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CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 


STATE OF MISSOURI January Session of the January Adjourned Term. 20 

County of Boone 
) ea. 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 6th day of January 20 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the 
attached list of sole source vendors, ending on December 3 1,2014. 

14 

14 

Done this 6th day of January, 2014 

Daniel I(.Atwill 
Presiding Commissioner 

Commission 

%strict I1Commissioner 



Boone County Purchasing 

Melinda Bobbitt, CPPPO 613 E. Ash St, Room 110 
Director of Purchasing Columbia, MO 65201 

Phone: (573) 886-4391 
Fax: (573) 886-4390 

TO: Boone County Commission 
FROM: Melinda Bobbitt, CPPB 
DATE: December 23,20 13 
RE: Sole Source Approved Vendor List for 20 14 

Purchasing has received requests from departments to renew on-going sole source 
approvals. We are requesting approval to renew the attached list of sole source vendors 
for another year, ending on December 3 1,20 14. The 20 14 list of vendors was advertised 
in the Columbia Missourian on December 24and the Columbia Tribune on December 23, 
20 13. 

ATTACHMENT: 2014 Sole Source List 

An Affirmative ActionIEqual Opportunity Institution 



I2014SOLESOURCEAPPROVAL l ~ o m m i s s i o n ~ r d e r #  

Vendor Name Originating Office Product Description Expiration Date Date signed by Commission Purchase Price Approved Y/N Sole Source # 
20-071 502 

Accutime Corporation Public Works Time Clock with Software 
On-Going on 
Maintenance 411 8/02 - Karen Miller Yes 

(renewed through 
12/31/13) 

06-123102 
(renewed through 

Al Scheppers Motors, Inc Public Works International Engine and Body Parts On-Going 1211 8/2001 - Karen Miller Yes 12131113) 

Teletrol Control System - HVAC 

Air Systems LLC Commission l ~ v e n t sCenter 
repair and service at Central MO 

On-Going 1/17/13 Dan Atwill $10,700.00 111-123113SS 

Aldon Computer Group a IMaintenance for Aldon Computer 
Subsidiary of Rocket 
Software, Inc. Information Technology 

I~of tware- Rocket Software - Life 
lcycle Manager 

On-going on 
maintenance 0/23/12 - Dan Atwill; C.O. 518-201 $8,993.00 Yes 110-123113SS 

l~emperature control system Servicc 
Agreement for HVAC located at the 
Boone County Court House, 
Government Center and Jail to 18-123102 

C&C Group (used to be 
lnvensys Building Ssytems) Facilities Maintenance 

Public Works 

monitor existing Invensy's 
lequipment. 
IUpgrade and evaluation of existing 
I PW software (on-going for future 
]evaluations) 

On-Going 

On-going on 
maintenance 

4/18/02 - Karen Miller 

1/23/02 - Karen Miller 

Yes 

Yes 

(renewed through 
12131 11 3) 

12-123102 
(renewed through 

12/31/13) 
ICassidian Communications(former1y 

CenturyLink 
Joint Communication (Joe 
Piper) 

Joint Communication and 

CML) Sentinel Patriot - upgrading 
E911 system making it NG911 (Next 
,Generation) capable and replacing the . -
ANIIALI controller 
I E-911 Equipment Maintenance 

On-going on 
maintenance 8/16/2011 

1/8/08 - Ken Pearson C.O. 19- 

$597,745.96 Yes 

(renewed through 

105-1231 11SS 
(renewed through 

12131113) 
76-123108SS 

CenturyLink Auditor 

Joint Communication and 
Auditor 

CML 91 1 Command Posts 
(Sentinel ConimandPOST) 

On-Going 

On-going on 
maintenance 

2008 Yes 

1 renewed through 
( 12131113~ 

12131113) 
82-1231 08SS 



Vendor Name Originating Office Product Description Expiration Date Date signed by Commission Purchase Price Approved YIN Sole Source # 
109-1231 1288 

lnformation Technology I (renewed through 
CenturyLink Purchasing - Centrex Phone System On-Going 7/26/2012 - Dan Atwill $61,428.00 Yes 7/28/14) 

51-123105 
City of Columbia Water and Fiber Optic Cable Installation and (renewed through 
Light Information Technology Lease On-going 12/20/04 - Skip Elkin Yes 12131113) 

70-123106SS 
Upgrade to Jail Door Locking (renewed through 

Corsair Controls Sheriff System On-Going 8/1/06 - Skip Elkin Yes 12131113) 
27-123102 

Crown Power & Equipment OEM Parts for Case Backhoes and (renewed through 
Company Public Works Wheel Loaders On-Going 10/1/02 - Skip Elkin Yes 1213111 3) 

89-1231 09SS 
Crown Power & Equipment (renewed through 

Company Public Works Tiger Mower Parts On-Going 9122109 - Ken Pearson Yes 12131113) 
50-123104 

On-Going on (renewed through 
Cybernetics Information Technology LTO Tape Library Maintenance 1218104- Skip Elkin Yes 1213111 3) 

55-123105 
On-Going on (renewed through 

Cybernetics Information Technology Virtual Tape Disk Backup (D2D2T) Maintenance 1/28/05 - Karen Miller $1,935.00 Yes 12/31/13) 
58-1231 05 

On-Going on (renewed through 
Cybernetics Information Technology miSAN (Storage Area Network) Maintenance 3118105 - Karen Miller $7,980.00 Yes 12131113) 

107-1231 12SS 
Information THREADS Analysis Software and On-Going on (renewed through 

Direct Hit Systems, Inc. Technologylsheriff Maintenance Maintenance $1 3,500.00 12131 11 3) 
On-Going - but 54-1231 05 

review yearly for Units: $21,000; (renewed through 
Ed Roehr Sheriff Taser Units and Cartridges new competition 1/13/05 - Skip Elkin Cartridges: $6,990 Yes 1213111 3) 

$.Og/sheet- varies 21-123102 
Election Systems & Software, 

Inc. Boone County Clerk Election Ballot Stock On-Going Don Stamper - 5/7/02 
by election - over 

$10,000 Yes 
(renewed through 

1213111 3) 



Vendor Name Originating Office Product Description Expiration Date Date signed by Commission Purchase Price Approved Sole Source # 

Election systems & Software, 
Inc. 

Boone County Clerk 
(Elections & Voter Registration 

Voting Equipment Supplies and 
Equipment Maintenance On-Going Varies by election 112-123113SS 

ESRl - Kansas City Assessor ESRl Software for GIs System 
On-Going on 
maintenance 

State Contract #C202051001 for 
maintenance -exp. 2/29/04 $4,900.00 

Original purchase 
from State Contract 

C800664001 

19-123102 
(renewed through 

12/31/13) 

102-123111SS 

First Christian Church Commission Parking Lot Rental On-Going 31811 1 C.O. 89-201 1 $17.000.00 Yes 
(renewed through 

12/31/13) 
07-123102 

GW Van Keppel 

Henke Manufacturing 
Corporation 

InterAct Public Safety 
Systems (InterAct911) 

iTera 

Public Works 

Public Works 

Sheriff 

Information Technology 

Repair and parts for Chipiseal 
Spreader and oil distributor 

Snow Plow Parts 

Maintenance on Mobile Data 
Terminals 

Guardiansave Software - AS400 
Backup Software maintenance 

On-Going 

On-Going 

On-Going 

On-Going on 
Maintenance 

12/18/2001 

Ken Pearson 12/30/10 - C.O. 
61 0-201 0 

411 1/06 - Skip Elkin 

10/21/05 - Karen Miller 

$9,448.20 

$1,800.00 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

(renewed through 
12/31/13) 

100-123111SS 
(renewed through 

12/31/13) 
63-123106SS 

(renewed through 
12/31/13) 

61-123105 
(renewed through 

llTX Information Technology 
Solutions, Inc. 

Ken's Service Center 

Information Technology 

Public Works 

SI-3000 System - (Mugshot) 
Software Maintenance Agreement 
Diesel Fuel (Red #2) for tractor 
mower in NW quadrant of Boone 
County 

On-Going 

On-Going 

11/21/02 - Don Stamper -
Cornmission Order 489-2002 

811 711 0 - Ken Pearson 

6700 (10,007.64 for 
2009) Yes - CO 489-2002 

Yes - CO 383-201 0 

(Renewed through 

(renewed through 

Knapheide Truck Equipment 
Company Public Works 

Hydraulic Parts and Repairs for 
Heavy Trucks On-Going 2/5/02 - Karen Miller 

(renewed through 



Vendor Name Originating Office Product Description Expiration Date Date signed by Commission Purchase Price Approved YIN Sole Source # 

Digital Evidence Networked Server Extended 
and DEP Application Software, Maintenance on 

L3 Communications Mobile- 
Vision, Inc. 

L-3 Communications (Mobile 
Vision) 

Sheriff 

Sheriff 

Single workstation, 
BackupIArchiving Station, Training, 
Wireless Access Points (2), Surge 
Protector 
Video Camera Systems for Patrol 
Cars plus yearly maintenance 
agreement 

Equipment 
Purchased in 

2008 no alonger 
has an EMA 

On-going 

3/25/08 - C.O. 151 -2008 

C.O. 11 -2009 

Yes 

Yes 

81-123108SS 
(renewed through 

12/31/14) 
84-123109SS 

(renewed through 
12/31 / I  3) 

108-1231 12SS 

Facilities Maintenance & Software for Work Order (renewed through, 

Maintenance Connection Sheriff Management On-Going $2,696.40 12/31/13) 
79-1 23108SS 

Software Maintenance for iRecord (renewed through 

Mobilis Technologies Recorder of Deeds System On-Going 111 712008 Yes - C.0.41-2008 12/31/13) 
02-073102 

Novell MLA -World Wide 
Technology Information Technology 

Software Upgrade Assurance and 
Maintenance On-Going 411 8/01 - Karen Miller 

State Contract 
C800664001 

(Renewed through 
12/31/13) 

97-1231 IOSS 

Annual hardware maintenance on (renewed through 

Pitney Bowes, Inc Information Technology postage and inserter machines On-Going 811 011 1 - Ken Pearson Yes, C.O. 375-2010 12/31/13) 
104-1231 11SS 

Real Vision Software, Inc. Information Technology 
Annual software support for Real 
Vision Software IBM Power System On-Going 6/21/11 - Ed Robb $4,500.00 C.O. 232-201 1 

(renewed through 
12/31 / I  3) 

Parking Lot Rental - lot 355 & lot 
348 in close proximity to the Boone 1/12/10 - Ken Pearson, C.O. 38- 

93-1231 IOSS 
(renewed through 

Rife, Tom and Isabel Commission County Government Center On-Going 2010 Yes 12/31/13) 
95-1231 IOSS 

Sasco Pavement Coating, (renewed through 
Inc. 

