315 -2008

CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER

STATE OF MISSOURI June Session of the April Adjourned Term.20 08
ea
County of Boone
th
In the County Commission of said county, on the 26 day of June 20 08

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

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the request
for surplus disposal per the attached memorandum. It is further ordered the Presiding
Commissioner is hereby authorized to sign said disposal forms.

Done this 26™ day of June, 2008. Ml
Inneth M. Pearson

;zid%gﬁommissioner
ATTEST: —
— Cre /N JANCe D

;’44 é g A 455 . Kare(n M. Miller
Wendy S. Noren District I Commissioner
Clerk of the County Commission g i

Skip Elkin \
District II Commissioner




Boone County Purchasing
Dave Eagle
Office Specialist

716-2008

601 E.Walnut, Room 205
Columbia, MO 65201
Phone: (573) 886-4394

T0:
FROM:
RE:
DATE:

MEMORANDUM

Boone County Commission
DaveEagle
Surplus Disposal
June 17, 2008

The Purchasing Departments requests permission to dispose of the following list of surplus equipment.

Asset Description | Make Model Condition of Asset | Serial #
#
Items Requested for Disposal by Auction or Disposal
1. 112550 | Modem Already Destroyed 23X26B17AAC8N
2. | No Tag | Misc. Siren plus
wiring
3. | NoTag | CameraParts | Polaroid Broken/Outdated
4. | No Tag | Paper Shredder | Fellows Powerhouse C-14 | Poor
5.| NoTag | Paper Shredder | Fellows PS80C-2 Poor
6. | 8362 Bag Phone Motorola Snn 4298 a-1 Not usable
SUN183oyb
7.1 08774 | Check Signer | Martin Yale 912 Old, needs repair
8. | 13240 | PC Pocket Compaq IPAC | 3850 Working
9. 4030 Reader Printer 500 MI Already Destroyed
10, 13288 | Old Broken Already Destroyed
Phone
11/ 11217 | Computer System Mfg. 7135-7301 Good

Cabinet




12| 8440 Six Armless Already Destroyed
Lounge Chairs

13/ 10360 | TV/VCR Combo Shattered Screen SB42840888
20”

14, 12610 | Monitor Xyoin 200ITS Already Destroyed T3670911d0196
Touchscreen

15) 2220 Brown Vinyl Poor
Desk Chair

16{ 1949 Card Catalog Poor
File Drawer

17] 7803 Blue Desk Poor
Chair

18] 7015 Convection Blodgett Poor (Needs
Oven Electrical Work)

19/ No Tag | Weed Eater Ryobi Bent Shaft

20, No Tag | 16 Gal Shop Craftsman Good
Vac

21| 7021 Automatic Hobart Still Runs
Dishwasher

22) 13195 | Truck Mount Meyer Needs Motor
Salt Spreader

23, 15004 | Booster Heater | Hatco Needs new heating
for Dishwasher element and control

card

24 No Tag | Self-Propelled | Toro Not Working
Push Mower
with Bagger

25/ No Tag | Pneumatic Air | Central Needs New Pump
Compressor

26] 2092 Black Vinyl Poor
Chair

27| 2346 White Vinyl Poor

Chair




28] 2087 Black Vinyl Poor
Chair

29] 5737 Broken Desk Poor

30/ 7010 Vegetable Cleveland Needs New Control
Steamer Card

31) 13704 | Laser Fax Sharp FO-2950M Good (Needs paper
Machine holder but machine

works fine)

32/ 08243 | NT4X35 Merridean Broken Tt230229dpn
Business Set
(15
Telephones)

33/ 10652 | 16 Port Accton Broken 537010985
EtherHub

34, 11175 | 16 Port Accton Broken 436004195
EtherHub

35) 13122 | OPtiQuest OPtiQuest Old (Still Works) 5m04019691
1A1X (21’ CRT)
Monitor

36) 14443 | Compaq d220 | Compact Old Mxd40300fd
MT Personal
Computer

37/ 14450 | Compaqd220M | Compaq Old Mxd40300cz
T Personal
Computer

38) 14438 | Compaqd220M | Compaq Old Mxd40300g1
T Personal
Computer

39, 12997 | Deskpro EN Compagq Old 6114dyszh535
Personal
Computer

40| 13003 | Deskpro EN Compagq Old 6115dyszb740
Personal
Computer

41) 12000 | Fax Canon CFX-L4000 Old UXM43330

42) 12999 | Deskpro EN Compagq Old
Personal
Computer

43] No Four 32XMTRP Old

Tags CDRW drives




44, No Two KVM Belkin Old
Tags Switches

45) 07558 | 8 port hub Accton Old (Still Works)

46) 11855 | Printer Canon Bubblejet Color Old

47! 13292 | DN Printer HP 2200 Old (Still Works)

48! 13081 | DN Printer and | HP Old (Still Works)
3d Drawer

49/ 13294 | DN Printer HP 2200 Old (Still Works)

50/ No Tag | Box of Various NFC-SERIAL- Old (Not Used)
comp cards VGA-PRINTER

51, 10530 | 16 port Accton Broken (Not Working)
switch/hub

52| No Tag | 17" Monitor Acer AL1715 Broken Et12102105443000c

aed12

53] No Tag | 15" Monitor Compaq S710 Broken (No Display) | 938cg43ha509

54) No Tag | 15" Monitor Compaq S710 Broken (No Display) | 938cg43ha516

55| No Tag | 17” Flatpanel | Sony Broken {No Display) | 9000985
Monitor

56) NoTag | 17" Flatpanel | Sony Broken (No Display) | 9000984
Monitor

57/ NoTag | 17" Flatpanel | Sony Broken (No Display) | 9000987
Monitor

58/ NoTag | 17" Flatpanel | Sony Broken (No Display) | 9000983
Monitor

59, No Tag | Monitor ViewSonic E655 Old, Small, Still E7752c2760

Works
60, No Tag | Monitor ViewSonic E655 No Display E781571141




61) No Tag | Camera Kodak EasyShare Broken-Replaced Kckey51630931
' CX7430
62 No Tag | Power Strip Scooter SC4 Old
63] No Tag | Calculator Sharp QT 2770A Old 1d00187x
64, No Tag | ISDN hub InterTel Old 0zy1c74382k
65/ No 14 Various All Work
Tags Keyboards
66/ No Tag | Analog Phone Broken
Set
67) No Tag | Mouse Fellowes Trackball Old
68, No Tag | Two Pen Style Old
barcode
scanners
69, No Tag | Two Boxes Panasonic UG- New in Box
Toner 3313
Trade-In
70/ No Misc. cell Good These items were
Tags phones, returned to US
handsfree kits, Cellular
wiring

ccC.

