 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
NAMING “RAVEN TRAIL?”
A resolution naming the proposed Keenan property trail, “Raven Trail.”

RESOLUTION 27-99 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

CIV 98-29
A resolution approving a settlement offer for-Mr. Walter Robinson for legal action taken to obtain

certain lands along Gregg Avenue in Fayetteville, and Wilkerson Avenue in Johnson for the Mudd
Creek Bridge Project.

RESOLUTION 28-99 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

WIDENING HWY 265
A resolution authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to execute Warranty Deeds conveying City-

owned property, part of the Fire Station No. 5, and part of the former Caudle property, both on
Crossover expansion of Arkansas State Highway 265,

RESOLUTION 29-99 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

Alderman Trumbo moved to approve the consent agenda. Alderman Daniel seconded the
motion. Upon roll call the motion carried unanimously.

NEW BUSINESS

VA 98-11: VACATION

Mayor Hanna introduced an ordinance VA 98-11 vacation submitted by Dave Jorgensen of
Jorgensen and Associates on behalf of J.B. Hayes for property located at the north end of

Emerald Avenue. The property is zoned R-O, Residential Office. The request is to vacate a 100
square feet right-of-way at the north end of the property.

City Attorney Jerry Rose read the ordinance for the first time.

Alderman Austin moved to suspend the rules and go to the second reading. Alderman
Davis seconded the motion. Upon roll call the motion carried unanimously.,

City Attorney Rose read the ordinance for the second time.
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Alderman Davis moved to suspend the rules and go the third and final rcading. Alderman
Trumbo seconded. Upon roll call the motion carried unanimously.

City Attorney Rose read the ordinance for the third and final time.
There was no public comment.

Mayor Hanna called for the vote. Upon roll call the ordinance passed unanimously.

ORDINANCE 4141 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK.

MASTER STREET PLAN AMENDMENTS
Mayor Hanna introduced a resolution amending the Master Street Plan as recommended by the
Planning Commission and the Street Committee.

Mr, Tim Conklin, Planner, presented the recommended changes to the Master Street Plan and
explained the street classifications.

Alderman Young moved to approve the resolution changing the Master Street Plan.
Alderman Russell seconded the motion. Upon roll call the motion carried unanimously.

RESOLUTION 30-99 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK.

CABLE FRANCHISE FEE
Mayor Hanna introduced a resolution to include the franchise fee as part of the gross revenues of
the cable operator.

Alderman Daniel stated all cable subscribers would see an increase in their cable bill from .2 to .14
cents depending on their program package.

Mr. Marvin Hilton, Cable Administrator, explained this resolution would bring them into
compliance with their franchise agreement and with recent court rulings. TCA Cable had agreed
to comply with the change. His professional group, National Association of Telecommunication
Officers and Advisors, had received a dozen replies from other cities who were planning to do the
same thing. This change would put them in compliance with the franchise fee of five percent of
their gross revenues. Before, the franchise fee was not included in the gross revenues. This
would bring them into compliance where it was included in the gross revenues. The franchise
percentage would not change. The Federal government had capped the percentage.

Alderman Trumbo stated it was his understanding the increase would net the city $18,000, which
TCA could pass along to their customers.
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Mr. Hilton replied that was correct. Each subscriber would be charged an additional 84 cents per
year. The cable company was not required to pass along the increase. He noted the FCC had
ordered TCA to refund $214,000 to subscribers.

Alderman Trumbo asked if our cable system would be getting internet capabilities in Fayetteville.

Mr. Hilton replied when they rebuilt the system, they would be offering high-speed modem
connections to the internet.

Mayor Hanna asked Mr. Hilton if TCA was going to pass the increase along to their customers,
Mr. Hilton replied TCA had indicated they would be passing the cost along.

In response to questions from Alderman Trumbo, Mr. Crosson explained the additional funds
would be added to the general fund. He explained the franchise fee were rent for the use of the
city’s rights-of-way.

Mr. Hilton stated this was becoming an important issue because more and more commerce was
taking place over the internet. In response to questions from Alderman Santos, he stated the FCC
was going to require television broadcasts be digital by 2006,

Robert Ralston, local business owner, asked if the city should consider charging TCA for past
years.

Mr. Hilton stated the Cable Company did not recommend that the resolution be retroactive.

In response to questions from Alderman Trumbo, Mr. Kevin Crosson stated it was an optional
decision. There was no requirement that they adopt it. The $18,000 was an immaterial amount
of money.

Alderman Russell disagreed with the interpretation that it was a tax increase. It increased the
amount TCA would be paying them and they were allowed to pass the increase along. He noted
the amount TCA paid the city was calculated on the amount it took in one year. They had not
been counting the five percent that they pay the city in their calculations. If the city passed this

resolution, then TCA would pay the city using the amount they took in including the five percent
they paid the city.

[n response to questions from Alderman Daniel, Mr, Hilton stated the Cable Board thought this

was important because this was rent for public rights-of-way which were becoming more valuable
because the amount of commerce on them. '
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Alderman Daniel moved to approve the resolution. Alderman Santos seconded the motion.
Upon roll call the motion failed by a votc of 4-5-0. Aldermen Reynolds, Austin, Davis,
Trumbo, and Mayor Hanna voting nay.

ULTRAVIOLET DISINFECTION SYSTEM

Mayor Hanna introduced a resolution awarding Bid 99-18 to the lowest bidder, Trojan
Technologies, for the ultraviolet disinfection system for the Paul R, Noland waste water treatment
facility.

Alderman Young stated the city currently was using chlorine to kill bacteria. He thought this
would be more beneficial environmentally and economically. He asked what volume this would
treat. 5

Mr. Venable replied it would treat 33 million gallons per day.

Alderman Austin moved to approve the resolution. Alderman Young seconded the motion.
Upon roll call the motion carried unanimously.

RESOLUTION 31-99 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK.

CMN BUSINESS PARK APPEAL
Mayor Hanna introduced an appeal of one of the conditions of approval of the CMN Business
Park II as approved by the Planning Commission on January 22, 1999

Ms. Mickey Harrington stated the development had been approved on January 22, 1999. They
were appealing a condition to preserve Option B for the future flyover (see map). There had been
two options on the flyover design. It had been the opinion of the city’s staff, the developer’s
engineer, and their traffic consultant that Option A was the safest and the best option. She stated
this would only affect lot 17.

Mr. Mel Milholland presented both options for the proposed flyover.

Ms. Harrington added there would be more flexibility with Option A for a tie-in with Mall Lane
than Option B would allow.

Mr. Davis stated he was in favor of Option A because it would be easier and safer for people to
get oft on the right than it would be with the left. He questioned the request to have the land

revert back to the property owner if the flyover was not constructed within ten years,

Ms. Harrington replied if the flyover was never constructed then the land would not be left open.
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Mr. Davis expressed concern about the short amount of time.
Ms. Harrington stated it was a minor detail they were not wed to a certain time.

Alderman Young explained the city vacated rights-of-way all the time and suggested the property
owner could request a vacation if the flyover was never constructed.

Alderman Danicl stated she was not in favor of either of the two plans. She thought this could be
the beginning of a big octopus. She expressed concern about the city being taken over by the
flyovers. She thought the flyover could damage the city in the long run. She thought there
would be other options for traffic than in this development.

Alderman Trumbo stated he did not want to see the city take additional acreage for something
that might not be constructed.

Alderman Daniel requested everyone to consider what this type of structure would do to a city.
In response to questions from Alderman Trumbo, Mr. Venable stated it would be a State
Highway and would have to meet with the State’s approval. He thought Option A would be the

best route to use.

In response to questions from Alderman Young, Mr. Venable stated the State would determine
the route of the flyover.

Alderman Santos asked if this was in the Regional 2020 Plan.
Mr. Venable replied it was in the regional plan.
Alderman Davis asked the percentage of ramp that went off to the right versus the left.

Mr. Venable replied there were very few ramps if any in Arkansas that went to the left. The right
1 the preferable exit if it is at all possible.

Alderman Danicl moved to approve neither plan A or plan B. The motion died for lack of
a second.

Alderman Austin moved to approve the appeal and approve Option A. Alderman
Reynolds seconded the motion.

Alderman Davis requested to amend the motion to exclude the number of years. There
would be no time limit. Alderman Austin and Reynolds were in agreement with the
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amcndment.
Ms. Harrington stated her client would agree to the motion.
There was no public comment.

In response to questions from Alderman Trumbo, Ms. Little stated she had not taken a position.
The staff always referred to the Master Street Plan as a flexible plan. While there were several
options, no one had designed the flyover. She thought they might need something larger than
Option A and if they were going to go with Option B, then they would need enough room for
that,

Alderman Young asked if the State could be willing to offer an opinion on their preference.

Mr. Venable stated he could contact them, but he doubted if they had a preference. Both of the
designs met the national standards. They normally preferred going to the right rather than the left.

Mayor Hanna stated the motion was to accept plan A with no time limit for reversion to
the property owner. Upon roll call the motion carried by a vote of 5-3-0. Daniel, Young,
and Russell voting nay.

CLEAR CREEK BRIDGE REPLACEMENT
Mayor Hanna introduced a resolution approving expenditure of funds to cover cost of
construction of Clear Creek Bridge Replacement in Johnson.

Mr. Venable stated they had passed a resolution for an agreement with Johnson for the
construction of this project. The design had been completed and they were ready to go to bid.
The estimated cost was a million and a half dollars. The traffic counts for 1994 of 3,300 and 1997
3,600 since the connection the traffic had increased to over 7,000 cars. Last Thursday, there had
been 6,800 cars. He felt the traffic had doubled. They had estimated 68% of the traffic was from
Fayetteville, and suggested the city contribute 68% to the cost of the bridge. The city of Johnson
had paid for the right-of-way and utility relocations, He felt it was a reasonable request to help
with the cost of the bridge.

Mayor Long from Johnson presented a copy of their budget. He stated any help Fayetteville
could give them would be appreciated. He requested the council to consider 67% to consider
adding the $80,000 the city of Johnson had paid for the right-of-way, which would increase the
total cost.

He presented a cost estimate for the bridge showing the money the city of Johnson had already
spent.
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Alderman Trumbo stated the cost which Johnson had already spent they should not reimburse to
them. He noted 65% of the city’s sales tax came from that area. He thought they needed to
improve the infrastructure in that area even if it was not inside our city limits. He thought it was
the good neighbor thing to do and would help the traffic problems.

Alderman Davis stated he was in favor of the 67% cost share.

Alderman Dantel questioned the additional cost Mayor Long was requesting.

Mr. Rose stated the request was for 67% and Johnson was paying 33% of an estimated cost of
local share of $275,000. The agreement was based on this estimate. Additional funds would be
appropriated if they wished. They were appropriating $187,000 and a contingency amount of

$35,000. There would be some flexibility in the agreement.

Alderman Trumbo noted if Home Depot met their estimated revenues the city would be able to
pay for the bridge in one year.

Alderman Trumbo moved to approve the resolution. Alderman Davis seconded., Upon roll
calt the motion carried unanimously.

RESOLUTION 32-99 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK.

Mayor Hanna stated Alderman Austin had agreed to form a committee to discuss the Y2K
problem. Anybody interested needs to volunteer.

Meeting adjourned at 8:20 p.m.
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STAFF REVIEW FORM
X AGENDA REQUEST
X CONTRACT REVIEW

. GRANT REVIEW

For the Fayetteville City Council meeting of 3-2-99

FROM:
Sid Norbash ,&ﬁm/ Engineering Public Works
Name Division Department

ACTION REQUIRED: Approval of the Engineering Contract with RJN Group, Inc.
for Hwy 265 Widening (Hwy 45 to Hwy 1l6) - Water & Sewer Relocations in the
amount of $588,583.00. Also, approval of a project contingency in the amount
of $58,858 (10%).

COST TO CITY:

$647.,441 .00 $3,999,559 Hwy 265 Water & Sewer Reloc.
Cost of this Request  Category/Project Budget Category/Project Name
5400-5600-5808-00 -0- Water & Sewer
Account Number Funds Used To Date Program Name
97043-10 $3,999,558 Water & Sewer
Project Number Remaining Balance Fund
BUEFET REVIEW: X Budgeted EH% A Budget Adjustment Attached
Budget Coordinator Administrative Services Director
ONTRACT/GRANT/LEASE REVIEW: GRANTING AGENCY:
246-9
Date ADA Coordinat Date
< —
Z‘-/Q -?/ Y /f’ 77 \/
Date Intfernal Auditor Date

Purchasing Officer Date
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Approval of the Engineering Contract and the
contingency amount.

2-16 -1
irision Head Date Cross Reference
L6459 New Item: Yes_X No_
partment Director \\ Date
W\@- C‘“g»’— ]_M%_ Prev Ord/Res #:
dministrative Services Director Date

. ﬂ(gmw },22 7( fz Orig Contract Date:

ayoﬁf Date

et e e
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v TEVILLE

THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS

DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Fayetteville City Council

Thru: Fred Hanna, Mayor
Charles Venable, Public Works Director
Jim Beavers, City Enginee%

From: Sid Norbash, Staff Engineer ﬂﬁﬁ/
Date: February 12, 1999

Re: Highway 265 {(Hwy 45 to Hwy 16) Widening / Water &
Sewer Relocations - Engineering Contract with RJN Group, INC.

Highway 265 is scheduled for major improvements in 1999 by the Arkansas Highway
and Transportation Department. These improvements are to take place on Hwy 265
between Highway 45 and Highway 16. A wvicinity map 18 attached for your
information.

The total estimated construction cost of Water and sewer relocations and
adjustments for this project is approximately $3,600,000 , certain portions of
which might be reimbursable by Arkansas Highway and Transportation Department. .

Through our professional selection procedures, RJN Group, INC. was selected to
perform the Engineering tasks for this project. Attached is the Engineering
Contract for the Design, Bidding, and Construction phases of this project in the
amount of $588,583.

The City and the Highway Department are in the process of determining the actual
percentage of the reimbursable amount for these adjustments. Once the agreement
is prepared it will be presented to the Council for approval. The same percentage
of reimbursable amount will also apply to the cost of the attached Engineering
Contract.

Please note per request of David Jurgens, included in this project are two 24"

waterline roadway crossings, and emergency backup generator for Ash Street Pump

Station. The reason for these inclusions is that the engineering fees and

construction costs for the added items will be more favorable as part of a major
. project such as this.

The Staff requests that the Council approve the Engineering Contract with RJN
Group, INC. in the amount of $588,583.00 and a Project Contingency amount of
$58,858.00

SN/sn

Attachments: 2 .
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TENTATIVE AGENDA
FAYETTEVILLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING
MARCH 2, 1999

A meeting of the Fayetteville City Council will be held on March 2, 1999 at 6:30 p.m. in the city
Administration Building, Room 219, 113 West Mountain Street, Fayetteville, Arkansas.

The following items will be considered:

A. CONSENT

1.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Approval of the minutes from the February 16,
1999 meeting.

HWY 265 WIDENING: A resolution approving the engineering contract with
RJIN Group, Inc. for Hwy 265 widening (Hwy 45 to 16) water and sewer’

relocations in the amount of $588,583.00. Also approval of a project contingency
in the amount of $58,858.

BID 99-27: A resolution awarding bid 99-27 for ballfield fencing at Lake
Fayetteville Softball Complex fields #2 and #3 and Babe Ruth baseball fields #1
and # 2 and approval of a budget adjustment.

WALKER PARK PARKING LOT: A resolution approving a budget
adjustment to reconstruct the southwest parking lot at Walker Park.

OLD MISSOURI & ZION INTERSECTION: A resolution approving a
contract with Tomlinson Asphalt Company for the Old Missouri Road and Zion
road intersection improvements in the amount of $484,948.75 plus a contingency
of 10% totaling $533,450. And approval of a budget adjustment.

CH2M HILL: A resolution approving contract amendment number 2, NPDES
Permitting Assistance, with CH2M Hill in the amount of $94,370.00.

B. OLD BUSINESS

113 WEST MOUNTAIN 72701

501-521-7700
$01-575-8257
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C. NEW BUSINESS

1.

VA 98-12: An ordinance approving utility easement vacation VA 98-12 as
requested by Unitarian Universalist Fellowship for property located at 901 West
Cleveland, Leverett’s Third Addition, Block 3 and a portion of lot 5,6,7, and 8.
The portion to be vacated is a 15 feet wide alley located south of lot 5 and 6 and
north of lots 7 and 8.

RZ 99-1: An ordinance approving rezoning request RZ 99-1 submitted by
Thomas Hopper of Crafton, Tull, and Associates on behalf of Lindsey
Management Company rezoning 22.3 acres of property located north of the
Washington County Fairgrounds and east of Highway 71 bypass from A-1,
Agriculture to R-2, Medium Density Residential.

RZ 99-2: An ordinance approving rezoning request RZ 99-2 submitted by Brett
Henson rezoning property located on Locust street at Archibal Yell Boulevard
from R-2, Medium Density Residential to C-2, Thoroughfare Commercial.

Only items presented by the City Council or City Staff may be discussed during the
meeting. If you have an item you wish to discuss, please contact your alderman to have it
presented at the next City Council agenda session. For further assistance, please contact

Heather Woodruff, City Clerk, at 575-8323.
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CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE
AGREEMENT FOR ENGINEERING SERVICES

STATE OF ARKANSAS

COUNTY OF WASHINGTON

This Agreement entered into and executed this _ day of 1999, by and
between the City of Fayetteville acting by and through its Mayor hereinafter called the
"OWNER" and RJN Group, INC. with offices located in Dallas, Texas hereinafier called the
"ENGINEER",

WITNESSETH:

Whereas, the “OWNER?” is planning to relocate and upgrade approximately 23,500 linear feet of
water line and 4,200 linear feet of sanitary sewer; and

Whereas the “OWNER’S” forces are fully employed on other urgent work that prevents their early
assignment to the aforementioned work; and

Whereas, the “ENGINEER’S” staff is adequate and well qualified and 1t has been determined that
its current work load will permit completion of the plans for the project on schedule;

Now therefore, it i1s considered to be in the best public interest for the “OWNER?” to obtain
assistance of the “ENGINEER’S” organization in connection with said engineering services. In
consideration of the faithful performance of each party of the mutual covenants and agreements set
forth hereinafter, it is mutually agreed as follows:

SECTION I - EMPLOYMENT OF ENGINEER

The “OWNER? agrees to employ the “ENGINEER?” to perform, and the “ENGINEER?” agrees
to perform, professional engineering services in connection with the project set forth in the Sections

to follow; and the “OWNER? agrees to pay and the “ENGINEER?” agrees to accept, as specthed
in the Sections to follow as full and final compensation for work accomplished in the specified time.

SECTION 11 - DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT

The Arkansas Department of Transportation is undertaking a project to widen State Highway 2635
from Highway 16, north to Highway 45, including improvements to the two intersections at
Highway 16 and Highway 265, and Highway 45 and Highway 265. The City of Fayetteville Highway
265 relocation project consists of the relocation of approximately 23,500 linear feet of water linc and
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4,200 linear feet of sautary sewer lines of various sizes to accommodate the new highway pavement
alignment. The existing 12-inch waterline will be replaced with a 12-inch or a 24-inch water line,
depending on the funds available, and the alternate bid amount, and extended to Highway 16 thus
providing a continuous 24-inch water line for the complete distance between Highway 45 and
Highway 16. In addition, a backup power generator will be constructed for the Ash Street Pump
Station, as well as a bore and cased 8-inch water line to cross N. Garland Road at Janice Avenue, and
a bore and cased 8-inch water line to cross Crossover Road at Birdie Drive.

SECTION I - INFORMATION & SERVICES

The “OWNER?” will furnish (on magnetic media or hard copy as may be requested) any existing
specifications, standards and other information which may relate to the project including GPS survey
data and aerial mapping data, free of charge, to the “ENGINEER?”.

SECTION [V - SERVICES TO BE FURNISHED BY THE “ENGINEER” DURING

Services to be furnished by the “ENGINEER” are generally described in Section IV thru Section IX
as follows. A detailed Scope of Services to be provided by the “ENGINEER? is included in
Appendix “A” and attached hereto and made a part of this agreement. If any items described in
Section IV thru Section IX conflict with items in Appendix “A”, the items in Appendix “A” will
govern. ’

The project will be designed and constructed to meet water and sewer standards in accordance with
the “OWNER’S” Water and Sewer, and other related Standards. Construction specifications shall
be based on "Standard Specifications for Highway Construction Edition 1993 of the AHTD" and
|atest special provisions and City of Fayetteville Specifications relating to the design of this project.
The design concept with regard to water and sewer relocations, geometric, detours, right-of-way,
utility easements, and other related items shall be submitted by the “ENGINEER?” (in the form of
a Preliminary Engineering Assessment) and approved by the “OWNER?” prior to beginning design
work. |

The “ENGINEER?” shall provide all field survey data from field work for designing the project and
this shall be tied to the “OWNER’S” GPS control network, if established in the project area.

The “ENGINEER? shall be responsible for obtaining, interpreting and evaluating geotechnical or
any other form of data necessary for the design of this project.

The “ENGINEER?” shall provide surveying, mapping, and related services as required to prepare
Right-of-Way / Easement documents for the “OWNER’S” use in acquisition activities.

The “ENGINEER" shall furnish plans to all utility companies affected by the project and if
necessary, shall conduct a coordination meeting among all affected utility companies to enable them

City of Fayctteville, AR February 8, 1999
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to coordinate efforts for the necessary utility relocations. This coordination meeting will take place
at the early stages of design (approximately 30%) at the City Engineer's office.

During the final "design” phase of the project, the “ENGINEER” shall conduct final designs to
prepare construction plans and specifications including final construction details and quantities,
special provisions, cost estimates, make final field inspection with “OWN ER”, make any needed plan

changes as a result of the final field inspection and all other work required to advertise and receive
bids.

Prior to the start of construction, the “ENGINEER?” shall establish benchmark for elevation control
and tie layout work to Fayetteville's GPS, if established in the project area.