Sellers Equipment, Inc. 

Public Works 

Public Works 

Concrete Bridge Deck Sealant 

Parts & Service for JCB Trackhoe 

On-Going 

On-Going 
2/16/10 - Ken Pearson, C.O. 76- 

2010 

$18.48/gallon 240-20 10 

Yes 
, 12/31/13) 

94-1231 105s 
(renewed through 

12/31/13)] -- 



Vendor Name Originating Office Product Description Expiration Date Date signed by Commission Purchase Price Approved YIN Sole Source # 
Software Support of Stenograph $475/machine, 3 59-1231 05 
software for court reporter steno machines for a total (Renewed through 

Stenograph, LLC Court Administration machines On-Going 3/24/05 - Skip Elkin of $1,425 Yes 12/31/13) 
88-1231 09SS 

Sydenstricker Implement (renewed through 
Company Public Works John Deere tractor service On-Going 2/28/2009 Yes - C.O. 349-2009 12/31/13) 

Annual Maintenance and Support 66-1231 06SS 
Renewal - Sympro Treasury Mgt (renewed through 

Sympro Inc. Treasurer Software On-Going 5/23/06 -Skip Elkin No 12/31 11 3) 
03-1231 02 

(renewed through 
Tech Electronics Court of Administrator Courtroom Sound System On-Going 6/29/2001 Yes - C.O. 47-2003 12/31/13) 

80-123108SS 

The Hoosier Company Resource Management 
NC-97 Speed Classifier Traffic 
Counters On-Going 1/31/08 - Ken Pearson Yes - C.O. 66-2008 

(renewed through 
12/31/13) 

08-1231 02 

Tri-State Construction Public Works Parts for Motorgrader On-Going 12/18/2001 Yes 
(renewed through 

12/31 / I  3) 
09-01 0902 

West Thomson Reuters 
Business Boone County Counselor Online Legal Services On-Going 1/9/2002 Yes 

(Renewed through 
12/31/13) 

86-123109SS 

Worksright Software, Inc. Information Technology 
Maintenance on Per Postal 
Software - per ZiplPer Sort On-Going 1/8/2009 Yes - C.O. 4-2009 

(renewed through 
12/31 / I  3) 

-- 

Blue: Last number used 99-1231 10SS IBlue color signifies last number used. 
.. - -- -- 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 


STATE OF MISSOURI } January Session of the January Adjourned Term. 20 l 4  
ea. 

County of Boone 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 6th day of January 20 14 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby award bid 
4 1-3 10CT13 -Architectural and Engineering Services for 91 11Joint Communications Facility to 
Architects Design Group, Inc. of Winter Park, Florida partnering with PW Architects of 
Columbia, MO per their attached Evaluation Report. 

The terms of the bid award are stipulated in the attached Agreement. It is further ordered the 
Presiding Commissioner is hereby authorized to sign said Agreement. 

Done this 6th day of January, 201 4. 

Presi ng C issioner 
ATTEST: 1 W&A/&~

kared M. Miller 
~ i s t r i c tI Commiss' ner 

$i?kuib& 
M. Thompson 

I1 Commissioner 



Boone County Purchasing 

Melinda Bobbitt, CPPB 613 E.Ash St., Room 110 
Director Columbia, MO 65201 

Phone: (573) 886-439 1 
Fax: (573) 886-4390 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Boone County Commission 

FROM: Melinda Bobbitt, CPPB 

DATE: December 23,20 13 

RE: RFP Award Recommendation: 41 -310CT13 -Architectural and 


Engineering Services for 91 1 /Joint Communications Facility 

The Request for Proposal for 41-31 0CT13 -Architectural and Engineering Services for 91 1 / 
Joint Communications Consulting Services was opened on October 3 1,20 13. Eight proposal 
responses were received. 

The evaluation committee consisted of the following: 

Dan Atwill, Boone County Presiding Commissioner 

Dwayne Carey, Boone County Sheriff 

Scott Olsen, Boone County Fire Chief 

Joe Piper, Operations Manager, Joint Communications 

Stan Shawver, Resource Management Director 


The evaluation committee recommends award to Architects Design Group, Inc. of Winter Park, 
Florida (partnering with PW Architects of Columbia, MO) per their attached Evaluation Report. 
The compensation of 7.5% of the total estimated contract budget for this project is 
$1 0,000,000.00 which translates to an Architect's fee of $750,000.00. 

Invoices will be paid from 4 100-91 11OEM Facility Construction Project, account number 
71211 - AE Fees. 

ATT: Evaluation Report 

cc: Proposal File / Evaluation Committee 



Evaluation Report for Request for Qualifications 

41-310CT13 -Architectural & Engineering Services-911 1Joint Communications 1;acility 

01-~EIZOK#i: 3C'iliirmsSpurgeon Kulli 6:Freslriioch (WSKF) Architech -Kansas Cit), MO 

X- 11 has becn determined that WSKF Arcliitects has submitted a responsive proposal meetlng the-
requilcmcnts set forth in the origlnal Rcquest for Qualrficatlons. 

- 11has beer1 determined that WSKF Architvcts has subn~itteda non-responsive proposrd. 

Note: partuering with GBA and Shafer, Mine & Warren (SKW) 

Mrihod of Pcrforruarrcr. 

Good use of s~~bconsultants 
Qualifications mponse was organized and easy to follow 
Swks to dcsign facrlity forlong term valuc In the form of functionality,durablllty and low 
maintenance(pg. 31) 
All partics stress hstcning to customer's needs 
Spced - Saline County project completed in eight months 

r GBA's Crttical Faciliues Group focuses on projects with sim~larrequirements 

Concerns: 

'Ieam has worked on numerous fire stations and police facilities, but only idcntificd one hardened 
facility-Saline County E911 Facility located in Marshal, MO. 

Strenoths: 

Key personnel havc extensive professionalexpeliel~ce. 
WSKF founded in 1968 
Subconsultanthas con~pleted163other critical facilities in past three years 
Worked wrlh Commenco on SalineCounty E-911center, onc of the sitcs we researched early In 
process and b similar but smaller in scale 
Local subcousultanl SKW associated with Johnson County ECC and Overland Park Puhlic Safcty 
Facility, both toured early in Droccss- .  
Hardcned mobile switching a l t e r  appears to liavc many sunilar characteristics to project 
$50 rnilliol~in public sai'etyprojects, change orders avcragc .5% of construction value 

Concerns: 

Tcam has wo~kedon arnorousfire stations and police facilities, Lmt ouly iclentified one hardened 
fkcility- Saline County E911 Facility. 
(I'ersonal Knowledge) Sal~ncCounty facility had problc~nswith a leaky toof 
Has never worked with MCP 



O1:I:EKOR #2: Schmrler Groccl)Architecture, 1.L.C' - Philadelphia, PA 

-X- It lias been dcta~nlncdthat Schrader Group Architecture, 1.I.C has submtkd a responsive 
proposal rnccrlng the rcqulrelnents set forth In the orlginal Rcquest for Quallficatiol~s. 

It has been determined that Schradcr Group Architecture, I,I,C has submitted a non. 
rcsl)onsive proposal. 

Note: partnering with Columbia Associates Architects. Sub-consultants include Timberlake 
Eugineering for MEP engineeriug services; Crockett Engineering for civil aud structural 
engineering services; and Rost, Inc. for landscape design service6; Shen Mdsom & Wilke for 
audiovisual and security consultiug services. 

Strengths: 

Clearlyoutlined their method and approach that included formationof a design committeeand 
will conduct design charrettesand refinement workshops with design team arid client group 
involved for consensus based pla~u~ingto result in huy-in and ownershipof the final design. 
Archilcctureand engineeringby local firms. 
Numerous EOC centers; PSAP/EOC projects totaling over $130 million in construction value. 
Qualifications response was we11 writtell, organized and easy to follow. 
Provided five projects that came in within the proposed schedule. 
Teamed with local architecturefinn CAA and local Engineeringfirms 
Signiticanlhistory of co~npletingprojects withMCP 
Consensus-basedplanning process 
AcknowIedgcsconsiderationof work already completed (space needs, etc.) 
"Best practices wol.kshop" 
Affiliationswit11 NENA 

Concerns: 

kchitecltlre and eng~necringby local finns 
Presently involved in a suit with the School I>istrictof Philadelphia, PA 1.e change orders 

Strengths: 

Worked with MCP before 
Expe~tisein. c~iticalfacility design -Nationally ~coguized 
Projects include E911 and EOC facilities 

e 30 mission critical facilities, includingCounty PSAPEOC projects, LE & State level EM 
facilities, in last 10years 

6 nesigl experience includesnumerous EOCI911 Centers 
Extensiveexperie~~cewit11mission critical facilities 



Concerns: 

S500K clalm pending regarding change o~ders 
iIacl sotne lssues with Tlmberlakewllh the Shei~ffAnnex prorect. -
During the presentationliutctview,tl~eybrought up Cooper as a sub-consultant. Do not remember 
than being listed in their RFQ rcspome. 



OFFER011 P J :  Ross & Rnrt~rrini-St. I,ouis, hfO 

-X- It has becn detcntdned that Ross & I3ar11x~lnihus subniitted a responsive proposal mceting thc 
requirementsset fort11 in the original Request for Qualifications. 

It has been detc~mincdtllat Ross RL U ~ ~ r ~ i a z i l ~ ihas submitteda non-responsive proposal. 