Caryn Ginter, Auditor

Surplus File



BOONE COUNTY
REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : fa?7 08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: /) 45
DESCRIPTION: //OJQ/Y‘ - jfrl'a/ #dz IXbB/ 7ﬁﬁé§’/\/

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: }4/4 5 éeen ﬁlg s /ea/ .

OTHER INFORMATION:

CONDITION OF ASSET: //d /;gm .t &n,',ﬁ 4,75/ /ofj not W&/é :

F*BOONE CounTy aupigog

REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

COUNT “IT DEPT. (ci ¢) DOES /DQ circle on TRANSFWR ITS
USE (this item is-applicable to co; ipment only

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: /W

—
DEPARTMENT: _/ 7’ SIGNATURE @/ﬁk
(ZT

AUDITOR
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE 10)12) 3¢9 RECEIPTINTO  /} 9¢ - 3838~
ORIGINAL COST /774

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 73/ TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP /wfg’

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_}|9-7266%

DATE APPROVED

SIGNATURE



Uu ug auuvo LO«aa DUUNDE LUUNLY DHERLHEE b3 Y4 "¥yos r.u4

BOONE COUNTY
REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE 04-08-08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER @
DESCRIPTION Misc. siren, wiring v
RECEIVED
. JUN 62008
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: -FRANSFER_
' BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION: misc. equipment plus wiring

CONDITION OF ASSET fair

REASON FOR DISPOSITION replaced equipment

DEPARTMENT Sheriffs SIGNATURE
=190 -383¢7
ot o 7!
AUDITOR @(wﬂ
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE 5
ORIGINAL COST :

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK
APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER__

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL
' TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS
OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER._ 35 - Loeg




| (6/412008) Dave Eagle - Disposal of misc. equipment, siren, and wiring from the Sheriffs Dept - Paget

From: Dave Eagle

To: FMWork Request

Date: 6/4/2008 5:01 PM

Subject: Disposal of misc. equipment, siren, and wiring from the Sheriff's Dept
Jody

The Sheriff's Dept has some misc. equipment, siren, and wiring that needs to be picked up for disposal. There are no asset
tag numbers. Please have them bring it to the Johnson Building.



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 04/21/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: No Tag 30 66
RECEIVED
DESCRIPTION: Old Polaroid camera parts »
MAY 1 & 2008
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:  destroy BOONE COUNTY AU DITOR

OTHER INFORMATION: Have tried to sell on Govdeals. No Sale.

CONDITION OF ASSET: Broken/Outdated
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE AND CURRENT LOCATION OF ASSET: Already at NF

DEPARTMENT: 1118 SIGNATUW <75 é&/g

AUDITOR " Recest et 1190-38357

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE ! [28/)583

ORIGINAL COST }320P . ¢
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 6/4 Z‘% / TRANSFER CONFIRMED
v

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION . SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_ %(5 - 2-56%

DATE APPROVED  &/%6/6F e

SIGNATURE



MAINSCR BOONE Fixed Asset - View Only PUTYSON 13:12:12

4/21/08

Trns N Tag 3066 Tagged Y ADJIP Tag Combnd N To From
Description CAMERA FOR MUG SHOTS - -
Acquired 11/287/1983 Acq AmE, 1,200.00
Acct, Grp, 1604 MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT

ategory. 10 AUDI0-VISUAL EQUIPMENT
Location 8999 ASSETS PENDING DISPOSAL

Make SRICHIE FI Check#

Model, Invoice ¥
Serial, Note, - ROOM
Purchr,
Vendor
Remark
Src, ETtdate Transdate Amount Typ Notes

2731 11/28/1983 6/17/2003 1,200.00 CNV

Total Cost .. .... 1,200.00,

F2=Key Screen F3=Exit



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : jj&g FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: /VO :7;3

> RE
DESCRIPTION: /g Jowes _5/ /&Jaé r CEIVED
MAY - g 2003
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: SELL BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION:  #73, e/ - ,@wgr/éaujc’ £/ 71

CONDITION OF ASSET: ﬁ&&f - ,00 esnt Work st go( 7’%@ +n€ -
Tried 7o repaic = po Ju
REASONFORDISPOSITION: -y /) k’@

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: Af? S0 45 /wjj /ﬂf - N p//)/a’ soom

6 Aoor”
DEPARTMENT: If SIGNATURE /%UJL}‘ /
-~ d
AUDITOR M Lido — 1190~ 3638

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE
ORIGINAL COST
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE WTRANSFER CONFIRMED

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL
TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS
OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_%(5-200§

DATE APPROVED /%
SIGNATURE ¢




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : f \j’l& S FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: ﬂ/@ 72 j
RECEIVED
DESCRIPTION: f; //0 wes 5//@JJ¢2/ MAY - & 2008

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: ~ SELL BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION: mﬂdle/ - / 5 gﬂé‘d
CONDITION OF ASSET: /Z or - pﬁ esn't work mest pf 7‘%& Fime.

Tried | 70 repair - o Juck .
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:  /)9/ - u)a/,é,‘/ﬁ

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: Aj S00Nn 45 /w 45, é/e - N p//'njE’/ V(77
Y door.

