
MEETING OF THE
ADMINISTRATION/PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE

Wednesday, September 7, 2016 at 6:00 p.m.
Community Room – 16860 Main Street

If you would like to submit a comment regarding an item on this meeting agenda, 
please visit the Form Center.

Roll Call

Approval Of Minutes (August 2, 2016 Meeting)

DRAFT MINUTES OF AUGUST MEETING.PDF

Public Participation

Administration

For Information

Financial Update (Wards – All)

Senior Programming Update (Wards – All)

SENIOR PROGRAMMING UPDATE.PDF

For Action

City Council Policy On Agenda Item Notifications (Wards – All)

CITY COUNCIL POLICY ON AGENDA ITEM NOTIFICATIONS.PDF

Proposed Codification Update (Wards – All)

PROPOSED CODIFICATION UPDATE.PDF

Proposed Audio/Video Enhancements In Council Chambers (Ward Eight)

PROPOSED AV ENHANCEMENTS IN COUNCIL CHAMBERS.PDF

Public Works

For Information

For Action

Review Of Route 100 Pedestrian Bridge Project (Wards Five And Eight)

ROUTE 100 PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE PROJECT.PDF

Design Contract Proposal For Route 100 Ramp Widening (Ward One)

DESIGN CONTRACT PROPOSAL FOR ROUTE 100 RAMP 
WIDENING.PDF

Review Of Fox Creek Road Rumble Strip Removal Bids (Ward Six)

FOX CREEK RUMBLE STRIP REMOVAL.PDF

Review Of Timber Guardrail Staining Bids (Wards Four, Five, Seven And Eight)

TIMBER GUARDRAIL STAINING BIDS.PDF

Discussion Of Added Right-Of-Way Maintenance And Beautification Measures 
(Wards – All)

ADDITIONAL RIGHT OF WAY MAINTENANCE AND 
BEAUTIFICATION.PDF

Not Ready For Action

Employee Policy On Political/Public Policy Matters (Wards – All)

Proposed Acoustical Imagery (Ward Eight)

Lower Meramec Floodplain Mapping Tool - Potential Cost Share Agreement (Ward Six)

Update To The Wildwood Town Center Sanitary Sewer Study (Ward One)

Shared Maintenance Agreement With Windsor Crest Homeowners Association (Ward 
One)

Other

Next Meeting: Wednesday, October 4, 2016

Adjournment

If you would like to submit a comment regarding an item on this meeting agenda, 
please visit the Form Center.

The Council Administration/Public Works Committee Will Consider and Act upon the Matters 
Listed above and Such Others as May Be Presented at the Meeting and Determined to Be 
Appropriate for Discussion at That Time.

Notice Is Hereby Given That the Council Administration/Public Works Committee May Also Hold A 
Closed Meeting for the Purpose of Dealing with Matters Relating to One or More of the Following: 
Legal Actions, Causes of Action, Litigation or Privileged Communications Between the City ’s 
Representatives and its Attorneys [RSMO 610.021(1)1994]; Lease, Purchase or Sale of Real 
Estate [RSMO 610.021(2)1994]; Hiring, Firing, Disciplining or Promoting Employees by a Public 
Governmental Body [RSMO 610.021(3)1994]; Bidding Specification [RSMO 610.021(11)1994]; 
And/or Proprietary Technological Materials [RSMO 61-.021(15)1994].

The City of Wildwood Is Working to Comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act Mandates. 
Individuals Who Require an Accommodation to Attend a Meeting Should Contact City Hall, 458-
0440 at Least 48 Hours in Advance.
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http://mo-wildwood.civicplus.com/FormCenter/Planning-Department-5/Public-Hearing-Comment-Form-48
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Administrative/Public Works Committee 
August 2, 2016 

 

 

 I. Welcome and Roll Call 

The meeting was called to order at 6:01 pm.   A voice roll call was taken with the following results:    

 

 Committee Members in Attendance:  Chair Joe Garritano 

Council Member Sue Cullinane 

       Council Member Katie Dodwell    

       Council Member Debra McCutchen 

       Council Member Ed Marshall 

      Council Member Larry McGowen    

 Staff Members in Attendance:   Director of Public Works Rick Brown 

       Meeting Recorder Carla Patrick 

 

 Absent:      Council Member Greg Stine 

       Council Member Jerry Porter  (arrived 6:40 pm)  

       City Administrator Ryan Thomas 

 

 

II. Approval of Meeting Minutes from June 3, 2016 

Chair Garritano inquired as to any proposed changes to the minutes and without such, Council Member 

Marshall made a motion for approval. Council Member Cullinane seconded the motion.  All were in 

favor, excepting Council Member McGowen abstaining due to absence, so MOTION APPROVED. 

  

 lll. Public Participation 

 

 IV. Administration 

 A. For Information 

  1.   Financial Update  (Wards – All) 

  Sales Tax Receipts report was provided all members for their review. 

 

B. For Action – None 

 

V. Public Works 

 A. For Information 

  None  

 

 B. For Action  

Administrative/Public Works Committee 
Record of Proceedings 

Tuesday, August 2, 2016 at 6:00 pm 

City Hall Community Room at 16860 Main Street 



 

 

Administrative/Public Works Committee 
August 2, 2016 

  1. Review of Construction Bids for Fox Creek Bridge Replacement  (Ward Six) 

Director of Public Works Brown presented a recommendation for the replacement of 

the Fox Creek Road Bridge, which is a federally funded project with the City paying 20% 

of the cost.  Krupp was low bid of six bids received and has a history of reputable work 

with the City.  Although the low bid was over budget, the amount can be made up from 

other road projects, which will come in under budget.  Points noted included that this 

bridge was one of the poorest structures in the City, residential traffic will detour via 

Allenton Road and timeline for completion.  Completion prior to Winter 2016 would be 

best, if such can be accommodated by Krupp.  Therefore, it was advised to request two 

readings at City Council.   

 

Council Member McGowen made the motion to forward to the City Council a request to 

contract with Krupp Construction for the Fox Creek Road Bridge Project, and such 

motion was seconded by Council Member Dodwell.  All members were in agreement, so 

MOTION APPROVED. 

 

  2. Review of Construction Bids for Route 100 Pedestrian Bridge  (Wards Five and Eight) 

Director of Public Works Brown reported that six bids were received with the lowest 

being KCI Construction.  While the City has not worked with KCI Construction, they are a 

prominent St. Louis contractor.  The low bid did exceed the Engineers Estimate by about 

10%, but this project is included in the 2016 Capital Improvement Program where 

additional funds may be utilized.  Federal funding will pay for 50% of costs up to 

$450,000.  Director of Public Works Brown noted this project is considered for a Fall 

2016 start. 

 

Discussion moved to the consideration of the quoted Lighting Packages for the bridge.  

Council Member McGowen noted that it would be most cost effective to include with 

construction and with it included, KCI remained the low bid.  Members discussed the 

safety issue of lighting, wherein Council Member McCutchen inquired as to the cost of 

adding lighting also to the existing pedestrian bridge. 

 

Council Member McGowen made a motion to forward to City Council a request 

authorizing a contract with KCI Construction for the Eatherton Road Pedestrian Bridge 

project to include the base amount and contingency, plus the Alternate 1 Lighting 

Package.  This motion was seconded by Council Member McCutchen.  All were in 

agreement.  MOTION APPROVED. 

 

  3. Design Contract for Pedestrian Safety Improvements  

(Wards One, Three, Five, Seven and Eight) 

Director of Public Works Brown outlined the need for timely completion of the design 

for this project in order to adhere to the aggressive timeline requirements of the 



 

 

Administrative/Public Works Committee 
August 2, 2016 

Missouri Moves Cost Share Program.  Cochran has completed conceptual engineering, 

so they would provide most efficient timing and he feels the fee proposed is reasonable.    

Council Member McGowen inquired as to examples of the improvements included in 

this project.  Director of Public Works Brown responded with cross walk improvements 

including flashing beacons.  Discussion continued regarding possible signage at round-

abouts warning of pedestrians and possible move of the Hwy 100/Taylor Road crossing 

to the west side of the intersection.  Council Member Cullinane expressed her strong 

support, adding this safety issue is important enough to warrant further funding search 

in the event MoDot denies the application for this. 

 

Council Member Cullinane made a motion to forward to City Council a request 

authorizing a contract with Cochran Engineering for design of the Pedestrian Safety 

Improvement Project on Route 109 and 100.  Council Member Dodwell seconded this 

Motion.  All were in agreement.  MOTION APPROVED. 

     

VI. Items Not Ready for Action 

 A. Senior Programming Update  (Wards – All) 

 B. Lower Meramec Floodplain Mapping Tool – Potential Cost Share Agreement  (Ward Six) 

 C. Update to the Wildwood Town Center Sanitary Sewer Study (Ward One) 

 

VII. Other 

Council Member McCutchen requested identification of the three primary services that would be 

funded by the City’s allocation of CDBG funds within the spectrum of senior programming and services 

as discussed at the June 3, 2016 meeting. 

 

VIII. Next Meeting:  Tuesday, September 7, 2016 

 

  IX. Adjournment 

Motion to adjourn was made by Council Member Marshall and seconded by Council Member Cullinane.   

All were in agreement, so meeting adjourned at 6:45 pm. 



 

Planning Tomorrow Today ® 

16860 Main Street      Wildwood, Missouri 63040      636-458-0440 phone      636-458-6969 fax 

MEMORANDUM       

 
To:  Administration/Public Works Committee Members 
 
Cc:  Mayor Bowlin and Planning/Parks Committee Members 
 
From:  Ryan S. Thomas, City Administrator 

Date:  September 2, 2016 

Re:  Senior Programming Update 

 

The City’s $25,500 allocation of Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funding for senior 
programming is expected to become available for use in October.  Additionally, the Wildwood Family 
YMCA has a Healthy Seniors Day scheduled on October 4, 2016, from 11:30 a.m. to 1:30 p.m. 
 
Liz Weiss and I plan to meet with representatives from the YMCA in the coming weeks to determine how 
we may be able to 1) expand their current programming with our CDBG funding, and 2) potentially 
participate in the Healthy Seniors Day event. 
 
I will be available for any comments or questions at the September 7, 2016 Meeting of the 
Administration/Public Works Committee. 
 
RST 



 

Planning Tomorrow Today ® 

16860 Main Street      Wildwood, Missouri 63040      636-458-0440 phone      636-458-6969 fax 

MEMORANDUM       

 
To:  Administration/Public Works Committee Members 
 
Cc:  Mayor Bowlin and Planning/Parks Committee Members 
 
From:  Ryan S. Thomas, City Administrator 

Date:  September 2, 2016 

Re:  City Council Policy on Agenda Item Notifications 

 

Background 
The City of Wildwood has specific code requirements or City Council policies, which are used as a basis for 
notifying the public of hearings before the City Council.  On occasion in the past, requests have been 
made to provide a greater level of notification, either through additional mailings or use of the City’s 
electronic message boards.  Recently, the use of an electronic message board was called into question, as 
it only targeted a portion of the population impacted by an upcoming action item of the City Council.   
 
For your information, attached is a table indicating the types of City Council hearings that require some 
form of public notice, and what the standard practice has been for those items.  Additionally, a few 
neighboring municipalities have been surveyed to determine how they handle similar items, and those 
results are also indicated on the table. 
   
Recommendation 
It is recommended that the City Council follow its adopted code requirements and policies, and to only 
consider a special notification outside these parameters if specifically authorized by a majority of the City 
Council by motion. 
 
Reasons for Recommendation 

1. Consistency in public notifications avoids setting new precedents and changed expectations from 
the public. 

2. In most cases, the current standard practices of public notice for the City of Wildwood are 
already well in excess of what is minimally required by City code and more extensive than 
surrounding municipalities. 