Sub-consultxnts: Trabue, Hausen and Ninshaw, Inc -Civil Engineering; ABSG Consulting, hc .  -
StracturaUA'rVP Engineering; SWT Design, Inc -Landscape Architecture 

Strengths: 

Main design team of Ross L Ham7nni and the~rpmposed sub-consultantshavc worked together 
bcforc in numorous projects. 
Po~ntedout 111 their Sum~naryStatanent that they are an ~ntcmationalBm1, wtth a regional 
presence and personal ap~roach..-
Qua~ificationIresponse was organized and casy to follow 
Meutions tunlover of new facility In Nove~nber2015 
Sktcd long htstory wtth civll and dructural engineeringand landscape architecture sub-
co~~sultants 
Competent and Innovative, Buildable and Practical, Best and Brightest, Standards nnd Service 
Usc of Remt Bu~ld~ngInformation Modcl~ng3D sofhvare for constructiondrawings 
Mtssourt based 
During tl~eirpresentatlonjinterview,they presented altcmate ~~movativesuggestio~~son the CAD, 
on schcdulcs and some olher th~ngs 

Concerns: 

All listed projcds cxcecded contract time, 

Strengths: 

lu'umemus911 centers including St. I,ou~sCounty, EmergencyCommunicatio~lsCenter, a 
31,600sf hardened bnild~ngwith stte imlxovements and City of Tulsa, Now Emergency 911 
Fac~lity,26,5 10sf hardened bulding and associated site i~xlprovernentsat a six-acn: site. 
Founded IU 1953 
Crttical Operations Design and Engineeling Group spec~alizingin 2.417 operations 
Over 40 EM facilities m last 10ycars, staff of I55 
111top 40 cngi~~ecringcolnpaiks in US and top 500 des~gnand wnstruction firms in ENR 
Multiplcpublic safetycotnmunicntion fac~lit~esand EOCs 
St Louis County ECC has many similar charactenst~m 
Over 150projects in Boone County 

Coucerns: 

a 3 of 5 c i t d  pmjects exceeded budget, all exceeded estimated timeline 



Has never worked with MCP 



OFFEI<OR#4: A~~cl~itectsDcsign Group -Winter P ~ r l c ,FI. 

X- 1t has been determined th?tArchitects I)er;ign Croup has submitted a responsive proposal-
nlecti~igrhc rcqulrementsset forth in the original Request for Qualifications. 

It has bccn detern~inedthat Architects Design Group has submitted a non-responsive proposal. 

Note: partnering wit11PW Architects of Columbia, MO. Sub-consultants include CM Engineering, 
hic. -MEP Eugineer; Trabue, Ifansen and IIi~~shaw,Iuc. -Structural Engineer; TIX: Engineering 
for Architecture -Security & Technology. 

Mcthod of Iaeerfor~~~a~tce 

Use of local firms 
Appear to have a clear understanding and knowledgeof haldened facilities 
Their nanative demonstrates a clear understanding of our projcct and their methodology, 
including a clear methodology chart. 
Narrative mentions idcntifying:ndditionalfunding opportunities. 
Clear t a rn  organizational chart provided. 
Qualificationsxsponse waswell w~ittcn,organi7~dand easy to follow. 
All five of the projects provided came in within the proposed schedule and they provided mother 
long list of projects that came in within schedule. 
Local Associnte PWA located near to County's Engineering Division 
Uses innovative 8: cod effective techniques, maxilllizes space functionality to achieve a hidl 
level of quality 
Ability to hit the ground~iuming 
Customized Securityflechnol~gyIITChecklists for tnnsition and "on-time" technology 
Specifictechniques to stay onbudget and schedule, with good track record 
Dehiled and defined project plan 
Focus on growth and f u t w  needs 
5 sub-consultantsproposed:(goodto have so much local involvement of bad to have so many 
entities) 
During their pmentatiodinterview, they offc~eddifferent prelin~inarysite designs for two 
options. 

Concerns: 

Use of local tirms (which can be both good and bad) 
5 sub-consultantsproposed (good to have so much local involvelllmt or bad to have so many 
entities) 

Expcriet~celEsuertiteof Offeror 

Strengths: 

Variety of haldened facilities, bmnly In south en^ states, Charlestpn Consolidated 911& EOC 
Facility). Completed the Greenc County, MO Public Saiety Coordination Center located in 
Springfield,MO. 

6 



Businas cstablisl~edin 1971. 
Sole focus is PShP and law enforcement. Boutique firm. 
"Natio~~ally-recognizedfirm specializingin spatial needs assessnients, master planning and 
&sign of Comrnu~u~itions,EOC, PSAP and Public Safcty fscilities" 
Afiiliations i prcsenlaliorisAPCO, NHC, IAEM, 1AC.P 
Primary expertise is designingCommunications,EOC, Pub1i.cSafety & Training facilities-
recognbxd as experts in the field 
Publications:Public SafetyArchitectureand EOC Guidance 
42 years, OVER 300 Governmental and 38 Co~nmunicationslEOCfacilities & 1 16 Public Safety 
facilities - 82% include 911 dispatch 
Experie~~cewith FEMA Building Standards-Numerous projects to withstand at lenst 140 mph 
winds 
Has worked with MCP on other similar projects 
Experience with pro.iect funding 
PWA has design experi~mewith EF-5 "spaces" 
Strong MCP partner in TLC (CM Engineeringor sccutityhechnology?) 
Greene County facility 

Concerns: 

Transmittal lettcr is not "brief' as rccluired in tlie RPQ. 
Distance of pnncipal 
Local team experience is on firestations 
Project Manager not registered in mssouri. 
Gxeene County construction cost $1 9.7 on page 29, exceeding budget 011page 35 01$19 
Miss~ngpage 38 
Did not bring the Projwt Manager to their mterview 



OFFEROR XS: Ratnj-Kt.ucgcr .Arcllitcct~,[nc. - St. Lullis. 1110 

Note: sub-consultants include AEdifica Case Engineering, Civil & Environmental Cousultants, Inc, 
G&W Engineering Corporation, Technology Plus 

- It has bee11detcnnirled that Hatnj-K~.uegcrArctritt~ts,Inc. has submitted n responsive proposal 
meeting the ~cquirerne~itssetforth in the original Request for Qualifications. 

11 has been cietennined that Rataj-Krrieger Architects, lnc. has submitted a non-responsive 
proposal. 

Streneths: 

No claims against company in past 5 years 

Concerns: 

Their Tcam Organization chart doesn't show a clear understandingof the team m e n ~ h r sin 
Uoone County. 
A clear n~cthodologywas not provided. 
Did not retuln or acknowledge the addendurns 
Four sub-consultants proposed 

Use of subs from St. Louis area. 
Projects include Central County 91 I 
Sub 'f'ecl~t~ologyI'M was engineer for RDIS DataCenter 
Sub Technology Mgr. was PIC of Denver P S A P  auld Design Engineer for Grand Canyon 911 

Concerns: 

No estimates or timeline for completion of projects included. 
Only cited one project 
'I'heir list of contact infomationfor their references did not seen1to follow tlieir list ofprojects. 
In general, the proposal was not as well wrilten or as easy to follow as solne of the others. 
Limitcd project experience wit11consolidakd PSAPEOC 
Limited project experieliccwith l~aanlenedfacilities 
Has no local representation 



0I;FElZOR 86: H o c k  Wgsucki Architccturc - Lcawood, KS 

It has been determined that Lfocfer \4'ysocki Arcbitcct~~re.has submitted a responsive proposal 
mecting the requirements set forth in the original Request for Qualifications. 

- It has been determined that Itoefer Wysocki Architecture has submitted a non-responsive 
proposal. 

Note: Sub-consultants include Shafer, Ldue & Warren, Smith &Boucher Engineers, Bob D. 
Cau~pbellSr Company, The Sextant Group, and Rost Inc. 

Strengths: 

Four prolects clted in budget & schedcde, cxcept for one nfthese projects took three n1ont11s extra. 
High quality quahficationsresponse that was organized and the tabs made ~teasy to foIlo1v and 
locate speclfic ~nformation. 
Is a Midwest Rcgion firm 
Plan lntegralcsadmlu~strationand users into the project team 
Open book, hands on approach to exceed requllxments 
"gets the best of all of ns!"unique participatoryprocess 
3rd party QA probmm 
I i~o r sand omiss~onssignificantlybelow industry standards 

Concerns: 

Proposed editing changes to our insurance rcquire111ents. 
P~oposalseemedto be cut and paste and thcre was a little eonfusionon page 10of the ycars of 
expenence wlth the Project M a n n ~ r .  
Four su~ts/cIaimsin last 5 years 
5 sub-consullanlsproposed 
"illclud~ngprojects nearly den tical to yours" - perhaps ~nisunderstoodscope of p~oject 

Many projects In K.C. arca, includingOverland Park Command and Co~ltrolCenter, 
Business founded in 1996. 
Firm has 15years of experience (Founding Principal25yrs publ~csafcty experience) 
firm with OVLT 90 professionals 
Nearly 30 renovations & new renovations in last years 

Concerns: 

Have a claim pcnd~ngthat ntight lleed further investigarion 
Not a lot of similar experience listed for projects like ours. 



Firm has experie~lcein the judicial and fire side of public safety, but limited exa~nplcsof' stand 
alone, built from grot~nd,PSAPIOEM ceutels and liartlened fiicililies 



0FI:ISROR #7: AECOM - No~-f'olk,VA 

-X- It has bccn deterrn~nedthat AiCCOR.1 has subnllttcd a responsive proposal rncetrng the 
rcqulrcmentsset forth ill the ong~nalR~ulucsttor ()ualificatlons. 