DEPARTMENT: _2—7' /190 SIGNATURE L{?}ZLgAé&

-
AUDITOR ﬁaapf wty ~ NP0 3858
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE
ORIGINAL COST
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE ¢ TRANSFER CONFIRMED

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

__TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER %/5-1.60%
3 07

DATE APPROVED b

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: April 25, 2008 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER none 336+~ RECHVED
DESCRIPTION bag phone APR 2 & 2008
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: OTHER

OTHER INFORMATION: Motorola brand 12v sealed lead acid battery snn 4298 a-1 / Motorola brand power output
SUN1830yb

CONDITION OF ASSET not usable
o Bucd i &
REASON FOR DISPOSITION not usable P eSO
DEPARTMENT Family Court Services 0 : ):\) .
SIGNATURE LA/ Qe A Ot
ETES )

AUDITOR M’L“’% _ G0 3835

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE 3 /3//‘7 g

ORIGINAL COST 2/3.6D
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 2731
[E0Y

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_%[5-260%

DATE APPROVED (/1.6 / 0% /

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 05/05/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 08774
DESCRIPTION: Martin Yale 912 Check signer RECENED

MAY - 7 2008
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: No suggestions BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION:
CONDITION OF ASSET: Old, needs repair

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: No longer need

COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT: [_|DOES [ |DOES NOT WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FOR ITS OWN USE (this
item is applicable to computer equipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: Anytime

DEPARTMENT: 1140 SIGNATURE
/ /

AUDITOR

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE  /%/¢ /1 994 RECEIPT INTO /190 ~383S

ORIGINAL COST 5,55+, 0o

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 273/ TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP /Gof psset 15 locatod s 29 F g St Gl -y

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_ 3(5- Loo¥

DATE APPROVED b /26/0$%

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : April 29,2008 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 00013240

DESCRIPTION COMPAQ IPAC 3850 RECEIVED
PC POCKET
MAY -~ g 2008

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: ~ SELL .
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION:

CONDITION OF ASSET: WORKING

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: OUTDATED

COUNTY/COURT IT DEPT- (circte orey DOES/DOES NOT(circteone) WHSH-FO-TRANSEER THIS ITEM FOR ITS

OWN-USEL(this ftem i5 applicable to computer equipment only)

lu oo
DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: ©n > $( o Seoffles ofe

DEPARTMENT: INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY /10 SIGNATURE

AUDITOR
R —

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE /OL/:;/ [260) RECEIPT INTO 17170 -383S

ORIGINAL COST 599, 99

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 273/ TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP /63 4,

U
COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL
TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS
OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_ %{§ - 2.p 0§

DATE APPROVED

SIGNATURE

Roger B. Wilson Government Center + 801 East Wainut, Room 221 ¢ Columbia, MO 65201-4890
Phone (673) 886-4315 * Fax (573) 886-4322



04/30/2008 08:35 F&X 573 886 4044 BOONE COUNTY CIR CLK A 002/002

BOONE COUNTY
REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPEHRBCEIVED
MAY - ¢ 2008

DATFE ; 4/29/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 4030
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR
DESCRIPTION: 500 ML Reader Printer

REGUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:  Was previously disposed of several years ago and never had a
record of disposal form being completed.

OTHER INFORMATION:
CONDITION OF ASSET:

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: Htem is no longer an inventory item in the Circuit Clerk's Office

COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT. (circle one) DOLS /DOES NOT (circle one) WISH TO TRANSFER THIS I'TEM FOR TS
OWN USE (this irent (s applicable (o computer cquipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: Nu item to dispose of.

spoe o
MW% Bloareweas
DEPARTMENT: Circuit Clerk™s Officc 72 SIGNATURE o .

AUDITOR _ gz
ORICGINAL 7 "7%50// 983 RECEIFTINTCO / /7”2{53

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE

ORIGINAL COST \3 737 Uv_.

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 97 79/ 9“ - TRANSEFER CONFIRMED
ASSETGROUP . JLod

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:
o TRANSFLR DEPARTMENTNAME e NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL_ e e
TRADE ~AUCTION  SEALED BIDS
LOTHER LXPLAIN e e

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER %[99 -2006%

DATE APPROVED
SIGNATURE ]




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 04/21/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 13288
DESCRIPTION: Old Broken Phone RECEIVED
MAY 1 2 2008
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: destroy
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION: Have tried to sell on Govdeals. No Sale.

CONDITION OF ASSET: Broken/Outdated
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE AND CURRENT LOCATION OF ASSET: Already at NF

DEPARTMENT: 1118 SIGNATURE

AUDITOR M et 1190- 3825

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE 3/ 24 /2002

ORIGINAL COST S00.00
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 0375 4 TRANSFER CONFIRMED
L0

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME - NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL
TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS
OTHER EXPLAIN Nec el

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER R 3F - &1~ 3(5-260F

DATE APPROVED_b /1.4 /05~ /

{

SIGNATURE _ AZA#0




MAINSCR  BOONE Fixed Asset - View Only PUTYSON 13:13:35

4/21/08
Trns N Tag 13288 Tagged Y ADJIP Tag Combnd N To From
Description PHONE INTERCOM MASTER ADMIN™ - -
Acquired 3/ cq ;

Acct, Grp, “1604 MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT

|||||||||

Make BOGEN Check# 90633

Model MCDS3 Invoice ¥ 2002074
Serial O0IBIECAZ386 Note, AUTHORIZED DISPOSAL C0239-2005
Purchr 1242 JUVENILE JUSTICE CENTER
Vendor, 5341 MIDWEST ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS INC
Remark
Src  Effdate Transdate “Amount lyp, NOEeS,

2731 3/26/2002 6/17/2003 500.00 CNV

Total Cost ........ 500.00

F2=Key Screen F3=Exit



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : April 25,2008 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 11217 RECEIVE@
APR 2 3 2008
DESCRIPTION: Computer Cabinet; Make: System Mfg.; Model: 7135-7301 \
P yiem e BOONE COUNTY AUBITOR

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: SELL

OTHER INFORMATION: Dimensions - 27 1/4" x 33" x 73" (WxDxH). Color - beige; right hinged top door with plexiglass
viewing port for monitor; right hinged bottom door for server/computer(s); fold-out keyboard tray. All accesses are lockable.