14 )

The “ENGINEER?” shall hold conferences throughout the design of the project with representatives
of the "OWNER" to the end that the design, as perfected, shall have full benefit of the
“OWNER’S” knowledge and be consistent with the current policies and construction practices of
the “OWNER?”. The “OWNER? reserves the right to accept or reject any or all plans for errors or
omissions, but this stipulation will not relieve the “ENGINEER?” of responsibility for the design of
the project. Plans rejected because of scope and/or alignment change subsequent to final approval
of scope and/or alignment, will not constitute non-performance on the part of the “ENGINEER?”,
and the “ENGINEER?” shall be entitled to full compensation for such rejected plans. The
“ENGINEER?” shall be entitled to additional compensation for time and materials above the “not to
exceed” fee to revise or otherwise modify the plans to meet the criteria of the modified final scope
and/or alignment.

SECTION VI - OFFICE LOCATION FOR REVIEW OF WORK

Review of the work as it progresses under this Agreement shall be made at the “OWNER’S”
City Engineer’s office.

SECTION VIT- CONCEPT AND PRELIMINARY SUBMISSION

The “ENGINEER" shall submit two (2) sets of concept plans, two (2) sets of preliminary plans and
three (3) sets of the final plans for field inspections,

SECTION VIII - FINAL SUBMISSION

The final submission for the construction contract shall consist of the following;

A.  One (1) copy of all design calculations.

Culy of Fayetteville, AR February 8, 1999
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B. Three (3) sets of final plans, contract documents and specifications.

C.  The originals of ail drawings, specifications and contract documents. All design drawings on
magnctic media shall be submitted on disks in DOS format compatible with AutcCAD?
Release 12 software.

D.  The “ENGINEER’S” Opinion of Probable cost of construction and an opinion of time in
calendar days required for completion of the contract.

E. The “ENGINEER” will submit and secure plan approvals from the Arkansas Department of
health. The $500.00 review fee shall be paid by the “ENGINEER” and will be included in
the direct cost items.

SECTION IX - ENGINEER RESPONSIBILITY DURING "BIDDING” AND

During the "Bidding" phase of the project, the “ENGINEER” shall provide all engineering and
administrative services needed to obtain bids for the construction project, evaluate the bids, and
consult with and advise the “OWNER?” as to the acceptability of the best bidder. All costs incurred
to advertise the project in public media by the “OWNER”. Each prospective bidder will be charged
a non-refundable fee for each set of bid documents. This fee will be paid to the “ENGINEER? to
offset the costs of printing plans and specifications.

During the "Construction” phase of work, the “ENGINEER” shall provide administrative and
engineering services including resident construction observation services to determine whether the
Contractor has met the requirements of the design plans and spectfications. The “ENGINEER?” shall
review the Contractors progress payment requests based on the actual quantities of contract items
completed and accepted, and shall make a recommendation to the “OWNER” regarding payment.

SECTION X - SUBCONTRACTING

Subcontracting by the “ENGINEER” of any of the services provided herein shall require pror
approval by the “OWNER”,
*CTION XI - L OF BEGINNING AND CC 2 TIC

The “ENGINEER” shall begin work under this Agreement within ten (10) days of notice to
proceed and shall complete the plans for the construction contract within 255 calendar days.

The above completion time is predicated upon the fact that the “OWNER” will cause to be
processed approvals of interim work in an expeditious manner, 15 days per submittal, and that a

City of Fayetteville, AR February 8, 1999
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maximum of (3) three submittals will be required. Should more than (3) three submittals for review
be necessary, the number of calendar days utilized by the reviewing authority shall be added to the
time required to complete the plans for the construction contract.

SECTION XII - FEES AND PAYMENTS

A.

Initial Investigation Services

For, and in consideration of, the services to be rendered by the “ENGINEER?”, the
“OWNER?" shall pay the “ENGINEER” on the basis of actual salary costs for work time
directly connected with work chargeable to the project, plus payroll additives and general
overhead costs of 180 % of direct labor costs, plus direct reimbursable expenses associated
with the project, plus a fixed fee which are payable as follows:

1) Initial investigation Phase sérvices, to determine new line routing, associated
construction costs, state reimbursement documentation and exhibit preparation.

“Imtial Investigation” Costs not to exceed: .............. ... $28,356.00
2) Fixed fee for “Initial Investigation” services: ... ............. . .. $ 3,403.00

3) Engineering contract amount for “Initial Investigation” phase
services not toexceed: . .......... . ... ... ... .. e $31,759.00

"Design" Phase Services:

For, and in consideration of, the services to be rendered by the “ENGINEER?”, the
“OWNER? shall pay the “ENGINEER?” on the basis of actual salary costs for work time
directly connected with work chargeable to the project, plus payroll additives and general
overhead costs of 180 % of direct labor costs, plus direct reimbursable expenses associated
with the project, plus a fixed fee which are payable as follows:

1) "Design" phase services and “design surveying services”
Plan Costs not toexceed: . ... ... ... ... . ... . ... ... .. .. $275,325.00
2) Fixed fee for "Design” services: . ...............c00vr i, $ 33,040.00

3) Engineering contract amount for "Design" phase
services NOt to exceed: . . ... . ... $308,365.00

The basis of this upper limit and justification for the fee ts contained in Appendix “B" attached
hereto. Subject to the City Council approval, adjustment of the upper limit may be made
should the “ENGINEER” establish and the “OVWNER" agree that there has been or is to

City of Fayettenille, AR February §, 1999
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be a significant change in scope, complexity or character of the services to be performed; or
If the “OWNER” or “State of Arkansas” modify or change the location or alignment of the
relocated utilities after final alignment and location have been reviewed and approved by the
“OWNER?" and “State of Arkansas™: or if the “OWNER” decides to shorten the duration
of work from the time period specified in the Agreement for completion of work and such
modification warrants such adjustment. Such adjustment in the fee shall require a formal
amendment to the “Contract” prior to any additional work by the “ENGINEER?”,

Appendix "C" covers the classification of personnel and the salary rate for all personnel to be
assigned to this project by the “ENGINEER”.

Final payment for Design services shall be made upon the “OWNER’S" approval and
acceptance with the satisfactory completion of the "Design" phase for the project.

After the required internal reviews and processing by the City of Fayetteville, the city will
diligently proceed to make payment t6 the “ENGINEER” in accordance with the approved
payment request within 30 days. All efforts will be made to make payment within the 30 day
period, but the City cannot guarantee the 30 day maximum time.

C. "Bidding" Phase Services:

For "Bidding" phase services rendered by the “ENGINEER?”, the owner shall pay the
“ENGINEER?” on the basis of salary costs for work-time directly connected with the project,
plus payroll additives and general overhead costs of 180% of direct labor costs (plus direct
reimbursable expenses associated with the project), plus a fixed fee which are as follows:

1) "Bidding" phase services costs not to exceed: ... ....... ... $ 7,946.00
2) Fixed fee for "Bidding" services: . .......... ... . .. . . .. . $ 954.00
3) Engineering contract amount for "Bidding" phase

servicesnottoexceed: ......... ... ... S 8,900.00

Final payment for "Bidding" phase services shall be made upon the “OWNER’S” approval
and acceptance with the satisfactory completion of the "Bidding" phase of the project.

D. "Construction" Phase Services:

For “"Construction” phase services rendered by the “ENGINEER” the “OWNER” shall pay
the “ENGINEER" on the basis of salary costs for work-time directly connected with the
project, plus payroll additives and general overhead costs of 180 % of direct labor costs (plus
direct reimbursable expenses associated wth the project), plus a fixed fee which are as
follows: '
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1) "Construction” phase services costs not toexceed: . ............ $ 140,095.00
2) Fixed fee for “construction” phase services: . .................. $16,811.00 .

3) Engineenng contract amount for "Construction” phase
servicesnottoexceed: . ... ... $156,906.00

(based upon an assumed construction period not to exceed 265 calendar days, and
1,580 hours of resident engineering)

The basis for this estimate is Appendix “B”. The “ENGINEER" shall invoice the
“OWNER” monthly for construction phase services, and the final payment for
"Construction” phase services shall be made upon the “OWNER’S” approval and acceptance
with the satisfactory completion of the "Construction" phase of the project.

E. "Geotechnical Investigation" Services: -

For geotechnical investigative services associated with design, the “OWNER?” shall pay the
“ENGINEER” on the basis of hourly rates and unit prices set forth in Appendix “E attached
hereto, a fee not to exceed § 22,820.00. The basis of this upper limit and justification for the
fee is based on Appendix “E” and a preliminary estimate of (40) forty geotechnical borings.
After approval by the “OWNER?”, additional borings will be made as necessary on the basis
set forth above, for a fee not to exceed $ 570.00 each. ] .

For "Spectal" services, such as preparation of detailed easements and/or construction staking,
the “OWNER? shall pay the “ENGINEER?” as follows:

F. "Special" Services:

1) For “Easement” preparation services, the “OWNER?” shall pay the “ENGINEER”
on the basis of hourly rates and unit prices set forth in Appendix “Fattached hereto,
a fee not to exceed S 15,000.00. The basis of this upper imit and justification for the
fee 1s based on Appendix “F” and a preliminary estimate of (40) forty easements.
After approval by the “OWNER?”, additional easements will be made as necessary on
the basis set forth above, for a fee not to exceed $ 375.00 each.

Each “Easement Document” will include:

a) Copy of Assessor's Card
b) Deed(s) of complete current property ownership
c) Individual plat drawings showing:
(1) Property (tract)
(2)  New nght-of-way along Hwy. 265
(3) Existing easements, if any
(4)  Proposed utility easement in metes and bounds
d) Written legal descnption of proposed utility easement arca .

February 3, 1999
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2) No "construction staking" services will be provided in this agreement. Honzontal and
. vertical control points will be staked one time only as set forth in Appendix “A"

Scope of Work. Any re-staking of contro! points or construction staking shall be the
responsibility of the Contractor.

G. Additional Engineering Services:

Additional engineering services includes the preparation of design documents for a backup
power generator at the Ash Street Pump Station, as well as a bore and cased 8-inch water line
to cross N. Garland Road at Janice Avenue, and a bore and cased 8-inch water line to Cross
Crossover Road at Birdie Drive.

For, and in consideration of the services to be rendered by the “ENGINEER®, the
“OWNER? shall pay the “ENGINEER?” on the basis of actual salary costs for work time
directly connected with work chargeable to the project, plus payroll additives and general
overhead costs of 180 % of direct labor costs, plus direct reimbursable expenses associated
with the project, plus a fixed fee which are payable as follows:

1) Additional engineering "Design" phase services and “design surveying services”
PlanCostsnottoexceed: . ............ ... .. .. .. . .. .. .. . $36,012.00
. 2) Fixed fee for Additional engineering "Design” phase services: .. ... .. $4,321.00
3) Indirect Labor (Electrical Engineering Services) ............ ... .. S 4,500.00
4) Engineering contract amount for Additional engineering
"Design" phase services not toexceed: ................ ... ... $ 44,833.00

The basis of this upper limit and justification for the fee is contained in Appendix “B” attached
hereto. Subject to the City Council approval, adjustment of the upper limit may be made
should the “ENGINEER? establish and the “OWNER?® agree that there has been or is to
be a significant change in scope, complexity or character of the services to be performed; or
if the “OWNER?” decides to shorten the duration of work from the time period specified in
the Agreement for completion of work and such modification warrants such adjustment.

Appendix "C" covers the classification of personnel and the salary rate for all personnel to be
assigned to this project by the “ENGINEER?”,

Final payment for Additional engineering "Design” phasc services shall not be dependent on
the completion of items “A through F” of this SECTION XII. Final payment shall be made
upon the “OWNER’S” approval and acceptance with the satisfactory completion of the
Additional engineering “Design” phase services portion of the project.

City of Fayetteville, AR February 8, 1999
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SECTION XIIT - CHANGES

The “OWNER?” may at any time, by wntten order, make changes within the general scope of the
contract in the work and services to be performed. If any such change causes an increase or decrease
in the cost of, or the time required for, performance of this contract, an equitable increase or decrease
shall be made in the upper limit contract amount, including fee or time of required performance, or
both, and the contract shall be modified in wniting accordingly.

Changes, modifications or amendments in scope, price or fees to this contract shall pot be allowed
without a formal contract amendment approved by the Mayor or the City Council in advance of the
change in scope, pnce of fees.

Any claim by the “ENGINEER?” for adjustment under this clause must be asserted with thirty (30)
days from the date of receipt by the “ENGINEER?” of the notification of change; provided, however,
that the “OWNER? if it decides that the facts justify such action, may receive and act upon any such
claim assessed at any time prior to the date of final payment under this contract.

SECTION XIV - OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS

All documents, including onginal drawings, disks of CADD drawings and/or cross sections,
estimates, specificatton field notes, and data are and remain the property of the “OWNER?”, The
“ENGINEER?” may retain reproduced copies of drawings and copies of other documents.

SECTION XV - POSTPONEMENT OR CANCELLATION OF THE CONTRACT

It is understood that the “OWNER?” will have the right to suspend or cancel the work at any time.

A. Postponement - Should the “OWNER?”, for any reason whatsoever, decide to postpone the
work at any time, the “OWNER” will notify the “ENGINEER” in writing, who will
immediately suspend work. During such postponement, any requests by the “OWNER?” or
its authorized agents for project documentation, data, plans and specifications (preliminary
or final), or any other requests that will require the “ENGINEER?” to expend labor or direct
costs, the “ENGINEER” will be reimbursed for such expenses as set forth in SECTION XII
of this Agreement. Should the “OWNER?” decide during such suspension not to resume the
work, or should such suspension not be terminated within a year, the work shall be cancelled
as hereinafter provided.

B. Cancellation - should the “OWNER?”, for any reason whatsoever, decide to cancel or to
terminate the use of the “ENGINEER’S” service, the “OWNER” will give wntten notice
thereof to the “ENGINEER”, who will immediately terminate the work. If the “OWNER”
so elects, the “ENGINEER” may be instructed to bring a reasonable stage of completion to
those items whose value would otherwise be lost. The “ENGINEER?" shall turn over all data,

City of Fayetteville, AR February 8, 1999
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charts, survey notes, figures, drawings and other records or information collected or produced
hereunder whether partial or complete. Upon such termination of the “ENGINEER’S”
services, the “ENGINEER?” shall be paid for all salary costs for work-time directly connected
with the project, plus payroll additives and general overhead costs of 180% of direct labor
costs (plus all direct reimbursable expenses associated with the project), and a proportional
amount of the total fee, less prior partial payments, based on the ratio of work done to the
total amount of work to be performed

SECTION XVII - MISCELLANEQUS PROVISIONS

1) Any disputes resulting from claims shall be subject to mediation through the Mayor
of Fayetteville, and all efforts shall be made by both parties to settle the dispute prior
to any legal action by either party.

2) Responsibility for Claims and-Liability - The “ENGINEER?” shall save harmless the
“OWNER?” from all claim and liability as a result of its (the “ENGINEER’S")
activities, or those of its subcontractors, its agents, or its employees rendering of
services under this contract.

3) General Compliance with Laws - The “ENGINEER?” shall comply with all federal,
state and local laws and ordinances applicable to the work. The “ENGINEER? shall
be a professional engineer, licensed in the State of Arkansas.

4) Engineers Endorsement - The “ENGINEER? shall endorse and recommend all plans,
specifications, engineer’s opinion of construction costs, and engineering data finished
by it. All design shall be checked in accordance with accepted engineering practices.
All plan quantities shall be checked and verified.

SECTION XVIII - RS AND N

The “OWNER?” and the “ENGINEER? each binds itself and its partners, successors, executors,
administrators, and assigns to the other party of this Agreement, except as above, neither the
“OWNER?” nor the “ENGINEER?” shall assign, sublet or transfer its interest in this Agreement
without written consent of the other. Nothing herein shall be construed as creating any possible
personal hability on the part of any officer or agent of any public body which may be party hereto.

SECTION XIX - COVENANT AGAINST CONTINGENT FEES

The “ENGINEER” warrants that it has not employed or retained by company or person, other than
a bonafide employce working solely for the “ENGINEER?”, to solicit or secure this contract, and that
it has not paid or agreed to pay any company or person, other than a bonafide employee working

City of Fayetteville, AR February 8, 1999
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solely for the “ENGINEER?, any fee, commission, percentage, brokerage fee, gifts, or any other
consideration, contingent upon or resulting from the award or making of this contract. .

For breach or violation of this warranty, the “OWNER? shall have the right to annul this contract
without liability.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be duly executed as of
the date and year first herein written,

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE
By:
Mayor
ATTEST:
By:
City Clerk

Attachments: Appendix “A”
Appendix “B”
Appendix “C”
Appendix “D"
Appendix “E”

City of Fayetteville, AR February 8, 1999
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APPENDIX A
SCOPE OF SERVICES

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE
STATE HIGHWAY 265 UTILITY RELOCATION

The following is a summary of the tasks the ENGINEER will perform under this Agreement.
Work under this Exhibit includes initial investigation, preliminary engineering, and construction
resident engineering for the relocation of approximately 24,000 linear feet of sewer and water lines.
The ENGINEER will also provide detail design sheets for approximately 4,000 linear feet of
additional 24-inch water lines in the project area. In addition the ENGINEER will provide water line
improvements at Janice and Garland Avenue; and Highway 265 and Birdie Street. These
improvements will consist of an approximately 100 linear foot bore and tie-in at each location. The
ENGINEER will also provide specifications-and details for backup power generation at the Ash
Street Pump Station. Upon receipt of Notice-to-Proceed the ENGINEER will perform the following
tasks:

Pat | Initial Investioat

a.  Conduct preliminary investigations required to determine project feasibility, including
site visitations. o

b.  Using the AHTD drawings as a base map determine final limits of required water and
sewer line relocation.

c.  Prepare preliminary mark up drawings and cost estimates using the AHTD drawings.
Submit to the OWNER and AHTD for review and approval

et L Preliminacy Ensincering Dec

a.  Investigate easement and Rights-of-Way limits. Provide the OWNER with the technical
information for location of the easements required for construction of the project.
Information to include width and general location of the easements, and distances from
the property lines. Property line information shall be obtained from existing maps

provided by the OWNER to the ENGINEER.

b.  Prepare contract design drawings for water and sewer relocation . Drawings shall
indicate permanent and temporary easements for construction based on information
supplied by OWNER. Drawings shall include but not be limited to: (1) Title
Sheet/Drawing Index, (2) Location Maps, (3) Plan and Profile of Replacement,
(4) Special Details, and (5) General Details.

City of Faycetteville, AR February 8, 1999
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c. Using OWNER's basic specifications, prepare project specifications which shall include
but not be limited to: (1) bidding documents, (2) contractual documents, (3) conditions
of the contract, (4) standard project forms, and (5) technical specifications. .

d. Meet with AHTD to discuss the preliminary engineering and participate in coordination
activities with ENGINEER's design team. A total of two (2) meetings are included.

e.  Procure and coordinate subconsultants for such work as legal surveying, geotechnical
services, etc.

f.  The ENGINEER will consult with the OWNER, public utilities, private utilities, and
AHTD to determine the approximate location of above and underground utilities and
other facilities that have an impact or influence on the project.

g.  The ENGINEER shall deliver three (3) sets of the preliminary construction plans and
specifications to the OWNER and AHTD for review.

h.  Meet with OWNER throughout the project and after submittal of the preliminary plans
to receive input from OWNER’s staff. A total of four (4) meetings are included

L. Perform final changes to contract documents. Submit seven (7) copies of the final
project drawings and contract specifications to the OWNER and AHTD for review. .
j. Prepare Engineer's Opinion of Probable Construction Cost by major items. i

Part 1II.  Bidding Assistance

For the purpose of the cost proposal, it is anticipated that one (1) construction contract will
be bid. The following bidding assistance services are included:

a.  Assist the OWNER in advertising, obtaining, and evaluating Bid Proposals for the
construction contract and awarding thereof. Provide assistance to the OWNER in
responding to bidder inquiries during advertisement of the construction contract, and
partictpate in project pre-bid conference. Provide and distribute bidding documents and
addendum. Non-refunded bid deposits shall remain the property of the ENGINEER for
administrative, printing, and handling cost.

b.  Assist the OWNER in reviewing the bids for completeness and accuracy. Develop bid
tabulations and submit a written reccommendation of contract award to the OWNER
along with three (3) copies of the bid tabulations. Consult with and advise the OWNER
on the responsibility and responsiveness of contractors, the acceptability of
subcontractors, substitute materials, and equipment proposed by the project bidders. .

City ol Fayetteville, AR February 8, 1999
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PatlV on Resident Engineeri

For the purpose of the cost estimate, it is anticipated that the ENGINEER will provide
resident engineering services for one construction project.

a.  Assist the OWNER in conducting a pre-construction conference with the Contractors
by notifying utilities, governmental agencies, and other interested parties, and answer
questions at the conference

b.  Resident Engineering

l. Provide the successful bidder(s) with three (3) sets of the contract
specifications for execution and the insertion of the required insurance
certificates. Provide the successful bidder(s) with five (5) sets of the contract
documents for construction purposes.

2. Review shop drawings, scheduling, test results, and other submittals which the
Contractor is required to submit.

3. Consult with OWNER and act as the OWNER's engineering representative
in dealings with the Contractor. Issue instructions of OWNER to Contractor
and issue necessary interpretations and clanfication of the contract
specifications.

4. Provide engineering survey(s) for construction to establish horizontal and
vertical reference points which are necessary for the Contractor to construct
the work. Coordinate the taking of preconstruction photos and surface video
taping with the Contractor as necessary.

S. Provide resident observation for water and sewer construction for general
conformance to the contract drawings and contract specifications. Also
provide resident observation of acceptance testing and restoration work by the
Contractor. (A total of 1,580 hours, or approximately eight (8) months, is
included for construction observation personnel.)

6. Review and respond to complaints received by OWNER and report any
difterences of opinion between the Contractor, ENGINEER and complaining
party.

7. Review applications for partial payment with the Contractor for compliance
with contract specifications and submit to the OWNER a recommendation for
payment.

City of Fayettewville, AR February 8, 1999
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A.2.18
8. [ssue field orders to Contractor after consultation with the OWNER. Review
any change orders proposed by the Contractor and provide recommendations
to the OWNER. .
9. Conduct an on-site review to determine if the projects are substantially

complete and submit to the Contractor a list of observed items requiring
completion or correction.