 
I will be available for any comments or questions at the September 7, 2016 Meeting of the 
Administration/Public Works Committee. 
 
RST 



NOTIFICATIONS  
Public Hearings at City Council 

Municipality 
Type of  
Request 

Mailing 
Notification & 
Distance from 

Site 

Posting of Sign 
On Site 

City’s Website 
City’s E-

Newsletter 
Other 

 

1 

 

Wildwood Amending the 
Zoning 
Ordinance  
(A petition is filed 
with the Director 
of Planning to 
amend, 
supplement, or 
change the 
regulations, 
zoning district 
boundaries, or 
classification of 
property).  
Following the 
public hearing at 
the Planning and 
Zoning 
Commission and 
the subsequent 
meetings at the 
Planning and 
Zoning 
Commission, 
item is scheduled 
at City Council. 
 

Yes – 3,000 feet 
radius from the 
subject site’s 
boundaries in 
the NU Non-
Urban 
Residence 
District* 

1,500 feet 
radius in all 
other locations* 

*City Council 
Policy – 
Adopted 
January 10, 
2011 

Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 
 

Link to 
upcoming 
Public Hearings 
published each 
Friday.  

 

Posting on 
recommendations 
from the Planning and 
Zoning Commission, 
Historic Preservation 
Commission, and 
Planning/Parks 
Committee, when 
required due to City 
Council forwarding 
land use action from 
various boards and 
commissions.  

The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City Hall 
– 15 days prior to 
scheduled public 
hearing  

 

Wildwood Historic Register 
Request 
 

Yes – 3,000 feet 
radius from the 
subject site’s 
boundaries in 
the NU Non-
Urban 
Residence 
District* 

1,500 feet in all 
other locations* 

*City Council 
Policy – 
Adopted 
January 10, 
2011 

 

Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 

Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 

Link to 
upcoming 
Public Hearings 
published each 
Friday.  

 

The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City 
Hall.  

 



NOTIFICATIONS  
Public Hearings at City Council 

Municipality 
Type of  
Request 

Mailing 
Notification & 
Distance from 

Site 

Posting of Sign 
On Site 

City’s Website 
City’s E-

Newsletter 
Other 

 

2 

 

Wildwood Application for 
Liquor License 

Yes – 200 feet 
radius from the 
subject site’s 
boundaries 

No Yes – 10 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 

Link to 
upcoming 
Public Hearings 
published each 
Friday.  

 

The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City 
Hall. 

Wildwood Budget Hearing No No Yes – prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 

Link to 
upcoming 
Public Hearings 
published each 
Friday.  

 

The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a newspaper 
one week prior to 
scheduled public 
hearing and posted at 
City Hall.  

 

Ballwin Amending the 
Zoning 
Ordinance 

No Yes – with 
phone number 
to call the 
‘zoning hotline’ 
– pre-recorded 
message 
pertaining to 
requests 

Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 

No The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City Hall 

 
 
Ballwin 
 
 

Historic Register 
Request 
 

No No Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 

No The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City Hall 

Ballwin Application for 
Liquor License 

No No Yes –prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 

No The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City Hall 

Ballwin Budget Hearing No n/a Yes –prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 

No The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City Hall 

Chesterfield Amending the 
Zoning 
Ordinance  
 

Yes – 225 feet 
radius from the 
subject site’s 
boundaries, and 
trustees of 
adjoining 
subdivisions 

Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 
(1 sign per 
frontage) 

Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 
 

No The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a 
newspaper(specifically 
The Post-Dispatch) 
and posted at City Hall 



NOTIFICATIONS  
Public Hearings at City Council 

Municipality 
Type of  
Request 

Mailing 
Notification & 
Distance from 

Site 

Posting of Sign 
On Site 

City’s Website 
City’s E-

Newsletter 
Other 

 

3 

 

Chesterfield Historic Register 
Request (LPA) 
 

Yes – 225 feet 
radius from the 
subject site’s 
boundaries, and 
trustees of 
adjoining 
subdivisions 

Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 
(1 sign per 
frontage) 

Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 
 

No The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a newspaper 
(specifically The Post-
Dispatch) and posted 
at City Hall 

Chesterfield Application for 
Liquor License 

No No Yes – prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 

n/a Reviewed by Business 
License Staff Person 
and approved by City 
Council 

Chesterfield Budget Hearing No No Yes –prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 
 

n/a The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a newspaper 
(specifically The Post-
Dispatch) and posted 
at City Hall 

Ellisville Amending the 
Zoning 
Ordinance  
 

Yes – 185 feet 
radius from the 
subject site’s 
boundaries, if a 
surrounding 
property is 
effected 

Yes – with 
phone number 
with recorded 
message 
pertaining to 
information on 
the request 

No No The public hearing 
announcement is also 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City 
Hall.  

 

Ellisville Historic Register 
Request 
 

n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 

Ellisville Application for 
Liquor License 

No No No No Reviewed and 
Approved by City 
Council/Board of 
Alderman 

Ellisville Budget Hearing No No Notice of Public 
Hearing posted 
on agenda 

No The public hearing 
announcement is also 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City Hall 
– 15 days prior to 
scheduled public 
hearing 

Eureka Amending the 
Zoning 
Ordinance  
 

No Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 
 

Yes – 15 days 
prior to 
scheduled 
public hearing 
 

n/a The public hearing 
announcement is also 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City Hall 
– 15 days prior to 
scheduled public 
hearing  



NOTIFICATIONS  
Public Hearings at City Council 

Municipality 
Type of  
Request 

Mailing 
Notification & 
Distance from 

Site 

Posting of Sign 
On Site 

City’s Website 
City’s E-

Newsletter 
Other 

 

4 

 

Eureka Historic Register 
Request 
 

n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 

Eureka Application for 
Liquor License 

No No  
 

Notice of 
Public Hearing 
posted on 
agenda 

No Reviewed and 
Approved by City 
Council 

Eureka Budget Hearing No  No Notice of 
Public Hearing 
posted on 
agenda 

 The public hearing 
announcement is also 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City Hall 
– 15 days prior to 
scheduled public 
hearing 

Manchester Amending the 
Zoning 
Ordinance  
 

Yes – 185 feet 
radius from the 
subject site’s 
boundaries, if a 
surrounding 
property is 
effected 

No Notice of 
Public Hearing 
posted on 
agendas 

No The public hearing 
announcement is also 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City Hall 
– 15 days prior to 
scheduled public 
hearing 

Manchester Historic Register 
Request 
 

n/a – no Historic 
Preservation 
Commission – 
separate entity 
reviews historic 
properties not 
affiliated with 
the City 

n/a n/a n/a n/a 

Manchester Application for 
Liquor License 

No No Notice of 
Public Hearing 
posted on 
agenda 

No Reviewed and 
Approved by City 
Council/Board of 
Alderman 

Manchester Budget Hearing No No Notice of 
Public Hearing 
posted on 
agenda 

No The public hearing 
announcement is 
placed in a newspaper 
and posted at City Hall 
– 15 days prior to 
scheduled public 
hearing 

 

Key: 

 Yellow highlighted items required by one of the following: Chapter 415. Zoning Regulations of the City of Wildwood’s Zoning Ordinance, 
which derives its authority from Chapter 89 of the Missouri Revised Statues (the enabling legislation that allows cites to implement zoning 
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Planning Tomorrow Today ® 

16860 Main Street      Wildwood, Missouri 63040      636-458-0440 phone      636-458-6969 fax 

MEMORANDUM       

 
To:  Administration/Public Works Committee Members 
 
Cc:  Mayor Bowlin and Planning/Parks Committee Members 
 
From:  Ryan S. Thomas, City Administrator 

Date:  September 2, 2016 

Re:  Proposed Codification Update 

 

Background 
Sullivan Publications has been the City’s vendor for maintaining its Municipal Code online and in printed 
form, and is routinely provided updates from the City Clerk as new legislation is passed by the City.  
However, a full, comprehensive review of the Municipal Code has not occurred since 1997, and would be 
particularly helpful to do in close coordination with the upcoming City Charter review. 
   
Recommendation 
It is recommended that the City enter into an agreement with Sullivan Publication, Inc. for the total sum 
of $14,700, to complete a full, comprehensive review of the Municipal Code.  Please note that this is not 
a budgeted expense for 2016; and therefore, the project would begin in January as authorized through 
the upcoming 2017 budget adoption. 
 
Reasons for Recommendation 

1. For the identification of duplications, conflicts and inconsistencies between or within various 
sections of the code. 

2. For the identification of duplications, conflicts and inconsistencies with Missouri statutes. 
3. For the identification of recommended code language to replace outdated provisions or to make 

City legislation more enforceable. 
 
I will be available for any comments or questions at the September 7, 2016 Meeting of the 
Administration/Public Works Committee. 
 
RST 



 

Prepared for: 

City of Wildwood 
St. Louis County 

Missouri 

July 21, 2016  
Valid for 6 months 

 
Michael S. Perry 

(314) 775-0092 
mike@sullivanpublications.com  

msperry@generalcode.com 
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2 | Executive Summary   

 

 
Serving the needs of communities for 

over 50 years, General Code 

provides codification and enterprise 

content management solutions to 

more than 3,000 municipal 

governments throughout the United 

States and Canada. Our staff has 

developed, implemented and 

maintained codification projects for a 

wide variety of local governments, 

ranging from small townships and 

villages to major cities and counties.  

 

 

Executive Summary 

 

Situation Analysis 

Thank you for the opportunity to present this proposal for comprehensive codification services.   

The Code of Ordinances of the City of Wildwood was originally published by Sullivan Publications 

in 1997, and has been updated most recently in 2016.  Presently, the City of Wildwood wishes to 

undertake a comprehensive review of the 1997 Code of Ordinances to include all legislation of a 

general and permanent nature through Ordinance No. 2175.  The scope of services is to include 

research and editorial and Code review to identify conflicts, inconsistencies and other problem 

areas in need of updating or correction; the incorporation of any necessary revisions; the creation 

of an index; the printing of 10 copies of the Code; and the preparation of Code adoption materials 

and a disposition list to document the final disposition of all Code-relevant legislation.   

For more detail, see the full Situation Analysis on page 3. 

General Code Solution 

The City of Wildwood’s objectives will be met and goals achieved through our proposed 

Codification Solution, which includes: 

 An Editorial and Code Analysis and recodification of existing materials 

 Updating the City’s Premium eCode360® online code 

 10 Custom printed Code books, with an option for additional printed books 

Investment Summary  

The cost of General Code’s recommended solution will be $14,700.  

A detailed breakdown of the investment and available options can be found on page 10. 

Accepting This Proposal 

This document serves both as a proposal and as an agreement.  To accept this proposal, complete 

the form on the last page, including authorized signatures.  Scan and email the completed form to 

ezsupp@generalcode.com, fax the completed form to General Code at (585) 328-8189, or return it 

by mail to General Code, 781 Elmgrove Road, Rochester, NY 14624.
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Situation Analysis 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The City of Wildwood is located in St. Louis County in Missouri and was originally incorporated in 

1995.  Today the City is home to more than 35,500 residents. 

Prior Codification 

The Code of Ordinances of the City of Wildwood was originally published by Sullivan Publications 

in 1997.  Since then it has been supplemented 34 times, most recently in 2016, including 

legislation through Supplement No. 34/Ordinance No. 2175. 

Source Materials 

General Code will use the following source materials for the codification project: 

 General Code’s library copy of the City’s 1997 Code of Ordinances, as updated through 
Supplement No. 34/Ordinance No. 2175 

 

This proposal only takes into account legislation submitted for review, which will be included within 

the scope of this project.  General Code requests that the City continue to routinely send any new 

legislation upon adoption.  These additional materials will be included in the Code up to the point 

where the editorial work has been completed and may be subject to an additional charge at the 

end of the project. 
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Recommended Solution 

 

General Code will provide the City of Wildwood with professional codification services and solutions designed to meet the 

specific needs of your community, based on your requirements and over 50 years of experience working with local governments.  