Cabinet has 2 removable filter areas and 2 cooling fans with power strip.
CONDITION OF ASSET: good
REASON FOR DISPOSITION: Unit is no longer used. Server was moved to the Government Center.

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: Currently on the 3™ flogr of the Gov't Center

DEPARTMENT: 2045 SIGNATURE i /
—— (="

AUDITOR “Reewplw Hopa-383<

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE __// /25’//4 97

ORIGINAL COST /68760

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 74/ TRANSFER CONFIRMED
A"

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME___ NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_3 /4~ 2600%

DATE APPROVED &,/2.6/5%

SIGNATURE



J BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL OF COUNTY PROPERTY

RECEIVED
DATE:April 25, 2008 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER 8440
APR 2 8 2008
DESCRIPTION 6 armless lounge chairs
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: OTHER

OTHER INFORMATION: items replaced by red vinyle/leather sofa, love seat, arm chair in 1999 or 2000, I believe

CONDITION OF ASSET unrepairable

REASON FOR DISPOSITION replaced with new furniture in 1999 or 2000

DEPARTMENT Family Court Services (i :
ey SIGNATURE ( A1 d7
AUDITOR M‘é ptd! /170 -3835
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE 3/30//99 2
ORIGINAL COST /733 7
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE AIE A M]

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

_TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_%/(5 - LooY

DATE APPROVED

SIGNATURE_ AZL##er 5




BOONE COUNTY RECEIVED

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPER%R 2 9 2008

BOONE COUNTY AIIDITOR

DATE: / 97 /O > FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: / Y O

DESCRIPTION: fﬁ A T i
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: \l«cLﬁk'L C/@/\/\&b»

sh yag4088¢ Seval po.

OTHER INFORMATION:

CONDITION OF ASSETMM ‘Zﬁlﬂx{)‘b&x@\/\ W a0 wﬂm@

U\M/vx oo U
REASON FOR DISPOSITION.‘E Q_Q/\/\_,

COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT. (circle one) DOES /DOES NOT (circle one) WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FOR ITS
OWN USE (this item is applicable to computer equipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: @Jj

DEPARTMENT: jﬁ C /297~ SIGNATURE @\”\/\U S)UW

AUDITOR . _

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE A23/955" RECEIPT INTO /172 ~3835
x4

ORIGINAL COST #30. ==

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 2751 TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP /b0

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT .

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER 552068

DATE APPROVED

SIGNATURE A&




| " RecEvi
BOONE COUNTY N 23 20

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL OF COUNTY PROPERTY BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

DATE Q- TUL-Ok FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER (7. (O

DESCRIPTION  {\'®n DSRLAYS  TOUGE Sccen)

MROSL 700 (T% C
Sompl B 367 o1 §01 ]k S \c‘a‘q)

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: TRANSEER DisP0st

OTHER INFORMATION:

CONDITION OF ASSET  f\pN - SENLV I LCSALLE

REASON FOR DISPOSITION WNO L0oN&BL WOLaN(

Ry

DEPARTMENT 9:\'\1_&% . DJ&AM SIGNATURE . o

AUDITOR

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE U/ 20000
ORIGINAL COST ECEH Y

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE L7331

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_ 3/ - 200%




MAINSCR BOONE Fixed Asset - View Only PUTYSON 12:32:36

4/21/08

Trns N Tag 12610 Tagged Y ADJIP Tag, Combnd N To From
Description MONITOR TOUCHSCREEN - -
Acquired 9/0772000 Acq Amt, 3,925.00

\cct, Grp ~ 1604 MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT

ﬂatggqry 50 LAW ENFORCEMENT EQULP
Location 8999

Make CORSAIR Check# 17579
Model, Invoice ¥ 4046
Serial Note AUTHORIZED DISPOSAL CO55-2006

Vendor T 3081 EEEEKIE_EGﬁTEBEE_TﬁC

Remark
Src Effdate Transdate Amount  Typ, Notes
2731 9/07/2000 6/17/2003 3,925.00 CNV

F2=Key Scrgen,gFB Exit




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 04/21/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 2220
DESCRIPTION: Brown Vinyl Desk Chair REC EEVED
MAY 1 & 2008
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:  Sell
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION: Corrections
CONDITION OF ASSET: Poor
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE AND C T.LOCATION OF ASSET: Already at NF

DEPARTMENT: 1118 1253 SIGNATURE
AUDITOR Pece,pr mro: 1190-3838~
ORIGINAL PURCHASEDATE  /2/s7//483
ORIGINAL COST /S0. 00
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE ___ 273/ TRANSFER CONFIRMED
TG0

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER 3 /5- 20068

DATE APPROVED_ (/2.6 /6F _nr, /

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 04/21/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 1949
DESCRIPTION: Card Catalog File Drawer RECHVED
MAY 1 5 2008

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:  Sell

BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR
OTHER INFORMATION: Poor condition
CONDITION OF ASSET: Poor
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE AND CURRENT LOCATION OF ASSET: Already at NF

DEPARTMENT: 1118 SIGNATURE
1251
AUDITOR Veceior jnra: 1190 ~3§35
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE  /'//57198%
ORIGINAL COST 50. °© Cemuep Frarr mwrsnaern 13+3i/acc0
~ ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 2737 TRANSFER CONFIRMED
s

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_%(5 - 206§

DATE APPROVED b /26/% _un,

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 04/21/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 7803