10. Conduct a final on-site review, in the company of the OWNER and
Contractor, to venfy the projects are fully complete.  Submit a
recommendation for final acceptance of the projects to the OWNER.

11. Provide the OWNER with one (1) set of record drawings on reproducible
double matt (4 mil) mylar and two (2) sets of black line prints of the record
drawings.

12, ENGINEER is not responsible for the means or sequences of the construction

work or the implementation program for safety of the construction contractor
and subcontractors and it will be stipulated as such in the contract documents.

Pat V. - Other Direct Labor

a.  Perform design surveys for water and sewer replacement. .

b.  Obtain typical soil boring data for relocation of water and sewer lines, as required.
Forty (40) locations are estimated.

c.  After approval by the OWNER, the ENGINEER will prepare, type, and issue legal
description of easements. The OWNER will pay all costs to secure easements as
necessary. A maximum of forty (40) easements are included. Additional easements in

excess of forty (40) will be prepared at the unit price of $375.00 each as authorized by
the OWNER.

d.  Assist in obtaining permit from Highway, and any other state permits, if necessary, for
construction, All permit fees will be paid by the OWNER.

Part VL. Other Direct Costs

a.  The cost for plotting and printing design documents. Pnnting and binding contract
documents and specifications. A total of ten (10) sets of construction plans and
contract documents and specifications (three (3) for preliminary submittals, and seven
(7) for final submittal) are included. Additional sets as required will be billed at invoice .

cost plus 12% fee.

City of Fayetteville, AR February 8, 1999
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b.  The cost for all necessary travel, lodging and per diem (8 months for resident engineer),
. transportation and computer usage.

CITY ADDITIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES

Pant VIL __ Additional Eneineerine Des

a.  Investigate easement and Rights-of-Way limits. Provide the OWNER with the technical
information for location of the easements required for construction of the project.
Information to include width and general location of the easements, and distances from

the property lines. Property line information shall be obtained from existing maps
provided by the OWNER to the ENGINEER.

b.  Provide design drawings for additional 24-inch waterline routing, two roadway
crossings (Birdie Road and Crossover Road, Janice and Garland Avenue), and
emergency backup generator for the Ash Street Pump Station. Drawings shall indicate
permanent and temporary easements for construction based on information supplied by
the OWNER. Basic drawings, such as title sheet, details and general notes shall be
provided under Part IT of this contract. Additional plan and profile sheets and electrical
details and notes as necessary to construct the addmonal 24-inch waterline and

. generator will be included in this Part.

¢.  Prepare supplemental specifications to the specifications prepared in Part II as necessary
for construction of the 24 inch waterline, crossovers and backup generator.

d.  Procure and coordinate sub-consultant electrical engineering services for the design of
the backup generator.

e.  All submuttals and review meetings will be incorporated into Part II of this contract.
f. Incorporate review comments into final changes to plan and profile sheets and pertinent
sections of the contract documents and specifications. Submit final documents as part
of the documents of Part II of this contract.
g.  Prepare Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost by major items.
Part VIIL _ Other Direct Labor

a.  Electncal engineering services to prepare design documents for the construction of an
emergency backup generator for the Ash Street Pump Station.

City of Faycttewille, AR February 8, 1999
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b.  The emergency generator will be sized to provide power to a single 7 Y2 HP 240/460wv.
3 phase pump motor. .
c.  Submit preliminary and final design documents and specifications. All documents will
be incorporated in the documents that are included in Part II of this contract.

Pag IX. Other Direct Costs

a.  Plotting and printing costs for preliminary submittal and final submittal of design plans
and contract documents and specifications. Costs in this section are limited to
documents prepared under City Additional Engineering Services and are of the same
number of sets as in Part VI,

City of Fayettewille, AR February &, 1999
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APPENDIX "B"
BASIS FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES COST
BASIC SERVICES
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS
. HOURLY RATE WORK

Eatimaled Manhours Total

Direct Coslt

PO PM PE ENG RE oP | CLOT Cost Esttmate

WORK TASK DESCRIPTION nr ht | he hr [ hr 1 hr ht [SL_ (S)

PART | - INITIAL INVESTIGATION -
3 Preliminary Investiqation 18 48 0 8 0 0 215 $ 2.449 00
b Schematic Rouling 4 80 24 0 0 3 018 - $ 2942 00
¢ Cost Estimates 4 80 0 0 0 0 8{5 - $ 301800
d  Submittal of cocumaents 18 28 0 0 0 4 718 - $ 1,718 00
Subtotal Part | 42 214 24 8 0 7 17158 - $ 10,127.00

IP‘IKRT Il - PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING DESIGN
a Design Survey {Coordinalion) 0 16 9 18 0 32 2 S 1.877 00
b Title and Easement Roseoarch 4 12 7 14 { 0 0 S 1,085 00
¢ Plan{Profile Sheets 24 123 153 358 0 1378 B s 44 556.00
d. Project Specifications 2 J0 38 72 0 0 120 S 5,323.00
2. Raview Meetings w/ State (2) 12 24 B8 0 0 0 8 S 1,588.00
I Sub-Consultant Coordination 2 16 2 4 0 0 2 S 8040.00
q. _Utihty Locations/Coardination 2 24 .12 24 0 0 2 S 1,827.00
h., Preliminary Submittal to City 5 16 8 12 0 8 1 S 1,388.00
L Review Meetngs wiCity {5) 12 48 18 36 a 0 0 S 3,422.00

1. Final Documents 4 18 26 53 0 255 26 $ 8.014.00
k. Engmeer's Esumate 2 16 20 38 0 0 818 - S 2.134.00
Subtotal Part !l 70 343 297 6528 0 1673 1771 5% - $ 71,994.00

PART It - BIDDING/ICONSTRUCTION ASSISTANCE
a, Bidding Assistance 2 14 36 4 0 0 518 - 5 1.708.00
b. Bid Tabulations and Recommendations 1 8 24 8 0 0 318 - 2 t.130.00
Subtotal Part Il 3 20 50 12 0 0 813 - 3 2,838.00

. PART IV - CONSTRUCTION RESIDENT ENGINEERING

a. Pre-Construction Meeting 2 18 0 0 30 0 218 - 3 1,354.00
b Resident Engineering {190 davys) 20 178 0 0 1580 23 371 S - M) 41 150.00
c. Construction Meelings 2 14 0 0| 40 0 0]S - S 1,401.00
Subtotal Part IV 24 210 0 0 1650 23 3918 - 3 43,905.00

PART V - SUB-CONSULTING
a. Design Survey S 66.004.00 | $§ 66,004.00
b. Titla/Esmt Research and Preparation S 15.000.00 { S 15,000.00
c. Geotechnical Services ) 22820001 % 22,820.00
g. Construction Control Staking 3 1,986.00( 3 1,996.00
Subtotal Part V S 105,820.00 | % 105,820.00

PART VI - OTHER DIRECT COSTS
a. Lodging/Per Diem S 1150000 | S 11,500.00
b, Construction Transportation S 3.8680.00 | S J.880.00
c. Atwrfare S 560000 | S 5.600.00
d Rental Carifue/mileageftolls 3 3400001 8 1.400 00
g Comouter Usage S 2600.00] 8 2.600.00
[ Ploting Costs S 120000 ] S 1,200 00
g. Prninting Costs S 1250001 8 1.250 00
h  Specification Printing S 26000 ) 8 2680 00
+  Health Bepariment Review Faa 5 500001 5% 500 00
Subtotal Part VI s 30,190.00 | $ 30,190.00
Total Labor PARTS |, I, 1, v 139 787 1 2381 648 1650 1702 24118 60000 | $§ 129,484.00

Basic Services:
Tatal Labor; s 128,864.00
Overhead $ 231,855 00

NQTES Sub-consulting Labor. s 105,820 00

1) Hem Vb 3 0ased on 40 easaments €@ $375.00 cach Other Direct Cosls: s 30,190 00
. 2) Hem V d Geotechnical Servicas include 40 -.12° bonngs Fuey; S 46,921 00
3} See attacned detail for Survay cost breakdown Total Services: -1 543,750.00

B-1 February 8, 1999




HWY 265 WIDENING
A.2.22

APPENDIX “8" {CONT'D)
BASIS FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES COST

ADDITIONAL ENCGINEERING SERVICES
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS
HOURLY RATE WORK .
Estimated Manhours Total
Direct Cost
PD PM PE ENG RE DP CL/OT Cost Estimate
WORK TASK DESCRIPTION hr hr he hr hr hr hr ($) {S!
e e e e S "W —
PART VIl - ADDITIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES
A PlaniPralile Sheets 4 11 20 58 0 220 4 < 6,753 00
b Project Specifications 4 4 10 18 0 Q 12 S 1.130 00
¢ Sub-Consuitant Coordination L & 8 0 Q 0 0 S 4635 00
d Utiity Locations/Coordination 2 4 3] 20 0 8 4 b 1.101 00
e Preliminary Submittal to City 1 4 4 9 0 18 0 b 843 00
f  Final Documents 2 4 10 12 0 20 0 S 1,153.00
q  Engineers Estimate 2 4 10 10 0 0 12 S - S 873 00
Subtotal Part Vil 16 37 70 127 0 266 3218 - $ 12,319.00
PART VIl - SUBCONSULTING {Additional Engineering Services)
a. _Electncal Enqineering S 4300001 % 4 500.00
D. Design Survey and Control M 1029Q0 1 § 1,029 Q0
Subtota! Part X 5 5,929.00 | $ 5,529.00
PART IX - OTHER DIRECT COSTS {Additional Engineering Sarvices)
3. Computer \Usaqge s 400001 $ 400.00
b, Plotting Costs 3 60.00 1 8 60.C0
¢. Printing Cosls S 10000 | & 100.00
d. Specification Printing 3 4000 | 8 40.00
Subtotal Part IX 5 600,00 | $§ 600.00
Total Labor PARTS VIL. 16 37 70 127 0. 266 3218 - $ 12.319.00
o o Additional Engineering Services: o
Total Labor: S 12,319.00
Overhead: s 22,174.00
Sub-consulting Labor; 3 5,929.00
Other Direct Costs: 3 600.00
Fee: S 4,211.00
Total Additional Services;: b 44 831,00
Total Project: S 588,583.00

8-2 February 8, 1999
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APPENDIX ‘C’
LABOR RATES
. ENGINEERING LABOR RATES
HOURLY

CLASEIF!CATION __ . _ _ RATE
Project Director . . . ... i $35.05 /hr
Project Manager . ... 34.62 /hr
ProjectEngineer . . . ... . 27.60 /hr
Engineer ... ..., 23.08 /hr
Resident Engineer .......... . . . . 21.10 /hr
CADD Technician . ... ... i, 19.48 /hr
Clerical ............. . ... ....... e e 13.00 /hr
Engineering Direct Labor Overhead Expenses ................. 180%
Direct Costs .. ... . . Invoice+ 10%
SURVEYING LABOR RATES 5

. | HOURLY
CLASSIFICATION RATE
Project Director . . ... . . . 341.45/hr
Principal ENgineer . ... ... ... 28.50/hr
Project Survey Manager .. ........ ... .. .. . . 22.50/hr
Senior Engineering/Drafting Technician . .. .............. . ... .. 17.67/hr
Senior Party Chief ... ... ... . . 10.50/hr
InstrumentMan .. ... . 7.25/hr
Registered Surveyor . .. ... . 14.02/hr
Clerical Support ... .. 11.68/hr
Survey Direct Labor Overhead Expenses . .................... 139%
Direct Costs ... . Invoice+10%

|

City of Fayctteville, AR February 8, 1999
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APPENDIX ‘C’ (Cont'd)

GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION FEE SCHEDULE

CLASSIFICATION

HOURLY
RATE

Mobilizatioﬁ of $1.40/mile {each way)".‘ {from Fayetteville, AR)

Soil Drilling including Sampling

Rock Drilling (Rotary Bit)*

Rock Coring (Diamond Bit)***

Boring Setup Charge

Standby Time (Rlg and Crew On-Site), if required
Layout of Boring

Crew Travel Time

Per Diem (per night)

$75.00 minimum
10.00 per foot
12.00 per foot
30.00 per foot
25.00 per each
80.00 per hour
60.00 per hour
60.00 per hour
60.00 per man

Atterberg Limits 45.00 each
Moisture Content 8.00 each
Unit Weight Test (Soil Sample) 8.00 each
Unconfined Compression Test 40.00 each
Gradation Tests - Dry Sieve 6.00 each
Wet Sieve 25.00 each
California Bearing Ration {CBR) - with Std Proctor 250.00 each
with Mod Proctor 275.00 each
In-situ Permeability 125.00 each
In-situ Permeability (Flexwall) 200.00 each
Remolided Sample 90.00 each
Triaxial Test (Single Stage) 120.00 each
Triaxial Test (Multi-Stage) 150.00 each .
Remolded Sample 50.00 each

Draftsman 40.00 per hour
Seniar Draftsman 55.00 per hour
Clerical 31.00 per hour

Design Engineer

Project Engineer (Soils Engr.)
Project Manager {Senior Soils Engr.)
Principal Engineer

Senior Engineering Technician
Engineering Technician

Soils Technician

Two Flagmen

Mileage

Backhoe Rental (4 hour minimum)
Dozer Rental {4 hour minimum)

55.00 per hour
65.00 per hour
95.00 per hour
100.00 per hour
535.00 per hour
40.00 per hour
30.00 per hour
50.00 per hour
0.32 per mile
50.00 per hour
65.00 per hour

* Rock Bits 275.00 each
*** Diamond Bits 460.00 each
“ee The Client is responsible for providing access to the site. The Client is responsiblae for all costs for site

mobilization through unstable soil when a dozer [s required to move the drill rig around the site. The Client

Is responsible for all costs involving clearing and access path to each boring location, The Client Is

responsible for drill bit costs while drilling into and/or through a chert, a very hard limestone formation, or

other very hard formation whenever new or slightly used drill bits are worn out during the drill operations. .
Hourly Rates sublect to adjustment annually, on/about July 1st.

City of Fayettewille, AR February 8, l??‘)
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APPENDIX "D"
BASIS FOR DESIGN SURVEY
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS
. HOURLY RATE WORK
Estmated Manhours Totad
Project | Pnncipal | Project | Senior Senior Reg Survey Cost
Dumjctnr Enginear| Survey [Eng/Oraft] Party instr Man Surveyor Clencal | Total Hours Eg::*m[ﬂ
WORK TASK DESCRIPTION ht he i ht hr hr hr __bhr _ L
) ~ | [ [ ]
Oesign Survey 5 20 39 400 500 500 22 10 1492 S 17,932 59
— e o

1 Total Direct Labor 1] 17 931 G0
iPayroll Expanses S 8 994 Q0
_{Subtotal Direct Payroll 3 24 927 CO
4;’ Traved - & $O 32/ 2000 s 640 00
Repraduchon, Matenals, Supplies S 860 00
1  Subtotal Direct Costs S 26 427 Q0
fingrect Costy ) 32 505 €0
{Subtotal Direct and Indirect $ 28 932 00
fFea $ 707200
! SURVEY TOTAL COST: $ 66,004.00
Contral Staking 0 1 2 4 16 16 2 1 42 3 167 50

- S .
ﬂTutai Dicect Labor S 468 00
Payroll Expenses 5 183 0
ﬂSubtulal Direct Payrall 5 651.00
Travel - @ $0.32/mi. 201 S 64.00
ﬂ Reproducton, Matenals, Supplies 5 84 00
Subtotal Direct Costs S 799.00
Hindirect Costs S 933.00
Subtotal Direct and Indirect S 1,782.00
Fee S 214 00
| SURVEY TOTAL COST: $ 1,96.00

. City Additional Work

Survey and Control Staking 0 0 2 2 8 8 1 1 22 5 243 00

S .
[Total Direct Labor E 248 00
|Payroll Expenses S 97 00
§Subtotal Direct Payroll 3 34500
]l Teavel - & 50 32/mi 85 S 27 00
| Reproducton, Materiats, Suppties 3 40 00
Subtatal Direct Costs ) 312.00
findirect Costy ] 07 00
Subtotal Direct and Indirect 5 19 00
hFae K 110 00
I SURVEY TOTAL COST: $ 1,029.00

D-1 February §, 1999
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APPENDIX "E"
BASIS FOR GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS
Itom WORK TASK DESCRIPYION QUANTITY UNITS | UNIT PRICE EXTENDED
1 [General, Mobllization, Utllities and Clearing 10 Trnps S 79001 S 750 00
Equipment Motilization and Demobilization {Per Trip) 50 HR ] 4000 ] 8 2 000 00
Engineering Technician (For Utility Locations "Cne Call") 40 HR S 6500 ] § 2,600 C0
Dozer Rental (For Cleanng Sites}{4 Hr Min /day) 60 HR 3 30001 % 1. 800 00
Soiis Technician {Cleaning of Sites) 12 HR S 50001 s 600 €0
Two Fiagment {For Dnlling) [ -
Sub-Total: $ 7.750 Q0
2 |Projoct Setup
Boring Setup Charges 40 EA 3 25001 % 1,000 Q0
Dol Rig ang Crew Standby Time (Dunng Clearing) 20 HR b 8000} 8 1,600 00
Bonng Layout 40 HR S 6000} 3 2,400 Q0
Sub-Total: 5 9,000 00
3 |Soll Dritling and Sampilng, ASTM D-1586 & ASTM D-1587
Soil Drilling 1in Building Area (40 Borings - 12 feet max depth) ) 480 LF 5 10004t 8 480000
Diamond Core Drilling | 40 LF S 3000 8 1,200 GO
Sub-Total: S 6.000.00
4 |Geotechnical Englneering Report and Recommendatlons
Engineering Supervision {Project Manager) | 10 HR S 9500 | 8 950.00 |
Engineering Analysis & Recommendations {Project Engr) 20 HR 5 650015 1.300.00
Senior Engineering Technician 32 HR 3 55001 8 1,760.00
Reoporn Preparation {Clerical) 2 HR S 30,00 | & 60 00
Sub-Total; 5 4,070.00
ESTIMATE GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION AND ENGINEERING: ’ 1 22,82‘

Note: Maximum <40 borings - any additional borings or items shall be according to attached Fee Schedute "Appendix ‘B’ - Geotachnical

Februany 8, 1999
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APPENDIX "F"
BASIS FOR EASEMENT PREPARATION AND EXHIBITS
CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS
HOURLY RATE WORK
s Estrnated Manhours Total
Froject antol §  Seniof Survay Cost
guﬁi:tfr g:":_:::lr Survey |Eng/Draft] Party |instr. Man Sfr:g.ur Clencal | Total Hours
) ginee Manager| Tech Chief Y Estmate
WORK TASK DESCRIPTION hr hr ht he hr hr hr hr (S)
Pl i . S —— A R s T T e A — —1 ——
Easemants

Titla Rosearch and Preparation 1 3 4 206 22 296 $ 420100

[ .
Total Oirect Labor S 4 20 00
Payroll Expenses s } 839 00
Subtotal Qirect Payroll S 5842 00

Travel - ¢ 50 12/mi. 0 S -
Reproducton, Materiale. Supples S 164 Q0
Subtotal Direct Costs S 8 006 00
Indirect Costs S 7.387 00
Suttotal Direct and Indirect 3 13,391 00
Fee S 1.607 00
{ SURVEY TOTAL COST; 3 15,000.00

F- Februany §, 1999




8ID 99-27
STAFF REVIEW FORM A.3.1

X X AGENDA REQUEST

CONTRACT REVIEW
.—_ GRANT REVIEW

———

For the Fayetteville City Council meeting March 2, 1999

FROM:
Connie Edmonston Parks & Recreation Public Works
Name Division Department

ACTION REQUIRED:
Approval of bid award #99-27 for ballfield fencing at Lake Fayetteville
Softball Complex fields #2 and #3 and Babe Ruth baseball fields #l1 and #2 to

Modern Fence in the amount of $48,536andQPPmua, o€ atloched baz//crdz‘/c?a_’/'kﬁ'é?ﬂfﬁé«

COST TO CITY: $15,000

—5-95--000
548,536

. —Parks Improvements
Cost of this Request Category/Project Category/Project Name
4470-9470-5806-00 EUdGEt Lake Fay Softball Complex
4470-9470-5806~-00 Bahe Ruth Rallpark
Account Number 5150
9026 e Program Name
@ Tonds Used To mate R Gl
$98,850 Fund

Project Number Remaining Balance

BUDGET REVIEW: XX Budgeted Item Budget Adjustment Attached
l S
Blidget! Coordinator Administrative Services Director

CONTRACT/GRANT/LEASE REVIEW: GRANTING AGENCY:

Date
_ &
521[3?24?’
Date
Purchasing Qfficer
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of bid award.
L1617
Date Cross Reference
Z-/899
Date New Item: Yes No
_ _
Preb#A
Date Prev Ord/Res
s, §

Orig Contract
Date:




BID 99-27

%2 IEVILLE

THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS

DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Mayor Hanna and City Council

THRU: Cha’r;ie Venable, Public Works Director

FROM: Cgﬁé-fdmonston, Parks & Recreation Superintendent
DATE: February 16, 1999

RE: Bid Award #99-27

The Parks and Recreation Division requests approval of bid #99-27 to Modern Fence in the

amount of $48,536. The project would replace the fencing at Lake Fayetteville Softball Complex

fields #2 and #3 and would replace the backstops at Babe Ruth Baseball Complex fields #1 and

47 These fences were old and require replacement for safety, aesthetic and program quality

needs. Two bids were received with Modern Fence quoting the low bid. The fences need to be .
replaced before the 1999 ball season if time permits. The Babe Ruth Baseball Complex project

will also include building a new concession/restroom facility with assistance from the Babe Ruth

Association.