We will provide you with a variety of options for publishing the Code of the City of Wildwood, including posting on the Internet 

and traditional print formats. 

Services Included 

Publication of New Code Volumes 

The base price includes the publication of 10 new Code volumes in high-quality, custom-imprinted 

post binders, which shall be blue with gold silk-screen lettering.  The Code pages will be designed 

in an 8 ½-by-11-inch page size, using an 11-point Times New Roman font in a single-column 

format on 100% recycled paper.  Each Code will also include a set of Title tab dividers.  Each copy 

of the Code will be serial-numbered, and we will provide forms for you to keep track of the 

distribution of the Codes.  

Comprehensive Index 

General Code will prepare and publish a comprehensive Index for the Code.  The Index is 

specifically designed to be easy to use, so that the information in the Code can be quickly located. 

Code Adoption Legislation 

The editor assigned to your codification project will prepare adoption legislation for the proposed 

Code.  This material will be furnished to the City Attorney for review and enactment by the 

governing body.  If the Code adoption legislation is enacted and returned to us within 90 days of 

submission, we will include this material in the Code free of charge.  Once the Code is adopted, it 

can be amended directly to change, add or delete material.   

Disposition List 

If applicable, an updated Disposition List will be provided.  The Disposition List sets forth, in 

chronological order, the subject matter, date of adoption and disposition of each item of new 

legislation reviewed with the project and indicates its inclusion in or omission from the Code.  The 

Disposition List is designed to assist you in locating not only legislation that is included in the Code 

but also legislation that is not included. 

Derivation Table 

As there may be some adjustments in numbering of Chapters and Sections due to addition or 

deletion of material by the City in this process, and to ease the transition from any old numbering to 

new numbering, we will prepare a Derivation Table. The Derivation Table, which will be included at 

the end of the published Code, will clearly show the chapter and section numbers from the City’s 

existing 1997 Code and where they have been included in the new Code. 
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Updated eCode360 

The City’s current online Code will remain available for the City’s staff and general public for the 

duration of this project.  Once the project has been completed, General Code will update the City’s 

eCode360 with the new version of the City’s Code. 

The annual maintenance fee for eCode360 is an annual recurring flat fee.  Therefore it is our 

recommendation that the City should continue to budget for this service each year.  The fee covers 

annual licensing, web hosting, and posting of new legislation between regular Code supplements.  

Please note that this does not include the cost for codifying new legislation. 
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The General Code Codification Process 

 

We see you as a partner in the codification process. 

General Code’s unique and easily accessible style is readily discernible.  Your 

legislation is organized into a systematized, clean format, designed to provide you 

and your community with an easily readable, simple to reference, and logically 

indexed Code. 

Including You in the Process 

The unique project workflow that General Code has developed engages the City with a Code editor at key stages throughout the 

process.  Our Code editors bring a breadth of knowledge and expertise acquired over the half century we’ve invested in working 

with local governments.  Combining our experience with your involvement ensures that your Code will accurately reflect your 

community’s particular needs and requirements for a reliable resource tool. 

Process Outline 

Beginning a Code Project 

To begin the project, the City of Wildwood has provided the source materials for the new Code.  

For more detail, see the source materials listed on page 3. 

Preliminary Telephone Conference 

At the beginning of the project, General Code will consult with the City’s designated contact person 

to review the project generally and to clarify any initial questions for both General Code and the 

City. 

Organizational Analysis  

The first part of the analysis of the City’s legislation will be the preparation of an Organizational 

Analysis for the City to review.  The editor will prepare a proposed Table of Contents of the Code 

and a listing of legislation reviewed, along with any missing material and adoption dates, and any 

other questions pertaining to the completeness of materials being reviewed. 

The City will review the Organizational Analysis and make whatever changes it feels are 

necessary.  An editor will incorporate the feedback they receive into the project and move forward 

to the preparation of the Manuscript and the Editorial and Code Analysis. 

Manuscript and Model Code Provisions 

As applicable, a Manuscript will be prepared using the materials obtained from the City.  

Amendments will be incorporated into the Manuscript, and repealed or superseded material will be 

noted. The Manuscript will show exactly the legislation that is currently in effect.  

In some instances, we will recommend the use of sample material from our “Model Code”, 

including subjects such as Offenses, Traffic and Alcoholic Beverages, as well as others as deemed 

appropriate. Subject matter from the current Code not covered by the “Model Code” provisions 

shall be retained so the City does not lose its ability to enforce laws that are unique to the City. 
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Editorial and Code Analysis 

For the second part of the analysis of the City’s legislation, an Editorial and Code Analysis will be 

prepared for your review.  Our staff of editors and attorneys is in contact with hundreds of 

communities.  They will provide you with the benefit of their experience and with information that 

you can use to determine how your legislation can be revised and improved.  The project team will 

do a thorough review and analysis of your legislation and provide specific recommendations and 

input for improvement.  The Analysis will be compiled into a workbook, with an easy-to-use 

checklist format, for the use of City officials, including the Attorney, who will have the final decision-

making authority for the resolution of any and all issues.   

The Editorial and Code Analysis will include the following: 

 Identification of duplications, conflicts and inconsistencies between or within various 
sections of the Code 

 Identification of duplications, conflicts and inconsistencies with Missouri statutes  

 Identification of Model Code provisions that can replace outdated City provisions, 
including subjects such as Offenses, Traffic and Alcoholic Beverages and any others 
deemed appropriate by the City 

 Any practical recommendations to make your legislation more enforceable 

 Suggestions regarding fines, fees and penalties 

 Suggestions on ways to modernize your legislation 

The City will review the Editorial and Code Analysis and make the final decisions on any changes 

that are deemed necessary.  All final decisions regarding the sufficiency of the legislation which is 

to be codified, and any changes to be made to said legislation, shall be the province of the City 

officials and the City Attorney.  

A review period is set by the performance schedule.  We stress the importance of staying within 

the allotted time period to avoid disruptions in the production process and delays in the delivery 

of the Code.   

Final Editing of the Manuscript 

Once the Editorial and Code Analysis is returned, an editor will begin the final editing process. 

During the editing process, we will:  

 Prepare a Table of Contents listing all chapters and articles included in the Code 

 Include cross-references and Editor's Notes, as required, and add historical notations 
indicating the source and date of adoption of each enactment 

 Edit the text to incorporate any revisions and additions previously approved in the 
Editorial and Code Analysis phase 

 Copyread to correct typographical and spelling errors 
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Draft 

General Code will submit a Draft of the Code for final review by the City.  Any specific questions 

that arise during the editing process shall be submitted with the Guidelines for Draft Review.  Such 

questions may include missing wording or incomplete information, conflicts with incorporating new 

ordinances, and inconsistencies within chapter provisions.  Minor changes in content as a result of 

the City’s review may be made.  Any substantial changes in organization or content shall be 

subject to additional charges. 

Comprehensive Index; Code Adoption Legislation 

During final publication, General Code will prepare a comprehensive index.  We will also prepare 

the proposed Code adoption legislation and/or any other necessary information to establish the 

Code as an official document.  This material will be furnished to the City Attorney for review and 

enactment by the governing body. 

Code Delivery; Recordkeeping; Supplement Distribution 

After the Code is delivered, we will review the project with the City to ensure that everything meets 

your expectations.  At that time, we will work with you to set up an effective recordkeeping system 

to keep track of the distribution, sale and maintenance of Codes and supplements.  
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Performance and Payment Schedule 

 

Performance Schedule 

Deliverable Delivery Date 

Preliminary telephone conference Within 30 days of contract signing 

Submission of the Organizational 

Analysis 

Within 80 days of contract signing and receipt of the materials; the City has 30 days for 

review 

Submission of the Manuscript and 

Editorial and Code Analysis 

Within 180 days of receipt of the responses to the Organizational Analysis; the City has 

100 days for review 

Submission of Draft Within 145 days of receipt of responses to the Editorial and Code Analysis; the City has 

45 days to review 

Delivery of the Code  Within 40 days of approval to proceed with the publication of the Code 

Performance schedule reflects business days excluding legal holidays. 

Payment Schedule 

Percentage of Total 

Project Price 

Milestone 

20% Invoiced within 30 days of contract signing 

20% Invoiced upon submission of the Organizational Analysis 

30% Invoiced upon submission of the Manuscript and Editorial and Code Analysis 

20% Invoiced upon submission of the Draft 

Balance Invoiced upon delivery of the Code 



 

Prices noted are valid for 6 months from the date of this proposal. 
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Investment Detail and Options 

 

Base Codification Project Price $ 14,700 

Your base codification project includes the following: 

 Preliminary Telephone Conference 
 Creation of a New Code Through Ordinance No. 2175 
 Conversion of the Code into an XML Document  
 Organizational Analysis 
 Editorial and Code Analysis 
 Manuscript 
 Editorial Work 
 Proofreading 
 Draft 
 Duplication and Publication of 10 Code Volumes in Standard Imprinted Post Binders 
 Comprehensive Index 
 Disposition List (If Applicable) 
 Derivation Table 
 Title Tabs 
 Code Adoption Legislation 
 Updated Premium eCode360 
 Shipping 

Yearly Supplementation Charges 

The charges for publishing supplements are based upon $18 per page and $10 per table, image, chart, or diagram included in 

each supplement.  There is no minimum annual fee or retainer fee.  Our Codes are set up in a style and format designed to keep 

the number of pages affected and your costs to a minimum. 

*A “page” shall be defined as the printed area on one side of a sheet of paper; a sheet of paper may include two pages. 

Optional Components 

The following is available to you at an additional charge: 

Please note: Additional Code books (in addition to the 10 Code books included in the base price) may also be 

ordered; pricing is available upon request. 

Future Services 

Code Watch - No Charge 

This is an annual state law review which reports on the passage of new statutes that make it necessary to revise corresponding 
local ordinances, provided at no charge to our customers. 

Future Statutory Updates $795 

This is a subscription service enabling the City to stay up to date with the latest statutory changes and providing supplemental 
pages reflecting new state laws.   
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References By Position 

 
 

We recently asked some of our clients if we could use their names as references when sending out new proposals. The 
message sent was as follows: 
 
“Each time we respond to a request for a proposal from a new prospective city we are asked to give references. While I usually 
look for three or four cities in close proximity to the new city, it occurs to me that I have worked with and for you for many years. 
Therefore I would like to ask your permission to use your name as a reference that would put together satisfied clients by group 
i.e., city attorneys, city administrators, city clerks and other city officials. As always, I am truly grateful for your support.  
Thanks 
Mike” 
 
Having sent out some forty plus requests, we got a tremendously supportive response from all. The following are direct 
quotations that epitomize the tone of those responses:  
 
"Absolutely, Mike. I'm honored that you asked.” 
Paul Martin, City Attorney 
 
“You may always use my name as a reference. You are the greatest ! I don't know what I would do without you !” 
Diane Monteleone, City Administrator 
 
“I would be honored for you to use my name and city as a reference.” 
June Waters, City Clerk 
 
“Sure. I would be glad to help. Thank you for helping us through our re-codification process.” 
Sheila Smail, City Clerk 
 
“Mike, use my name however you see fit. I am happy to assist you as I believe you do a great job and provide a great service.”  
Steve Garrett, City Attorney 
 
“Mike, I absolutely will provide you with a strong reference.” 
Greg Beavers, City Administrator 
 
“Of course, you can use me as reference. Thanks for thinking of me.” 
John Hessel, City Attorney 
 
“Mike, I would be honored. Please do.” 
Kevin O’Keefe, City Attorney 
 
“Mike - absolutely! Please add my name. I appreciate and respect all of the work that you have done.” 
Stephanie Karr, City Attorney 
 