DESCRIPTION: Blue Desk Chair RECEHVE

MAY 1 5 2008
BOONE COURMTY AUDITOR

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: Sell
OTHER INFORMATION: PW ?
CONDITION OF ASSET: Poor

REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE AND CURRENT LOCATION OF ASSET: Already at NF

DEPARTMENT: 1118 Qoo SIGNATURE %W

AUDITOR Reteirr v @ 1190-3838
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE __ #/24/1993 -
ORIGINAL COST EEXRZ T ankns orF wvENTRRY: URTIoY
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE ,7’275 / TRANSFER CONFIRMED

602

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER _3%/4. 200%

DATE APPROVED_ (,/2.¢/o

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : 7’//7/@5 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: /9/%5

DESCRIPTION: 05 & s RECEIVED

Corp ) oo p OVer ~
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: MAY 1 5 2008
SwRpfro s
OTHER INFORMATION:

BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

CONDITION OF ASSET:

%0Af M dps £l el Fl ok

REASON FOR DJSPOSITION:

e LA
_COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT (circle one) DOES /DOES NOT (circle one) WISH TO TRANSFER THIS

OWN USE (this item is applicable to computer equipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE:

DEPARTMENT: B2 57>  jas$ SIGNATURE % Lo ,U%C

AUDITOR . |
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE  &//4/1992 RECEIPT INTO /90 3835
ORIGINAL COST 42715 o0

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 278 3~ TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP 7604

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_315-200F
DATE APPROVED__ /2:6/03~ /

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE - c/é%) £ FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: Aoy &
DESCRIPTION:
Zvos) Epe omen wirea RECEIVED
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: MAY 1 5 2008
Surfivs BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR
OTHER INFORMATION:

CONDITION OF ASSET:

Lgt:/vf’ Shafy
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:
L LA o
COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT. (circle one) DOES /DOES NOT (circle one) WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FOR ITS

OWN USE (this item is applicable to computer equipment only) Y
A7 L.

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE:

DEPARTMENT: ;/77 SIGNATURE @ o/ M’

AUDITOR
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE RECEIPT INTO /! 90-383S
ORIGINAL COST 7

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER /5 - 205 §

DATE APPROVED &

SIGNATURE_ 4




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : 5/7/0 S FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: /‘/QH e

DESCRIPTION: .
. > - V
CauPromins Shep Ve RECEIVED
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:
Srpi s MAY 1 5 2008
OTHER INFORMATION: BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR
/{, 74«
CONDITION OF ASSET:

Geen

REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

N7 20 2O o
COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT. (circle one} DOES /DOES NOT (circle one) WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FOR ITS

OWN USE (this item is applicable to computer equipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE:

DEPARTMENT: o SIGNATURE % [ /%{—

AUDITOR
. 2y
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE RECEIPT INTO /190 ~38328

5

.

ORIGINAL COST

TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE
ASSET GROUP

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER _ 34 - roof

DATE APPROVED 26/6%

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 4 /= o FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: /& 2 /
DESCRIPTION:

/L/G’Aéﬂﬂv‘/“ D d jK -

‘CPhwtshe,
hee. RECEIVED

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:

Sorpro s MAY 1 5 2008
OTHER INFORMATION: BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

CONDITION OF ASSET:
j;-; L ‘ﬁuﬁl 5
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

ey
COUNTY /COURT IT DE{)}T. (circle one) DOES /DOES NOT (circle one) WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FOR ITS
OWN USE (this item is applicable to computer equipment only) /lj /r
A7 Mo F

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE:

DEPARTMENT: 2. s+ /ass” SIGNATURE (28F (). %2

AUDITOR :
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE __ &/74/#992 RECEIPT INTO /190 -383S”
ORJGINAL COST “477%. %

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE ___ 27§ 2~ TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP /604

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE ~___ AUCTION __ SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER _%/5-z00%

DATE APPROVE

SIGNATURE




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : /5//f/,,ﬁ, g FIXED ASSET TAGNUMBER: /3 / a5

DESCRIPTION: . 7, , /o, TRvck provat Sper SPRetg cp

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:
S rpvs RECEIVED

OTHER INFORMATION: MAY 1 5 2008

BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR
CONDITION OF ASSET:

/*/ cHDS o Zn
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT. (circle one) DOES /DOES NOT (circle one) WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FQR ITS
OWN USE (this item is applicable to computer equipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE:

DEPARTMENT: F—-'m é /60 SIGNATURE @ L/C/Q

AUDITOR |
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE __ /2/20/a0p RECEIPT INTO &/00 - 38 2
ORIGINAL COST 775" 00

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 2784 TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP / L0Y

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER %{¢ —2p6%

DATE APPROVED 10/e 77N\ /
SIGNATURE mw




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : y/7 o5 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: / 5004/
DESCRIPTION: |
Worco Boosrer hostsm . D wesher RECEIVED
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: MAY 15 2008
SRPuvs
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION:

CONDITION OF ASSET:
Newp wocs ﬁ&d’f‘/ﬂff b am erls ot Cfol. Chro

REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

A A 2
COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT. (circle one) DOES /DOES NOT (circle one) WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FOR ITS

OWN USE (this item is applicable to computer equipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE:

DEPARTMENTYZ, 5,, ;15 SIGNATURE 2t ). A

AUDITOR _
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE  4/28/2005” RECEIPT INTO /190 - 3538
ORIGINAL COST : JORAD. o0

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 273/ TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP Jond

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER 5/ - Ly90

DATE APPROVED

SIGNATURE




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : 5//7 /“) 5 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: Aoné&-
DESCRIPTION: RECEIVED
Tero Fosh L[igw mewon MAY 1 5 2008

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION:

.,/,Eﬁo Lu/@p,j?m SelF ﬁzapou»ca

CONDITION OF ASSET:

Mot wonk: sy
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

UL 22T
COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT. (circle one) DOES /DOES NOT (circle one) WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FQOR