Attachment:
Tabulation of Bids

9-fencebid .
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City of Fayetteville, Arkansas
Budget Adjustment Form

BID 99-27
A3 4
emges » e e epesneeats  Sales Tax Capital Improvement Fund
1999 Division:
Program:

Project or ltem Requested:
Additional funding is requested for Lake Soflball Complex
Improvements,

g

Ly - -y L]

- P

Justification of this Increase: =
The project bid was greater than the budgeted amount for the

-
L3 4
-fl.
- 4

Date Requested Adjustment #

02/17/99

Project or Item Deleted:
| Nonc. A portion of the funds programmed for Babe Ruth
Ballpark Complex ids proposed for this adjustment,

-

Justification of this Decrease:
Sufficient funding will remain to complete the planned

. .
- - - . -
R . . - [ L) --L---.....-L.-i-.,
. e . . PR
n B -y . r . an -
. - L . - r "
-
R . L T - . -
[ ] Ll

fence replacement. improvements for the project.

- Project Numb.

T e L I TR |

Increase Expense (Decrease Revenue)

Account Name Amount Account Number
Park Improvements 19,806 4470 9470 5806 00 99026 1 5
Decrease Expense (Increase Revenue) {
Account Name Amount Account Number - Project Number l
Park Improvements 19,806 14470 9470 5806 00 .. 99024 1 !
E
_ - S - - - |
Approval Signatures Budget Office Use Only
1710087 S S Vit !
u: wested B ‘ ate Type: A B C @ E *
y y * - 1
e = #nlsg ] ;
Joord Date Date of Approval {
% Q,o\ Z-1859
; p.lrlnjn,nl Date _ Posted to General Ledger i
! :
Admin. Services Director " Date Cz Posted to Project Accounting .
i
M: 1357** T o Date Entered in Category Log

Blue Copy: Budger & Research / Yellow Copy: Requester CNAPINIOBUDGETBADIFORMAWKS




WALKER PARK
STAFF REVIEW FORM A.4.1

XX AGENDA REQUEST
. CONTRACT REVIEW
GRANT REVIEW

For the Fayetteville City Council meeting  March 2, 1999

FROM:
Connie Edmonston Parks & Recreation Public Works
Name Division Department

ACTION REQUIRED:
Approval of a budget adjustment to reconstruct the southwest parking lot at
Walker Park.

COST TO CITY:

$35,396 — O - Pk T APOe TS
Cost of this Request CESEQGEY/EEQiQQL. Category/Project Name
Budget
Yylo -94]o - sBI1-00
Account Number Program Name
Funds Used To Date , |
qu 5/)- -1 - © ~ S!&S [Av C apcTal
' Remaining Balance Fund

Project Number

XX __ Budget Adjustment Attached

DGET PEH&Q Budgeted Item

Budget Coordinator Administrative Services Director

CONTRACT/GRANT/LEASE REVIEW: GRANTING AGENCY:

THAALE ) Q Ul wen 2 A>-9G

Accoynting MAnager Date ADA Coordinato Date

7] 2-/C G5 21477
City Attor Date ernal Audito Date
PV ag 299
Purchasing Officer Date
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Approval of budget adjustment.

( ~
— -

l/ VALY /) YO N X /02"?7

A ysion Head Date Cross Reference
03l (U9 CAG-%]

lm ﬂrector Date New Item: Yes No

‘u \Y. , l{)%
Aiminigbtrative Services Director Date ifev Ord/Res

ybk " Date ,
Orig Contract

Date:




WALKER PARK

A.4.2

TEVILLE

THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, AKKANSAS

DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Mayor Hanna and City Council

THRU: Charlie Venable, Public Works Director

FROM: Conngg é!rﬁonston, Parks & Recreation Superintendent
DATE: February 12, 1999

RE: Budget Adjustment Approval

The Parks and Recreation Division requests approval of a budget adjustment to resurface the
parking lot at Walker Park that is located on the southwest side between the ballfields and creek.
(See location map.) Parks staff used heavy equipment in the park to dig a french drain and to
build the base pad for the new batting cages in December and January. The parking lot already
had some problems and that 1s the reason the french drain was being installed. The parking lot
unexpectedly failed and the equipment made deep ruts in the asphalt. The lot needs to be repaired
before the spring baseball and soccer season begin. The Street Division can repair the parking lot
at a cost of $35,396. The work would involve removing the existing asphalt, creating a new base
and applying 2 inches of asphalt. We are planning on saving the existing curb. Using the Street
Division to reconstruct this lot will save the Parks Division funding. We are requesting funds left
from the parks maintenance complex be utilized for this project. If you have any questions
concerning this budget adjustment, please call me at 444-3473.

Attachments:
Park map
Street Division cost estimate

0-lotbudad
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WALKER PARK
‘ A.4.4
Budget Year |Department: Sales Tax Capital Improvement Fund I Date Requested I
1999 Division:
Program:

Project or Item Requested:
Approval of funding to repair a parking lot at Walker Park and

to establish a project. |

City of Fayelteville, Arkansas
Budget Adjustment Form

WALKER PARK
A.4.5

——————————

Adjustment #

02/12/99
{ |

e

Project or Item Deleted:

Funding from the Parks Maintenance Complex project is
proposed for this adjustment.

Justification of this Increase:
While installing a {rench drain the parking lot failed. The !
parking lot needs to be repaired prior to the start of the
spring baseball/ soccer season.

e

Justification of this Decrease:

The parking lot repair project is of a higher priority.

Increase Expense (Decrease Revenue)

. Account Name Amounlt Account Number Project Number
Parking Lot Improvements 35,396 4470 9470 53819 00 99052 1
Decrease Expense (Increase Revenue)
Account Name Amount Account Number Project Number
Building Improvements 35,396 4470 9470 5804 00 97019 1
Approval Signatures Budget Office Use Only
0 @ﬂm 2-/2-99
r.qu:.m.d Date Type: A B C @ E
A - /Q_f?
Date Date of Approval
L ~r¢C —4‘5
Date Posted to General Ledger
" Date Posted to Project Accounting
M: ayor Date Entered in Category Log

Blue Copy: Budget & Rescarch 7 Yellow Copy: Requester

ey —_—
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OLD MISSOURV/ZION
A.S.1

STAFF REVIEW FORM
XXXX AGENDA REQUEST

‘XXX CONTRACT REVIEW
GRANT REVIEW
For the Favyetteville City Council meeting of _March 02, 1999
FROM :

Wavne Ledbetter Engineering Public Works
Name Division Department

ACTION REQUIRED: Approval of the contract for 0ld Missouri Rd. and Zion Rd.
intersection improvements with Tomlinson Asphalt Company, in the amount of
S 484,948.75 plus a contingency of 10% ($ 48,501.25) totaling $ 533,450.
Approval of budget adjustment adding funds to the project is also requested.
COST TO CITY: |

0ld Missouri RA./

S 533,450 $ 392,649 Zion RAd. Intersection
Cost of this Regquest Category/Project Budget Category/Project Name
4470-9470-5809-00 S 66,422 Street Improvements
Account Number Funds Used To Date Program Name
97027-0010 § 326,227 Sales Tax
Project Number Remaining Balance Fund

‘UDGET REVIEW: XXXX Budgeted Item XXXX Budget Adjustment Attached
Budget Coordinator Administrative Services Director
CONTRACT/GRANT/LEASE REVIEW: GRANTING AGENCY:
Accounting Manager Date ADA Coordinator Date
City Attorney Date Internal Auditor Date
Purchasing Officer Date
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Council approve the

contract with Tomlinson Asphalt Company, for reconstruction of the 01d
Missourili Rd. and Zion Rd. intersection.

_Bos- Al
vigfon Head " Date Cross Reference

New Item: Yes

Department Director Date

Prev Ord/Res #:

.Jministrative Services Director Date

Orig Contract Date:

Mayor Date




OLD MISSOURI/ZION

EVILLE

THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKAMNSAS

DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE
To: Fayetteville City Council

Thru: Mayor Fred Hanna
Charles Venable, Public Works Director
Don Bunn, Assistant Public Works Director
Jim Beavers, City Enginee%

From: Wayne Ledbetter, Engineering
Date: February 16, 1998

RE: Old Missouri Rd. and Zion Rd. Intersection
Construction Contract with Tomlinson Asphalt

1. Existing Conditions. Old Missouri Rd and Zion Rd are two-lane asphalt surface streets with
open ditches and shoulders. Zion lays east and west while Old Missourt lays northeast to
southwest and both converge to create a "Y" intersection. These streets typically have
stormwater runoff conveyed by the open ditches. They are both presently classified as collectors.

2. Proposed conditions. The Old Missouri Rd. and Zion Rd. intersection will be constructed
according to the City of Fayetteville's present pavement and drainage criteria. These pavement
sections will be planned for asphalt with concrete curb and gutter. Additional improvements will
include minor drainage construction. The intent of this improvement is to create a safer
intersection and improve the level of service for vehicular traffic.

There 1s § 326,227 left in the approved Capital Improvement Plan for this project. With a
construction bid of $ 484,948.75 from Tomlinson Asphalt and a requested construction
contingency of $48,501.25 (total being $ 533,450), the budget would need adjustment to fund
the proposed construction costs. The budget is deficit $ 207,233, We are requesting a budget
adjustment of $ 215,000 to provide enough monies to fund construction of the project, testing of
construction of materials, and possibly some other minor costs. Also, we are requesting that
contingency monies that may possibly be needed be utilized by Mayoral approval.

3. Staff Recommendation. The Staff recommends that the Council approve the construction
contract with Tomlinson Asphalt Company and the budget adjustment.




OLD MISSOURI/ZION
A.5.3
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OLD MISSOURV/ZION

ASd

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into on the day of

DOCUMENT 00500

CONTRACT

1999 by and between TOM LINSON ASPHALT CQ., INC. herein called the Contractor, and th,e

City of Fayetteville, Arkansas, hereinafter called the Owner:

WITNESSETH:

That the Contractor, for the consideration hereinafter fully set out, hereby agrees with the Owner as
follows:

1.

NI

That the Contractor shall furnish al] the materials, and perform all of the work in manner and

tform as provided by the following enumerated Drawings, Specifications, and Documents, which

are attached hereto and made a part hereof, as if fully contained herein and are entitled
Zion and Old Missouri Road Intersection Improvements, dated Januarv, 1999,

Advertisement for Bids Payment Bond
Instructions to Bidders General Conditions
Bid and acceptance thereof Supplemental Conditions

Performance Bond Specifications

Drawings (Sheet 1 thru 17, see Index
on Cover Sheet)

That the Owner hereby agrees to pay to the Contractor for the faithful performance of this
Agreement, subject to additions and deductions as provided in the Specifications or Bid, in
lawful money of the United States, the amount of:

Four Hundred Eighty Four Thousand Nine Hundred Forty Fight and_75/100 Dollars
($484,948.75).

The Work will be substantially completed within 180 days after the date when the Contract
Time commences to run as provided in Notice to Proceed, and completed and ready for final
payment in accordance with the General Conditions within 180 days after the date when the
Contract Time commences to run,

FY962165 Section 00500 - |




OLD MISSOURV/ZION

A.5.5
4. Liquidated Damages: Owner and Contractor recognize that time is of the essence of this
. Agreement and the Owner will suffer financial loss if the Work is not completed within the

times specified in above, plus any extensions thereof allowed in accordance with the General
Conditions. They also recognize the delays, expense, and difficulties involved in proving the
actual loss suffered by Owner if the Work is not completed on time. Accordingly, instead of
requiring any such proof, Owner and Contractor agree that as liquidated damages for delay
(but not as a penalty) Contractor shall pay Owner Four Hundred Fifty Dollars (3450.00) for
each day that expires after the time specified in Paragraph 3 for Substantial Completion, if
Contractor shall neglect, refuse, or fail to complete the remaining Work within the time
specified in Paragraph 3 above for final payment or any proper extension thereof granted by
Owner, Contractor shall pay Owner Four Hundred Fifty Dollars ($450.00) for each day that
expires after the time specified in Paragraph 3 for completion and readiness for final
payment.

5. On receipt of an approved payment request, the Owner will make all the required internal
review. The Owner will make every effort to pay the Contractor within 30 days, but the
owner can not guarantee this 30 day period can be met each time. The Owner shall make
partial payments to the Contractor on the basis of a duly certified and approved estimate of
work performed during the preceding calendar month by the Contractor, LESS the retainage
provided in the General Conditions, which is to be withheld by the Owner until all work
within a particular part has been performed strictly in accordance with this Agreement and
until such work has been accepted by the Owner.

. 6. That upon submission by the Contractor of evidence satisfactory to the Owner that all
payrolls, material bills, and other costs incurred by the Contractor in connection with the
construction of the work have been paid in full, final payment on account of this Agreement
shall be made within 60 days after the completion by the Contractor of all work covered by
this Agreement and the acceptance of such work by the Owner. |

7. Itis further mutually agreed between the parties hereto that if, at any time after the execution
of this Agreement and the Surety Bond hereto attached for its faithful performance and
payment, the Owner shall deem the Surety or Sureties upon such bond to be unsatisfactory or
if, for any reason such bond ceases to be adequate to cover the performance of the work, the
Contractor shall, at his expense, within 5 days after the receipt of notice from the Owner,
furnish an additional bond or bonds in such form and amount and with such Surety or
Sureties as shall be satisfactory to the Owner. In such event, no further payment to the
Contractor shall be deemed to be due under this Agreement until such new or additional
security for the faithful performance of the work shall be furnished in manner and form
satistactory to the Qwner.

FY962165 Section 00300 - 2




OLD MISSOURI/ZION
A.5.6

8. No additional work or extras shall be done unless the same shall be duly authorized by
appropriate action by the Owner in writing.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the day and date
first above written, in three (3) counterparts, each of which shall, without proof or accounting for
the other counterpart be deemed an original Contract.

SEAL: QML!I\_JSQ[\_J ASPHALT, INC.

WITNESSES:
By & CQA\QQA

QMVQJ\

Title

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS
ATTEST: OWNER

By
Clerk Fred Hanna, Mayor

FY9G2163 Scction 00500 - 3



BIDDERS LIST

CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE

FAYETTEVILLE PROJECT 99-19
ZION AND OLD MISSOURI ROAD INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

OLD MISSOy
A.5.7

CONTRACTOR N TOTAL BASE BID
TOMLINSON ASPHALT CO, INC. $484,948.75
TOWNSHIP BUILDERS $544,296.00
WILLIAM G. SWEETSER $551,277.00
MOBLEY CONTRACTORS $571,062.49
MITCHENER EXCAVATION, INC. $589,249.00
APAC ARKANSAS, INC.

MCCLINTON-ANCHOR DIV $624,888.00

Note: Low bid is less than Engineer’s Estimate.

MCE FY962165

RI/ZION




OLD MISSOURLZiGN

A.5.8 and Old Missourl Road Intersection Improvemonts
i5 FAYETTEVILLE BID NO. 99-19
., 1999 2PM
' T Bigder § 40540779 | !idder 2
TOMULINSON ASPHALT CO TOWNSH!P BUILDERS,
ltam & | Description Qty. Unlt Unit Price Extended Unlt Price ended)
b |Act 231, 1991 Trench and Excavation Safety Sysiem 1{LS $600.00 +600.00 $4.000.00 $4.000.00
2 |Traftic Contrat & Maintenance of Traffic 1|1LS | $21,880,00 $21,880.00 $9,000.00 $5.000.00
3 |mobitization 1{ts $1,600.00 $1,600.00 3$9.436.00 $9.416 00
4 [Clearing & Grubbing 1jLS $9,300.00 $9,300.00 $6,000.00 $6.000.00
5 |Remove and Dlspose of Existing Drainage Plpe, Headwalls, Curb & Guller and eic, 1|LS $3,000.00 $1,000.00 $7.000.00 $7.000.00
6 Asphalt or Concretes Pavement Removal 156048Y $1.40 3218400 $6.00 $9.380.00
7 |Miling of Asphalt Pavement 460[SY $6.60 $3,036.00 $6.00 $2,760.00
8 Unclassified Excavation {Plan Guantily) 400|CY $4.25 31445000 $5.00 517.000.00
9 |Sito Embankment from Unclassifled Excavation (Plan Quantity) 950|CY $4.00 $3,800.00 37.00 $6.650.00
12 [select Borrow Embankment {Plan Quantily) 2384 |CY 39.20 $22171.20 $12.00 $30.592.00
1} [Type | Cancrete Dilch 85|LF 312200 $7.930.00 $234 .00 31521000
12 |Undercut and Backfill with Select Fill 200|CY . 312,60 $2,520.00 $16.00 33,200.00
13 |Rock Excavation 150|CY $75.00 $11,250.00 328.00 $4,200.00
! 14 |2" Typa Il Asphalt Surface Course with Tack Caat 550[TN $38.15 $20,982.50 $39.00 $21,450.00
I 15 [ TY[e il Asphall Binder Course with Prime Coat 590| TN $35.75 $21,092.50 $40.00 323.600.00
16 |Type | Aspnall Binder {Leveling Course) with Tack Coat GS0|TN $36.20 $23.530.00 $38.00 $24,.700.00
17 |Class 7 Aggregate Base Course - 960 | TN $14.20 $13,728.00 317.00 $16,320.00
18 (Concrete Curb and gutter 13201LF $8.85 $11.682.00 $11.00 3$14,520.00
19 [Concrele Oriveway (6" ihick w/6” Class 7 Base) 2901 8Y $30.25 $8,772.50 $21.00 $8,8990.00
20 |4" Concrete Sldewalk w/Handicap Ramps 615|SY $22.10 $13,591.50 $26.00 3$15,990.00
21 118" RCP, Class IlI 408{LF $34 55 $14,096 40 4500 $18,360.00
22 | 24" RCP, Class il 45|LF 553.00 $2.38500 $56.00 32,520.C0
23 |34 x 53 RCPHE Class 1 985(|LF S106.75 $105,255.50 $100.00 $98 500.00
24 {18 Flared End Section w/Curtain Wall B|EA $1.000.00 $6.000.00 $700.00 34.200.00
25 [Wingwall 51a 10+22 LT 1|EA $5,800.00 35,800.00 56,200.00 36,200.0Q
26  |Wingwall $1a 9+98 RT 1|EA $8,500.00 $8,900.00 $7,800.00 $7,800.00
27 {Wingwall & Railing Sta 18+34 1|EA $3,835.00 $3,835.00 34,500.00 SE
| 28 [Instalt Gutter Drain and Caoncrete Encased PVC Piping J0CILF $86.67 $26.001.00 $120.00 53 44
l 29 |Concrete Curb Iniet or Junction Box Type | S[EA 31.600.00 $9,600.00 $2,900.C0 517,400.00
30 |4 Extended Curb Infet Threat S|EA 3400.00 $2,0C0.00 5250.00 $1,250.00
31 8’ Extended Curb Inlet Throat J|EA $700.00 $2,100.00 5550.00 $1,630.00
32 112 Extended Curb Infet Throat 11EA 51,000.00 $1,000.00 $800.00 $800.00
33 [Conc Curb Inlet or Junction Box Type || 6)EA £2,200.00 $13,200.00 3$2,500.00 $17.400.00
34 |Concrete Inlet #2, Type 1l 11EA $2,750.00 32,750.00 5$3.000.00 $3.000.00
35 |Adjust Existing Sanitary Manhote Ring and Cover 2| EA $772.50 3154500 $400.00 $800.00
36 |18" Steel Sewer Line Encasement 8S|LF 57415 $6,302.75 3145.00 51232500
J6A [10" PVC SDR-26 Sewer Line Replacement 90|LF $12.90 $1,161.00 $22.00 $1,980.00
37 |18" Deep Rip Rap with Geotexlile Fabric 65[8Y 52415 $1,569.75 $35.00 $2,275.00
38 |Topsoil Removal & Replacement 650|CY 51265 $8,222.50 $6.00 $3,900.00
39  |Imponted Topsoi 00| CY $5.65 $1,655.00 314,00 $4,200.00
40 |[Seeding, Fertilizing & Mulching 1.5|AC $510.00 $765.00 $1.500.00 $2,250.00
41 {Sclid Sodding 40|SY $12.20 $488.00 3400 3160.00
42 [Remove, Mainlain, and Relacate Tralfic and Street Signaga. 1{LS $100.00 $100.00 $2,000.00 $2.000.00
41 |Pavemant Slriping {4"wide){\White or Yellow} 4970|LF $0.68 $3,379.60 31.00 4 970.00
44 |Pavement Striping - Stopbars {12" wida) 40(LF $6.30 3$252.00 $4.00 $160.00
[ 45 [Pavemenlt Striping Words of Arrows 4|EA $3135.00 $1,260.00 $300.00 $1,200.00
46 |Remove, Maintain and Relocale Mailboxes Include New 4x4 \Wood Support Post AIEA $50.00 $150.00 350.00 S180.00
47 |Planl 2" - 4" Treea 2|EA $380.00 $760.00 3$350.00 $700.00
48 {New 3 Rail Wood Fence 120|LF $8.40 $1.008.00 $20.00 $2,400.00
49 14 Slrand Darbed Wire Fence wiMetal Post 42 |LF 36.30 $254.60 $4.00 5168.00
20 | Temporary 4 Strand Barbed Wire Fence wi/Metal Post SGILF $5.50 327500 $4.00 $200.00
3t |8 C900 PVC Waler Lina 535|LF 316,50 $8.827.50 $19.00 3$10,165.00
92 |6” C900 PVC Waler Line 45|LF 343,25 $1,9485.25 316.00 $720.00
23 |12" x 8" Tapping Sleeve & Valve 1|EA $1,280.00 $1,23000 $2,200.00 $2,200.00
54 |6 x 6” Tapping Sleave & Valve 1{EA $1,090.00 $1,090.00 $1,600.00 $1,600.00
§5 |Quclile tron Fitlings 1500|L8 $3.70 $5.550.00 $3.00 $4,500.00
56 |Water Line Aggregate Backlill A0{TN $19.05 3762.00 $12.00 $480.00
57 |16° Steel Water Ling Encasement 56[LF $76.20 $4.267.20 $110.00 sa‘:
58 |5 1/2°, 3 Way Fire Hydrant Assembly 1{EA $2.315.00 3231500 $1.800.00 31,
39 | Water Meter Setfting, Corp Stop and Saddie 4|Ea $437.75 $1,751.00 $350.00 $1,400.00
760 | 34" Copper Service Line 150|LF 38.75 $1,212.50 $4.00 $600.00
51 [Oaled Straw Filter Barrier /1 200|LF $5.00 $1,000.00 $3.00 $600,0a
62 |Baled Slraw Filter Barrier 43 15iEA $75.00 $1.125.00 $10.00 $150.00
63 |Fuller Fubric arrter 1030 |LF 3270 $2,781.00 $1.50 31.545.00
L 64 [Rip Rap Filter Barrier 70| TN $25.00 $1,750.00 $35.00 $2.450.00
TOTAL BASE BID (lItoms 1 - 64) S484. 9483 75 $544 29500