“I would be glad to be a reference for you. I think you and your staff do an outstanding job and I am very glad we chose Sullivan.”  
Cindy Simpson, City Clerk 
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References 

 

City Attorneys: 
City of Florissant Mr. John Hessel/City Attorney 314-921-5700 
City of Blue Springs Ms. Nancy K. Yendes/City Attorney 816-228-0110 
City of Hazelwood Mr. Kevin O'Keefe/City Attorney 314-621-9550 
City of St. Peters Mr. Randy Weber/City Attorney 636-947 4700 
City of Richmond Heights Mr. Ken Heinz/City Attorney 314-645-0404 
City of Town & Country Mr. Steve Garrett/City Attorney 314-725-8788 
City of Warrenton Mr. Chris Graville/City Attorney 636-456-3535 
City of Battlefield Mr. Jim Kelly/City Attorney 417-732 8800 
City of Ozark Mr. David Colignon/City Attorney 417-581-2407 
City of Olivette Mr. Paul Martin/City Attorney 314-961-0097 
City of Centralia Mr. Merritt Beck/City Attorney 573-682 2114 

City Administrators: 
City of St. John Mr. Connie Poteet/City Administrator 314-427-8700 
City of Festus Mr. Happy Welch/City Administrator 636-937-4694 
City of Farmington Mr. Greg Beavers/City Administrator 573-756-4413 
City of Dexter Mr. Mark Stidham/City Administrator 573-624-5959 
City of Harrisonville Mr. Keith Moody/City Administrator 816-380-8900 
City of Louisiana Mr. Bob Jenne/City Administrator 573-754-4132 
City of Higginsville Mr. Lee Barker/City Administrator 660-584-2106 
City of Desloge Mr. Greg Camp/City Administrator 573-431-3700 
City of Brentwood Ms. Bola Akande/City Administrator 314-962-4800 

City Clerks: 
City of Clayton Ms. June Waters/City Clerk 314-727-8100 
City of Eureka Mr. Ralph Lindsey/City Clerk 636-938-5233 
City of Fenton Ms. Diane Monteleone/City Clerk 636-343-1183 
City of Wildwood Ms.. Lynne Greene-Beldner/City Clerk 636-458-0440 
City of Ste. Genevieve Ms. Pam Meyer/City Clerk 573-883-5400 
City of Sikeston Ms. Linda Lowes/ Gov. Services Dir. 573-471-2512 
City of Aurora Ms. Kathie Needham/City Clerk 417-678-5121 
City of Monett Ms. Janie Knight/City Clerk 417-235-3763 
City of Carl Junction Ms. Marybeth Matney/City Clerk 417-649-7237 
City of Charleston Ms. Marsha Hart/City Clerk 573-683-3325 
City of Caruthersville Ms. Melinda Scifres/City Clerk 573-333-2142 
City of Kennett Ms. Diane Risner/City Clerk 573-888-9001 
City of Maryville Ms. Sheila Smail/City Clerk 660-562-8001 
City of Trenton Ms. Cindy Simpson/City Clerk 660-359-2013 
City of Parkville Ms. Melissa McChesney/City Clerk 816-741-7676 
City of Platte City Ms. Amy Hubbard/City Clerk 816-858-3046 
City of Hermann Mrs. Patricia Heaney/City Clerk 573-486-5400 
City of Washington Mrs. Mary Trentmann/City Clerk 636-390-1000 
City of Union Mrs. Jonita Copelend/City Clerk 636-583-3600 
City of Sullivan Mrs. Janice Koch/City Clerk 573-468-4612 
City of Osage Beach Ms. Diann Warner/City Clerk 573-302-2000 
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Municipalities Completed 2005-2015 

 
Year Municipality Year Municipality Year Municipality 
 
2005 New Haven 
 Sullivan 
 Charlack 
 Eldon 
 Sparta 
 Dardene Prarie 
 Houston Lake 
 Strafford 
 Bernie 
 Marlborough 
 Versailles 
 Cottleville 
 Fisk 
 Dixon 
 Oakland 
 Old Monroe 
 Harrisonville 
 
2006 Florissant 
 Vinita Park 
 Crystal Lake Park 
 Kahoka 
 Velda City 
 
2006 Grant City 
 Mound City 
 Webb City 
 Ste. Genevieve 
 Cole Camp 
 Paris 
 Calverton Park 
 Lake Wakomis 
 Marionville 
 
2007 Blackburn 
 Country Club Hills 
 Ellisville 
 Greenfield 
 Huntleigh 
 Lake Waukomis 
 Lincoln 
 Ozark 
 Pagedale 
 Pineville 
 Rosebud 
 Steele 
 Stover 
 Troy 
 Walnut Grove 

2008 Watson 
 Willow Springs 
 Thayer 
 Bellerive 
 Fair Grove 
 Riverview 
 Clayton 
 Platte City 
 Dearborn 
 Billings 
 Willard 
 King City 
 
2009 Airport Drive 
 Pierce City 
 Bowling Green 
 New Melle 
 Bolivar 
 Olivette 
 Weston 
 Marthasville 
 Paola 
 Miller 
 Creve Coeur 
 
2010 Maryville 
 Qulin 
 Miller 
 Weston 
 Highlandville 
 Clever 
 Breckenridge Hills 
 Bonne Terre 
 Maitland 
 Laurie 
 Jefferson County 
 Truesdale 
 Bella Villa 
 Sikeston 
 Pasadena Hills 
 New Franklin 
 Verona 
 
2011 Poplar Bluff 
 Perry 
 Cool Valley 
 Festus 
 LaGrange 
 Glendale 

 St. Charles 
 Flordell Hills 
 Chaffee 
 Dellwood 
 Chilicothe 
 
2012 Oronogo 
 Brentwood 
 New Florence 
 Branson West 
 Seymour 
 Chesterfield 
 Bull Creek 
 Woodson Terrace 
 Puxico 
 Reeds Spring 
 Van Buren 
 Belle 
 Noel 
 
2013 Riverside 
 Kirbyville 
 Parma 
 Theodosia 
 Appleton City 
 University City 
 Salem 
 Savannah 
 Edmundson 
 Fayette 
 Fairfax 
 
2014 Excelsior Springs 
 Lilbourn 
 Pierce City 
 Tarkio 
 Unionville 
 
2015 Paris 
 Valley Park 
 Indian Park 
 Marshfield 
 Buckner 
 Hallsville 
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Editorial Work on Your Supplement 

The editorial work on your supplement specifically focuses on the new legislation being incorporated with each supplement.  As 

part of our process for new legislation, we will do the following: 

 Review the legislation to determine proper placement within the Code.  

 Adhere to the structure and style contained in the ordinance, unless changes are required to ensure consistency in the 
Code.  

 Use or impose section and subsection numbering.  

 Create chapter, article, and section titles as appropriate. 

 Add historical annotations as applicable.  

 Correct misspellings so that searchability in eCode360 is not compromised. 

 Check and correct internal section hierarchy, capitalization, grammar, and punctuation.  

 Check internal and statutory references. 

 Correct any missing wording.   

General Code will also update the Table of Contents and index.  Editorial notes will be appended to sections that require 

additional explanation.  Any tables, drawings, or other graphics as are required by the City shall be incorporated into the 

supplement, with improved presentation as necessary.  Additionally, for print supplements, an Instruction Page will be created to 

advise how to insert and remove pages.    

 

Printed Supplements 

Amendments to the printed Code occur in the form of printed supplement pages that are issued as 

replacement pages.  Printed supplements include updated Table of Contents, Disposition List, 

Index and text pages, as well as an Instruction Page.  

 

 

 

Electronic Updates 

Amendments to the electronic version of the Code can be provided on their own schedule or can 

accompany printed supplements.  Electronic updates will have been incorporated into the Code, 

and a fully searchable, complete Code will be delivered online. 

 

 

 

Delivery 

Printed supplements to the Code will be delivered in bulk to the City, unless the City chooses to 

utilize General Code's Distribution Services.  The website will be updated within one or two 

business days as electronic updates are delivered. 
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Why General Code? 
 

Welcome to Civility. 

As a values-based company, we adhere to the principles outlined in our Code of 

Engagement.  We are committed to providing a higher standard of customer 

service, and believe that how we work with our clients is just as important 

as how we work amongst ourselves. 

General Code brings civility to codification, by learning from over 50 years of experience and the constantly changing concerns 

and needs of our 3,000 customers, including 273 in Missouri.  We civilize your experience by listening to you and focusing our 

efforts on meeting your objectives.  Our editorial and technical professionals will offer you options, designed to meet your 

particular needs so that your Code can be constructed and used accordingly.  This collaboration will enhance the long-term 

viability of your legislation and will allow you a level of customization that you will find invaluable.    

Experience 
 Over 3,000 clients in 39 states in the United States and Canada  

 Serving local governments since 1962 — over 50 years of broad experience in all 
aspects of municipal codification 

 Margaret A. Perry, your editor with over 30 years of experience in all aspects of editorial 
work and supervision of production  

 Unparalleled reputation for quality and service 

 Leader in providing technical and innovative codification solutions  

Customer Service Orientation 
 Highest customer satisfaction ratings  

 Michael S. Perry, your local Account Manager in Missouri, with over 30 years of 
experience  

 Quick responses to questions and commitment to person-to-person interaction 

 Training and support on an ongoing basis 

 Flexible billing plans tailored to meet the specific needs of each client 

Professional and Experienced Staff 
 Your Project Team will include members of our professional staff of over 100 employees, 

including attorneys, editors, and other codification specialists, producing over 100 new 
Code projects and over 2,000 supplements annually 

 Team approach, to ensure availability of required personnel and resources until work is 
complete, as well as consistency and accessibility 

 Full-time attorney editors, with extensive experience in both new Code projects, as well 
as supplementation of existing Codes, in numerous states 

 Full-time Code editors, with experience in codification averaging over 15 years 

 Specially trained data entry, proofreading, indexing and research staff  
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The Code of Engagement 
 

Our Pledge to You 

Our Code of Engagement is General Code’s pledge to achieve a high standard, 

cultivate a long-term working relationship, and earn the status of being your trusted 

partner.  

General Code is a values-based company.  As such, our Code of Engagement is the set of principles guiding the way we 

conduct ourselves.  It encompasses how we interact with our co-workers and our community, the way we treat you, the way we 

communicate with you, and the fact that you are not just our customer, you are our partner.  Our Code of Engagement is founded 

on a set of seven values. 

Honesty and Integrity 
Every interaction will confirm that you are working with an ethical, conscientious, and trustworthy partner. 

Delighting the Customer 
We will anticipate, and often surpass, your expectations.  We will be proactive and responsive to your needs. 

Efficiency 
You will receive high-quality products and services in the shortest possible time frame.  These solutions will save you time and 
ease your workload. 

Innovation and Creativity 
We will stay in front of your ever-changing needs.  Visionary thinking, resourcefulness, and technology leadership will make this 
possible. 

Personal Responsibility 
Every General Code employee will meet and exceed your expected level of product quality and service excellence. 

Caring and Concern 
You will receive service that is personable, warm, and reliable—an attentive relationship you can trust. 

Teamwork 
Across departments and at every level of our company, we will collaborate with each other and with you to meet your needs. 
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The General Code Codification Process At-a-Glance 
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Authorization and Agreement 

 

 

Base Codification Project $ 14,700 

Optional Components 

____ Enroll in Future Statutory Updates  $ ..................... 0.00 

 (Annual Maintenance: $795 after current year) 

Total Investment 

Including all of the options selected above, the project price will be: $ ............................  

 
 

The City of Wildwood, Missouri, hereby agrees to the procedures outlined above, and to General Code's Codification Terms and 

Conditions, which are available at www.generalcode.com/TCdocs, and are incorporated herein by reference, and authorizes 

General Code to proceed with the project. 