- It has heen determilled that AECOM has submitted a non-responsive p n v s a l  

Note: part~~eriugwith Simon Associates, Inc of Columbia, MO. Partnoring with Crockett 
Engineering and Rost Landscaping 

Ut~lizedworkshops and charrettes as part of thclr mcthodokogy 
Mention accessibility and safely of staff and public 
List of fivc projects stayed within scheduled time 
Paitnership with Sitno11Associates (familiar with project, rqu~ranents,and location) 
"Wc aim to provtdc state-of-the-arttechnology nestled into a calming envtronlnent for the 
d~spatcl~enaid enlergency matiagers." 
"We translate that into a reality of which we can dl be proud." 
Mention of manylall security components we have prev~ouslydiscussed as needing to be 
addressed 
Many sitnilanties noted in pictura of past projects; could indicate they already have 
designdplans that are proven to work wcll and could be casily adapted to our situation 
4 cntlcal considerations for F,CCdesign m sunlrnarystatement 

Concerns: 

Request exceptions to our InsuranceRequire~iients. 
Partneisl~~pwitti Simon Associates (des~gnflaws on Shet~Wsannex that were overlooked) 
I arge tist of claims citcd prohably due to their large SIE. If short-list, would like for the111to 
d~scusssome of these 

kxi~rrier~cw&~i.:\oe~tise of Offeror 

Llnked with Simon hsociates 
Subs familiar with site 
Do not rely on joint ventures, associations or outsidc consultnnts 
Worktng with MCP on several otherprojects including KcntuckyFDC andPennsylvania EMA 
HQrnOC 
Completed b~idgingdocuments for Johnson County ECC (Chad Foster is hstcd as contact) 
Forli~nc500 company, 45,000 employees, 140muntries, $8.2 billion in revetiue last year 
ENR 2013 - #1 Design Finn, Pure Design, General Building,Government Offices,and 
Correctional Facililies 



Over50 critical public safety fac~litiesincluding91 1 centers, comm centers, EOCs, and E911 and 
radio systcrl~s 
APCO, NENA alliliations 
Relocation of I..oucloun County VA ECC 

Concerns: 

Project Manager not licensed in Missour1 
3 of 5 cited projects con~plctcdovcr budget 
1.5 pages of l~tigat~onover pnst 5 years 
Sub with Crockelte Engineering fix of poor design at SO hmex) 



.OI:FEIt011#8: Cl~iodini;\ssocintes Architects .... St. Louis, h.10 

'_ It has been dctcnnined that Chiodini Associates Arcltitects has submitted a responsive proposal 
meeting the requircnlenlsset forth in the original Request for Qualifications 

It has been determined that <:hioditii Ascocintes Architects has submitted a uon-responsive 
proposal. 

Note: Teaming with Redstone Architects -Public SafetyI9111CommunicationsConsultant \Ydliam 
Tao Associates -MechanicaUElectricaI/PIumbing/FireProtectlodTechnology; TIJHinc -
CivWStructural Engineering; Landscape Technologies -Landscape Architecture. Chiodini is 
providing Architectural, I~lteriorDesignand FF&E 

Strengths: 

'I'he five projects that they provided that were with~nscl~edulewere also easy to understand the 
budget, bid price and final cost. 
Pocus on customer input and meeting customer needs while maximizing vduc 
Emphas~zedbudgcbni throughout the pmject and coming in under budiet and on schcdulc 
Usc of Autodesk Building InformationModeling, Revit, and Newfomla Project Infonilation 
Managanent software to&ance  plannkg and communication 

Concerns: 

Qualifications response on legal paper which made it a little awkward to read and file. 
No mention of hardened structures or facilities requiring 2417 operalion 
Four other subconsultants proposed 

Strengths: 

Have wolked on projects wiU~their proposed team members in the past. 
Firm estilhlislted in 1974. 
Significant local cxpcrience, notably City of Columbia Daniel BooneUuildmg and Howard & 
Gentry buildings 
Lots of municipa~govcmmenlbuild'mg experience 

Concerns: , , 

Several projects still under consfiuction - will they have time for Boone County project? 
No projects referenced were specifically PSAP/EOC projects 
Majority of pttbllc safety cxpcrien- conles from sub-c6ntractor Redstone Architects, and most of 
public safety projects are police department and corn buildings 
Amounts for budget and bid on Daniel Boone project were differcni on pages 15 and 30 -
depcnding on which set IS accurate project may have been over budget 
(Outside lalowledge) Repo~tediiVAC issues in ncw Daniel Boonc BuiIding. particuiarly the new 
data center. 



Suniniarv: 

?'he evaluation commitlte initiallymet on November 6,2013. After a thorough review of the eigl~t 
responses, the committee short-listcd the firms to three for interview on Noveniber 12,2013. The short- 
list included Schrader Group Architecture, Ross & Banmini, and Architects Design Group. Following 
the interviews, tlie evaluation commiuec unanimously agrecd to move forward with their 
recommendation for award to Architects Design Group followi~~g a reference check and successful 

negotiation of a contract. 


Kecommcnclaiion for Award: 

This evaluation report represents our subjective opinion of each Offeror's strengths and concerns and is 
based upon our analysis of the relevant facts. as contained ill each Offeror's proposal. 

We recommend that the County of Boone - Missowi award contmct to Architects Dcsign Group for 
Services - ~ucili$l91 1 /Joint ~ommunica t io~~s  

'.,'I,$ 

Date 

/r3--2 -/ 3 
Date 

I 1 h - 4 ~1-3 
one County Pirc Chief Date 

12-5-13 
Date 

/&A3 
Evaluator's S~gnature - Stan Shawver, Director, Boone County Resource Mngt. Date 

'.,:: 



Boone County -Agreement for 
Architectural and Engineering Services 

Project Name: Boone County 911/Joint 
Communications Facility 

Last Revised : December 17,2013 

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this 

and between Boone County, Missouri, by and through its County Commission, h e u n  "Owner," 

and Architects Design Group, Inc. (Missouri foreign corporation registration #: F01004011) , 

herein "Architect." 

In consideration of the performance by each party of their respective obligations 

described in this Agreement, the parties agree as follows: 

1. Project Description: The Architect agrees to provide Owner with architectural 

services for the purpose of design and construction of the project generally known as Boone 

County 91 1/Joint Communications Facility, to include an Emergency Operations Center (EOC), 

herein "Project." The Project contemplates all architectural and engineering design services, to 

include mechanical, electrical, plumbing, structural, fire protection, audio-visual, inside plant 

wiring, UPS, generator, interior, and landscape design services, for the construction of the 

Project. The approach to the Project will be through an award of a contract to a General 

Contractor, with an employee of Owner serving as a project manager for Owner and the Owner 

designating a County Commissioner as the Owner's representative. The Boone County 

RFQ#4 1-3 10CT13, Addendum #1, Addendum #2 and Addendum #3, along with Architect's 

response dated October 23,201 3, signed by Kevin Ratigan, AIA, is attached hereto and 



incorporated into this Agreement. In the event of a conflict between the terms of the proposal 

and this Agreement, the terms of this Agreement shall control. 

2. Architectural and Engineering Services: Architect shall provide as basic 

services all architectural services as described herein, all architectural and engineering design 

services, to include mechanical, electrical, plumbing, structural, fire protection, audio-visual, 

inside plant wiring, UPS, and generator design services, interior, and landscape design services 

in connection with the Project. In addition to the foregoing, the parties have specifically agreed 

as follows: 

a). For purposes of this Agreement, Architect will perform basic interior design services 

as developed in the Design Development phase of the project in coordination with County's 

vendor, Inside the Lines, and will coordinate as necessary with Inside the Lines for successhl 

completion of the Project. Additional interior design services beyond the Architect's basic 

services as developed in the Design Development phase will be negotiated as additional services. 

b). All design work necessary to obtain required building permits shall be considered 

part of the Architect's basic services. Printing of plans shall be considered a reimbursable 

expense, with the total printing costs not to exceed $3,750.00 without an additional, written 

agreement with Owner. Architect will not bill for any printing of plans subsequent to the initial 

submittals that are necessitated by feedback received by Architect from code review officials. 

c). Civil engineering services, which shall include grading, stormwaterldrainage, land 

disturbance, parking, site utility work, and all related permitting required, will be negotiated as 

additional services with PW Architects, Inc. being responsible for providing said civil 

engineering services through Allstate Consultants, LLC. 



Any necessary services contracted for outside the Architect's firm shall be paid for out of the 

Architect's fees for basic services unless specifically provided for otherwise in this Agreement. 

All services rendered shall be consistent with the professional skill and care ordinarily provided 

by Architects and Engineers providing services in Boone County, Missouri, under the same or 

similar circumstances. The Architect's and Engineer's services shall be delivered generally per 

the following breakdown: 

Pre-Design Services - 5% 

Schematic Design - 15% 

Design Development - 15% 

Construction Documents - 35% 

Bids and Negotiation - 5% 

Construction Administration - 25% 

The services shall include the following services as appropriate and necessary for the completion 

of the Project, and provide Owner with updated Cost of Work budgets, as appropriate. The 

following is a non-exhaustive list of the services to be provided under this Agreement: 

2.1. Pre-Desim Services: Architect shall submit for Owner's approval a 

schedule for performance of the Architect's services, with services to begin at time of 

execution of this Agreement through a planned substantial completion date for the 

Project. Architect shall consult with Owner, Owner's Consultant (Mission Critical 

Partners), and other identified stakeholders for the Programming phase of the design 

services. Architect shall undertake these services to understand Owner's needs mindfkl 

that the desired building will be consistent, whenever appropriate, with the color and 

finish of Owner's other buildings, particularly those at the law enforcement campus 



where this facility will be constructed. Architect shall also prepare its designs mindful of 

Owner's desire to facilitate the efficient operation and maintenance of the facility by 

Owner's forces after the Project is completed. Architect shall attend a kick-off meeting, 

gather information, assess space needs, collect data, analyze the site, and otherwise work 

to document the needs of the Project. Architect shall produce a Program of Requirements 

that details all objectives, spaces, services (i.e. telephone, data, utilities, etc.), special 

finishes, furniture, and spatial relationships. The Program of Requirements will be 

prepared in such a way so as to facilitate the Owner's review, revision and approval. 

2.2 Schematic Design: Architect shall prepare a preliminary Cost of Work 

budget and a preliminary design (conceptual floor plans and elevations) of the Project. 