OWN USE (this item is applicable to computer equipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE:

DEPARTMENT: Lo SIGNATUM

AUDITOR _
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE RECEIPT INTO /90 -3£38
ORIGINAL COST 7

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE ‘ TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER  4/4 - 2005
DATE APPROVED_ 646/ .~
= y

SIGNATURE__ ALA#Sr s cbrise




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 4/ /0, FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: Afou <

DESCRIPTION: RECEIVED

C aitrnt. Bocombtic foa Comfresson MAY 1 5 2008
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:
L Sopkus
OTHER INFORMATION:
Blpes
CONDITION OF ASSET:

NMNecos PMeow ‘?,_,',,4/;;
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

(S Clrhcep
COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT. (circle one) DOES /DOES NOT (circle one) WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FOR ITS
OWN USE (this item is applicable to computer equipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE:

DEPARTMENT: / i SIGNATURE /,{2# /- /‘%_

AUDITOR

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE RECEIPT INTO 1{P0-58 35
ORIGINAL COST ?

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER %(4-200%

DATE APPROVED

SIGNATURE__ AZL##eH<



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 04/21/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 2092
DESCRIPTION: Black Vinyl Chair RECEEVE D
MAY 1 5 2008
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:  Sell
Q ‘ BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION: Sheriff’s ?
CONDITION OF ASSET: Poor
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE AND CURRENT ATION OF ASSET: Already at NF

DEPARTMENT: 1118 SIGNATURE 7;— 6 Yo 77 /é&—\

AUDITOR Recepm intw! 1190 - 338
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE __7//23/19583 s |
ORIGINAL COST J0.% [ ALEN JEF INVEHTIRYy ! /30l 1995
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 2757 TRANSFER CONFIRMED

10

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER _ %/5- 200§

DATE APPROVED__ € /16 [6 pormmy,

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 04/21/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 2346
DESCRIPTION: White Vinyl Chair RECEIVED
MAY 15 2008
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: ~ Sell
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION: Sheriff’s ?
CONDITION OF ASSET: Poor

REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE AND CURRENT{ CATION OF ASSET: Already at NF
{ ]

T

DEPARTMENT: 1118 SIGNATURE N A vt

AUDITOR “Keveior no : 1190-38387
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE  /2/57//993 o)
ORIGINAL COST P oo Thxern ofe nvEntey 1911211993
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 0}275/ TRANSFER CONFIRMED

O I

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_%(g / o0y

DATE APPROVED,, 726 /o¥ )

SIGNATURE




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 04/21/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 2087 fee A Xen /4$$£7' F/LE
THS Lits RETHGLED ~He82
DESCRIPTION: Black Vinyl Chair RECEIVED
MAY 1 5 2008
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:  Sell BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION: Sheriff’s ?
CONDITION OF ASSET: Poor

REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE AND CURRENT LOCATION OF ASSET: Already at NF

DEPARTMENT: 1118 SIGNATURE E 5[3@’444/41,

AUDITOR B Kecewr N0 — 190 -383S
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE ___ U//23//9¢ 3 .
ORIGINAL COST 50. 72 Jhwen ofF venroes  1/32(1943
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 2731 TRANSFER CONFIRMED

[0

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER %/5-200%

DATE APPROVED_ (4

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 04/21/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 5737

DESCRIPTION: Broken Desk RECEIVED
MAY 1 5 2008

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: Destroy

OTHER INFORMATION: Missing leg/ could easily topple over BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

CONDITION OF ASSET: poor and dangerous

REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE AND CURRENT LOCATION OF ASSET: Already at NF

DEPARTMENT: 18 36 (& ¢ r¢ o SIGNATURE kﬁ\@/ggf\ \ T~

Llev o=
AUDITOR /Qﬁwﬂf wto | 1190-3835
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE 12025./15 £7
ORIGINAL COST £9. @
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 273) TRANSFER CONFIRMED

IV

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER 3%/4- 206 §

DATE APPROVED__ /7 (, /o, /

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : / 4;//7%)g FIXED ASSET TAGNUMBER: 7S, &
DESCRIPTION:
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: MAY 1 5 2008

OTHER INFORMATION: BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

CONDITION OF ASSET:
N 2205 Alaw Cowptrel. Cad

REASO%{ DISPOSITION:

: / LAC ¢ o

COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT. (circle one) DOES /DOES NOT (circle one) WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FOR ITS
OWN USE (this item is applicable to computer equipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE:

8‘7677 SIGNATURE @% >, .%ﬂ

DEPARTMENT: .
?3&) )2

AUDITOR : _ >
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE O'L/ /)G9 RECEIPT INTO /{90~ 383S

ORIGINAL COST A30 7. ¢O Loslboized oo sposal WS, Lo #SS 2006
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 2782 TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP /0%

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER %(5- 200§

DATE APPROVED_4/2¢ /o 3

SIGNATURE_AZgg



MAINSCR BOONE Fixed Asset - View Only PUTYSON 12:39:44

4/21/08

Trns N Tag 7010 Tagged Y ADJIP Tag Combnd N To From
Description STEAMER ON CART W/ FILTER -
Acquired 2/T271I952 ACq AmC 2,309,00
Acct Grp 1604 MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT

‘ategory 30
Location 8999 ASSETS PENDING DISPOSAL

Make CLEVLAND Check#

Model STMCRFT 3 Invoice ¥
Serial WCI0356-90F04 Note AUTHORIZED D1SPOSAL C055-2006
Purchr
Vendor,
Remark
sSrc Erfdate “lransdate Amount, Typ Notes

2782 2/14/1992 6/17/2003 2,309.00 CNV

Total Cost ., .... 2,309.00

F2=Key Screen F3=Exit



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 6/3/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 13704 RECE, VED

JUN 4 2008
DESCRIPTION: Sharp FO-2950M Laser Fax Machine
| BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR
REQUEéTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: Auction or transfer

OTHER INFORMATION: 6 second transmission speed; 2MB standard memory; 30 page automatic document feeder; 20
rapid dial/1 00 speed dial numbers; automatic cover sheet; 200 sheet paper capacity; letter to legal reduction; junk fax
rejection; multifunctional and connectable. Includes 2 Cd's for laser multifunction interface for Windows 2000/XP and

instruction book.
CONDITION OF ASSET: Good. Needs paper holder but machine works fine.