BID TABULATION OLD MISSOURI/ZION
FAYETTEVILLE Zion and Qld Missourl Road Intersection Improvements
MCE Projoct FY962165 FAYETTEVILLE BID NO. 99-19 AS.9
Bid Date February 11, 1999 2PM
[ ader 3 27470099 Bidder 5 T 7111059
WILLIAM G, SWEETSER MITCHENER EXCAVATION, INC.
. item #]Doscriptlon Qty. Unit Unlt Price Extended Unit Price Extendea
b lac 291, 199) Trench and Excavation Safety System 1[LS 3$500.00 $500.00 $500.00 $500.00
2 |Traffic Controt & Maintenancs of Traffic 1[LS 514,700.00 $14,700.00 $30.000.00 $30.000.00
3 |Movillzation 1Ls $1,000.00 $1.000.00 $15,000,00 $15.000.00
4 |Claaring & Grubhing 1[LS $16,650.00 $16,650.00 $9,000.00 $9.000.00
5 |Remove and Dispose of Exisling Drainage Pipe, Headwalls, Curb & Guiter and etc, 1]LS $1,500.00 $1.,500.00 39,000.00 $9,000.00
6 | Asphalt or Conerets Pavement Removal ) 1560|SY $5.00 $7.800.00 $7.00 $10,920.00
T |Milting of Asphalt Pavement 460(sY $6.10 $2,806.00 $12.00 $5.520.00
8 lUnclassined Excavation (Plan Quantity) J400,CY $5.75 $19.550.00 $10.00 334,000.00
9 |site Embankment from Unclassified Excavation {Plan Quantity} 950|CY 39.75 $9,262.50 $3.00 $2.850.00
10 Igalect Borrow Embankment {Plan Quantily) 2384 [CY 31275 330.396.00 31000 $21.840C0
11 | Type | Concrela Ditch 65|LF $180.00 311,700.00 $175.00 311.375.00
12 |Undercul and Backfill with Selsct Fill 200|CY 316,75 31.,350.00 $15.00 $3,000.00
13 |Rock Excavaltion i50[CY $25.00 $3,750.00 $25,00 3375000
14 |2” Type Nl Asphalt Surface Course with Tack Coat S50{TN 342.00 $23,100.00 $39.00 321.430.00
15 |[TY[a Ul Asphalt Binder Course with Prime Caoat 590| TN $41.00 324,1590.00 $40.0Q $23,600.00
16 |Type Il Asphalt Binder (Leveling Course) with Tack Coat 650 TN $41.00 $26,650.00 328.00 $24,.700.CO
17 |Class 7 Aggregate Base Course - 980\ TN $13.50 $12.560.00 318,00 $17,280.C0
18 [Concrete Curb and gutier 1320(LF $8.50 $11,220.00 $10.00 $13,200.00
13 |Concrete Drivaway (6" thick w/6” Class 7 Basa) 290|5Y $28.00 $8,120.00 $34.00 $9.860.00
20 147 Concreta Sidewalk witandicap Ramps 615|SY $24.00 $14,760.00 328,00 $17.220.C0
21 18" RCP, Class li 4081LF $32.00 313.056.C0 $26.00 310,604.00
22 24" RCP, Clasa i 45[LF $32.00 $2.340.00 $44.00 $1,580.00
23 [34 x 53 RCPHE Class 986 |LF $114.00 3112.404.00 $94.00 592 634 .00
24 | 187 Flared End Section w/Curtain Wall 6|EA $550.00 $3,200.00 3700.00 $4.200.00
25 IWingwall 5ta 10+22 LT 1| EA $7.800.00 $7,800.00 $6,600.00 $6,6C0.00
26 [Wingwall Sta 9+98 RT 1|EA $10,800.00 $10,800.00 $3,400.00 $35.400.00
27  [Wingwall & Railing Sta 18+24 1|EA 35.800.00 33,800.00 $5,400.00 $5,4C0.00
. 28 jInstall Gutter Drain and Concrete Encased PVC Piping J00JLF $138.50 541.550.00 3150.00 345.C00.00
29 |Concrete Curb Intet or Junction Box Type | 6{EA $2,500.00 $15,000.00 §2,600.00 $15,600,00
30 |4 Extended Curb Inlet Throat S|EA $300.00 $2,500.00 $1.000.00 $35,000.00
J1 |8 Extended Curb inlet Throal J|EA 500,00 $2,700.0Q 32,000.00 $5,000.00
32 |12 Extended Curb Inlet Throat 1|EA $1,300.00 $1,200.00 33,000,00 $3.000.00
33 {Conc Curb Inlet ar Junction Box Type || 6| EA $2,600.00 $15,600.00 $3,500.00 $21,000.00
34 |Concrete Inlet #2, Type 1l 1|EA $3,000.00 $3.000.00 $5,000.00 $5.600.00
35 |Adjust Existing Sanitary Manhole Ring and Cover 21EA $850.00 $1,700.00 $200.00 $400.00
36 |18" Steel S~awer Line Encasement B5|LF $75.00 36,375.00 378.0¢ $6,630.00
36A [10° PVC SDR-26 Sewer Line Replacement SO[LF $12.75 $1,147.50 $12.50 $1,125.00
37 1187 Deep Rip Rap with Geotextile Fabric 65|S8Y $35.00 52,275.00 $29.00 $1,885.00
38 |Topsoil Removal & Replacement BSQ|CY $6.50 34,225.00 310.00 26,500.00
39 |Imported Topsoil J00|CY 512,50 $3,750.00 $10.00 $3,000.00
40 [Seeding, Fenlilizing & Mu!ching 1.5|AC $2,800.00 54,200.00 $2.500.00 $3,750.00
41 |Solid Sodding 40[SY $6.00 $240.00 38.00 $320.00
42 |Remove, Maintain, and Relaocate Traffic and Streel Signage. 1|LS $300.00 3300.00 $5,000,00 $5,C00.00
| 43 [Pavement Striping (4"wide}{While or Yellow) 4970|LF 30.70 $3.479.00 $1.00 $4.970.00
44 |Pavement Striping - Stopbars {12" wide} 40{LF $7.00 $280.00 $50.00 3$2.C00.00
43 |Pavement Striping Wards or Armows 41EA $325.00 3$1,300.00 $250.00 $1.C00.00
46 |Remaove, Maintain and Retocate Mailboxes include New 4x4 Wood Suppon Past J|EA $150.00 $450.00 3100.00 $300.00
47 IPlanl 2" - 4" Tree Z2|EA 3$200.00 3400.00 $300.00 30CQ 00
48 |New ) Rail Woad Fence 120|LF $8.50 $1.020.00 $10.00 $1.200 00
49 14 Sirand Barped Wire Fence wiMelal Post 42|LF $5.50 $231.00 $3.50 $147.00
S0 |Temporary 4 Slrand Barbed Wire Fence wiMetal Post 50|LF $1.50 317500 $3.50 $175.60
321 |8° C900 PVC Waler Line S3S[LF $16.50 $8.,827.50 $17.00 $9.C95.C0
52 |6” C900 PVC Water Lina 4s[LF $43.00 $1,935.00 $45.00 $2,025 CO |
53 [12" x 8" Tapping Sleeve & Valve t|EA $1,250.00 $1,250.00 $1,400.00 $1.400.60
54 |6° x 6" Tapplng Sleeve & Vatve 1{EA $1.160.00 $1,160.00 $1,200.00 51,200.00
55 |Ductile tron Fittings 1500|LB $3.70 $5,550.00 54.00 $6.0C0.00
56 |water Line Aggregate Backfill 40| TN $18.50 $740.00 $20.00 3303.00
57 [16” Steel Water Lina Encasement 56|LF $75.00 $4,200.00 $75.00 $4,200.00
58 [3 W2 3 Way Fire Hydrant Assembly 11EA $2,250.00 $2,250.00 $2,500.00 52,500.00
. 59  |{Water Meter Selling, Corp Stop and Saddlae 4|Ea $450.00 51.800.00 $500.00 $2.000.00
GO [3/4" Copper Service Line 150|LF $8.75 $1.312.50 $10.00 $1.500.00
&1 [Duled Straw Filler Barerier 51 200]|LF $5.00 $1,000.00 35.00 31.0C0.C0
62 E‘_.:qu Straw Filter Barner 43 15[EA $80.00 $1,200.00 $10.00 $150 00
|63 |Filter Fabric Barner 1020|LF $3.00 35,150 00 $31.00 $3.050.00
| 64 [Rip Rap Filter Bamier TO|TM $32,00 52.240.00 $25.00 $1,750.C0
l TATAl TAQC NI, reqie ¢ oy My e mmme omam o oan]
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A.5.10 1 Missourl Road Intersoction Improvements ‘
YETTEVILLE BID NO. 99-19
U Al s Ouiuary s, rwwe 2PM
Hidder 4 1660899 | hader o 11841249
MOBLEY CONTRACTORS,INC . Mégﬁ% #ghﬁﬁ%?l%;tng._
tam # | Dascriptlon Qty. Unit Unlit Price Extended Unlt Price Ex d
! Act 291, 1993 Trench and Excavalion Safaty Syslem 1jLS $600.00 $600.00 $2,500.00 $2.500.00
2 [Traffic Control & Maintenance of Tralfic 1[LS $22.898.00 $22.858.00 $20.000.00 $20.000 00
3 [Mobrlization 1|Ls $10,090.70 $19,090.70 |  $15.000.00 $15.000.00
4 |Clearing & Grubbing 1|LS $4.656.00 $4.656.00 | $10,000.00 $10.000.00
5 |Remove and Cispose of Exiating Drainage Pips, Headwalls, Curt & Gulter and ele. t|LS $3.132.00 $3,122.00 $4.500.00 $4.500.00
8 | Asphalt or Concrete Pavement Removal 1560|SY $4.05 $6,318.00 $8.00 $12.480.00
7 |Mitling of Asphalt Pavement 460{SY $13.51 $6.214.60 $8.00 $3.680.00
8 Unclassifled Excavalion {Plan Quaniity) HO|CY $0.22 $27.948.00 $10.00 $34. 000,00
7 1Sila Embankmaeant from Unctassified Excavalion {Plan Quantity) 950 |CY $6.47 $8.1456 50 $7.00 $6.650 00
10 |5eicct Borrow Eimbankment (Plan Quantity) 2384)CY $13.48 $31,421.12 $9.50 $22.648.00
E 11 {Type | Concrote Dilch 85|LF $132.18 $8.501.70 $180.00 $11,700.00
12 [Undercul and Backfilt with Select Fill 20C|CY $19.58 $3,916.00 $21.00 54.200.00
13 |Rock Excavation 150|CY £61,40 $9.210.00 $62.00 59,300 CO
H 14 12" Type Il Asphalt Surface Course wilh Tack Coat 55Q| TN $38.72 $21,296 00 $45.00 $24.750.00
15 [TY[e Il Asphall Binder Course with Prma Coal 550(TN $39.96 523.576.40 $40.00 $23 600.00
18 | Typa Il Asphall 8inder {Leveting Course) with Tack Coal GS0|TN $37.93 $24.654 50 $46.00 $25,500.0Q
| 1?7 |Class 7 Aggregale Base Course 960|TN $15.57 $14,947.20 $17.50 $16,800.00
18 |Concrete Cuib and guter ) 1320]LF $5.10 $10,692.00 $8.50 $11,220.00
19 | Concrete Driveway {6 lhick w/G™ Class 7 Base) 290158Y 52400 $6,960.00 333.50 $9.715.00
20 | 4° Concrele Sidewalk w/Handicap Ramps 815{5Y $17.82 $10,959.30 $22.0C i $12.530.00
21 18 RCP, Class il 408 |LF $48.74 $19.885.92 $37.00 $15,056.00
22 |24 RCP, Class (| 45|LF 365.85 $3,143.25 $38.00 $2,520.00
23 |34 x 53 RCPHE Class I G86 |LF $103.20 $101,755.20 $116.00 3114.3756.04
24 | 18" Flared End Seclion w/Curtain Wall 6]EA $501.64 $5,889 84 $1,100.00 $6,600.00
25 yWingwall 5ta 10+22 LT 1|EA $3,542.82 $3.542.82 $11,800.00 $11.800.00
I 26 |wingwall Sta 9+98 RT 1|EA $4,655.18 $4. 655,18 $6,900.00 £6.500.C0
27  |Wingwatl & Railing Sla 18+34 1|EA 54,05956.20 54 095.20 $5,400.00 $5.400.00
28  |Inslafl Gutter Drain and Cancrete Encased PVC Piping J0Q|LF $113.07 533,921.00 $178.00 $53 4
29 [Concrele Curb Inlet or Junction Qox Type | 6|EA $2.137 67 $12.826.02 32,700.00 $16.2
i 30 | 4' Extended Curh Inlet Throal SiEA 5628.95 $3.144.73 5480.00 52,400.00
31 |8 Exlended Curh Inlet Throat JEA $1,285 54 $3.856.62 $760.00 $2.280.00
32 |12 Extended Curb Inlet Throat 1|EA 31,652.36 %1,652.36 31,130,060 31,180.00
33 |Conc Curb Inlel or Junclion Box Type il 6 |EA $1,637.14 £9.822.84 53,150.00 $18.900.00
34  |Concrele inlet #2, Type Il 1|EA $4,269.03 $4,365.02 $£4,600.00 $4,600.00
A5 {Adjust Existing Sanitary Manhole Ring and Caver 2|EA $825.00 $1.650.00 $780.00 31,560.00
36 | 18" Sleel Sewer Line Encasement BS|LF $79.20 $6,732.00 $75.00 36,375.00
J36A [10° PVC SDR-26 Sewaer Line Reptacement SO|LF $13.75 $1.,237.50 313.00 $1,170.00
37 |187 Deep Rip Rap wilh Geotexlile Fabric 6515Y $32.81 $2,132.85 $36.00 $2.340.00
|38 |Topsoit Removal & Reptacement 650{CY $13.64 $8,866.00 5$10.00 $6,500.00
39 [|Imported Topsoil 300|CY $13.83 $4,149.00 $19.00 35,700.00
40 |[Seeding, Fertilizing & Mulching 1.5|AC $2.158.80 $3.228.20 $2.300.00 33.450,00
41 |Solid Sodding 40{SY $9.55 $341.60 311,00 $440.00
42  |Remove, Maintain, and Relocate Traflic and Siree! Signage. 1[LS $18,504.00 $18,504.00 $2.000.00 $2,000.00
43 |Pavement Striping {(4"wide){White or Yellaw) 4970|LF $0.77 $3.825.90 30.70 $3.479.00
44 |Pavemeni Striping - Stopbars {12" wide) 40|LF $7.20 3$288.00 $6.25 $250.00
45 |Pavement Slhping Wards ar Arrows 4| EA 1360.00Q $1.440.00 31500 $1.260.00
48 [Remove, Mainlain and Relocate Maiiboxes Include New 4x4 Wood Supgort Posi J|EA $153.38 3$460.14 $150.00 $450.00
A7 |Planl 27 - 4" Tree 2{EA $600.00 $1,200.00 3$1.000.00 52.0C0.C0
11 |New 13 Rail Wood Fence 1204{LF $9.00 $1.080.00 3$9.00 31.080.00
H 49 |4 Slrand Barbed Wire Fenca w/Melal Posi 42[LF $2.10 $113.40 $1.50 $147.00
ﬂ 50 |Temporary 4 Strand Barbed Wire Fence w/Melal Post 50|LF $3.60 $180.00 $1.50 517500
51 {8° C9C0 PVC Waler Line S35|LF 512.60 $9.415.00 317.00 $9.095.00
52 16" C900 PVC Waler Line 45(LF $46.20 $2,079.00 $43.00 $1,935.00
g 53 |12" x B* Tapping Sleeve & Valve 1|EA $3.342.00 $1,342.00 $1,250.00 $1.250.00
54 |6 x 8~ Tapping Sleava & Valve 1|EA $1,166.00 $1,168.00 $1,100.00 $1.100.00
35 | Ouctile Iron Fillings 15004{L8 $3.96 $5.940.00 $3.75 $5,625.00
! 58 |Waler Line Aggregale Bachkfii A0 TN $20.25 $814.00 $19.00 $750.00
57 1167 Steel Water Line Encasement 58|1.F $81.40 $4,558.40 $77.00 3421200
S8 5142 3 Way Flro Hydranl Assembly 1|EA $2.47500 £2,475.00 $2,300.00 $2.200.
59 | Water Meter Setting, Corp Stop and Saddla 4(Ea $467.50 51.870.00 $440.00 $1.7
80 | 3/4° Copper Servico Ling 150(LF $10.20 $1.530.00 $9.00 $1.25
g1 |Baled Straow Fuler Barner 83 200 |LF $3.39 $678.00 3$3.00 5600.00
42 |Baled Straw Filler Barmier #2 15|EA $84.25 $0613.75 $90.00 $1.350.00
| 83 |Filer Fabric Qarrier 1030|LF $4.0) $4.768.90 $5.00 $5.150.0Q
G4 | fup Rap Filter Barmer 10| TN $31.30 $2,191.00 33000 $2.100 00
; TOTAL BASE BID (ltermns 1 - 64) $571,062.49 $624,888.00
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A.S.11

NOTICE OF SELECTION
TO: TOMLINSON ASPHALT CO., INC.

1411 W. Van Asche
Fayetteville, AR 72704

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Zion and Old Missouri Road Intersection Improvements 99-19

The OWNER has considered the BID submitted by you for the above described WORK in
response to its Advertisement for Bids dated February 11, 1999 and Instructions to Bidders.

You are hereby notified that your BID of _$484,948.75 has been selected for consideration
by the Fayetteville City Council.

You are required by the Instructions to Bidders to execute the Contract and furnish the
required CONTRACTOR’S Performance BOND, Payment BOND, and certificates of Insurance
within fifteen (15) calendar days from the date of this Notice to you. Furnish six original copies of
each document leaving the Contract and Bonds undated.

If you fail to execute said Contract and to furnish said BONDS and certificates within fifteen
(15) days from the date of this Notice, said OWNER will be entitled to consider all this rights arising
of your BID BOND. The OWNER will be entitled to such other rights as may be granted by law.

You are required to return an acknowledged copy of this NOTICE OF SELECTION to the
OWNER.

iH
Dated this_/ & day of ~=b__, 1999.

McCLELLAND CONSULTING ENGéiERS, INC.
By D" :

" Amold Rankins, P.E.

Title Mﬁﬁ/ 7/%
. Project Manade

ACCEPTANCE OF NOTICE

Receipt of the above NOTICE OF SELECTION is hereby acknowledged

this the _ day of , 199

Thtle

FY962165




CH2M HILL

A.6.1
) AGENDA REQUEST FORM
XX__ AGENDA REQUEST, City Council meeting of 2 March 1999
.FROM: Don_ Bunn Public Works Admin Public Works
Name Division Department
ACTION REQUIRED: Approval of Contract Amendment No 2, NPDES Permitting

Assistance, with CH2M Hill in the amount of $94,370.00

COST TO CITY:

S 94,370.00 S 1,000,000.00 Wastewater Plant Eng.
Cost-This Request Category/Project Budget Category/Project Name
5400-5700-5314-00 S -0 -
Account Number Funds Used To Date Program Name

98047 $ 1,000,000.00 Water and Sewer
Project Number funds Remaining Fund Category
BUDGET/CONTRACT REVIEW: XX Budgeted Item Budget Adj. Attached

1 g;;l:::>
\Eﬁggfgfég;ordinator Date Administrative Services Director Date
"" 21294
. Fi

Date ADA Coordinator Date
A /AR 4 _ ,Z;ffji?\/
Date Internal Auditor 5](0 Date
Purchasing Officer Date
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The staff recommends approval of Contract

Amendment No. 2 with CH2M Hill in the amount of
$94,370.00 for NPDES Permit Assistance.

2/12/99
Date : Cross Reference
Z‘/G ~-99 New Item: Yes No
RDate

[GFQSEE' Prav Ord/Res i ;
Seryicas Director Datce

. &
/Wé/ %6/%/ Orig Contract Date:_Nov 1996

Ma{ér Date
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A.6.2

[EVILLE

THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS

DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

February 8, 1999

To: Iayctteville City Council

From: Don Bunn, Ass’t Public Works Dircctor
Thru: Charles Venable, Public Works Director
IFred Hanna, Mayor

Subject: Engincering Contract Amendment
Permitting Assistance

CH2M Hill

Attached for your review and approval is Contract Amendment No. 2 to the Sewer
Study Contract (dated October 1995). The purpose of the Amendment is to provide the
necessary engineering services to prepare an NPDES Permit application for submittal to
the Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ). Two permit applications
will be submitted, one for the revision to the existing permit for the Noland Wastewater
Iacility and the other for the proposed new wastewater treatment plant in the Illinois
River basin. In addition, this Amendment will provide support to Fayetteville in the area
of public information relative to the permitting process.

The speaific services and their costs are described in Attachment A, Scope of Services
dated February 1999. A brief description of each of the tasks involved and the cost of
each 1s given below.

Task 1.1 - Permitting Approach and Application: This task involves meeting with
ADLQ to obtain concurrence with them as to the approach to take in developing and
submitting applications for new permits, to confirm the two basic discharge scenarios, and
lo discuss the specific requirements for inclusion of process codes and analytical data in

the permit._Cost - § 6,979.00




CH2M HILL
A.6.3

Task 1.2 - Prepare the NPDES Permit Application: This task involves the

preparation and submittal of the NPDES Permit Applications and meetings with the
ADEQ. Cost - §8,058.00.