Upon approval of the preliminary design, Architect shall prepare and submit for approval 

schematic design documents. Architect shall develop simple diagrammatic documents 

delineating room sizes and relationships, single line diagrams of all systems, elevations of 

the building exterior, and drawings of any special interior spaces. The schematic designs 

will be reviewed with Owner, Owner's Consultant (Mission Critical Partners) and other 

identified stakeholders for revision and approval. Architect shall discuss with Owner 

alternative approaches to design and construction of the Project. Architect shall submit 

the schematic drawings, a project narrative, and an updated estimate of the Cost of Work 

to Owner for review and approval. 

2.3 Design Development Phase: Architect shall further consult with Owner's 

representatives and Owner's Consultant (Mission Critical Partners), regarding Owner's 

needs, research applicable design criteria, attend Project meetings and communicate 

progress to the Owner in the hrther development of the schematic designs into definitive 



plans and elevations. Architect shall coordinate its services with Owner and Owner's 

consultants. Architect shall prepare and submit for approval such other designs, 

specifications, and documents necessary for inclusion in the Construction Documents for 

completion of the Project, to include descriptions of the architectural, structural, 

mechanical, plumbing, and electrical systems, HVAC, electrical loading, inside plant 

wiring, audio-visual design services, UPS and generator design services, and such other 

elements as may be appropriate, including the preparation of furniture layouts for the 

purpose of design 1 systems details and coordination with Owner's vendor, lnside the 

Lines. Upon Owner's approval of the Project specifications and updates, if any, to the 

Cost of Work, Architect shall proceed to the Construction Documents phase. 

2.4. Construction Documents: Architect shall prepare Construction 

Documents consistent with the terms of this Agreement. The Construction Documents 

shall illustrate and describe the Project in detail, the quality levels of material and 

systems and other requirements for the construction of the Project, including required 

performance or design criteria that the Project's systems must satisfy. The Construction 

Documents shall specify, when appropriate, any requirements of the Contractor to 

provide additional information such as shop drawings, product data, samples or other 

similar submittals. The conditions of bidding, bid proposal forms and other contract 

conditions shall be included. The Architect shall provide an updated estimate of the Cost 

of Work, if any is necessary, at 80% of completion of the Construction Documents. 

2.5. Bidding and Negotiation Phases: There shall be a pre-bid conference, which 

Architect shall participate in, and Architect shall assist Owner in evaluating and awarding 

the construction contract of the Project under competitive bidding. Architect shall 



coordinate with Owner's legal department and purchasing department as to the final form 

of the Construction Documents, and shall coordinate with Owner's purchasing 

department for the copying of bidding documents, arranging the pre-bid conference, 

responding to and publishing any addenda to the bid specifications, providing 

clarifications and interpretations of the bidding documents, organizing and conducting 

the opening of bids, evaluation of bid responses, and the documenting of the bidding 

results. 

2.6. Construction Administration Phase Services: Architect shall provide 

administration of the contract between Owner and the contractor and shall advise and 

consult with Owner as appropriate. Architect shall visit the site at appropriate intervals to 

determine if work is being performed as called for in the Construction Documents. 

However, the Architect shall not be required to make exhaustive or continuous on-site 

inspections. Architect shall interpret and timely recommend to Owner appropriate 

actions on matters concerning the performance of the contract on request of either Owner 

or contractor. On issues of means and methods employed by contractor, Architect shall 

not be responsible for the same. Architect shall make Owner aware, however, of any 

decisions by Contractor that might tend to unnecessarily increase the cost of the Project. 

Architect shall review and certify the amounts due contractor and issue certificates for 

payment, which shall constitute Architect's representation that the work is in accordance 

with the Construction Documents and is of the quality called for in said Construction 

Documents. Architect shall review and approval contractor's submittal schedule and take 

action as appropriate per the approved submittal schedule. Architect shall review and 

make recommendations to Owner regarding any requested changes in the work, with 



particular attention to whether such change request is appropriate given the contractor's 

knowledge of the conditions of the Project as provided for in the Construction 

Documents. Architect shall, in consultation with Owner, determinate substantial 

completion of the Project and the date of final completion. Architect shall provide 

Owner's representatives with an explanation of the building operation and maintenance 

and provide Owner with all appropriate manuals, instructions, or other documentation 

that will facilitate Owner's forces taking over the maintenance of the facility. The 

Architect shall obtain from contractor all warranties, drawings or other documents related 

to the Project and furnish those to Owner and issue a final certificate of payment. Within 

one ( I )  year of the date of substantial completion, Architect shall conduct a meeting with 

Owner to review the operations and performance of the facility to facilitate the filing of 

any appropriate warranty claims. 

3. Construction Documents: Owner specifically reserves the right to approve the 

form of the Construction Documents. Architect shall consult with Owner's Purchasing and 

Legal Departments, as well as Owner's Consultant (Mission Critical Partners, Inc.), in the 

preparation of the Construction Documents. Architect shall provide information to Owner in 

sufficient time to allow Owner's Purchasing and Legal departments to review and modify the 

Construction Documents to be consistent with Owner's policies and procedures. Copies of 

documents for bidding purposes shall be performed by Owner at Owner's expense through 

Owner's Purchasing Department. The bid documents shall contemplate a pre-bid conference 

which Architect shall attend and participate in. 

4. Additional Services and Reimbursable Expenses: Services not normally 

and customarily included within basic architectural services as described herein shall be 



considered additional services. No compensation shall be paid for any service rendered by 

Architect as an additional service unless rendition of the service has been authorized by Owner, 

in writing, in advance of performance of said service. Any additional services performed by 

Architect prior to such written authorization of Owner shall be deemed a basic Architectural 

service. 

5.  Owner's Responsibilities: Owner shall provide Architect with all information 

pertaining to Owner's requirements for the Project including design objectives, design restraints, 

and criteria for user agencies. Owner shall be responsible for examining documents submitted 

by Architect and rendering decisions as necessary in such a timely manner to avoid unreasonable 

delays in the progress of the Project. If recommended by Architect and Owner approves, Owner 

will provide necessary survey work andlor geotechnical investigation. Owner shall provide 

Architect access to the Project and work site whenever appropriate. 

6. Architectural Work Product: Owner acknowledges that the Architect's 

completed contract documents as Architect's work product. Nevertheless, completed contract 

documents, including incorporated plans and designs, prepared under this Agreement shall, upon 

full and final payment to the Architect of all monies then due and owing, become the property of 

Owner whether the Project is executed or not. Upon full and final payment to the Architect of all 

monies then due and owing, Architect shall deliver to Owner updated contract documents upon 

final completion of the Project or as they exist as of the date of termination, as applicable, in 

paper and electronic form as prepared by Architect. Architect shall be permitted to retain 

reproducible copies of the contract documents for Architect's own use and reference. In the case 

of any future reuse of the documents by Owner without Architect's direct professional 

involvement, the Architect's and Architect's consultants' names and seals shall be removed from 



all such documents and the Architect shall not be liable to the Owner in any manner whatsoever 

for their reuse. The Owner's obligations under this paragraph shall sulvive any termination of 

this Agreement and shall be binding upon Owner's successors and assigns. 

7. Compensation: 

7.1. Compensation to Architect: In consideration of the Architect's provision of services 

under this Agreement, Owner agrees to compensate Architect as follows: 7.5% of the owner- 

approved, total estimated contract budget for the Project. Change orders impacting 

architectural basic services shall not increase the Architect's fee. In addition to the foregoing, the 

parties have specifically agreed as follows: 

a). This Agreement specifically excludes compensation and scope of work for civil 

engineering services, which shall include grading, stormwaterldrainage, land disturbance, 

parking, site utility work, and all related permitting required. 

b). The compensation of 7.5% of the Owner-approved, total estimated contract budget 

for the Project is understood to be $10,000,000.00 at the outset of this Agreement, which 

translates to an Architect's fee of $750,000.00 

c). The Owner-approved, total estimated contract budget for the work shaIl be confirmed 

and modified, if necessary, at the completion of the Pre-Design Services. A formal amendment 

to the Agreement shall be prepared and executed by Owner and Architect indicating the final, 

agreed-upon budget for the Project. 

d). The technology design services (audio-visual, inside plant wiring, and other design 

services necessary for the successful completion of the Project) will be done in coordination with 

Mission Critical Partners (MCP). MCP will be primarily responsible for the design, selection, 

bid documents, and assistance with installation for radio equipment and communication center 



consoles, and Architect will coordinate with MCP on those services. Architect's fee for all other 

technology design services necessary for successhl completion of the Project shall be calculated 

as 7.5% of Owner-approved, total estimated project budget for audio-visual equipment and other 

necessary technology not handled by MCP. Owner will facilitate communications between 

Architect and MCP to clearly define the scope of the various technology design deliverables 

during the Design Development phase of the Project. A formal amendment to the Agreement 

shall be prepared and executed by Owner and Architect indicating the final, agreed-upon budget 

for the technology portion of the Project that Architect will be responsible for. 

Printing expenses shall be reimbursed as provided for in paragraph 2(b) of this Agreement. 

Payments shall be made within thirty (30) days of receipt of invoice by the Owner. Invoices shall 

be submitted upon completion of the work constituting the task or project for which services are 

provided. Periodic invoices shall not exceed the amounts permitted in the Architect's proposal 

approved by the Owner and shall not exceed the percentages of work progress as contemplated 

in paragraph 2 above. Owner reserves the right to withhold payment for inadequately 

documented invoices until documented as required herein. Owner hrther reserves the right to 

withhold payments for unperformed work or work not performed on a timely basis in accordance 

with the Architect's proposal when delays in performance of services are not attributable to the 

Owner, or as a result of a billing dispute between the Owner and Architect. However, Owner 

agrees to pay interest at a rate of nine percent (9%)annum on any disputed billed amounts for 

which payments are withheld beyond thirty (30) days of invoice if and to the extent that those 

disputed amounts are resolved in favor of the Architect. 