CITY OF WILDWOOD, ST. LOUIS COUNTY, MISSOURI 

By:   _______________________________________  Witnessed by: _______________________________________  

Title:   _______________________________________  Title:  ______________________________________________  

Date:  _______________________________________  Date:  ______________________________________________  

GENERAL CODE, LLC 

By:   _______________________________________  Witnessed by: _______________________________________  

Title:   _______________________________________  Title:  ______________________________________________  

Date:  _______________________________________  Date:  ______________________________________________  

 

Please sign and return this page to General Code.  A signed copy of this agreement will be mailed back to the City for its 

records.  

 



 

Planning Tomorrow Today ® 

16860 Main Street      Wildwood, Missouri 63040      636-458-0440 phone      636-458-6969 fax 

MEMORANDUM       

 
To:  Administration/Public Works Committee Members 
 
Cc:  Mayor Bowlin and Planning/Parks Committee Members 
 
From:  Ryan S. Thomas, City Administrator 

Date:  September 2, 2016 

Re:  Proposed Audio/Video Enhancements in Council Chambers 

 

Background 
The Department has been reviewing options for improving the ability to view items currently shown on 
the floor monitor and back wall projection in the Council Chambers, and specifically from the Council 
dais. 
   
Recommendation 
It is recommended 19” monitors (11 total) be equally spaced across the Council dais, tilt-mounted 
at approximately 40° to prevent obscuring the view to the audience.  The monitors would have a 
hard-wired connection to what is currently being displayed through the console.  This would also 
allow for the elimination of the current floor monitor, which can block the view of those speaking 
from the podium.  The audience would continue to view the display on the back wall projection, 
which I am also looking to improve.  Attached is a proposal from the City’s A/V consultant for the 
materials and labor required for the installation, which totals $9,773.48. 
 
Reasons for Recommendation 

1. The proposed dais monitors would provide for a clean view of all items on display. 
2. The tilt-mounted solution eliminates the blockage of sight lines, and provides for better room 

aesthetics. 
3. A hard-wired solution improves reliability. 
4. The sharing of monitors (spaced between seats) retains space for other paper meeting materials. 
5. The elimination of the current monitor eliminates a sight obstruction at the podium. 

 
Please note that $10,000 was budgeted in 2016 for A/V improvements in the Council Chambers.  
Following some audio and cellular connectivity improvements completed earlier this year, a budget 
balance of approximately $6,500 remains; therefore, to complete this work as proposed, an amendment 
to the City Hall Project Fund budget will be necessary (either through reducing the $10,000 Landscaping 
Budget, or through an increase to the overall City Hall Project Fund budget, for which an unreserved fund 
balance of $171,339 remains). 
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I will be available for any comments or questions at the September 7, 2016 Meeting of the 
Administration/Public Works Committee. 
 
RST 



Customer:

City of Wildwood

16860 Main Street

Wildwood, MO 63040

Project: Video image distribution for the council members. 11840 Westline Industrial Drive 

St Louis, MO 63146

314-909-1990 phone

Project Description: 314-909-1911 fax

Submitted By: Tim Landwehr

EQUIPMENT: 

Product Manufacturer Model # Qty. Price Extended Price

1 Monitor tilt mount Chief KOW100B 11 $109.60 $1,205.60

2 HDMI distribution amplifier 1x8 Crestron HD-DA8-4K-E 1 $666.67 $666.67

3 HDMI distribution amplifier 1x4 Crestron HD-DA4-4K-E 1 $333.33 $333.33

4 HDMI extender set Liberty DL-HD100 1 $344.73 $344.73

5 RGB to HDMI scaler Crestron HD-Scaler-VGA-E 1 $400.00 $400.00

6 19" Monitor Samsung TBD 11 $152.87 $1,681.61

7 Custom Wood mounting block for Dias monitors custom misc 11 $84.62 $930.77

8 Patch cables Kramer misc 1 $366.67 $366.67

Equipment Sub Total $5,929.38

AV SERVICES:

Installation Labor & Materials $3,217.65

Project Management includes: $426.00

Programming, Testing & Tuning, Training,

Warranty, Drawings & Documentation

Shipping & Handling $200.45

AV Services Sub Total $3,844.10

Sales tax not included Grand Total $9,773.48

Proposal valid for 30 days from: 7/11/2016

Install listed equipment to provide monitors for each pair of council members. Signal displayed will be the 

same image that is sent to the projector.

“CI Select is pleased to submit this proposal for your acceptance.   Unless otherwise stated, quoted prices are based on normal working hours, M-F, 8am-4pm.  Buyer is subject to 
applicable sales tax.  Seller retains a purchase money interest.  By accepting this proposal, you agree to our full terms & conditions – see our website at www.ciselect.com/terms.  The 
deposit amount below is required within 5 days of order placement.   A convenience fee of 2.75% applies to credit cards.”   



 

 

Planning Tomorrow Today 

16860 Main Street      Wildwood, Missouri 63040      636-458-0440 phone      636-458-6969 fax 

MEMORANDUM       

 
To:  Administration/Public Works Committee Members 
 
From:  Rick C. Brown, PE, PTOE 

Director of Public Works / City Engineer 

Date:  September 2, 2016 

Re:  Review of the Proposed Eatherton Road Pedestrian Bridge Project  
 

Project History and Background 
As you know, the Department of Public Works held a bid opening recently to award a project that would 
construct a proposed 2nd pedestrian bridge over State Route 100.  The bid opening was the result of over 
two (2) years of effort on the part of the Departments of Public Works, Parks and Planning, as well as 
the City Council. Over the course of this two (2) year period, a planning session was held at its start to 
frame what type of bridge would be constructed and the characteristics it would include in its design, 
along with incorporating lighting, landscaping, and the development of plaza areas on either end of the 
proposed span. This design and engineering process resulted in a bridge with many of the characteristics 
of the City’s first pedestrian bridge, but with more focus on its function as a component of the overall 
trail network along State Route 100.  
 
This location has been considered by the City for a pedestrian bridge since the inception of the City’s 
trail plan in 1998.  After the initial approval of the first segment of trail along State Route 109 and plans 
for more miles of the same along State Route 100, a living bridge was planned, but postponed due to its 
design not being accepted by the City Council and the estimated cost being too high.  Eventually, the 
bridge’s design and location were changed to address the concerns with the original planned structure. 
The location of the proposed new bridge at Eatherton Road is shown on Exhibit 1.  
 
Project Need 
The proposed Eatherton Road Pedestrian Bridge over Route 100 will be a vital link in the overall 
Wildwood Greenway trail system, which has been under construction for many years.  Planning for the 
Wildwood Greenway has been developed in conjunction with the Great Rivers Greenway (GRG), the St. 
Louis Regional Parks & Trails District, and is included with the City's Access & Mobility Plan which has 
been attached as Exhibit 2.  More specifically, the proposed new pedestrian bridge will provide a safe 
connection across Route 100, a high speed, 4-lane urban expressway. Route 100, which is maintained by 
the Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT), carries about 20,000 vehicles per day and has a 
posted speed limit of 55 mph.  
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The Wildwood Greenway includes a system of shared use paths along both the north and south side of 
Route 100 and along Route 109.  On Route 100, the shared use path extends from Pond Road (to the 
west) to the Wildwood City limit (on the east), a distance of more than 2 1/4 miles.  To the east, the 
path has recently been extended to Old State Road in the City of Ellisville under the Great Streets 
project.  The City of Wildwood plans to extend the Wildwood Greenway further to the west along Route 
100 to Mueller Road in order to link with GRG's Western Greenway.  To the north, the trail extends 
about 2 miles along Route 109 to Garden Valley Ct.  To the south of the proposed bridge, the City plans 
to extend bike and pedestrian facilities along both Eatherton Road and along Route 109 to connect with 
Manchester Road.  Manchester Road both east and west of Route 109 has been improved with bike 
lanes.  The section of Manchester Road to the east of Route 109 has also been improved with sidewalks, 
which will be continuous to Route 100, after construction of our Manchester Road Streetscape Phase 3 
Improvement Project.  
 
Potential Usage 
The bridge will provide a key linkage to the north and south sides of Route 100 within the Town Center 
and will provide improved access to the nearby Community Park.  To provide a graphical illustration of 
the potential trail users, please refer to Exhibits 3 and 4, which show properties located within a 1/2 
mile radius of both the existing Route 100 Pedestrian Bridge and the proposed bridge.  It is interesting to 
see that a comparable number of properties currently lie within this half mile boundary – around 1,075-
1,080 for each.  However, when considering the proposed bridge, it is important to consider the impact 
of the proposed nearby residential development projects: the Villages of Bright Leaf and Main Street 
Crossing.  These new subdivisions will add almost 300 new homes in close proximity to the new 
pedestrian bridge.  Furthermore, potential trail users will be increased assuming that Ackerley Place 
subdivision is constructed to the west of Route 109.  Ackerley Place will be tied to the trail system by the 
planned tunnel under Route 109 south of Route 100.  
 
To help address the question of trail usage, the Department conducted a count of pedestrian and bicycle 
users on the existing pedestrian bridge over Route 100 (between Taylor Road and Westglen Farms 
Drive).  The count covered the period from August 19-22, 2016.  The results of the count are included as 
Exhibit 5.  It is anticipated that the usage of the Eatherton Road Pedestrian Bridge will exceed the 
existing bridge.  This is based on the fact that more residential properties will ultimately be located 
within close proximity of the proposed Eatherton Road Bridge and that the bridge will provide a 
desirable path to Community Park.  
 
Route 109 Crossing Option  
A question was raised regarding the potential to incorporate a pedestrian crossing within MoDOT’s 
planned improvement project to re-deck and widen the Route 109 Bridge over Route 100.  While 
MoDOT’s project is currently planned for construction in 2018, the scope of work does not include a 
separate sidewalk or trail crossing on the widened bridge.  In meetings with MoDOT, where the issue of 
pedestrian facilities has been discussed, MoDOT made two things clear:  

1. MoDOT is not funding pedestrian facilities as part of their project.  If the City desires them, all 
additional costs would be the responsibility of Wildwood.  

2. MoDOT is not agreeable with crossing pedestrians at-grade over the current ramps adjacent to 
roundabouts at both the eastbound and westbound ramps.  Any trail or path crossing over the 
ramps would require either a tunnel or a bridge.   
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To evaluate the feasibility of crossing pedestrians over Route 100 along Route 109, the Department of 
Public Works requested the engineering firm of HR Green to conceptually design such a crossing.  The 
results of that design effort are shown graphically as Exhibit 6.  The proposed crossing at Route 109 
would include widening the bridge over 109 to add the trail, as well as installing two new tunnels – one 
for each ramp crossing.  In order to address the differential in elevation between the proposed tunnels 
and the Route 109 Bridge, the trail would need to be lengthened with a switchback to accommodate the 
maximum 5% gradient which is required to meet ADA criteria.  
 
Based on the conceptual design, the estimated cost to construct the crossing depicted on Exhibit 6 is 
$1,834,000 (see Exhibit 7). It is important to note that this cost is 34% above the low base bid amount of 
$1,364,859 for the proposed pedestrian bridge at Eatherton Road.  Accounting for the federal funds, the 
City’s maximum cost for this project would be just under $1M, further increasing the cost differential 
between the two locations.  Thus, when compared to crossing at Route 109, the construction of the 
proposed Eatherton Road Pedestrian Bridge over Route 100 would be the least expensive crossing.   
 
2004 Pedestrian Bridge Cost vs. 2016 Bridge Cost 
A question was raised regarding the cost of the City’s first pedestrian bridge over Route 100, which was 
constructed twelve years ago in 2004. The low bid from 2004 was from Pace Construction for 
$1,085,000; however this is very misleading because the project included 8,000 feet of new trail 
construction.  
 
In an attempt to provide an "apples to apples" comparison of the 2004 bid with the 2016 bid for 
construction of the Eatherton Road Pedestrian Bridge, the Department compared the cost to construct 
only the bridge portion of both projects.  
 