Task 1.3 - Public Information Support: This task involves preparing for and
participating in two public hearings, onc on the permit applications and another on the
reviston to the 208 Water Quality Management Plan. Also included are various meetings
with the City staff and City Council and other interest groups. Cost - $23,391.00

Task 1.4 - Determination of the Noland Capacity: The design capacity of the
Noland Plant is 11.4 million gallons per day (mgd) based on an average day over a one
ycar pertod. We have suggested that we feel comfortable with assuming a design flow of
12.4 mgd since we have successfully treated those flows and the present permit is based
on that limit. This task will focus on determining if a design flow of greater than 12.4 mgd
can be justified as a basis for permitting in the short term. Cost - $10.022.00

Task 2 - NPDES Projection Modeling: This task involves the work connected with
making modeling runs for the various discharge alternatives to provide a basis for
technical discharge limitations to be included in our permit application. It includes
development of alternative discharge conditions, determining (with ADEQ) the exact
model runs required for each discharge scenario, conducting the model runs, and

providing the City and ADEQ with a Projection Modeling Report. Cost - $25.277.00

A summary of the costs 1s:

Task 1.1 $ 6,979.00
Task 1.2 8,058.00
Task 1.3 23,391.00
Task 1.4 10,022.00
Task 2 25,277.00
Direct Expenses 9,584.00

Subtotal $83,311.00

I'ixed Fee 11,059.00

Total Contract Amt. $ 94,370.00

The approval of this contract will allow us to go forward with our project at this time. It
should be noted that while the submittal of the permit applications does not specifically

assume constructing a plant on the property on which we have options, it does assume a
west stde plant discharging into the Goose Creek/Illinois River basins.

[t1s the rccommendation of the Staff that the Council approve Contract Amendment
No. 2 for Permitting Assistance in the amount of $94,370.00.
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Contract Amendment No. 2
NPDES Permitting Assistance .
February 1999

The City of Fayetteville, as OWNER, and CH2M HILL, INC., as ENGINEER, have entered
into an AGREEMENT dated October 1995, to furnish engineering services in connection
with the preparation of a Wastewater Facilities Plan.

WHEREAS, under Article 1 of the AGREEMENT the OWNER is allowed to amend
engineering services, this Amendment modifies the work scope to reflect,

Now, THEREFORE, the partics do mutually agree that the following provisions shall be
added and to modify the original AGREEMENT:

Purpose
The purpose of this Amendment is to authorize additional services to:

* Provide necessary engineering services to prepare an NPDES application for submittal
to the Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ). Two permits will be
submitted one for revision to the existing Noland permit and the other for the proposed
new wastewater treatment plant in the Illinois River basin.

* Additionally, this ammendment will provide support to Fayetteville in the area of
providing public information relative to the permitting process.

Scope of Services .

These additional services are described in detail in Attachument A, Scope of Work, dated
February 1999,

Compensation

The work covered in this Amendment No. 2 will be provided for a not-to-exceed budget of
Ninety-four Thousand Three Hundred seventy Dollars ($94,370). Actual reimbursement to the
ENGINEER will be according to the original AGREEMENT with a Cost Budget of Eighty-
three Thousand Three Hundred eleven Dollars ($83,311) and a Fixed Dollar Profit of Eleven
Thousand Fifty-nine Dollars ($11,059). A summary breakdown of the estimated costs is shown
in Attachment B.

Effective Date and Authorization to Proceed

Receipt of this signed Amendment No. 2 will serve as authorization from the OWNER for
the ENGINEER to proceed.

TUU/138047/CA_1.00C | |
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A.6.5
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties execute below:

¢ CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, a public trust
By
Date
CH2M HILL, INC,, Engir;::y
urry L%mu{ , P.E. /
Date ?/;/97
4 rd
STATE OF _Oklahoma )
. )ss.
. COUNTY OF Tulsa )

Murry L. Fleming, of lawful age, being first duly sworn, on oath says that (s)he is the agent
authorized by the Engineer to submit the above contract to the City of Fayetteville.

7 P

Subscribed and swormn to before me this

Notary Public

day of February, 1999.

My Commission Expires: 7”@ 57

TUL/138047/CA_1.00C 2
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Attachment A

Scope of Work

Fayetteville NPDES Permitting Assistance
February 8, 1999

The following scope of work describes tasks needed to make application for both a revised
NPDES permit for Fayctteville’s Noland WWTP and to prepare and submit an NPDES
application for the new WWTP within the Illinois River basin, Preparation of this
application includes conducting projection modeling in both the White River and
Goose/Illinois River basins. The previously developed and approved stream models will be
uscd as the basis for development of the required NPDES projection runs.,

This NPDES permitting process is only one area that will require a permit. Arkansas
requires a separate construction permit with submittal of plans and specifications prior to
beginning construction. This includes review and approval of the plans and specifications by
the Arkansas Department of Health (ADH). Time requirements for this and other permits will
nced to be developed by Fayetteville and incorporated into the project’s overall schedule.

Task 1 - Permitting Approach & Application

Task 1.1 - DeveIOp Permitting Approach In order to determine the optimum
permitting approach for the new WWTP, CH2M HILL proposes to meet with
representatives of the Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) Water
Division as the initial step in the process. Given the contentious nature of the permitting
proceedings, it is important to have concurrence from ADEQ prior to submitting a
document for public review. The meeling is anticipated to include Chuck Bennett, Water
Division Chief, and members of his staff to discuss and reach agreement on the following
itemns:

* Determine the status of the new plant in reference to NEPA requirements.
Specifically, is the plant a new source or a new discharge? If the plant is a new
discharge, as we suspect, an Environmental Assessment (and potentially an
Environmental Impact Statement) will not be required.

¢ At this stage in the planning a decision on solids management has not been made.
For example will the solids all be handled in one facility, will private lands be
used for land application, etc. Since ADEQ does not have 503 authorization, some
detatls bear discussion. The target approach will be to obtain an NPDES permit
with a specific condition that requires the submittal of a solids management plan
prior to beginning operation. This will enable Fayetieville to continue to assess
brosolids management options while the permitting process proceeds. A separaie
203 permit or NPDES permit amendment may be required in 3-5 years.
Notification to adjacent landowners is also required if land application of sludge
is partof the City's plan.

FAY_NPOES_S0W.00C !
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¢ Currently, two diffcrent discharge scenarios are anticipated which include average
day flow or 9.7 mgd to the White River and 11.8 mgd to the lilinois River basin,
. The two basic discharge scenarios to be evaluated arc as {ollows:

1. Onc on the White River and the other just down stream of the
Owl/Goose confluence. This model run will also be used to evaluate a
combined discharge in the llinois at Owl/Goose and 2 reduced discharge
into Mud Creck. No projection modeling is anticipated for the Mud Creck
discharge since it would involve a reduction of the existing discharge.

2. One to the White River and the other at the confluence of the Lower
Itlinois and Goose Creck.

* Identify requirements for the final Water Quality Model submittal and the 208
Plan update.

* Discuss the specific requirements for inclusion of process codes and analytical
data in the permit. Develop basic treatment process requirements and flow
schematic to meet the proposed permit limits.

As a part of accomplishing the above tasks a meeting will be held with ADH to advise them
and provide information relative to Fayetteville’s wastewater plans and NPDES permitting
approach. A Technical Memorandum will be prepared summarizing the discussions with
ADEQ and the recommended permutting approach.

Task 1.2 -Prepare NPDES Application CH2M HILL will prepare the final permit

. application for execution by the City and submittal to the ADEQ. It is assumed that 10 copies
will be prepared.

Task 1.3 - Public Information Support

This scope includes providing assistance in preparing for and participating in the two public
hearings that are anticipated as a part of the NPDES approval process. A public hearing will
likely be required as a part of the 208 Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP)
modification as well as one for the issuance of the NPDES permit itself. This effort is
envisioned to include attendance by two individuals and the associated presentation
preparation and follow-up response that would be anticipated. '

It is anticipated that an increase in the permitted discharge flow will be opposed by the
Beaver Water District as well as various interests in Oklahoma. Included in this task is a
meceting with BWD, ADEQ and Oklahoma representatives prior to submittal of a permit
application. By doing this, the goal is to keep all interested partics fully informed of the
logic and purpose of the permitting approach.

An cffort has also been included in providing support and bricfings with Fayetteville staff
and council and other possible interest groups. Actual use of the budgeted effort will be as
directed in advance by the City of Fayelteville. If further stpport beyond this budgeted

amount becomes necessary or desired by the City it may be authorized as an additional
service.

FAY_NPDES_SOW.00C 2
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Task 1.4 - Determine Noland WWTP Capacity

Currently, the Noland WWTP’s NPDES permit is based on as discharge flow of 12.4 mgd.
This was based on the previous stream modeling that supported a discharge of 6.2 mgd to
the White River and the rematning 6.2 mgd to Mud Creck in the Illinois River basin, The
modeling and projection runs identified in Task 2 of this scope of work will address the
White River’s capability to handle an increase from 6.2 mgd to 9.7. mgd. This along with the
6.2 mgd to Mud Creck suggests that the plant must be able to treat a maximum month flow
of 15.9 mgd. '

Currently, the Noland’s NPDES permit corresponds to its 12.4 mgd average day treatment
capacity. ADEQ will require that the plant’s capacity be justified and documented since the
15.9 mgd exceeds the treatment capacity recognized by ADEQ. Utilizing existing data from
the WWTP, CH2M HILL will assess the unit process capacities of the plant. This assessment
is aimed at documenting the operating capacity of the facility in order to support an
increased flow as a basis for permutting. It is anticipated that a technical memorandum will
be prepared and submitted to ADEQ for the purpose of documenting treatment plant

capacity.

In order to document the plant’s treatment capability and its ability to meet permit limits at
an increased flow of 15.9, it is anticipated that additional operational steps will become
necessary including the use of additional chemicals. Subjecting the plant to this level of flow
and loading is a short term approach to provide time for additional treatment capacity to be
brought on line at the proposed new WWTP in the Ilinois River basin. Fayetteville will not
require long term treatment of 15.9 mgd at the Noland WWTP in the White River Basin, The
purpose of this task is to gain an increased White River discharge from 6.2 to 9.7 +/-mgd for
a total plant flow of 15.7 +/-mgd. This level of discharge is supported by the water quality
modeling (discussed in Task 2) and will be necessary for the 2020 design year flow at both
plants, i.e. 11.8+/- mgd at Illinois and 9.7+/- mgd at White River. Stress testing the process
units in the Noland WWTP is not budgeted in this task but may become necessary to
support the permit modification.

Task 2 - NPDES Projection Modeling

It is assumed that there will be no substantive modification needed to the

calibrated /verified models for these basins based upon EPA review and approval that has
been received to-date. It is also assumed that any future discharges to Mud Creek will result
in equal or lower loadings of BOD and ammonia than are currently permitted, meaning that
modeling will not be needed.

Task 2.1 - DEVEIOD Hydraulic Conditions - Equations will be developed that relate
strecam flow to velocity, depth and width for each reach of the White River and
Goose/Illinois models. Because actual data were available for calibration and verification
runs, these relationships were not necessary for that phase of model development. Similarly,
the preliminary projection runs were made at river/stream conditions that closely matched
calibration data collected cither during this study or previous modeling investigations,
Because final projection runs will be made for a wider range of flow conditions, the
hydraulic equations will be required as a part of that process. These are simple equations

FAY_NPDES_SOW.DOC 3
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and will be developed from existing data collected for this and other modcling efforts for
these streams.

. Task 2.2 - Develop List of Project Runs - Together with the City, CH2M HILL will
develop a list of altermative discharge conditions in the White River and Goose/Illinois
Basins. These will include various design flow and effluent quality combinations. Given the
number of different temperature/scasonal conditions that must be investigated for each
projection scenario, this task is essential so that optimum discharge scenarios can be
identified with a reasonable number of model runs.

Task 2.3 - Define Model Runs Needed for Each Scenario - Cram HILL will confer
with ADEQ to define the model runs that are needed for cach discharge scenario. This is

nceded because of the complexity of Arkansas regulations concerning seasons of the year,
temperatures, and dissolved oxygen requirements ' Hyeak

Task 2.4 - Conduct Model Runs - Using the calibrated /verified MULTI-SIMP models,
and the additional information developed, in Tasks 2.1-2.3, CH2M HILL will run the
projection scenarios. Model output/input will be saved for each run as text files and model
files. Plots of dissolved oxygen, BOD, and ammonia will also be printed and saved.

Task 2.5 ~ Projection Modeling Report - CH2M HILL will prepare a draft report
detailing the results of the projection runs. The report will be submitted to the City for
review and comment, and revised as appropriate prior to submittal to ADEQ and EPA. The
report will provide support of 208 Plan WQMP revision and the NPDES permitting process.

Additional Services

Due to the nature of the project needs, other work items may be required in the future but
their scope cannot be determined at this Hme, Therefore, the City may choose to amend this
contract for additional assistance on such items as plant stress testing, additional public
information assistance, updating of the wastewater Facilities Plan, regulatory assistance, etc.
Any additional service will be specifically identified and scoped at the request of the City of
Fayetteville.

FAY_NPDES_SOW.0OC
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Altachment B
Fayettevile, Arkansas
NPDES Permit Application & Projection Modeling
Labor-hour Breakdown
8-Feb-99
Total
Classification of Emgloyes P.M, 5. Project  Project Staff Senlor  Daalgn Labor
Sr. Consultan Engineer Englneer Engineer Reviewor Technlclan Clarical Total Coata (1)
({Labor &
Salary Costs $70 $58 $40 $31 $O4 $32 $20 GaA)
Task 1.1 » Permitting Approach
Assess NEPA / EA requirements i | 8 2 12 $1,265
Solids Management / 503 permil - N.A. 0 0 $0
Conilrm Etfluont Discharge Scenarlo 2 2 2 1 7 3774
WQ Model / 208 requirements 2 2 4 8 16 $1,250
Basis Trealment Process Requirementa 4 i 12 8 J 20 $2.414
Summary Memorandum 2 1 4 4 1 2 14 $1,276
Task 1.1 Subtotal 1 7 18 0 24 5 12 75 $£6,879
Task 1,2 - NPDES Applications
Prepare & Submit a 4 40 0 12 8 12 84 $6.800
Moot / presant 1o ADEQ 8 | 10 $1,257
0 50
Task 1.2 Sublotal 14 4 .~ - 40 Q 16 8 12 94 $8.058
Task 1.3 - Public Information Support
Prepare & Attend Publlc Hearlngs (2) 32 32 16 16 96 $9,523
Special Inlerest Meetings (BWD, ADEQ & Oklahom 24 16 40 $5,029
General Status Reprorting & requested briefings 40 24 8 8 80 $8.839
0 50
Task 1.3 Subtotal 96 0 0 0 72 24 24 216 $23,391
Task1.4 -Determine Noland WWTP Capacity
Review available plant data for capacity determinatic 6 40 40 3 16 4 109 57,522
Prepara revised NPDES Application 4 . 11 18 33 $2,500
0 50
Task 1.4 Subiotal 10 0 40 40 14 16 22 142 S10,022 .
Task 2 - Projection Modeling
2.1 - Develop Hydraulic Condilions 3 4 24 3 34 $2,719
2.2 - Define List of Model Runs 19 6 2 8 8 43 $4,520
2.3 - Develop List of Projection Runs 3 8 2 B 19 $1,626
Task 2.4 - Conduct Model Auns 7 8 80 12 3 110 $8,530
2.5 - Prepare Projection Modeling Aeport i1 8 40 B 16 19 102 $7.883
Task 2 Subtotal 43 34 148 12 16 16 39 308 $25,277
LABOR SUBTOTAL 174 45 244 52 142 89 109 835 $713,727
DIRECT PROJECT EXPENSES 59,584
LABOR/EXPENSE SUBTOTAL 583,311
PROFIT 511,059

TOTAL CONTRACT AMOUNT

$94,370
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STAFF REVIEW FORM

X Agenda Request

Contract Review

Grant Raview
For the Fayetteville City Council meeting of March 2, 1999.
FROM:
Alett Little Planning Public Works
Name Division Department

ACTION REQUESTED: To approve utility easement vacation 98-12 as requested by
Unitarian Universalist Fellowship for property located at 901 West Cleveland,
Leverett’s Third Addition, Block 3 and a portion of lot 5, 6, 7, and 8. The

portion to be vacated is a 15 feet wide alley located socuth of Lot 5 and 6 and
north of Lots 7 and 8.

COST TO CITY:

%gst of this request Category}éroject Budget Category/Project Name
Account Number Funds used to date Program Name

Project Number Remaining balance Fund

BUDGET REVIEW: Budgeted Item Budget Adjustment Attached
Budget Coordinator Administrative Services Director

CONTRACT/GRAN ASE REVIEW: GRANTING AGENCY:

;ccountl iaf?er D%}f,{?ﬁ’ ADA Coordinator Date
Cﬂky At%orney Date Internal Auditor Date
Purchasing Officer Date

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommended approval of the easement vacation and the

Planning Commission approved the request on Consent Agenda with a unanimous vote
of 6-0-0.

o
L CQ . )}Q? Cross Reference

sion He Date

2o G2 71159

rijment Director Date New Item: Yes No

Prev Ord/Res#:

Orig Contract Date:
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PC Meeting of 08 Feb 99

FAYETTEVILLE

THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS Alley vacation
113 W. Mountain St. Unitarian Universalist Fellowship

Fayetteville, AR 72701

TO: Fayetteville Planning Commission Members
THRU: Alett S. Little, City Planner asL

FROM: Ron Petrie, Staff Engineer

DATE: 2 February 99

Project: VA 98.00-12.00: Alley vacation as requested by the Unitarian Universalist
Fellowship for property located at 901 West Cleveland Street, Leverett’s Third Addition, Block
Three, a portion of Lots five, six, seven, and eight. The property is zoned R-3, High Density
Residential. The request is to vacate only that portion of the 15" wide Alley located south of Lots
five and six and north of Lots seven and eight. Please refer to the attached drawings.

The applicant has submitted the required notification forms to the utility companies and to the
City. The results are as follows:

Ozarks Electric - No objections.
Southwestern Electric Power Company - No objections, provided that the alley is retained as

an easemert.
Arkansas Western Gas - no objections.
SW Bell - No objections.
TCA Cable - No objections.

City of Fayetteville:

Water/Sewer - No objections.
Street Department - No objections.
Solid Waste - No objections.

Recommendation: Approval of alley vacation.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION: __yes Required
Approved Denied

Date: [ ]




‘. . VA 98-12
VA 98-12.00 C.13

Pagpe 2

. Comments:

CITY COUNCIL ACTION: __yes  Required
Approved Denied

Date: / /
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Unitarian Universalist Fellowship

The property involved in the request for vacating the alieyway is:

Parcel

It is the southernmost 50’ of Iots 5 and 6 and
northernmost 40’ of lots 7 and 8, in Block 3 -
(as deeded on 4/3/97 - #97-20869)

TSR T e

11343Ad 1

#765-07532-000 of Washington Co. Real Esate Assessment Record:

proposed

, %.uﬂ...t speed bumps

Our Sanday school dassroom doors are
directly on the alleyway east of Storer.
There is no setback from the vehicular

traffic passage.

Children emerging are at significant
risk from auto traffic, unless we can
slow that traffic to a cautionary speed.

We believe ‘speed bumps’ would be an
effective means of accomplishing this,
without totally blocking access to
Storer for vehicles.

It is our understanding that we cannot
put speed bumps in a ‘public” alleyway,
and would like to have that segment of
the alley vacated so that we could
install speed bumps and make it safer
for the children and staff.
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VA38.00-12.00 - Unitarian Universal Fellowship - Close Up
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CONSENT AGENDA

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM THE JANUARY 25, 1999 MEETING

VA98-12: VACATION
UNITARIAN UNIVERSALIST FELLOWSHIP, pp 444

This item was submitted by Dana Copp on behalf of Unitarian Universalist Fellowship for
property located at 901 West Cleveland Street. The property is zoned R-3, High Density
Residential. The request is to vacate the western half of the east-west alley from Storer to
Leverett Street.

VA99-1: YACATION
GEORGE, pp214

This item was submitted by Jesse and Rhetha George for property located at 355 Chaucers Court.
The property is zoned R-1, Low Density Residential. The request is to vacate a portion of the
utility easement south and west of the property.

Roll Call

Upon roll call the motion passed with a unanimous vote of 9-0-0.
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STAFF REVIEW FORM
X Agenda Requeast

Contract Review

Grant Reviaw
For the Fayetteville City Council meeting of March 2, 1999.
FROM:
Alett Little Planning Public Works
Name Division Department

ACTION REQUESTED: To approve rezoning request RZ99-~1 submitted by Thomas Hooper
of Crafton, Tull and Associates on behalf of Lindsey Management Company rezoning
22.3 acres of property located north of the Washington County Fairgrounds and
east of Highway 71 bypass from A-1, Agriculture to R-2, Medium Density
Residential.

COST TO CITY:

20 -
Cost of this request Category/Project Budget Category/Project Name
Account Number Funds used to date Program Name
Project Number Remaining balance Fund
BUDGET REVIEW: Budgeted Item Budget Adjustment Attached
Budget Coordinator Administrative Services Director
CONTRACT/GRAT;;}EASE REVIEW: GRANTING AGENCY:
LY
Aéi?unting zfi?er ate ADA Coordinator Date
. S - /2-97

City Attorney Date Internal Auditor Date
Purchasing Officer Date

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommended approval of the rezoning with the owner
being made aware that a moritorium could be imposed in the near future due to

sewer capacity. The Planning Commission approved the request with a unanimous
vote of 9-0-0.

A ﬂ(r%/,_/lé 2=l —F) Cross_Reference

Date
AL 5
Date New Item: Yes No
VAT 14
Date Prev Ord/Res#:

7 Jéé{éﬁf
ate Orig Contract Date:
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FAYETTEVILLE

THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS
113 W. Mountain St.
Fayetteville, AR 72701

Telephone;
PLANNING DIVISION CORRESPONDENCE 501-575-8264
TO: Fayetteville Planning Commission Members
THRU: Alett S. Little, City Planner
FROM: Brent Vinson, Associate Planner

DATE: February 8, 1999

RZ 99-1.00: Rezoning (Lindsey, pp 287) was submitted by Thomas Hopper of Crafton, Tull
and Associates on behalf of Lindsey Management Company for property located north of the
Washington County Fairgrounds and east of Highway 71 bypass. The property is zoned A-1,
Agricultural, and contains approximately 22.3 acres. The request is to rezone the property to
R-2, Medium Density Residential.