7.2 Compensation to Architect's subcontractors: Architect has identified several 

subcontractors in its RFQ response that make up its project team. Recognizing that Owner's 



ability to successfilly complete the Project requires that Architect's entire project team, 

including all subcontractors, to be efficient and effective, Architect agrees to put in place 

whatever communication systems are appropriate so as to facilitate the timely and effective 

communications between and among its subcontractors and Architect, including the processing 

of invoices. In addition, Architect agrees to pay its subcontractors in a timely fashion upon 

presentation of invoices from said subcontractors (within 45 days of receipt of invoice from 

subcontractor), recognizing that said subcontractors' performance of services to Owner will be 

adversely impacted if Architect did not pay on a frequency consistent with the frequency that 

Owner is paying Architect on Architect's invoices. 

8. Insurance: Architect shall procure and maintain professional liability 

insurance in such amounts as are deemed mutually agreeable to the parties and approved by the 

Owner or the Owner's representative in writing within thirty (30) days of this Agreement. 

Architect shall also maintain general public liability insurance with coverages no less than 

$2,000,000.00 per occurrence, and worker's compensation insurance as required by state law. 

Failure of Architect to obtain or maintain such insurance during this contract, or to provide 

proper proofs thereof upon request of the Owner, shall not diminish, waive or otherwise reduce 

the Architect's obligations to maintain such insurance coverage and Architect shall indemnify 

and hold the Owner and all its personnel harmless from and against any and all damages, losses 

and expenses, including reasonable attorney's fees and litigation costs, arising out of or resulting 

from the performance of services, provided that any such damages, losses or expenses, is caused 

in whole or in part by the negligent act, omission and or liability of the Architect, its agents or 

employees. The Architect shall provide the Owner with certificates of insurance exhibiting the 

coverage as specified above within thirty (30) days of execution of this agreement and thereafter 



within five (5) working days after request by the Owner. All certificates of insurance shall 

contain provision that insurance provided shall not be canceled or altered except upon ten (10) 

days written notice to the Owner. 

9. Owner Authorization: When the term Owner is used in this agreement, it 

shall mean the government of Boone County, Missouri or the Boone County Commission, as the 

context requires. Authorization by the Owner shall mean authorization obtained by recorded 

majority vote of the Boone County Commission. It is hrther understood and agreed that no 

person or party is authorized to bind the Owner to any proposed agreement for services under the 

auspices of this agreement without having obtained the prior approval of the Boone County 

Commission by recorded majority vote for such authorization. In this regard, it is understood and 

agreed that the Architect shall not be entitled to rely upon verbal or written representations by 

any agent or employee of the Owner in deviation to the terms and conditions of this Agreement 

or as authorization for compensation for services except as may be approved by recorded vote of 

the Boone County Commission. When the term Owner's representative is used, it shall mean the 

County Commissioner who has been designated by the Boone County Commission to supervise 

the Project. It shall be presumed that such representative shall have all necessary decision 

making authority with respect to services provided under this agreement and Owner approved 

proposals for services except such representative shall have no authority to make decisions 

concerning changes to the Architect's compensation or reimbursement, or with respect to 

services to be performed under this agreement or Owner approved proposal for services which 

involve or affect cost, expense or budgetary allowances. 

10. Termination or Suspension: This Agreement may be terminated by the 

Owner for any reason upon at least 15 days written notice of termination to the Architect. Upon 



termination, Architect shall immediately discontinue all services and deliver to Owner a final 

invoice for all seivices rendered through the termination date. Upon f i l l  and final payment to 

the Architect for all monies due and owing, Architect shall deliver to Owner any and all 

drawings, plans, specifications or other documents prepared or received by Architect for services 

under this Agreement, whether complete or in progress. If Owner questions the extent of the 

work on the final invoice it shall have every opportunity to review and evaluate all work upon 

which the invoice is based prior to payment. In addition to the foregoing, either party may 

terminate this Agreement upon no less than 10 days written notice in the event the other party 

shall substantially fail to perform in accordance with the terms and conditions of this Agreement 

through no fault of the party initiating termination. 

1 1. Governing Law / Venue / Dispute Resolution: This Agreement shall 

be interpreted under the laws of the State of Missouri. All disputes under this Agreement shall 

be presented to the Circuit Court of Boone County or an appropriate Associate Division of said 

Court for resolution. The parties may mutually agree, prior to resorting to litigation in this 

matter, to submit any dispute to non-binding mediation through the University of Missouri 

School of Law Center for Dispute Resolution. 

12. Notice: Any provision of notice called for herein shall be deemed given 

when a written notice is delivered to the other party as set out herein, or in three (3) days after 

the same is placed in the U.S. Mail to the following addresses, as appropriate: 

If to the Architect: 

Kevin Ratigan, AIA 

Architects Design Group, Lnc. 

333 North Knowles Avenue 

Winter Park, FL 32789 

Fax: 407-645-5525 




If to the Owner: 

Boone County Commission 
801 E. Walnut, Rm. 333 
Columbia, Missouri 6520 I 

With a copy to: 

C.J. Dykhouse 

Boone County Counselor 

801 E. Walnut, Rm. 21 1 

Columbia, Missouri 6520 I 

Fax: 573-886-441 3 


13. Certification of Lawful Presence 1Work Authorization: Architect shall 

complete and return the Work Authorization Certification. 

14. Complete Agreement: This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement of 

the parties and supersedes all prior communications, understandings and agreements relating to 

the subject matter hereof, whether oral or written. 

SO AGREED. 

ARCHITECTS DESIGN GROUP, INC. 

d
BY -

/fl*g;/n @#;;sw,At A 
Title "jeylhf \/;LC &es;deat Dated: 1-b ' /3  

Dated: Oec- 20, %@ 1'3 

APPROVED A> TO FORM: 



AUDITOR CERTIFICATION 
In  accordance with KSMo 50.660,1hereby certify t h a ~a sufficient unencumbered appropriation balance 
exisls and is available to satisfy the obligation(s) arising from this contract. (Note: Cerfification of Ihis 
contract is no1 required if the tenns of (his contract do not create a ~neasurable county obligation a( this 



WORK AUTHORIZATION CERTIFICATION 

PURSUANT TO 285.530 RSMo 


(FOR ALL AGREEMENTS IN EXCESS OF $5,000.00) 


County of OC~"JC)ss) 


state of noted* 1 


My name is k~ifl 1 am an authorized agent of Architects Design & t ; 3 ~  
Group, Inc. This business is enrolled and participates in a federal work authorization program 

for all employees working in connection with services provided to the County. This business 

does not knowingly employ any person that is an unauthorized alien in connection with the 

services being provided. Documentation of participation in a federal work authorization program 

is attached hereto. 

Furthermore, all subcontractors working on this contract shall affirmatively state in 

writing in their contracts that they are not in violation of Section 285.530.1, shall not thereafter 

be in violation and submit a sworn affidavit under penalty of pe jury that all employees are 

lawhlly present in the United States. 

-- /2/zo/20(3 
Date 

@vim &~tl'qa~l,h,4 
Printed Name u 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this2-ay of k*,2 0 s .  

Notary ~ a i c  

TONYA H. CRONlN 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF FLORIDA 
Corn& EE195954 
Exwires 5/6/2016 



Certification Regarding 

Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion 


Lower Tier Covered Transactions 


This certification is required by the regulations implementing Executive Order 12549, Debarment and Suspension, 13 
CFR Part 145. The regulations were published as Part VII of the May 26, 1988 Federal Register (pages 19160-1921 1). 
Copies of the regulations may be obtained by contacting the person to which this proposal is submitted. 

(BEFORE COMPLETING CERTIFICATION, READ INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE) 

(1) 	The prospective lower tier participant certifies, by submission of this proposal, that neither it nor its 
principals are presently debarred, suspended, proposed for disbarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily 
excluded from participation in this transaction by any Federal department or agency. 

(2) Where the prospective lower tier participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this 
certification, such prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal. 

Business Name Pr~tectsDesiqn 4~09,rfic 

By k d  ;npdtiqm /br \/* 'Date 0e.c w, 13 
Name and Title of ~uthorized-kepresehiaiive 

, - 	~ 

4uth rized Repre$ntative 

SBA Form 1624 (12192) 
This form was eleclronically produced by El~le Federal Forms. Inc. 



INSTRUCTIONS FOR CERTIFICATION 

1. By signing and submitting this proposal, the prospective lower tier participant is providing the certification set 
out below. 

2. The certification in this clause is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this 
transaction was entered into. If it is later determined that the prospective lower tier participant knowingly rendered an 
erroneous certification, in addition to other remedies available to the Federal Government, the department or agency 
with which this transaction originated may pursue available remedies, including suspension and/or debarment. 

3. The prospective lower tier participant shall provide immediate written notice to the person to which this 

proposal is submitted if at any time the prospective lower tier participant learns that its certification was erroneous 

when submitted or has become erroneous by reason of changed circumstances. 


4. The terms "covered transaction," "debarred," "suspended," "ineligible," "lower tier covered transaction," 
"participant," "person," "primary covered transaction," "principal," "proposal," and "voluntarily excluded," as used in 
this clause, have the meanings set out in the Definitions and Coverage sections of the rules implementing Executive 
Order 12549. You may contact the person to which this proposal is submitted for assistance in obtaining a copy of 
those regulations (13CFR Part 145). 

5. The prospective lower tier participant agrees by submitting this proposal that, should the proposed covered 
transaction be entered into, it shall not knowingly enter into any lower tier covered transaction with a person who is 
debarred, suspended, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this covered transaction, unless 
authorized by the department or agency with which this transaction originated. 

6. The prospective lower tier participant further agrees by submitting this proposal that it will include the clause 
titled "Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion--Lower Tier Covered 
Transactions," without modification, in all lower tier covered transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier covered 
transactions. 

7. A participant in a covered transaction may rely upon a certification of a prospective participant in a lower tier 
covered transaction that it is not debarred, suspended, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from the covered 
transaction, unless it knows that the certification is erroneous. A participant may decide the method and frequency by 
which it determines the eligibility of its principals. Each participant may, but is not required to, check the 
Nonprocurement List. 

8. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require establishment of a system of records in order 
to render in good faith the certification required by this clause. The knowledge and information of a participant is not 
required to exceed that which is normally possessed by a prudent person in the ordinary course of business dealings. 