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: Purchased new copier with fax machine included

COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT: [_JDOES [ |DOES NOT WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FOR ITS OWN USE (this
item is applicable to computer equipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: 6/6/08
SIGNATURE W

DEPARTMENT: 1710

AUDITOR _ P
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE /%19 /200 3— RECEIPT INTO /190 - 36358
ORIGINAL COST $4G4 .27

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE HF137 " TRANSFER CONFIRMED

ASSET GROUP 1601

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER 3/4-2668

DATE APPROVED_ /2.

SIGNATURE



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : 5/14/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 08243
RECEIVED
DESCRIPTION: Merridean NT4X35 Business Set MAY 1 I 2008
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: SELL

OTHER INFORMATION: Tt230229dpn

CONDITION OF ASSET: Broken

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: Broken

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: asap

i B \_// C",;/," '/f\‘
DEPARTMENT: Circuit Court 1 2/e SIGNATURE AL i
A
AUDITOR %ﬂi sty 1190 -383<
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE  ¥/3//1293
ORIGINAL COST 2A327.83
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE A8 TRANSFER CONFIRMED
[0 4
COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK
APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:
TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER %{5 ~ ZooX

DATE APPROVED 47;4; 6/06F o=, /

SIGNATURE




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : 5/14/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 10652 RE’CE'VED
MAY 1 6 2008
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

DESCRIPTION: Accton 16 Port EtherHub

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: SELL

OTHER INFORMATION: 537010985

CONDITION OF ASSET: Broken

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: Broken

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: asap p
¥

(7
AUDITOR Wg b 1190-3838

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE ___9/23]/97 ¢
ORIGINAL COST A 2O

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 3'273 / TRANSFER CONFIRMED
T Ne)

DEPARTMENT: Circuit Court /2,0 SIGNATURE

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER $/4 - Zoo§




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : 5/14/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 11175
RECEIVED
DESCRIPTION: Accton 16 Port EtherHub MAY 1 6 2008
BOONE COUNTY AupiTOR

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: SELL
OTHER INFORMATION: 436004195
CONDITION OF ASSET: Broken

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: Broken

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: asap SN
DEPARTMENT: Circuit Court J2l0 SIGNATURE _[{_ éA b g X
AUDITOR //90 -3838
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE § /21 /1997 . . .
ORIGINAL COST 5¢398 e, Lnises 3/23 [zovs
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE A73 ) TRANSFER CONFIRMED
L3

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK
APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER _35/4 <2008

DATE APPROVED__ (/2.4 fof /

SIGNATURE




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

Fes s,
DATE: 5/14/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 13122 RFC feeed
MAY 1 o s
DESCRIPTION: OPtiQuest 1A1X (21" CRT)
BOONE CounTY AUDITOR

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: SELL
OTHER INFORMATION: 5m04019691
CONDITION OF ASSET: old - WORKS
REASON FOR DISPOSITION:

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: asap

s g i fs .// . ‘ ‘
DEPARTMENT: Circuit Coutt /2,0 SIGNATUREL%/Q’JL/ A }7"
Y
‘ . - . o
AUDITOR %Z Lty o 119 6-DE3S

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE 9,3 /2¢0/

ORIGINAL COST 526.59
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE ,7'273 / TRANSFER CONFIRMED
Go 3

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK
APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER /4 - toc§

DATE APPROVED__ (/4

SIGNATURE




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : 5/14/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 14443 RF{\E"QU ga!
SO VO T J

DESCRIPTION: Compaq d220 MT MAY 1 6 7608

BOONE COUNTY AuDITOR
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:  SELL
OTHER INFORMATION: Mxd40300fd
CONDITION OF ASSET: old

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: No longer supported

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: asap

(e

DEPARTMENT: Circuit Court  /2/0 SIGNATURE ~&H/c>\ W

AUDITOR /&Uﬂf m‘;z /190 - 3833

ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE 3liilacoy

ORIGINAL COST {-65. 66
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 273/ TRANSFER CONFIRMED
1603

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER _3/5-2o00 §

DATE APPROVED_ b




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : 5/14/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 14450 RECEWE
MAY 1 6 2008
DESCRIPTION: Compaq d220MT
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: SELL

OTHER INFORMATION: Mxd40300cz

CONDITION OF ASSET: old

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: No longer supported

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: asap

DEPARTMENT: Circuit Court ENY SIGNATURE Q Wg

AUDITOR %f o 190-3838

ORIGINAL PURCHASEDATE 3/t /2064

ORIGINAL COST R
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 67&2 TRANSFER CONFIRMED
G0

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER $/5- o6 %

DATE APPROVED__ ¥

SIGNATURE__AZ£se4



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : 5/14/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 14438 RECEIVED
MAY 1 ¢ 2008

DESCRIPTION: Compaq d220MT
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: SELL
OTHER INFORMATION: Mxd40300g1
CONDITION OF ASSET: old

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: No longer supported

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: asap

DEPARTMENT: Circuit Court  /.2/ ¢ SIGNATURE x N
/ /

L)
AUDITOR %pf Wity | JAC-3835
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE 3/11 | 200 ¢
ORIGINAL COST (- 08 .60
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE J73/ TRANSFER CONFIRMED

/403

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_ /4 -%s0 §

DATE APPROVED (, [o /

SIGNATURE A%



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : 5/14/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 12997 RECE,VEB

DESCRIPTION: Compag Deskpro EN MAY 1 G 2008

BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:  SELL
OTHER INFORMATION: 6114dyszh535