A summary of the bridge costs and lengths are as follows:   
 

Route 100 Pedestrian Bridges 

Year Location  Length Construction Cost 

2004 1200’ west of Westglen Farms Drive 
(over Route 100) 

284’ $409,356 

2016 Eatherton Road (over Route 100) 334.75’ $705,365 

 
Bridge Length/Elevation:  
The first bridge was a similar truss; however, the bridge was shorter at 284' vs. 334'-9" for the new 
bridge - an increase of 50.75' or 18%.  Also, the first bridge was lower with a minimum vertical clearance 
of just under 27' vs. 40' for the new bridge. Thus, costs for the substructure and superstructure would 
be higher.  If we assume the bridge should cost 18% more due to the increase in length, the 2004 bridge 
cost would increase from $409,356 to $483,040.  (Note that the Department would argue that the 18% 
increase is conservative, as it does not fully consider the implications and extra costs of building the 
higher structure.) 
 
Inflation:  
If we account for 12 years of inflation, which averaged 3.16% annually over the period of 2004-2015, the 
2004 bridge bid amount increases significantly from $483,040 to about $700,193 in 2016 dollars.  (For 
inflation, our source is the "Annual Change of Construction Cost Index" as adapted by St. Louis County 
and the Engineering New Record (ENR)).  



P a g e  | 4 

 
Therefore, when the adjusted amount of $700,193 is compared to our 2016 bid by KCI of $705,365 for 
the Eatherton Road Pedestrian Bridge, the bid looks reasonable. 
 
Federal Funding  
At the City Council meeting of August 22nd, there was much discussion regarding the federal funding that 
has been approved for construction of the project.  To secure the funding, the City has entered into a 
funding agreement with MoDOT (see Exhibit 8).  The federal funds will pay 80% of the cost of the 
project up to the amount of $450,000.  The federal funds are obligated by Congress through the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) to MoDOT.  MoDOT accordingly distributes these funds statewide as 
part of the Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP).  TAP funds are required to be used only for non-
motorized transportation projects, such as bicycle and pedestrian improvements.   
 
With regard to use of TAP funds, two points should be made:  
 

1. Forfeiture of Funds - If the federal TAP funds are not utilized by Wildwood on this 
project, we will forfeit their use.  We can’t move them to construct a similar crossing at 
Route 109.  Forfeited funding will likely be utilized on another project by another 
municipality within the St. Louis area.  

2. Reasonable Progress - Our funding agreement includes provisions that the City must 
meet certain requirements with regard to “Reasonable Progress” (see Exhibit 8, 
Paragraph 3).  Essentially, this means we must meet the original schedule that we 
proposed when we applied for the funding.  It is important to note that the agreement 
states that Wildwood may not be eligible for future Transportation Alternative funding if 
we fail to meet the reasonable progress policy.  

 
Funds Expended To Date 
The City has already approved and expended funds toward the design and engineering of the project.  
The total design cost for the project, which was previously approved by the City Council, was for the 
amount of $92,211.18.  This amount has been expended.  In addition, the application for federal funds, 
which was previously approved by the City Council, required us to submit an application fee of $2,250 to 
the East-West Gateway Council of Governments.  
 
City Capital Improvement Funding  
The City portion of the funding for this bridge has been established in the 2016 Capital Improvements 
Program.  The amount the City Council approved for this use was $1,200,000.  Of this amount of 
funding, $450,000.00 is being provided from the federal TAP funding grant.   
 
It should be recognized that this project is funded through the Capital Improvements Sales Tax Fund 
rather than the General Fund.  The Capital Improvements Sales Tax Fund is not affected by the recent 
changes to the St. Louis County sales tax pool.  Those changes will affect the General Fund only. 
 
Although the low bid is more than the budgeted amount, the Capital Improvements Program for 2016 
also has funding for trail construction this year as well, which is a component of this pedestrian bridge 
project.  On either end of the proposed bridge, connections are planned to the existing trail system in its 
vicinity. Therefore, the Department believes that, with some modifications to the budget components 
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associated with the project and trail construction, the low bid cost for this bridge can be met from 
current line item funding. 
 
Bids Received 
As you know, the Department of Public Works opened bids to construct this project on Wednesday, July 
27.  A total of six (6) bids were opened for the project, with KCI Construction Company, Inc. submitting the low 
base bid of $1,364,859.00.  The second lowest bid is from Gershenson Construction Company, Inc. with a base 
bid of $1,379,591.75.  The low base bid amount is approximately 10.2% over the Engineer’s Estimate for the 
base bid of $1,238,220.  This overage could be attributed to a general underestimating of the bid unit prices on 
the Engineer’s Estimate.  (See Exhibit 9 for the complete tabulation of bids.) 
 
Recommendation 
The Department of Public Works recommends authorizing a contract with KCI Construction for the State 
Route 100 Pedestrian Bridge Project, in the base bid amount of $1,364,859, plus an $85,000 contingency for 
additional work as identified by the Department.  Accounting for the federal funds, the City’s maximum cost 
for this project would be $999,859.00.  

Reasons for Recommendation 

 As six bids were submitted, the Department is satisfied that competitive bids were received. 

 KCI Construction submitted the lowest bid.  While they have not completed a project for Wildwood, 
they have successfully completed numerous large projects around the St. Louis area.  

 While the low bid was about 10% over the Engineer’s Estimate, there are funds in the 2016 Capital 
Improvement Program for “Future Trail Development – Construction” which can be used to address 
the increase.   

 A failure to award this project would result in the loss of the federal funds.  

 
I will be available for any questions or comments at the September 7, 2016 Administration/Public Works 
Committee Meeting.  

RCB  

 



 

Exhibit 1 

Proposed Pedestrian Bridge Location  

Proposed Bridge Location 

Lo 
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Exhibit 3 
I/2 Mile Radius from Existing Pedestrian Bridge = 1080 Properties 

Existing Bridge Location 

Lo 



 

Exhibit 4 
I/2 Mile Radius from Proposed Bridge = 1075 Existing Properties 

(With the Villages of Bright Leaf and Main Street Crossing this will increase to over 1400 properties) 

Proposed Bridge Location 

Lo 



Trail Count Data 

Peak Hour Data West Leg Bridge (South Leg) East Leg  

Friday, August 26, 2016 (4PM-5PM) To South To West To East To West To East To South To East To South To West Total 

Pedestrians 16 1 0 1 19 0 1 2 0 40 
Bicycles 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
           

Saturday, August 27, 2016 (8:45AM-9:45AM) To South To West To East To West To East To South To East To South To West Total 

Pedestrians 22 3 1 7 16 0 2 6 0 57 
Bicycles 2 0 0 5 4 0 0 3 0 14 
           
Sunday, August 28, 2016 (9AM-10AM) To South To West To East To West To East To South To East To South To West Total 
Pedestrians 3 4 0 6 4 2 6 10 0 35 
Bicycles 1 2 0 2 2 0 1 1 2 11 

           

Monday, August 29, 2016 (7PM-8PM) To South To West To East To West To East To South To East To South To West Total 

Pedestrians 5 3 0 4 5 0 1 1 0 19 
Bicycles 0 1 0 2 2 0 5 0 0 10 

Total Daily Users (6AM – 8:15PM) West Leg  Bridge (South Leg)  East Leg   

Friday, August 26, 2016 To South To West To East To West To East To South To East To South To West Total 

Pedestrians 31 29 0 14 43 2 17 15 2 153 
Bicycles 12 4 0 13 9 0 8 12 0 58 
           

Saturday, August 27, 2016 To South To West To East To West To East To South To East To South To West Total 

Pedestrians 73 32 1 31 81 2 25 34 2 281 
Bicycles 30 3 0 29 29 0 4 17 0 112 
           
Sunday, August 28, 2016 To South To West To East To West To East To South To East To South To West Total 
Pedestrians 31 30 0 33 38 6 25 33 0 196 
Bicycles 19 6 0 22 26 0 12 10 2 97 

           

Monday, August 29, 2016  To South To West To East To West To East To South To East To South To West Total 

Pedestrians 25 24 1 20 20 2 15 17 1 125 
Bicycles 12 6 0 8 17 0 9 9 0 61 
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\\hrgwdfs004\Data\75150001\Design\Calc\Estimate\083016_Route109_OPC_PedestrianStudy.xlsm 1 OF 1 9/1/2016

1.1.1 Pavement Removal SY 489 5.00$                       $2,444
1.1.2 Clearing and Grubbing AC 1.00 5,000.00$                $5,000

1.2.1 Excavation and Grading, Unknown % of 1.1.1,2 & 1.4.1, 2 & 1.7.1 20% $93,088

1.3.1 Drainage, Unknown % 1.4.1, 2 & 1.7.1 30% $137,398

1.4.1 Retaining Wall SF 5768.0 45.00$                     $259,560
1.4.2 Box Culvert for Shared Use Path - 9' x 12' LF 170.0 1,075.00$                $182,750
1.4.3 Bridge, Widening SF 3,124 150.00$                   $468,600
1.4.4 Bridge, Aesthetics (includes lighting) % of 1.4.3 10% $46,860
1.4.5 Lighting for Culverts % of 1.4.2 5% $9,138

1.5 Special Construction
1.5.1 Erosion Control % 1.4.1, 2 & 1.7.1 2% $9,160
1.5.2 Typical Utilities % 1.4.1, 2 & 1.7.1 5% $22,900

1.6 Traffic Control
1.6.1 Traffic Control % 1.4.1, 2 & 1.7.1 6% $27,480

1.7.1 Shared Use Path (Asphalt) TONS 285 55.00$                     $15,684
1.7.2 6" Type 1 Aggregate Base SY 1722 30.00$                     $51,667

1.8 Miscellaneous
1.8.1 Incidentals % 1.4.1, 2 & 1.7.1 20% $91,599
1.8.2 Mobilization % of Above 8% $116,065
1.8.3 Contingency % of Above 10% $145,081

$1,711,952

Years until Construction 2

$1,834,000

September 1, 2016

PLANNING LEVEL
OPINION OF PROBABLE PROJECT COST

ROUTE 109 IMPROVEMENTS
Pedestrian Crossing Location Study

1.4 Structures

1.7 Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities

Prepared by HR Green

ITEM NO. ITEM UNIT TOTAL QUANTITY UNIT PRICE TOTAL

1.2 Excavation and Grading

1.1 Demoliltion

1.3 Drainage

Subtotal Construction (Current Year)

Total Construction (Construction Year) Assuming 3.5% Inflation
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LINE 

NUMBER

ITEM 

NUMBER
ITEM DESCRIPTION UNITS QUANTITY UNIT PRICE EXTENDED PRICE UNIT PRICE EXTENDED PRICE UNIT PRICE EXTENDED PRICE UNIT PRICE EXTENDED PRICE UNIT PRICE EXTENDED PRICE UNIT PRICE EXTENDED PRICE

1 201-99.01 Clearing and Grubbing LS 1 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $10,130.00 $10,130.00 $55,000.00 $55,000.00 $27,500.00 $27,500.00 $12,700.00 $12,700.00 $21,300.00 $21,300.00

2 202-20.10 Removal of Improvements LS 1 $5,500.00 $5,500.00 $44,830.00 $44,830.00 $15,000.00 $15,000.00 $8,000.00 $8,000.00 $15,000.00 $15,000.00 $5,930.00 $5,930.00

3 206-10.00 Class 1 Excavation CY 19 $40.00 $760.00 $63.00 $1,197.00 $55.00 $1,045.00 $82.00 $1,558.00 $150.00 $2,850.00 $82.00 $1,558.00

4 207-10.00 Linear Grading Class 1 STA 4 $1,550.00 $6,200.00 $2,780.00 $11,120.00 $1,450.00 $5,800.00 $8,400.00 $33,600.00 $2,300.00 $9,200.00 $1,110.00 $4,440.00