9. Except for transactions authorized under paragraph 5 of these instructions, if a participant in a covered 
transaction knowingly enters into a lower tier covered transaction with a person who is suspended, debarred, 
ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction, in addition to other remedies available to the 
Federal Government, the department or agency with which this transaction originated may pursue available 
remedies, including suspension and/or debarment. 



Company ID Number: 508186 

THE E-VERIFY PROGRAM FOR EMPLOYMENT VERIFICATION 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 


ARTICLE I 


PLIRPOSE AND AU'THORITY 


This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) sets forth the points of agreement between the 
Department of Homeland Security (DHS) and Architects Design Group 1 ADG, Inc. (Employer) 
regarding the Employer's participation in the Employment Eligibility Verification Program (E- 
Verify). This MOU explains certain features of the E-Verify program and enumerates specific 
responsibilities of DHS, the Social Security Administration (SSA), and the Employer. E-Verify is 
a program that electronically confirms an employee's eligibility to work in the United States after 
completion of the Employment Eligibility Verification Form (Form 1-9). For covered government 
contractors, E-Verify is used to verify the employment eligibility of all newly hired employees and 
all existing employees assigned to Federal contracts or to verify the entire workforce if the 
contractor so chooses. 

Authority for the E-Verify program is found in Title IV, Subtitle A, of the Illegal Immigration 
Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 (IIRIRA), Pub. L. 104-208, 110 Stat. 3009, as 
amended (8 U.S.C. § 1324a note). Authority for use of the E-Verify program by Federal 
contractors and subcontractors covered by the terms of Subpart 22.18, "Employment Eligibility 
Verification", of the Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR) (hereinafter referred to in this MOU as 
a "Federal contractor with the FAR E-Verify clause") to verify the employment eligibility of 
certain employees working on Federal contracts is also found in Subpart 22.18 and in Executive 
Order 12989, as amended. 

ARTICLE II 

FUNCTIONS TO BE PERFORMED 

A. RESPONSIBILITIES OF SSA 

1. SSA agrees to provide the Employer with available information that allows the Employer to 
confirm the accuracy of Social Security Numbers provided by all employees verified under this 
MOU and the employment authorization of U.S. citizens. 

2. SSA agrees to provide to the Employer appropriate assistance with operational problems that 
may arise during the Employer's participation in the E-Verify program. SSA agrees to provide 
the Employer with names, titles, addresses, and telephone numbers of SSA representatives to 
be contacted during the E-Verify process. 

3. SSA agrees to safeguard the information provided by the Employer through the E-Verify 
program procedures, and to limit access to such information, as is appropriate by law, to 
individuals responsible for the verification of Social Security Numbers and for evaluation of the 
E-Verify program or such other persons or entities who may be authorized by SSA as governed 
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Company ID Number: 508186 


1 1North American Industry 

Classification Systems 
 i 

i

I Administrator: 1 . .  . . . . . . . . - - - . . 

I 

Number of Employees: (20 to 99 ! 


Number of Sites Verified 

for: 


pre  you verifying for more than 1 site? If yes, please provide the number of sites verified for 1 

lin each State: I 


1 . FLORIDA I site(s) 
I
I


I 


Information relating to the Program Administrator(s) for your Corrlpany on policy 
questions or operational problems: 

Name: Tonya H Cronin 

Telephone Number: (407) 647 - 1706 Fax Number: (407) 645 - 5525 

E-mail Address: tonyac@adgusa.org 
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A ARCHI-1 OP ID: CA 
ACORD" CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE 

DATE(MMIDDPIYW) 

L LlJ 
THlS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MAlTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THlS 
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES 
BELOW. THlS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED 
REPRESENTATIVEOR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATEHOLDER. 
IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is  an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must be endorsed. If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to 
the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement. A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the 
certificate holder in lieu of such endorsementls). 

PRODUCER 
Cooper, Simms, Nelson & Mosley
271 West Canton Avenue 
P.O. Box 1480 
Winter Park, FL 32790-1480 
Michael K. Burch, CIC 

Phone: 407-644-8689 
Fax: 407-644-9934 AIC,No): 

E-MAIL 

L I INSURER F:  I 
COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER: REVISION NUMBER: 

THlS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD 
INDICATED. NOWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WlTH RESPECT TO WHICH THlS 
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS. 
EXCLUSIONSAND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS. 

LIMITS 

INSURER(S)AFFORDINGCOVERAGE 

( GENERAL LIABILITYIA COMMERCIAL GENEEIABIL ITY 

NAlC # 

- - . - . 

35289 
13269 

INSURED Architects Design GrouplADGI 
:Continental lnsurance Company 

Inc. dba Architects Design Grp :Zenlth lnsurance Company
PO Box 1210 

1 1 1 CLAIMS-MADE OCCUR 1 
I 

Transportation Insurance Co. 120494 

Winter Park, FL 32790 

GEN'L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER: 

AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY 

X ANY AUTO 

INSURER D : 

INSURER E : 

,NED ,,ULED 

NON-OWNED 
HIRED AUTOS AUTOS 

EACH OCCURRENCE 

MED EXP (Any one person) 

PERSONAL B ADV INJURY 1,000,00 

2,000,00 

I I -
COMBINEDSINGLE LIMIT 
(Ea accident) $ 1,000,00 
BODILY INJURY (Per oerson) 1 $~, , 

~ Y ~ N J U R Y(Per accident1/ S. I 
PROPERTY DAMAGE 
(Per accident) S 

l a 

EXCESSLlAB CLAIMS-MADE I IC4020017419 
EACH OCCURRENCE s 4,000,000 

0111212014 AGGREGATE s 4,000,000 
i 

I 
DESCRIPTIONOF OPERATIONS ILOCATIONSIVEHICLES (Attach ACORD 101, Addltlonal Remarks Schedule, Ifmore space Is required) 

C 

- - - -

CERTIFICATE HOLDER 

BOONE-2 

Boone  County Missour i  
Mel inda Bobbitt, 
Purchasing Director 
613 E. Ash, Rm. 109 
Columbia, M O  65201 

I DED I ) RETENTIONS 

CANCELLATION 

$ 

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBEDPOLICIESBE CANCELLED BEFORE 
M E  EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN 
ACCORDANCE WlTH THE POLICY PROVISIONS. 

1 AUTHORlZED REPRESENTATIVE 

WORKERSCOMPENSATION 
AND EMPLOYERSUABlUTY Y I N  

I I 

O 1988-2010 ACORD CORPORATION. A l l  rights resewed. 
ACORD 25 (2010105) The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD 

I WC STATU- OTH-
X I TORY LIMITS / I ER 

0111212014 
-

0111212013ANY PROPRlETORlPARTNER/EXECUTIVE 2070138805 
OFFICERIMEMBER EXCLUDED? 1 ~ ~ 
(Mandatory in NH) 
If es describe underDESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONSbelow 

E L  EACH ACCIDENT 

E.L. DISEASE- EA EMPLOYE5 

E.L. DISEASE- POLICY LIMIT1 

S ~,ooo,ooo 
'6 1,000,000 

$ ~,ooo,ooo 



- ARCHDES-03 BRUSSELL 

CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE 
DATE (MMIDDNYYY)1 1212012013 I 

THlS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THlS 
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES 
BELOW. THlS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED 
REPRESENTATIVEOR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. 
IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is  an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must be endorsed. If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to 
the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement. A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the 

INSURED 

certificate holder in  lieu of such endorsement(s). 

Architects Design GroupIADG, Inc. 
dba Architects Design Group 
333 North Knowles Avenue 
Winter Park, FL 32789 

PRODUCER 

Euclid Insurance Services, Inc. 
234 Sprin Lake Drive 
ltasca, IL 80143 

INSURER(S) AFFORDING COVERAGE 1 NAIC# 

INSURER A :National Casualty Company 111991 
I I 

::[ifCTBarbara K. Russel l  
EEc"FO,Ex1B(630)238-1900 I NO): (630) 773-8590 
ib"D"a'Ess:brussell@euclidmanagers.com 

I 

INSURER B : 

INSURER C : 

INSURER D : 

INSURER E : 

1 1 1 CLA"""" "OCCUR 

COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER: REVISION NUMBER: 
THlS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSUREDNAMEDABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD 
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACTOR OTHER DOCUMENTWlTH RESPECTTO WHICH THlS 
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREINIS SUBJECTTOALL THE TERMS, 
EXCLUSIONSAND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS. 

1-
GEN'L AGGREGATE LlMlT APPLIES PER: 

LOC 

AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY 

ANY AUTO 
SCHEDULED 
AUTOS 
NON-OWNED 

HIRE0 AUTOS AUTOS 

INSR 
LTR 

MED EXP (Any one person) 

PERSONAL8 ADV INJURY 

GENERAL AGGREGATE 

PRODUCTS- COMPIOPAGG 

COMBINED SINGLELlMlT 
(Ea accident) 
BODILYINJURY(Per person) 

BODILYINJURY (Per accident) 

TYPE OF INSURANCE 

GENERAL LIABILITY 

-1-MMERCIALGENEW-LIABILITY 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

$ 

5 

5 
PROPERTY DAMAGE 
(PER ACCIDENT) 

LIMITS 

5 

I I 

UMBRELLA LlAB OCCUR-

EXCESSLlAB CLAIMS-MADE 

DESCRIPTIONOF OPERATIONSILOCATIONSIVEHICLES (Attach ACORD 101, Addltlonal RemarksSchedule, If more space Is requlred) 

POLICY NUMBER 

EACHOCCURRENCE 

15 

A 
A 

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION 
I 

5 

EACH OCCURRENCE 

AGGREGATE 

Boone County Missouri 
Melinda Bobbitt 

POLICY EFF 
(MMIDDNYW) 

P 
PREMISES7Eaoccurrence) I $ 

5 

5 

1 DED I 1 RETENTION5 
WORKERS COMPENSATION 
AND EMPLOYERSLIABILITY Y I N  
ANY PROPRIETOWPARTNERIEXECUTIVE 
OFFICERMEMBER EXCLUDED? 
(Mandatory InNH) 
Ifyes. describe under 
DESCRIPTIONOF OPERATIONSbelow 

Professional 
Liability 

SHOULDANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIESBE CANCELLED BEFOREI THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF. NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN 

POLICY EXP 
(MMIDDIYYW) 

I ACCORDANCEWlTH THE POLICY PROVISIONS. 