RECOMMENDED MOTION:

Staff recommends for rezoning the property from A-1 to R-2 with the inclusion that the
City of Fayetteville’s sewer facilities may be subject to a moratorium in the near future.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION: _YES Required
Approved Denied
Date: February 8, 1999

Comments:

CITY COUNCIL ACTION: _ YES Required
Approved Denied

Pate: [/ [
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BACKGROUND :

The applicant requests to rezone a parcel of land from A-1 (agricultural) to R-2 (medium density)
in order to build an apartment complex. 228 apartment units would be constructed on 22.3 acres
plus an office, football field, basketbail gymnasium, and associated lakes. There would be 19
twelve-plex units. The units would be similar to other apartments the applicant has build
clsewhere in Fayctteville. The property is owned by Jim Lindsey and was bought from Meriam
Calabria. The name of the apartment complex would be Razorback Estates. Signage would
include a monument sign on McConnel Avenue to the east of the site and a monument sign along
the bypass. Traffic would be carried on McConnel and on Hall Avenue (Garland Ave.). Sewer
is available north of the proposed site on McConnel Avenue north of the property and water is
available at Drake St. further north.

The proposed apartment complex would almost be surrounded by agricultural land uses. To the
north is the Washington County Fairgrounds. To the east is the University of Arkansas
Experimental Farm. The land west of the bypass is being utilized as pasture land and to the north
is the Southwestern Bell Telephone Company. There has been some concern from the University
that the apartment complex would not be compatible to the experimental fields. They believe
larger fences would have to be provided on their property and that access routes would have to be
changed. The site uas recently been cleared and smaller trees removed in preparation of the new
development.

ADJACENT LAND USE AND ZONING

North: Southwestern Bell Telephone Company, zoned C-2
South: Washington County Fairgrounds, zoned A-1

East: University of Arkansas Experimental Farm, zoned A-1
West: Interstate 540 bypass.

INFRASTRUCTURE:

Streets: McConnel Road is a Collector with a 70’ right of way.

Interstate 540 bypass is a Freeway/Expressway.
Water: An 8" waterline exists on McConnel Avenue north of the site.

Sewer: A 6" sewer line exists on McConnel Avenue north of the site and a 10" sewer line
cxists on Drake Street south of the site.
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LAND USE PLAN:
General Plan 2020 shows this area as Mixed Use. Township Street is shown extended along the

southern boundary line south of the Washington County Fairgrounds which is south of the
property proposed to be rezoned.

§161.06 DISTRICT R-2 MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.

A. Purpose. The High Density Residential District is designed to permit and encourage
the developing of a variety of dwelling types in suitable environments in a variety of densities.

B. Uses.
1. Uses Permitted.

Unit I | City-Wide Uses by Right

Unit 8 | Single-Family Dwellings

Unit9 | Multifamily Dwellings -
Medium Density

2. Uses Permissible on Appeal to the Planning Commission.

Unit 2 | City-Wide Uses by Conditional
Use Permit

Unit 3 | Public Protection and Utility
Factlities

Unit 4 Cultural and Recreational
Facilities

Unit 11 | Mobile Home Park

Unit 25 | Professional Offices

C. Density.

Families Per Acre 4 to 24




D. Bulk and Area Regulations.

1. Lot Width Minimum.

Mobile Home Park | 100 Feet
Lot within a 50 Fect
Mobile Home Park
One Family 60 Feet
Two Family 60 Feet
Three or More 90 Feet
Professional 100 Feet
Offices
2. Lot Area Minimum.

Mobile Home Park | 3 Acres
Lot Within a 4,200 Sq. Ft.
Mobile Home Park
Row House:

Development 10,000 Sq. Ft.

Individual Lot 2,500 Sq. Ft.
Single-Family 6,000 Sq. Ft.
Two-Family 7,000 Sq. Ft.
Three or More 9,000 Sq. Ft.
Fraternity or 2 Acres
Sorority
Professional 1 Acre
Offices

3. Land Area Per Dwelling Unit.

Mobile Home 3,000 Sq. Ft.
Apartments:

Two or More 2,000 Sq. Fu.
Bedrooms

One Bedroom 1,700 Sq. Ft.

No Bedroom

1,700 Sq. Ft.

RZ 99-1
C.2.5
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Mobile Home 3,000 Sq. Ft. .
Fraternity or 1,000 Sq. Ft. per
Sorority Resident

E. Yard Requirements (feet).

FRONT SIDE REAR
YARD YARD YARD
25 8 25

Cross Reference: Variances Chapter 156.

F. Height Regulations. Any building which exceeds the height of 20 feet shall be set
back from any side boundary line an additional distance of one foot for each foot of height in
excess of 20 feet.

RZ 99.00-2.00 FINDINGS OF THE STAFF

1. A determination of the degree to which the proposed zoning is consistent with land use
planning objectives, principles, and policies and with land use and zoning plans.

Finding: The rezoning proposed is consistent with the land use planning objectives,
principles, and policies of the land use and zoning plans.

2. A determination of whether the proposed zoning is justified and/or needed at the time the
rezoning is proposed.

Finding: The zoning is justified at this time to meet the goals of General
Plan 2020 for infill development.

3. A determination as to whether the proposed zoning would create or appreciably increase
traffic danger and congestion.

Finding: The proposed zoning would create and appreciably increase traffic danger
and congestion. .
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C.2.7
4. A determination as to whether the proposed zoning would alter the population density
. and thereby undesirably increase the load on public services including schools, water, and
sewer facilities.
Finding: The proposed zoning would alter the population density and would

undesirably increase the load on public services including schools, water,
and sewer facilities.

3. If there are reasons why the proposed zoning should not be approved in view of
considerations under b (1) through (4) above, a determination as to whether the proposed
zoning 1s justified and/or necessitated by peculiar circumstances such as:

a. It would be impractical to use the land for any of the uses permitted
under its existing zoning classifications;

b. There are extenuating circumstances which justify the rezoning
even though there are reasons under b (1) through (4) above why
the proposed zoning is not desirable.

Finding: N/A
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'RZ99.00-1.00 - Lindsey
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RZ99-1: REZONING
LINDSEY, pp287

This item was submitted by Thomas Hopper of Crafton, Tull and Associates on behalf of
Lindsey Management Company for property located north of the Washington County
Fairgrounds and east of Highway 71 bypass. The property is zoned A-1, Agricultural and
contains approximately 22.3 acres. The request is to rezone the property to R-2, Medium
Density Residential.

Staff recommended rezoning the property from A-1 to R-2 with the inclusion that the applicant
has been advised of the City of Fayetteville’s future plans to develop Township Street on this
property’s southern boundary and that the City of Fayetteville’s sewer facilities may be subject to
a moratorium in the near future.

Mr. Jim Lindsey was present on behalf of the project.

Staff and Applicant Presentation

Vinson: The map that I have just passed out, I need to clarify that the Township
development on the southern border was not on the southern border of this property as stated
before. Township is not proposed to be on the southern border of this property as was stated.
The fairgrounds are between this property and the proposal for Township in the future according
to the 2020 Master Plan. That is what this map shows.

Odom: So, Township is not a consideration with this rezoning request.

Vinson: No, sir.

Odom: All right.

Lindsey: I would like to present this for your consideration. It is 22.3 acres adjacent to the

bypass. I has the agricultural park land on two sides. The bypass is on one side and
Southwestern Bell has a tract for their truck depot. What we would like to do is present this in a
way that we are talking about 228 units. What we are trying to do as an R-2 zone, there would
be 535 units allowed there. We’re talking about 228 and we’re also talking about having for
Arkansas Athletes Outreach, if that’s what they want to do with this, a place where there would
be a room for an indoor basketball facility and an outdoor athletic facility. Whether or not that
has to have a conditional use, I’'m not sure in an R-2. But some facilities that would end up
being for them. That is totally separate from our 228 units. We would like to get the whole
property zoned R-2, but I would just like to inform you that may come back to you at some point
in time. What our thought process is that if you go around Fayetteville and you look and you see
and you try to find R-2 property, it is rare. It’s hard to find. This land is on the bypass. It is in
fact a very good transition zone. It is surrounded by University and it’s very questionable
whether that fand will ever be developed and it leaves it for what we think anyway is one of the
few potentially desirable R-2 tracts that does not impact any neighborhood or group of people in
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a way that would have a negative influence. That is our basic approach. That is what we are
trying to look for now and to make that an option. We’re not building that much in Northwest
Arkansas. The market has tightened up in Fayetteville. There will be a need as the University
grows and we see this as a good location and good option for what we are intending to do and
look forward to doing it. The density will be below R-2. We don’t even care if you designate
the density. We don’t have a problem with that. We would just like to use that location as a
nice, moderately priced parks complex. It will not be tax credits. There will not be any tax
credits associated with it in any way. [t will be a moderate priced apartment complex for the
people who service the community anywhere on the bypass or some students, [ would assume.
But, probably more so for the community at large. That’s where we’re coming from and that is
what we would like to present to you.

Odom: Thank you, Mr. Lindsey.
Public Discussion
None.

Further Commission Discussion and Comments

MOTION
Mr. Estes made a motion to approve RZ99-1.
Mr. Odom seconded the motion.

Hoffman: At this point 1s it proper to extend the right of way or increase the right of way on
McConnell to handle the additional traffic to be generated by this project?

Little: We need to do that at the development stage. We will do that when 1t comes
through 1n large scale development.

Hoffman: [ just wanted to go on the record as saying we will look at that when that comes
up then.

Roll Call

Upon roll call, the motion passed with a unanimous vote of 9-0-0.
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STAFF REVIEW FORM

X Agenda Request
Contract Reviaw

Grant Review

For the Fayetteville City Council meeting of March 2, 1999,

FROM:
Alett Little Planning Public Works
Name Division Department

ACTION REQUESTED: To approve rezoning request RZ99-2 submitted by Brett Henson
rezoning propearty located on Locust Street at Archibald Yell Boulevard from R-2,
Medium Denisty Residential to C-2, Thoroughfare Commercial.

COST TO CITY:

%%st of this request Category/Project Budget Category/Project Name
Account Number Funds useé-to date Program Name
Project Number Remaining balance Fund
BUDGET REVIEW: Budgeted Item Budget Adjustment Attached
Budget Coordinator Administrative Services Director
CONTRACT/GRANT/LEASE REVIEW: GRANTING AGENCY:

countiig M?i%fer ztmte ¢ ADA Coordinator Date
ng;_gktorne; .Béie ’ Internal Auditor Date
Purchasing Officer Date

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommended approval of the rezoning with the owner
being made aware that a part of the structure is in the right of way and that the
new structure would need to meet commercial design standards. The Planning
Commission approved the request with a unanimous vote of 9-0-0.

Cross Reference

New Item: Yes No

Prev Ord/Resi:

lnis _Eﬁéﬁﬁl
DirecM/ e J%é/{fﬁ;

Date Orig Contract Date:
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FAYETTEVILLE

THE CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS
113 W. Mountain St,

Fayetteville, AR 72701

Telephone:
PLANNING DIVISION CORRESPONDENCE 501-575-8264
TO: Fayetteville Planning Commission Members
THRU: Alett S. Little, City Planner
FROM: Brent Vinson, Associate Planner
DATE: February 8, 1999

RZ 99-2.00: Rezoning (Hensen, pp 523) was submitted by Brett Hensen for property located on
Locust Street at Archibald Yell Boulevard. The property is zoned R-2, Medium Density
Residential, and contains approximately 0.22 acres. The request is to rezone the property to C-2,
Thoroughfare Commercial.

RECOMMENDED MOTION:
Staff recommends rezoning the property to C-2, Thoroughfare Commercial.

Caveat to the owner: A building permit shall not be issued until the removal of the existing
portion of the structure located on City of Fayetteville property. Other items to be addressed at
the building permit stage including commercial design standards, the facade of the building along
Archibald Yell, the placement and height of the existing sign, and the parking lot. The Planning -
Commission will not review the site plans as the addition is under 10,000 sq. ft.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION: _YES Required
Approved Denied
Date: February 8, 1999

Comments:

CITY COUNCIL ACTION: _YES Required
Approved Denied

Date: / /
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BACKGROUND :

The applicant requests to rezone a parcel of land from R-2 to C-2 with the intent of expanding his
cxisting business, TnT Auto Parts, Inc. TnT Auto Parts is presently 5550 sq. ft. and the planned
expansion would be 3600 sq. ft. The facility operates from 7:00 A.M. to 5:30 P.M. Monday
through Friday and 8:00 A.M. to 1:00 P.M. on Saturday. Peak hours are in the morning. The
applicant presently has nine employees and anticipates one more with the expansion. The
expansion to the auto parts store would be used for parts storage and possibly retail area in the
future.

The property to be rezoned lies behind the current TnT Auto Parts store property to the south.
The two properties are adjoined by a mutual property line that runs the full depth of each
property. The current owners of both properties are Thomas and Tommie Henson who have
signed the application. Brett Henson is the son of Thomas Henson. The property to be rezoned
is a fifty foot strip of land which was purchased in 1991 from Tim Klinger. This fifty foot strip
was split from a lot to the south by an administrative lot split approved by the City Engineer
(according to a letter written by Tim Klinger). The property to be rezoned is approximately
9,583 sq. ft. Approximately thirteen feet south of the property to be rezoned there is a house.

The current facuities property encroaches approximately five feet onto city land to the north
adjacent to Archibald Yell Blvd. The encroaching entity is a “lean-to” type addition to the main
building that was at one time used as a machine shop. The lean-to building is 600 sq. ft. There is
a door on the lean-to structure but the main entrance to the facility is on the west side of the main
building. The lean-to does open up to the facility inside and the area is currently being used to
display products.

The main building also encroaches on the side setback to the east of the building. Because there
1s a residential zoning to the east, the side setback is 15' to the property line. There is only 9.9’

between the building and the side property line. The building encroaches 5.1'.

The facility also has a sign that does not meet the city ordinance’s requirements. It is too tall and
too close to the right-of-way line to Archibald Yell.

ADJACENT LAND USE AND ZONING

North: Archibald Yell Blvd. and zoned R-O north of this street.
South: Single family residential, zoned R-2
East: Single family residential, zoned R-2

West: Commercial, zoned C-2
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INFRASTRUCTURE:

Streets: Archibald Yell Boulevard is a Principle Arterial with | 10" of right of way. Locust
Street is a Residential with 35’ of right of way.

Water: A 12" waterline and an 8" waterline exist along Locust Street to the west.
Sewer: An 8" sewer line exists along Locust Street to the west.
LAND USE PLAN:

General Plan 2020 shows this area as Mixed Use.

§161.14 DISTRICT C-2 THOROUGH-FARE COMMERCIAL.

A. Purpose. The Thoroughfare Commercial District is designed especially to encourage
the functional grouping of these commercial enterprises catering primarily to highway travelers.

B. Uses. .

1. Permitted Uses.
Unit 1 | City-Wide Uses by Right

Unit 4 Cultural and Recreational
Facilities

Unit 12 | Offices, Studios and Related
Services

Unit 13 | Eating Places

Unit 14 | Hotel, Motel and Amusement
Facilities

Unit 15 | Neighborhood Shopping
Goods

Unit 16 | Shopping Goods

Unit 17 | Trades and Services

Unit 18 | Gasoline Service Stations and .
Drive-In Restaurants
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. Unit 19 | Commercial Recreation

Unit 20 | Commercial Recreation, Large
Sites

Unit 24 | Outdoor Advertising

Unit 33 | Adult Live Entertainment Club
or Bar

2. Uses Permissible on Appeal to the Planning Commission.

Unit 2 City-Wide Uses by
Conditional Use Permit

Unit 3 Public Protection and Utility
Facilities

Unit 21 | Warehousing and Wholesale

Unit 28 [ Center for Collecting
Recyclable Materials

Unit 32 | Sexually Oriented Business

C. Bulk and Area Regulations. Setback lines shall meet the following minimum
requirements:

From Street ROW 50 ft.
From Side Property None
Line

From Side Property 15 ft.

Line When Contiguous
to a Residential District

From Back Property 20 ft.
Line

D. Building Area. On any lot the area occupied by all buildings shall not exceed 60% of
the total area of such lot.

E. Height Regulations. In District C-2 any building which exceeds the height of 20 feet
shall be set back from any boundary line of any residential district a distance of one foot for each
foot of height in excess of 20 feet. No building shall exceed six stories or 75 feet in height.
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RZ 99.00-2.00 FINDINGS OF THE STAFF

1. A determination of the degree to which the proposed zoning is consistent with land use
planning objectives, principles, and policies and with land use and zoning plans.

Finding: The rezoning proposed is consistent with the land use planning objectives,
principles, and policies of the land use and zoning plans.

2. A determination of whether the proposed zoning is justified and/or needed at the time the
rezoning is proposed.

Finding: The zoning is justified at this time to meet the goals of General Plan 2020 for
infill development.

3. A determination as to whether the proposed zoning would create or appreciably increase
traffic danger and congestion.

Finding: The proposed zoning would not create or appreciably increase traffic danger
and congestion.

4. A determination as to whether the proposed zoning would alter the population density
and thereby undesirably increase the load on public services including schools, water, and
sewer facilities.

Finding: The proposed zoning would not alter the population density and would
not undesirably increase the load on public services including schools, water,
and sewer facilities.

5. If there are reasons why the proposed zoning should not be approved in view of
considerations under b (1) through (4) above, a determination as to whether the proposed
zoning is justified and/or necessitated by peculiar circumstances such as:

a. It would be impractical to use the land for any of the uses permitted
under its existing zoning classifications;

b. There are extenuating circumstances which justify the rezoning
even though there are reasons under b (1) through (4) above why
the proposed zoning is not desirable.

Finding: N/A
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RZ99-2: REZONING
HENSEN, pp 523

This item was submitted by Brett Hensen for property located on Locust Street at Archibald Yell
Boulevard. The property is zoned R-2, Medium Density Residential, and contains approximately
0.22 acres. The request is to rezone the property to C-2 Thoroughfare Commercial.

Staff recommended rezoning the property to C-2, Thoroughfare Commercial.

Caveat to the owner: A building permit shall not be issued until the removal of the existing
portion of the structure located on City of Fayetteville property. Other items to be addressed at
the building permit stage including commercial design standards, the facade of the building
along Archibald Yell, the placement and height of the existing sign, and the parking lot. The
Planning Commussion will not review the site plans as the addition is under 10,000 square feet.

Tom Hensen and Brett Hensen was present 0;1 behalf of the project.
Staff and Applicant Comments
Vinson: Staff has nothing further,

T. Hensen:  The thing that concerns me the most is the continency. The lean-to mentioned in
here was an intricate part of the original building for several reasons. The main reason is we
receive night freight through that area. We put a 75 feet building on a 90 feet lot. The City
worked with us very closely and gave us some variances. We are below the level of the street.
Considerably below the level of the street and they allowed us some things in the form of
variances on the side and on the setbacks. There is a very effective an a very elaborate drainage
system around the building that has been there since the building was there about 16 or 17 years.
It’s very effective. The foundation is such that it is not set up for brick. That being said, what
we are requesting is the lot that the building is on is below the level of the street and the lot that
we are proposing putting a new building on is also below street level. What we are asking is for
the lot next to us to be rezoned so that we can put a building on it approximately 3600 square
feet.

B. Hensen: My father (Tom) owns the property. I hope that in this we can clarify that we are
strictly dealing with a rezoning in this meeting and that in no way are there any binding
situations made as to the recommendations for changes to the existing structure. That’s
important.

Odom: I think the staff was concerned about that because this would not come back
before us. Is that correct? They were concerned that there were some issues that would be
addressed on other applications.

Vinson: Because this is a rezoning, the design requirements are not to be discussed at this
time. At building permit time, they would be.
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Odom: You’re just making the applicant aware of it.

T.Hensen:  Can I show you something. This is the original building and this is the survey.

Odom: This apparently has been addressed in the past. Do have any more history on this
than that?
Vinson: We have not seen the photos or the plans. We have talked about what would be

required at the building permit time because of the zoning and the nature of this business. The
link to the building which was built at the time the building was built is in the right of way of the
Archibald Yell. It’s in Fayetteville's right of way, now. That is one reason we wanted to address
that.

Odom: [ think the applicant has indicated they have asked and received a variance on that.
Do you have any history on that? ‘

Vinson: We couldn’t find any records of a variance.
Estes: This is a request to rezone a 50 feet strip of land which was split from the lot to
the south by an administrative lot split which was approved by our City Engineer. Having made

the applicant aware of the problem of the lean-to encroaching on the City’s right of way and the
sign being out of compliance with the Sign Ordinance.

MOTION
Mr. Estes made a motion to approve the rezoning request R799-2.

Mr. Odom seconded the motion.

Further Discussion

Odom: If this approved and they come back for a building permit and have some
additional information or would like to make a presentation, do they have the right to appeal any
decision you have back to us for consideration?

Little: It depends on the sort of decision it is. It either comes back to the Planning
Commission or it goes to Board of Adjustment. There is a right of appeal.

Odom: We’'re not trapping them in anyway by allowing for the rezoning request at this
time?

Little: No. [ don’t think so.

Roll Cal
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HEALTH ISSUES RELATED TO WIRELESS ANTENNAS

Q. Are radio signals from wireless antennas a threat to public health?

A. No. Wireless antennas meet standards for exposure to radio-frequency (RF)
energy and are subject to periodic inspection and government regulation. In
January 1993, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) reported:
“Measurements that have been made around typical cellular base stations have
shown that ground-level power densities are well below limits recommended by
currently accepted RF and microwave safety standards.”

How can we be assured that they are safe?

The typical height of a wireless antenna on a tower is 100 to 200 feet. The
antennas are generally designed to radiate very little power directly downward,
and exposure to electromagnetic energy decreases rapidly with distance.
Therefore, exposures at ground level tend to be small. It's also important to keep
in mind that transmission power levels of wireless antennas are very low. A
cellular antenna emits about 100 watts or less of power per channel, and often as
little as 10 watts per channel in urban areas (PCS microcell antennas emit from
.25 to 10 watts), while a television tower emits up to 5 million watts and an FM
radio station tower up to 100,000 watts.