5 304-05.04 Type 5 Aggregate for Base (4 Inches Thick) SY 690 $12.00 $8,280.00 $7.90 $5,451.00 $13.50 $9,315.00 $8.00 $5,520.00 $12.50 $8,625.00 $10.50 $7,245.00

6 401-99.05 Bituminous Pavement (6 Inches Thick) SY 300 $60.00 $18,000.00 $39.30 $11,790.00 $57.00 $17,100.00 $78.00 $23,400.00 $55.50 $16,650.00 $82.50 $24,750.00

7 502-99.05 6 Inch P.C. Concrete SY 280 $90.00 $25,200.00 $59.60 $16,688.00 $68.00 $19,040.00 $62.00 $17,360.00 $78.00 $21,840.00 $170.00 $47,600.00

8 606-99.01 Type E Median Pier Protection LS 1 $18,000.00 $18,000.00 $18,900.00 $18,900.00 $18,000.00 $18,000.00 $21,000.00 $21,000.00 $21,000.00 $21,000.00 $56,900.00 $56,900.00

9 607-11.02 Modified Concrete Gutter Type B LF 263 $45.00 $11,835.00 $34.60 $9,099.80 $66.00 $17,358.00 $61.00 $16,043.00 $42.00 $11,046.00 $82.00 $21,566.00

10 612-20.14 Impact Attenuator (14 Sand Barrels) EA 2 $3,000.00 $6,000.00 $3,990.00 $7,980.00 $3,800.00 $7,600.00 $4,400.00 $8,800.00 $4,300.00 $8,600.00 $4,320.00 $8,640.00

11 612-20.20 Replacement Sand Barrel EA 8 $250.00 $2,000.00 $472.00 $3,776.00 $450.00 $3,600.00 $525.00 $4,200.00 $500.00 $4,000.00 $512.00 $4,096.00

12 616-10.05 Construction Signs SF 340 $7.00 $2,380.00 $7.35 $2,499.00 $7.00 $2,380.00 $11.50 $3,910.00 $10.00 $3,400.00 $11.50 $3,910.00

13 616-10.08 Advanced Warning Rail System EA 6 $35.00 $210.00 $36.80 $220.80 $35.00 $210.00 $64.00 $384.00 $55.00 $330.00 $62.50 $375.00

14 616-10.09 Flag Assembly EA 16 $25.00 $400.00 $26.30 $420.80 $25.00 $400.00 $30.00 $480.00 $25.00 $400.00 $28.50 $456.00

15 616-10.25 Channelizer (Trim Line) EA 400 $22.00 $8,800.00 $23.10 $9,240.00 $22.00 $8,800.00 $25.00 $10,000.00 $22.00 $8,800.00 $25.00 $10,000.00

16 616-10.30 Type III Moveable Barricade EA 5 $125.00 $625.00 $131.00 $655.00 $125.00 $625.00 $145.00 $725.00 $125.00 $625.00 $142.00 $710.00

17 616-10.40 Flashing Arrow Panel EA 2 $850.00 $1,700.00 $892.00 $1,784.00 $850.00 $1,700.00 $1,200.00 $2,400.00 $1,000.00 $2,000.00 $1,140.00 $2,280.00

18 616-10.98

Changeable Message Sign, Contractor Furnished, Contractor 

Retained EA 4 $2,000.00 $8,000.00 $3,150.00 $12,600.00 $3,000.00 $12,000.00 $3,750.00 $15,000.00 $3,200.00 $12,800.00 $3,640.00 $14,560.00

19 617-36.00D Temporary Traffic Barrier, Contractor Furnished/Retained LF 600 $23.00 $13,800.00 $27.20 $16,320.00 $25.90 $15,540.00 $32.00 $19,200.00 $26.00 $15,600.00 $29.50 $17,700.00

20 618-10.00 Mobilization LS 1 $180,000.00 $180,000.00 $85,000.00 $85,000.00 $107,000.35 $107,000.35 $147,000.00 $147,000.00 $150,000.00 $150,000.00 $101,000.00 $101,000.00

21 627-40.00 Contractor Furnished Surveying and Staking LS 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $6,825.00 $6,825.00 $4,813.00 $4,813.00 $8,700.00 $8,700.00 $11,000.00 $11,000.00 $4,730.00 $4,730.00

22 701-11.07 Drilled Shafts (4 Ft. 6 In. Diameter) LF 3 $1,000.00 $3,000.00 $1,065.00 $3,195.00 $525.00 $1,575.00 $1.00 $3.00 $450.00 $1,350.00 $1,590.00 $4,770.00

23 701-12.06 Rock Sockets (4 Ft. 0 In. Diameter) LF 24 $650.00 $15,600.00 $676.00 $16,224.00 $705.00 $16,920.00 $1,550.00 $37,200.00 $400.00 $9,600.00 $1,670.00 $40,080.00

24 701-13.00 Supplementary Television Camera Inspection EA 1 $2,500.00 $2,500.00 $630.00 $630.00 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $875.00 $875.00 $1,300.00 $1,300.00 $569.00 $569.00

25 701-14.00 Foundation Inspection Holes LF 28 $35.00 $980.00 $84.00 $2,352.00 $150.00 $4,200.00 $370.00 $10,360.00 $50.00 $1,400.00 $171.00 $4,788.00

26 701-16.00 Sonic Logging Testing EA 2.00 $2,000.00 $4,000.00 $2,194.00 $4,388.00 $1,820.00 $3,640.00 $3,500.00 $7,000.00 $1,900.00 $3,800.00 $1,710.00 $3,420.00

27 702-10.10 Structural Steel Piles (10 In.) LF 315 $60.00 $18,900.00 $119.00 $37,485.00 $62.00 $19,530.00 $130.00 $40,950.00 $88.00 $27,720.00 $80.00 $25,200.00

28 702-60.00 Pre-Bore For Piling LF 112 $150.00 $16,800.00 $105.00 $11,760.00 $120.00 $13,440.00 $150.00 $16,800.00 $138.00 $15,456.00 $69.50 $7,784.00

29 702-70.00 Pile Point Reinforcement EA 6 $115.00 $690.00 $118.00 $708.00 $85.00 $510.00 $130.00 $780.00 $115.00 $690.00 $127.00 $762.00

30 703-20.03 Class B Concrete (Substructure) CY 92 $1,250.00 $115,000.00 $1,575.00 $144,900.00 $1,150.00 $105,800.00 $1,430.00 $131,560.00 $1,344.00 $123,648.00 $2,240.00 $206,080.00

31 703-42.12 Slab on Steel SY 369 $90.00 $33,210.00 $65.60 $24,206.40 $123.00 $45,387.00 $77.50 $28,597.50 $195.00 $71,955.00 $125.00 $46,125.00

32 706-10.60 Reinforcing Steel (Bridges) LBS 28,730 $0.85 $24,420.50 $1.30 $37,349.00 $1.20 $34,476.00 $1.25 $35,912.50 $1.50 $43,095.00 $1.25 $35,912.50

33 710-10.00 Reinforcing Steel (Epoxy Coated) LBS 1,870 $1.50 $2,805.00 $1.25 $2,337.50 $1.75 $3,272.50 $1.50 $2,805.00 $3.00 $5,610.00 $1.60 $2,992.00

34 711-03.00 Concrete Masonry Protection System LS 1 $4,125.00 $4,125.00 $4,331.00 $4,331.00 $4,125.00 $4,125.00 $4,800.00 $4,800.00 $4,700.00 $4,700.00 $4,690.00 $4,690.00

35 711-04.00 Sacrificial Graffiti Protection System LS 1 $4,125.00 $4,125.00 $4,331.00 $4,331.00 $4,125.00 $4,125.00 $4,800.00 $4,800.00 $4,700.00 $4,700.00 $4,690.00 $4,690.00

36 711-06.00 Aesthetic Concrete Stain LS 1 $8,250.00 $8,250.00 $8,662.00 $8,662.00 $8,250.00 $8,250.00 $9,650.00 $9,650.00 $9,500.00 $9,500.00 $9,380.00 $9,380.00

37 712-99.02 Anchor Bolts EA 16 $60.00 $960.00 $167.00 $2,672.00 $165.00 $2,640.00 $186.00 $2,976.00 $278.00 $4,448.00 $211.00 $3,376.00

38 718-99.02 Pedestrian Truss Superstructure No. 1 EA 1 $225,000.00 $225,000.00 $235,940.00 $235,940.00 $270,000.00 $270,000.00 $246,000.00 $246,000.00 $265,000.00 $265,000.00 $276,000.00 $276,000.00

39 718-99.02{1} Pedestrian Truss Superstructure No. 2 EA 1 $225,000.00 $225,000.00 $249,850.00 $249,850.00 $270,000.00 $270,000.00 $265,000.00 $265,000.00 $265,000.00 $265,000.00 $276,000.00 $276,000.00

40 720-10.00 Mechanically Stabilized Earth Wall Systems SF 1,104 $54.50 $60,168.00 $65.00 $71,760.00 $71.00 $78,384.00 $61.50 $67,896.00 $98.00 $108,192.00 $62.00 $68,448.00

41 720-10.00{1} Mechanically Stabilized Earth Wall Systems SF 1,708 $54.50 $93,086.00 $65.00 $111,020.00 $71.00 $121,268.00 $61.50 $105,042.00 $98.00 $167,384.00 $62.00 $105,896.00

42 720-11.00 Form Liners for MSE Wall System SY 312 $9.00 $2,808.00 $1.00 $312.00 $1.00 $312.00 $1.00 $312.00 $7.50 $2,340.00 $10.00 $3,120.00

43 725-10.00 Corrugated Metal Pipe Pile Spacers EA 6 $400.00 $2,400.00 $1.00 $6.00 $550.00 $3,300.00 $1,500.00 $9,000.00 $900.00 $5,400.00 $681.00 $4,086.00

44 806-10.05 Rock Ditch Check LF 120 $15.00 $1,800.00 $20.50 $2,460.00 $19.50 $2,340.00 $23.00 $2,760.00 $22.00 $2,640.00 $17.00 $2,040.00

45 806-10.19 Silt Fence LF 530 $2.60 $1,378.00 $5.75 $3,047.50 $5.00 $2,650.00 $7.50 $3,975.00 $6.00 $3,180.00 $2.95 $1,563.50

46 Temporary Pedestrian Access SY 110 $40.00 $4,400.00 $10.80 $1,188.00 $30.00 $3,300.00 $17.00 $1,870.00 $25.00 $2,750.00 $25.00 $2,750.00

47 Seat Wall LF 67 $375.00 $25,125.00 $264.00 $17,688.00 $350.00 $23,450.00 $350.00 $23,450.00 $150.00 $10,050.00 $424.00 $28,408.00

48 Fence LF 270 $125.00 $33,750.00 $131.00 $35,370.00 $125.00 $33,750.00 $145.00 $39,150.00 $135.00 $36,450.00 $173.00 $46,710.00

49 Shade Structure LS 1 $17,500.00 $17,500.00 $11,870.00 $11,870.00 $18,000.00 $18,000.00 $19,000.00 $19,000.00 $17,000.00 $17,000.00 $14,200.00 $14,200.00

50 Scour Protection SF 560 $12.00 $6,720.00 $19.40 $10,864.00 $18.50 $10,360.00 $21.50 $12,040.00 $21.00 $11,760.00 $13.50 $7,560.00

51 Black Powder Coating for Guardrail LS 1 $7,500.00 $7,500.00 $7,875.00 $7,875.00 $7,500.00 $7,500.00 $8,700.00 $8,700.00 $8,000.00 $8,000.00 $49,000.00 $49,000.00

53 803-40.00 Kentucky Bluegrass Sodding SY 1,527 $10.50 $16,033.50 $8.85 $13,513.95 $8.45 $12,903.15 $10.00 $15,270.00 $10.00 $15,270.00 $12.00 $18,324.00