N I A  

AR00004860 
AR00004860 

Purchasing Director 
613 E. Ash, Rm. 109 
Columbia, MO 65201 

I 

AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE 

0210112013 
02/0112013 

O 1988-2010 ACORD CORPORATION. Al l  rights resewed. 
ACORD 25 (2010105) The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD 

0210112014 
0210112014 

5 

5 

5 

5 

WC STATU-
JIMlTS 

Each Claim: $ 2,000,00[ 
Annual Agg: $ 2,000,00[ 

OTH-
ER 

E.L. EACH ACCIDENT 

E.L. DISEASE - EA EMPLOYEE 

E.L. DISEASE - POLICY LIMIT 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 


STATE OF MISSOURI 

County of Boone 
} ea. 

January Session of the January Adjourned Term.20 14 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 6th day of January 20 14 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve 
administrative authority for the Information Technology Department to purchase laptop 
computers, personal computers, peripherals and printers from cooperative contracts for FY20 14. 

Done this 6th day of January, 20 14 

Presiding Gornmissioner 

~ a r b nM. Miller 
Wendy S. NO&^ WT' 
Clerk of the ddunty omm mission (/ 

W&&S. J w ~  

t M. Thompson 

II Commissioner 



BOONE COUNTY 

Department of Information Technology 


ROGER B. WILSON BOONE COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER 

801 E. Walnut, Room 221 


Columbia, MO 65201-4890 

573-886-43 19 


DATE: January 6,2014 

TO: Dan Atwill, Presiding Commissioner 
Karen Miller, District ICommissioner 
Janet Thompson, District IICommissioner 

FROM: Aron Gish 

SUBJECT: 	 Administrative Authority to  Purchase Laptop Computers, Personal Computers, 
Peripherals and Printers from Cooperative Contracts for FY2014 

The purpose of this request is to seek administrative authority for the lnformation Technology Department 
to purchase personal computers, laptop computers, computer peripherals and printers from cooperative 
contracts for the fiscal year 2014. The department's authority expired 12/31/13. Cooperative contracts 
include the State's WWT (World Wide Technology, Inc.), NACo (National Association of Counties) and 
WSCA (Western States Contracting Alliance). This type of request has been made and approved for 
each of the past 13 years. In addition, I would also request administrative authority to use the 
"Unanticipated Emergency Hardware" funding (1 170-92301) to replace existing assets which fail and are 
not cost effective to repair. This authority would only cover personal computers, laptop computers, 
computer peripherals and printers with a replacement cost below $1,300. This would allow for less 
downtime for our users and reduce the number of "spare" items needed to be kept as backup equipment. 

Following are excerpts from past commission minutes: 

"Commissioner Miller stated ... that the department is requesting the ability of the department to purchase 
these products from State contrace in an as needed basis. This is efficient and is cost effective for the 
County. There are three cooperative contracts, two are national, and the other is state. The Purchasing 
Department is in agreement that this is the best way for the County to go. 

Commissioner Elkin stated he spoke with Melinda Bobbitt about this and she told him that there could be up 
to two hundred bids, from across the nation, for these items. 

Commissioner Miller stated it is hard to know if someone has the support to be able to fulfill the bid. Many 
times John Patton, County Counsel, has had to he$ the County get out of contracts because people were 
not able to meet the contract that was signed. This is the best solution as fast as technology moves. 

Commissioner Miller moved to approve the request from the Information Technology Department for 
Administrative Authority to purchase laptop computers, personal computers, peripherals and printers from 
cooperative contracts for the fiscal year 2002. 

Commissioner Elkin seconded the motion. There was no discussion or public comment. 
The motion passed 2-0." 

A commission order was approved January 3rd, 201 3 to cover FYI 3. The same reasons still apply for the 
need to have this Administrative Authority granted for FY2014. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Page 1 of 1 



4-2014 

CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI January Session of the January Adjourned Term. 20 14) ea. 
County of Boone 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 6th day of January 20 14 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby adopt the attached 
Budget Adjustment Policy. 

Done this 6th day of January, 20 14 

Y
Daniel K. Atwill 

ATTEST: I 

/kar&iM. Miller 
~ i s h c t  Commissioner 

/id,&)

et M. Thompson 

strict I1 Commissioner 



Budget Adjustment Policy 

Background and Purpose 
The adopted annual budget is a financial plan which reflects legal spending limits for the County's 
Administrative Authorities. The legal level of budgetary control (i.e., the level at which expenditures may 
not legally exceed appropriations) is the object (or class) level within a departmental budget. More 
stringent budgetary controls apply to  fixed assets such that only those fixed assets specifically identified 
and approved in the budget are authorized for purchase. 

Occasionally, adjustments to  the annual budget are necessary. Generally, such adjustments should be 
requested and authorized prior t o  procurement. These adjustments are classified as either a Budget 
Amendment or a Budget Revision and are subject to  the policy provisions outlined below which are 
intended to  promote transparency, accountability, and compliance with state law. 

In some instances, county elected officials other than the County Commission serve as the appropriating 
authority for one or more special revenue funds, as specified in state statute. In these instances, the 
appropriating authority exercises sole discretion in authorizing budget adjustments in a manner consistent 
with applicable state statutes. 

Budget Amendments 
A Budget Amendment results in a net increase (or decrease) to the overall appropriations for a given 
fund. 

Example: the County receives a grant which results in an overall increase to  revenues and 

expenditures. 


'The Revised Statutes of Missouri (RSMo) 50.622 require that budget amendments follow the same 
statutory process as is used for the adoption of the annual budget. This process ensures public notice 
for the proposed budget amendment, an opportunity for public input, and a minimum 10-day period 
between presenting the proposed budget amendment and final approval. (A 30-day period applies in 
the event of a budget reduction.) The budget amendment process, including required public hearings, 
is incorporated into the County Commission's regular meeting schedule and a Commission Order is 
obtained t o  demonstrate completion of the statutory process. 

Budget Revisions 
A Budget Revision consists of off-setting increases and decreases in two or more appropriations 
which result in a net impact of $0 to the overall appropriations for a given fund. 

Example: The Office Supplies appropriation is decreased in order to  increase the Equipment Repairs 
appropriation by the same amount, resulting in a zero net change to  overall appropriations. 

There are several types of Budget Revisions: 

1. Budget Revisions Between Spending Agencies: 
The Revised Statutes of Missouri (RSMo) 50.630 allow the County Commission, with recommendation 
of the Budget Officer, t o  authorize the transfer of all (or any portion) of an unencumbered 
appropriation balance of one spending agency under the Commission's jurisdiction t o  another 



spending agency, but such action may only be taken during the last two months of the fiscal year (i.e., 
November and December). A commission order is required as evidence of commission approval. 

2. Budget Revisions from the Emergency Appropriation: 
Pursuant to  RSMo 50.540 (4), budget revisions from the General Fund emergency appropriation may 
be made at any time during the year for unforeseen emergencies. A unanimous vote of the County 
Commission is required for approval. From time-to time, emergency appropriations are established in 
other funds where the County Commission is the appropriating authority. Budget revisions from such 
emergency appropriations are handled in the same manner as in the General Fund. 

3. Budget Revisions between classes of expenditure within a single spending agency: 
The Revised Statutes of Missouri do not address the need for budget revisions between classes of 
expenditure within a single spending agency. In the absence of such statutory guidance, the following 
policies will apply. Any decision of the Budget Officer pursuant to  these policies may be appealed to 
the County Commission. 

3.1 Budget Revisions pertaining to  expenditures of Class 1and Classes 2-8: 

(a) The estimated future budgetary impact is expected to  be equal to or greater than the 
statutory bid amount: Budget revisions having an estimated future budgetary impact equal 
to  or greater than the statutory bid threshold amount are subject to  approval by the County 
Commission. County Commission approval is evidenced by a County Commission Order. 

(b) The estimated future budgetary impact is expected to  be less than the statutory bid 
amount: Budget revisions having an estimated future budgetary impact less than the 
statutory bid threshold amount are subject to approval by the Budget Officer. 

3.2 Budget Revisions pertaining to  Class 9 expenditures (Fixed Assets). As noted above, more 
stringent budgetary controls apply to fixed assets. 

(a) The requested fixed asset is i . i authorized in the annual budget; however, available . I  i 

remaining budget is insufficient to  cover theanticipated cost: A budget revision is needed 
to  cover the expected budget shortfall. The budget revision requires approval by the Budget 
Officer. 

(b) The requested fixed asset was not authorized in the annual budget and available 
remaining budget is insufficient to  cover anticipated cost: A budget revision is needed to  
cover the anticipated cost of the new (or replacement) fixed asset and to  authorize purchase 
of the asset within the budget. Requested assets having an individual amount greater than 
or equal to  the statutory fixed asset threshold amount (per RSMo 55.160) require County 
Commission approval. ~ o u n t ~ ~ o m r n i s s i o n  approval is evidenced by a County Commission 
Order. 

(c) The requested fixed asset was not approved in the annual budget and available remaining 
budget is sufficient to  cover anticipated cost: A budget revision is not needed because 
sufficient budget is available to cover the anticipated cost; however, approval is needed t o  
authorize the fixed asset in the budget. Requested assets having an individual amount 
greater than or equal to the statutory fixed asset threshold amount (per RSMo 55.160) 
require County Commission approval. County Commission approval is evidenced by a 

1 -
county commission order. 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 


STATE OF MISSOURI } January Session of the January Adjourned Term. 20 14 
ea. 

County of Boone 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 6th day of January 20 14 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the Boone 
County Commission Minutes during the IV quarter beginning on 10-07-20 13 through 1-02-20 14. 

Done this 6th day of January, 2014 

ATTEST: I 

Cornrnissio 