> o

Q. Aren't people who live near or walk past the antennas bombarded with dangerous
radiation?

A. No. The height of the antennas, the fenced-off areas around them, and the
relatively low power levels all assure that only minuscule levels of RF energy
reach neighbors and passersby. The overwhelming thrust of expert opinion in this
field is that there is no evidence of any harmful health effects from wireless
antenna radio signals.

What government agencies regulate wireless antennas?

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) regulates wireless antenna
radio signals. The FCC has adopted guidelines for wireless antennas from the
1992 American National Standards Institute/Institute of Electrical and
Electronic Engineers (ANSI/IEEE) standard and the 1987 National Council for
Radiation Protection & Measurements (NCRP) standard that set safe human
exposure limits. The new FCC standard has been endorsed by other federal
agencies responsible for health and safety, such as the Environmental Protection
Agency, Food and Drug Administration, the Occupational and Safety Health
Administration, and National Institute for Occupational Health. Also, the Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) regulates tower height and markings. Local
governments also have building and zoning codes that apply to towers.

> (o

Q. How are antenna sites determined?
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Site selection is not a random process. Many factors are taken 1nto account,
including the views of nearbyv residents, the overall cellular grid pattern and
service area, usage patterns. topography and potential obstructions to the clear,
line-of-sight signals needed for maximum quality. [n urban and other residential
areas, care is taken to choose locations that are as unobtrusive as possible.
Relevant safety and environmental concerns are reviewed with the appropriate
government agencies. Community interests are taken into account in focating
antennas. Extensive consultation before antennas are constructed generally
involves a variety of groups and officials — local community zoning boards and
county and municipal governments.

Do wireless antennas near airports interfere with aviation?

As a matter of physical safety, the FCC and FAA maintain stringent regulations
on the construction, marking and lighting of wireless antennas near airports or in
line with runways or flight paths. The FAA requires an extensive review before
approving the construction of any cellular antennas in areas where airspace or
flight paths might be affected.

How does ALLTEL select a cell tower site?

Customers’ needs dictate demand for cell tower sites. The reasons could either be
a lack of coverage or lack of capacity within the system. Either way, customers’
demands determine where our system should be improved. We at ALLTEL try to
identify the best area for a site, taking into consideration zoning, terrain and
community issues. In residential and urban areas. care 1s taken to choose locations
that are as unobtrusive as possible. Relevant safety and environmental concerns
are reviewed with the appropriate government agencies responsible for health and
safety. Also, the Federal Aviation Administration regulates tower height and
markings. Extensive consultation before antennas are constructed generally
involves a variety of groups and officials -- local community zoning boards and
county and municipal governments.

How far ahead does ALLTEL plan its sites?

Using forecasting, ALLTEL submits internal plans several years in advance.
These plans reflect the estimation of new customers, among other factors to help
determine a planned schedule of cell tower building.

How long does ALLTEL lease cell tower space?
Twenty years.

What does it do with abandoned tower sites (if there are any)?
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ALLTEL re-uses anv equipment not further needed at a particular tower site. and
ALLTEL restores propertv to its original form.

How does ALLTEL work with local governments to acquire permission 1o tocate
a tower?

If the site is already zoned “industrial,” no zoning permission 1s needed. although
building permits are. of course, still needed. When zoning is needed, ALLTEL
works with the local governing body (Planning Commission, Zoning Committee.
etc.) to secure a conditional use permit and locate the cell site in the best place,
one that is acceptable to the local government and to ALLTEL

Do wireless phone towers emit dangerous radiation?

The typical height of a cellular antenna is 100 to 200 feet and 1s designed to
radiate little power directly downward. Wireless towers are commmonly located
atop office buildings. water towers, television towers and even church steeples.
Without them, wireless telephone users could experience interrupted service.

Exposure to electromagnetic energy decreases rapidly with distance. Exposures at
around level are minimal. Emissions from full-service television and high-
powered AM and FM radio stations are thousands of times stronger than those
from cellular towers. A television tower can emit up to 5 million watts and a
commercial radio station up to 100,000 watts. A wireless tower typically emits
about 100 watts or less of power per channel. As more. but smaller cell sites are
constructed, powerlevels continue to decrease as service t0 CuUStOmers 1mproves.

Do wireless antennas near airports interfere with aviation?

As a matter of physical safety, the FCC and FAA maintain stringent regulations
on the construction. marking and lighting of wireless antennas near airports or in
line with runways or flight paths. The FAA requires an extensive review before
approving construction of any cellular antennas in areas where airspace or tlight
paths might be affected.
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% ORDINANCE NO.___

AN ORDINANCE SUSPENDING ACCEPTANCE OF CONDITIONAL
USE APPLICATIONS FOR THE SITING OF WIRELESS
TELECOMMUNICATION TOWERS OR FACILITIES FOR A PERIOD
OF SIX MONTHS. .

WHEREAS, Section 704 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 established a
comprehensive framework for the exercise of jurisdiction by municipalities over the construction,
modification, and placement of facilities such as towers for cellular, personal communications
service, and specialized mobile radio service transmitters; and,

WHEREAS, Changes in wireless telecommunications technology and the desire of
citizens to receive adequate wireless telecommunication services have lead to an increased demand
for wireless telecommunications towers and facilities in the City of Fayetteville; and,

WHEREAS, Citizens of Fayetteville have expressed significant concern Etl_i’r\l_g to the
location of wireless telecommunication towers and facilities within the Cit)f?r'l'clflﬁng concerns
related to potential health hazards and the aesthetic affects of such towers and facilities on
neighboring properties and the community as a whole; and,

WHEREAS, it 1s necessary to study and consider the siting of wireless
telecommunications towers and facilities in order to protect the health, safety and welfare of the
citizens of Fayetteville.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS:

Section 1. Applications for cogi;itional use for the siting of wireless telecommunication
towers or facilities shall not be ﬁzepxed or a period of 6 months in order to study and consider the
development of possible rules, regulations and/or ordinances pertaining to such towers or facilities, s

PASSED AND APPROVED this day of , 1969,
APPROVED:
By:
Fred Hanna, Mayor
ATTEST:
By:

Heather Woodruff, City Clerk X
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City Planning Office, 113 West Mountain, Fayetteville, AR 72701

501- 575- 8264 Fax 501- 575- 8316

FAYETTEVILLE
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Additional Information for Cellular Facility Applications

In order to process the number of cellular facility applications over the next few years, the City
of Fayetteville 1s requesting further information to help staff and our Boards, Commissions, and
the City Council better understand your project. Your detailed responses to the following
questions, as part of your Development Review or Use Permit application, will help us to process

cases in a timely manner.

All Cases:

Provide a map of the geographic area that your project will serve, both in the immediate

future and over the next 2 years.

Provide a map that shows other existing or planned facilities that will be used by the cellular
service provider who is making this application.

Provide a map that shows, up to a distance of one-half mile from your project, any single
family residential developments, that are either existing, zoned, or are shown in the General
Plan, and any major collectors or arterial streets.

New Towers or Monopoles only:

Provide a map that shows any cellular antenna poles or towers, within a mile radius of your
project, that are existing, or are currently under construction.

Describe your efforts to co-locate your facility on one of the poles or towers that currently
exists, or is under construction. Provide engineering information or letters from the owners
of the existing poles describing why co-location is not a possibility.

Describe your efforts to locate you facility on an existing vertical element, such as a building
or a pole that is currently used for another purpose and is comparable to the height of your
proposed facility. Include a map of the sites.

Provide a map that shows other potential stand-alone locations for your facility that have
been explored. Describe why the proposed location is superior, from 2 community
perspective, to other potential locations. Factors to consider in the community perspective
should include: visual aspects, setbacks and proximity to single family residences.

Describe the process for arriving at the color for your pole or tower.

Describe the options that were explored for camouflaging this facility.

Describe your efforts to minimize the equipment that will be installed on the top of your pole
or tower to support the antennas. Provide engineering information related to your efforts.
Describe all equipment that will be ancillary to the panel antennas, such as whip and
microwave antennas. Describe the function of the ancillary equipment and the need to locate
it on this facility.

For poles or towers over 50 feet in height: describe how you will accommodate other antenna
arrays that could co-locate on your facility. Describe how this accommodation will impact
both your pole or tower, and your ground mounted facilities. Provide documentation of your
provider’s willingness to accommodate other providers who may be able to co-locate on your
facility.

Provide photo simulations from not more than two locations that will be specified by staff,
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ORDINANCE NO.____

AN ORDINANCE SUSPENDING ACCEPTANCE OF CONDITIONAL
USE APPLICATIONS FOR THE SITING OF WIRELESS
TELECOMMUNICATION TOWERS OR FACILITIES FOR A PERIOD
OF SIX MONTHS. .

WHEREAS, Section 704 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 established a
comprehensive framework for the exercise of jurisdiction by municipalities over the construction,
modification, and placement of facilities such as towers for cellular, personal communications
service, and specialized mobile radio service transmitters; and,

WHEREAS, Changes in wireless telecommunications technology and the desire of
citizens to receive adequate wireless telecommunication services have lead to an increased demand
for wireless telecommunications towers and facilities in the City of Fayetteville; and,

WHEREAS, Citizens of Fayetteville have expressed significant concern relating to the
location of wireless telecommunication towers and facilities within the City, including concerns
related to potential health hazards and the aesthetic affects of such towers and facilities on
neighboring properties and the community as a whole; and,

WHEREAS, 1t is necessary to study and consider the siting of wireless
telecommunications towers and facilities in order to protect the health, safety and welfare of the
citizens of Fayetteville.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF FAYETTEVILLE, ARKANSAS:

Section 1. Applications for conditional use for the siting of wireless telecommunication
towers or facilities shall not be accepted for a period of 6 months in order to study and consider the
development of possible rules, regulations and/or ordinances pertaining to such towers or facilities.

PASSED AND APPROVED this day of , 1999,
APPROVED:
By:
Fred Hanna, Mayor
ATTEST:

By:

Heather Woodruff, City Clerk Y
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. ..phones’ has resulted in a prohf-

cration of cellular telephone
towers. Cellular companies are
inundating the nation’s cities
with tower applications under
the federal Telecommunications
Act of 1996,

Local opposition
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Citizens cn*nplam that the

1S uftcn

_towers change the character of

their neighbornoods, cause traf-
fic disruphons, impaiwr pedestn-
an safety, reduce property val-
ues or are just plain unsightly.

This article suggests how
cines can govern the placement
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\Yhat the Law Requires

Cellular phone companies
have patd miulions of dollars in
licensing fees to the FCC. To
deliver urunterrupted service,
these companues are developing,
in a gnd pattern, an intercon-
nected network of “cell sites,” or

To satisfy spe-
cial use criteria,
prouviders must
go through pub-
[1c hearings to
show that the
towers are con-.
sistent with .
health, safety
and welfare. In
this process:
cities and
providers often
compromzise.

towers. Each tower's coverage

area depends on its height, the .

population density and local
topography. In the Telecommu-
nications Act,” Congress recog--
nizéd that local governments
should retain their general zon-
ing authority. The Act allows
state ‘or local governments to

regulate towers with the follow- )

ing five basic resirictions.: | -
* The Act forbids local regu-

- lations that uareasonably dis-

criminate among providers;’
* Local regulations may not
have the’ effect of prohibiting

towers: IR

- Local authorities must act
on any applications mt.hm a
reasonable hime;

» Decisions by local authoni-
ties must be 1n writing and sup-
ported by substantial evidence;
and

.* Local authonties may not
regulate towers based on envi-
ronmental impacts of radio fre-
quency emissions, as long as the

lems, and (d) on ;:rounds that;‘

towers comply with federal
standards. . . . CL
The Act also authonzes
providers to challenge applica-
tion demials in federal court.

Local Responses to Tower Applications

Many cities have already
enacted ordinances to regulate
Lowers. Some cities permit tow-
ers only in business, manufac-
turing or sunular distnicts. In
these distncts, the lowers must
satisfy speafic critena, such as
height limitations and distance
from residential distrnicts. Al
that is- required is that the
providers apply -for a building
permit and comply with the lim-
itations. For instance, section
5.11-1(2) of the Chicago Zoning
Ordinance authorizes cellular
phone towers, with certain condi-
tions, In business, commercial
and manufacturing distnicts.

Citdes often allow construc-
tion of cellular phone towers,
particularly in residential, recre-
ational or agncultural distncts,
only as “special uses.” In Chica-

go, for example, ground-mounted-

towers in residential areas are
permtted only as special uses.
To satisfy specal use cntena,
providers must go through pubhe

‘hearings to show that the towers

are consistent with health, safety
and welfare. In this process
cities and providers often com-
promise. Cellular firms have
agreed to move proposed towers
to remote sites, limited the
height of the towers and agreed
to plant screening vegetation.

They've also placed towers on

alternative pre-exasting struce-
tures, such as water towers and
even church steeples, and have
agreed to share towers with oth-
er providers. .

Cellular prowders armed
with substantial resources, are
not shy about challengqing permut
denials in court. In the last year

"alone, companies have filed at

least twenty- ﬁve federal Court
actions.

. Courts ruled in favur of local
authorities about half the time.
As long as local authonties sup-
port their reasoning, courts have
agreed that citles may deny
applications (a) hased on visual,

safety and aesthetic concerns, (b) .
'to preserve the character of

neighborhoods or adjoining
areas, (¢} to avoid undue traffjc
cnneestion and pedestnan prob-

multiple towers are unnecessary.

One court stated that a coun-

ty could deny the application
based solely on a desire to
increase county revenue by loeat-
ing the tower on county property.

Courts also have agreed that

local bodies could require compa-
nes, if possible, to locate towers
on cxasting structures and have
approved 2 moratonum on all
apphecations until a new ordi-
nance could be drafted.

By contrast, courts have over-
turmed permit denials on several
grounds. ~ First and foremost,
courts insist on legitimate rea-
sons and supporting evidence for
the denial. Mere assertions
without adequate evidence, that,
for 1nstance, the tower will
reduce property values, is inade-
quate. Blanket prohibitions are
also disfavored. QOne court held
that a gpeneral policy of pot allaw.

ing_any towers_in residential

neighborhoods violated the Act,
Instead, the court insisted that
local authorities consider resi-
dential applications on a case-by-

case basis. Another cotuurt found

inadequate a county’s concermn
that a tower would interfere with
public safety commurcations.
According to the court, Congress
already has determined that any
interference was outweighed by
the need {or celiutar phone tow-
ers.

Remmmeﬂdcr@

Cities must formulate a clear,
consistent ordinance and policy
for processing cellular phone
tower applications. Although-it
should not have any blanket pro-
hibitions, the ordinance may lim-
it towers to certain districts3

unless very specific criteria are

met. As long as the ordinance
does not have the effect of pro-
hibiting all towers, cities can
mpose a variety of stringent

conditfions. Such requirements’

could inctude a requirement that
towers are built on pre-existing
structures or on public land (to

" locrease revenue), a limitation
on the tower’s height, measures.

mitigating the tower’s aesthetic
impact and other steps to assure
the public health, safety and wel-
fare. L

[f a city intends to deny an
application, it must have legiti-

mate and supportable- reasons.
It must also be prepared to sup-
‘port its posibion with evidence in

court. It can not rely merely on
public opposifion.. A city would

increase its ‘chances of victory if

it could identify a viable alterna-
. ive to the unacceptable site.

Most important, the city.should
articulzate the basis for the denial
in a written document. The writ-

ten document will be a major

focus in court. .
Finaliv, it is 1mportant that

local povernments recognize that
while they can't stop cellular
phone towers entirely, they can
lim:t their impact. A carefully
drafted ordinance and a willhing-
ness to negohate with cellular
providers will likely yteld the
most favorable results. Nonethe-

less when cellular providers are -

unreasonable, cibies should not
be afraid to stand up for their
rights. In passing the Telecom-
munications Act, Congress made
it elear that “[t]he power of local
governments to zone and controt
land use is undoubtedly broad

. and its proper exercise 1S an
. essential aspect of achieving a

satisflactory quality of life in both

urban and rural communities” »

James D. Brusslan ts an enui-
ronmental and zoning attorney
in Chicago.” He has litigated
environmental and siting mat-
ters as outside counsel for a
number of- cities:..-Fe=can::be =
reached at 312-362-0500; fax,
312-362-0515; e-mail,

law@ripco.corms.

For mare iniormation on this wpic, visil Aoy
Loca! Government hup//iswwalpov. crrg
~—the online serviee for ol
goverTuments sporsored by NLC,
[CMY and PTL.
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Do You Wani a Le\\ Phone:
Tower in Our Nelghbprhooﬁ'?

35 Sﬂthmteu Bell and St. John's Lutheras Charch
(Township/Crossover) hava asked the City Planaing Commission to |
220 build . NINE-STORY CELLULAR PHONE [TOWER bobind he

existing church bullding. . .
LOWER dwu.me OF DUR| HOMES - |
D"P’m warth of Wtyu mhty : .
wall suaahumuma)r;gnqm p;m“m, HOW does thlS ‘
vicw of cel trwers typically sold foi 13 to 30% Jess than mne"StOl'V
%)’ ‘mpanblckmmohheq:umwershmofagu : 5
A local real estate salesperson said fhe consnwtion would - collular tower |
"mmqmuwmmmmmnmmm f’ _ i
same 30 10 pS% pvernight® affect me? | |

CHANGE THE LOOK OF DUR| caaonnoon What has happened?
Southwest Bcumm the caltulge

equipment ine-sory tower that s to the petition some
mcmbluthmu qum;n, Plans call for the | of 85 signed, the City has ;

tawermhnll}luqatedonaufnmpdua ; temporanily delayed SWB
andamhﬂymaﬁmrmmﬂ%gm the Clugch’s plans. |
story * WMngmhom The iltustratios at THIS DXLAY IS |
the left is w epproximate scale. Your home will be LIT-  {ONLY TEMPORARY |
ERALLY mmsmmow ormmwm AND 1S ONLY BRIFF!!

DANGEROTS T) OUR HEALTH m canio?

Scmunsmdwﬂedonunmuymunfmﬂmm
exposure (o low leyels of Radio and Microwave Ratiaton UMNACTNOW

Some find (hat these rays cap disrupe biological and | E;:II.I.S:. Jlnx;s,‘;:d e
genetic systeins. The long-term affect of these on children )
mngupthMMqadlmunmuuM

dangerous project.
wmmmw ;iﬂﬁﬂ‘
- iy yoursclf as 3 nei and
TELL THEM YOU ARE OWD TO TRHE CHURCH’S FELLULAB TOWET

F-A.LLTODJ\Y ;

Pastor Roger, Sdtmla:ﬁ . Alderman Trent Trambo Aldermuan Bob
521-3496/w 143-3609 ; 521-7956/w 575-1301 442-59S0Ay §21-2233
* . ; | i
.i 25 mhuu . Conrad Odom, Chair Mare Info?
- City Planner  Planning Commission ' Tom Rosteck 8210277
575-3154 575-043)/w 442-7575 ; Bob Sigafoos s 1-3626

Lol ey

|r You nou'r cm. no mmnka
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| CITY OF FAYETTEVILLE;-
A T AIYCOUNCIL ‘f
| fmaadhin,  FINAL AGENDA |
| *75 meeting of the Fayetteville City Council will be held on March 2, 1999, ' )
) at 6:30 p.m. in the City Administration Building, Room 219, - |
' 113 W. Mountain Street, Fayetteville AR el
l - The following items will be mnsidered:
A. CONSENT -
1" 1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Approval of minutes from the FEBRUARY
16, 1999 Meeting. P

2. HWY 265 WIDENING: A resolution approving the engineering contract |—
with RIN Group, Inc. for Hwy 265 widening (Hwy 45 to 16) water and sewer
relocations in the amount of $588,583.00. Also approval of a project contingency
in the amount of $58,858.
3. BID 99-27: A resolution awarding bid 99-27 for ballfield fencing at Lake
Fayetteville Softball Complex fields #2 and ## and Babe Ruth baseball fields #1
and #2 and approval of a budget adjustinent. e
4. WALKER PARK PARKING LOT: A resolution approving a budgei‘
adjustment to reconstruct the southwest parking lot at Walker Park.
5. OLD MISSOURI & ZION INTERSECTION: A resolution approving a
contract with Tomlinson Asphalt Company for the Old Missouri Road and Zion.
road intersection improvements in the amount of $484,948.75 plus a cunﬂngency,
of 10% totaling $533,450. And approval of a budget adjustment.
6. CH2M HILL: REMOVED FROM CONSENT. Item numbcr 4 under New
Business.

B. OLD BUSINESS

C. NEW BUSINESS
1. VA 98-12: An ordinance approving uullty easement vacation VA 98- 12 as
requested by Unitarian Universalist Fellowship for property located at 901 West
Cleveland, Leverétt’s Third Addmun Block 3 and a portion of lot.5,6,7, and 8.
The portion to be vacated is a 15 feet wide alley located south uf iot 5 and 6 ang
north of lots 7 and 8. e
2. RZ 99-1: An ordinance approving rezoning request RZ 99 1 submitted by
Thomas Hopper of Crafton, Tull, and Associates on behalf of Lindsey
Management Company rezoning 22.3 acres of property located north of thé
Washington. Country Fairgrounds*and east of Highway 71 bypass from A-1,
Agriculture to R-2, Medium Density Residential.

3. RZ 99-2: An ordinance approving rezoning request RZ 99-2 submitted by |
Brett Henson rezoning property located on Locust street at Archibal Yell;
Boulevard from R-2, Medium Density Residential to C-2; Thoroughfare’
Commercial,

4. CH2M HILL: A resolution approving contract amendment number 2
NPDES Permitting Assistance, with CH2M Hill in the amount of $94,370.00.

5. BAKERY FOODS: Discussion of legal alternatives regarding Bakery
Foods.

6. CELL TOWERS: An ordinance staying applications for cell tower.
placement pending the development of a new cell tower ordinance.
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Only items presented by the City Council or City Staff may be discussed | -
during the meeting. If you have an item you wish to discuss, please mntact:
your alderman to have it presented at the next City Council agenda session.;

, For further assistance, please contact Heather Woodruff, City Clerk, at
1 57158323,