54 808-99.01 Landscaping LS 1 $49,135.00 $49,135.00 $23,720.00 $23,720.00 $49,630.00 $49,630.00 $58,000.00 $58,000.00 $55,000.00 $55,000.00 $55,900.00 $55,900.00

55 903-99.01 Remove and Relocated Existing Signs LS 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $1,050.00 $1,050.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 $2,300.00 $2,300.00 $5,200.00 $5,200.00 $5,690.00 $5,690.00

56 901-99.01 Electric Meter and Lighting Control Panel LS 1 $25,774.00 $25,774.00 $9,450.00 $9,450.00 $6,877.50 $6,877.50 $10,500.00 $10,500.00 $7,600.00 $7,600.00 $10,200.00 $10,200.00

57 901-99.01{1} Plazas and Deck Lighting LS 1 $71,237.00 $71,237.00 $163,237.20 $163,237.20 $95,005.05 $95,005.05 $182,000.00 $182,000.00 $75,000.00 $75,000.00 $177,000.00 $177,000.00

58 901-99.01{2} Truss and Structure Lighting LS 1 $164,260.00 $164,260.00 $61,509.00 $61,509.00 $172,473.00 $172,473.00 $68,500.00 $68,500.00 $170,000.00 $170,000.00 $66,600.00 $66,600.00

$1,898,654.00 $1,979,860.00

TOTAL BASE BID + ALT. 1 =

TOTAL BASE BID + ALT. 1 + ALT. 2 =

BID IRREGULARITIES: 1.  Kozeny-Wagner had $17,250.00 as their Extended Price on Line No. 6.  Their actual extended price is $17,100.00.  This change lowers their sub-total for Bike/Pedestrian Facilities Items to $1,436,830.85 instead of the total as read at the bid opening of $1,436,980.85 

$1,626,130.00 $1,613,787.95 $1,774,719.55 $1,850,614.00

$1,602,246.55 $1,782,114.00 $1,728,654.00 $1,913,260.00

$164,260.00 $61,509.00 $172,473.00 $68,500.00 $170,000.00

$1,000.00 $2,300.00 $5,200.00 $5,690.00Total Signals/Lighting/Signing/Striping Items =

KOZENY-WAGNER, INC.

$1,514,044.00

$1,500,364.00$1,364,859.00 $1,589,614.00

$97,011.00 $172,687.20 $101,882.55 $192,500.00

$5,000.00 $1,050.00

$1,552,278.95

$1,379,591.75

$1,294,690.50

$1,461,870.00

ITEMIZED BID ITEMS - BID OPENING AT 10:00 AM ON JULY 27, 2016 KCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

TOTAL BASE BID =

Total Bike/Pedestrian Facility Items =

BID ALTERNATIVE 1:  PLAZAS AND DECK LIGHTING

Total Bid Alternative 1 =

BID ALTERNATIVE 2:  TRUSS AND STRUCTURE LIGHTING

Total Bid Alternative 2 =

$1,436,830.85

R.V. WAGNER, INC.

Total Landscaping Items = $65,168.50 $37,233.95 $62,533.15 $73,270.00

Eatherton Road Pedestrian Bridge - TAP-5500(680)

BIKE/PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES ITEMS

LANDSCAPING ITEMS

SIGNALS/LIGHTING/SIGNING/STRIPING ITEMS

GERSHENSON CONSTUCTION CO., 

INC.

$1,341,307.80

KRUPP CONSTRUCTION

$1,570,584.00

$70,270.00

$1,646,054.00

$82,600.00

PHILLIPS HARDY, INC.

$1,646,146.00

$74,224.00

$1,726,060.00

$187,200.00

$66,600.00
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Planning Tomorrow Today ® 

16860 Main Street      Wildwood, Missouri 63040      636-458-0440 phone      636-458-6969 fax 

MEMORANDUM       

 
To:  Administration/Public Works Committee Members 
 
Cc:  Mayor Bowlin and Planning/Parks Committee Members 
 
From:  Ryan S. Thomas, City Administrator 

Date:  September 2, 2016 

Re:  Design Contract Proposal for Route 100 Ramp Widening 

 

Background 
Currently, the entrance to the Community Park does not have a dedicated right-turn lane, requiring 
motorists to quickly decelerate from the 55 mph speeds on Route 100 to make the turn into the park.  
Additionally, traffic entering Route 100 from the on-ramp at Route 109 is forced to yield into the through 
lane on Route 100 before making a right-turn into the Community Park.  It has been suggested that 
access to the Community Park could be improved by extending the on-ramp to become a dedicated 
right-turn lane into the Community Park.  I have requested a design fee proposal from Oates Associates, 
Inc., the consultant involved with the Community Park project, to make this modification. 
   
Recommendation 
It is recommended that the City enter into a contract with Oates Associates, Inc. for the total sum of 
$14,000, to prepare plans and specifications for the widening of Route 100 to accommodate the 
aforementioned extension of the on-ramp to become a dedicated right-turn lane into the Community 
Park. 
 
Reasons for Recommendation 

1. The improvements would provide for a safer, more functional access into the Community Park, 
by: 

a. Providing a dedicated right-turn lane to decelerate from Route 100. 
b. Eliminating the need to enter the through lane of Route 100 for traffic from Route 109. 

2. Oates & Associates, Inc., having completed prior design work at this location, is well-suited to 
modify their prior engineered drawings to accommodate this improvement. 

3. $14,000 is a reasonable design fee for this type of work. 
 
I will be available for any comments or questions at the September 7, 2016 Meeting of the 
Administration/Public Works Committee. 
 
RST 









 
Department of Public Works 

Planning Tomorrow Today TM 

16860 Main Street   ⬧   Wildwood, Missouri 63040   ⬧   636-458-0440 phone   ⬧   636-458-6969 fax 

MEMORANDUM       

 
To:  Administration/Public Works Committee Members  
 
From:  Rick C. Brown, Director of Public Works / City Engineer 

Date:  September 2, 2016 

Re:  Fox Creek Road Rumble Strip Removal  

Background: 
 
Fox Creek Road is an approximately three mile long section of road between Route 100 and the Eureka City Limits that is 
classified as a Major Collector Roadway by the East-West Gateway Council of Governments.  The roadway was resurfaced with 
an ultra-thin bonded asphalt wearing surface in 2013 with partial funding (80% Grant, 20% Local Match) by the Surface 
Transportation Program.  The project included the installation of a centerline rumble strip to improve safety by reducing 
accidents involving vehicles crossing the double-yellow centerline. 
 
While the centerline rumble strip may help to improve safety in areas with multiple curves, they do, by design, produce 
substantial noise when vehicles run over them.  This noise has generated complaints from adjacent residents as it occurs 
frequently.  Trucks and trucks with trailers often run on the rumble strips as their vehicles are wider than many typical 
passenger vehicles, so noise is often generated when there is not a need to alert the driver.  To help reduce this unavoidable 
noise, residents have requested that the rumble strips be removed. 
 
The area of Fox Creek Road where residential homes are located directly adjacent to the road and most affected by the noise is 
generally located between south of Foxrun Hollow Lane and south of Model Realty Company Road, as shown on the attached 
drawing.  This section of Fox Creek Road, which is proposed for removal of the rumble strip, is approximately 1.1 miles long and 
is generally straight with good visibility for motorists.  The need for rumble strips in this section is generally reduced as 
compared to the adjacent sections of Fox Creek Road with multiple curves and reduced visibility. 
 
The City requested bids from three contractors to coldmill the existing rumble strip and place new asphalt in this section of Fox 
Creek Road.  The bids received for the project are as follows: 
 

Contractor Amount per Linear Foot Amount for 5,932 LF 

Krupp Construction $4.09 $24,261.88 

Westfall Hauling $4.09 $24,261.88 

T. Hill Construction $7.61 $45,142.52 

 
Recommendation  

The Department is recommending award of the work to remove the rumble strip in the section of Fox Creek Road as shown on 
the attached drawing to Krupp Construction. 
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Reasons for Recommendation  

 The removal of the centerline rumble strip in the area with adjacent residential homes will eliminate the excessive 
noise in those areas. 

 The section of Fox Creek Road proposed for removal of the centerline rumble strip is less likely to have accidents 
involving vehicles crossing the double-yellow centerline due to the straight alignment of the road and increased 
visibility.  

 The Department is proposing to retain the rumble strip in the sections of Fox Creek Road that have greater curves and 
lower visibility, where the rumble strip may be more effective.  In addition, in these areas, the rumble strip is much less 
disruptive to nearby residents, as their homes are not located directly adjacent to Fox Creek Road.  

 The cost to complete the work while Fox Creek Road is closed at the north end for the bridge replacement project will 
be less as there will be much less traffic on Fox Creek Road during the closure.  

I will be available for any questions or comments at the September 7th, 2016, Admin/Public Works Committee meeting.  

RCB  
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Department of Public Works 

Planning Tomorrow Today TM 

16860 Main Street   ⬧   Wildwood, Missouri 63040   ⬧   636-458-0440 phone   ⬧   636-458-6969 fax 

MEMORANDUM       

 
To:  Administration/Public Works Committee Members  
 
From:  Rick C. Brown, Director of Public Works / City Engineer 

Date:  September 2, 2016 

Re:  Timber Guardrail Staining Bids 

Background: 
 
In 2014, Steel-Backed Timber Guardrail was installed along Route 100, between Taylor Road and the Pedestrian Bridge as part 
of a safety project with partial funding (80% Grant, 20% Local Match) by the Surface Transportation Program.  In 2015, an 
additional section of Steel-Backed Timber Guardrail was installed on the southeast corner of the Route 100 and Manchester 
Road Intersection as part of the Great Streets Project. 
 
As the timber guardrail weathers, the color fades and it is aesthetically less pleasing than it was when initially installed.  Staining 
of the wood will restore the aesthetics of the timber and also seal the surface to protect the wood from additional decay and 
extend the life of the timber. 
 
The City requested bids from three contractors to power wash and stain the existing timber guardrails with Sherwin Williams 
SuperDeck Exterior Oil-Based Transparent Stain.  The bids received for the project are as follows: 
 

Contractor Amount 

T. Hill Construction $5,253.50 

Kelpe Contracting $15,030.00 

Thomas Industrial Coatings $15,750.00 

 
Recommendation  

The Department is recommending that the City award the work to the low bidder, T. Hill Construction, to power wash and stain 
the existing Steel-Backed Timber Guardrail along Route 100. 

Reasons for Recommendation  

 The staining of the timber guardrail will improve the aesthetic appearance. 

 The staining of the timber guardrail will also seal the timber to protect against decay and increase the life of the timber.   

I will be available for any questions or comments at the September 7th, 2016, Admin/Public Works Committee meeting.  

RCB  





























 
Department of Public Works 

Planning Tomorrow Today TM 

16860 Main Street   ⬧   Wildwood, Missouri 63040   ⬧   636-458-0440 phone   ⬧   636-458-6969 fax 

MEMORANDUM       

 
To:  Administration/Public Works Committee Members  
 
From:  Rick C. Brown, Director of Public Works / City Engineer 

Date:  September 2, 2016 

Re:  Additional Right of Way Maintenance and Beautification Measures  

Background: 
On Friday, August 19, Admin / Public Works Committee Chair Joe Garritano sent an email requesting input from members of 
the City Council regarding the general upkeep of our City streets and right of way (see attached).  In particular, Chair Garritano 
requested City Council Members to assess their respective wards and respond back with regard to specific recommendations 
for additional right of way maintenance and beautification measures.  

Chair Garritano has received some responses to the email, but requests additional feedback and discussion of this topic by 
Admin / Public Works Committee Members at the next committee meeting on Wednesday, September 7th.  

RCB  
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