CONDITION OF ASSET: old

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: No longer supported

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: asap J

DEPARTMENT: Circuit Court yZNT: SIGNATURE / { ' %i d
/) )
AUDIIOR %pﬁ Litn 1190 -383C
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE __ 5/10 /2201
ORIGINAL COST /,3%3.¢3
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 57/2,3—/ TRANSFER CONFIRMED
03

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER_3(6- 200§
DATE APPROVED_( £1.¢ /0

SIGNATURE




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

RECEIVED

MAY 1 © 2008
DESCRIPTION: Compaq Deskpro EN
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

DATE : 5/14/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: 13003

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: SELL

OTHER INFORMATION: 6115dyszb740

CONDITION OF ASSET: old

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: No longer supported

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: asap
{

DEPARTMENT: Circuit Court /370 SIGNATURE

AUDITOR ' st ek~ 11907 2835
ORIGINAL PURCHASEDATE  9//¢/aco
ORIGINAL COST /343 0/

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE 7 23 / TRANSFER CONFIRMED
1563

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER 3(5- Loc¥

DATE APPROVED_( /2. 6/0§ oo, ,

SIGNATURE___A



BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/T RANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: 5/14/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: See Attached List
DESCRIPTION: See Attached List \_
RECEIVED
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: Sell MAY 1 6 2008
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION: See Attached List
CONDITION OF ASSET: See Attached List
REASON FOR DISPOSITION: See Attached List

COUNTY / COURT IT DEPT: [ _JDOES [X|DOES NOT WISH TO TRANSFER THIS ITEM FOR ITS OWN USE (this
item is applicable to computer equipment only)

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: asap // ’
k_,—*/// ,/; ’(/"
DEPARTMENT: Circuit Court SIGNATURE / /7 F‘é

V7
AUDITOR . // ) Ve
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE é’a [ = RECEIPT INTO éax/l%m/uﬂﬁ/ é@é?ﬁ

ORIGINAL COST

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE TRANSFER CONFIRMED
ASSET GROUP

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER 34 ~ Lo &%

DATE APPROVED_ Gfre/efr

SIGNATURE 2%
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200

Jey Ry
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20
[HO
IHE

{210

13th Judicial Circuit Court

Technology Services
Surplus Summary Listing

Department Use Only

Inventory
Tag #

Make/Model

Description

Picked
Up

12000

Gangn_CF-Ldooo fax

wxmMmyszs0  gld-not used

Yes/No

2999

Compag DeskPRO EA)

ol

nat used / Suppacted

Yes/No

éfy

22 mTRP_CDRW Aciyes

not  0s

Yes/No

PBelgkin_ KVM  switehts

p{n{ not  used  GQuantity of 2

Yes/No

017553

cCron 9 port  hub

WorKs - old - not ustd

Yes/No

11355

Canoen Robwlé (et - ¢plor

old not used

Yes/No

13292

HP 2200 BN ~

o not_used  wOoRrRKS

Yes/No

1308)

HP 2200 pa+ 34 degwiey

Id - not vsed  WORKS

Yes/No

1324 4

HP 2200 Dy

old - nnt used WORKS |

Yes/No

many

Box of varions Comp dar

NEC- Serial-VGAH ~ Pnn{'frnm—usd

Yes/No

0530

Accton J@:;or’f %QL‘\'CE/N

{ broken - npet aor bing

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

Yes/No

dfpwzfmwf SIT - Caé% Wm




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE : 5/14/08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER: Untagged Miscellaneous Items

RECEIVED
MAY 1 6 2008

DESCRIPTION: See Attached List
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL:  SELL
BOONE COUNTY AUDITOR

OTHER INFORMATION: Miscellanous computer monitors, camera, power strips, calculators, hub, mouse, telephone sets
and scanner

CONDITION OF ASSET: See attached list

REASON FOR DISPOSITION: See attached list

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE: asap

v ] 17 /f

[

=

DEPARTMENT: Circuit Court SIGNATURE , "y
/‘}

AUDITOR v ;& <
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE 7
ORIGINAL COST
ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE " TRANSFER CONFIRMED
COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK
APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER 3(4-2s50%

DATE APPROVED Q«-‘/ch ) P} ;
77 i o™

SIGNATURE__ AL #s s

2
af{



Boone County Courthouse
Technology Services

Surplus Summary Listing

FTag # | Make/Model Description Picked up |
i 17 Acer monitor AL1715 Et12102105443000caed12 Broken Yes/No |

15” Compaq monitor S710 938cg43ha509 Broken — No display Yes/No

15” Compaq monitor S710 938cg43haS16 Broken — No display Yes/No

17” Sony flat panel 9000985 Broken — No Display Yes/No

| | 17” Sony flat panel 9000984 I Yes/No

F 17" Sony flat panel 9000987 (" Yes/No

17” Sony flat panel 9000983 tr Yes/No
ViewSonic E655 E7752¢2760 — Old — Small - WORKS Yes/No |
ViewSonic E655 E781571141 — No display Yes/No |
| Kodak EasyShare CX7430 Kckcy51630931 — Broken — Replaced Yes/No |
\ Scooter SC4 Power Strip 0O1d Not used Yes/No |
Sharp QT 2770A Calculator 1d00187x - Old Not used Yes/No |

InterTel ISDN hub 0zy1¢74382k — Old Not used Yes/No

Qty 14 | Various Keyboards All WORK Yes/No
Analog Phone Set Broken — Not working Yes/No |

Fellowes Trackball Mouse 0014605 — Old not used Yes/No

Qty 2 | Pen Style barcode scanners Old — Not used Yes/No

| Yes/No

‘ J Yes/No

Received by (print):

Received by (signature) :

Date Received:

Disposed by (print):

Disposed by (signature):




BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL/TRANSFER OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE: I —| 7]~ 0% FIXED ASSET TAGNUMBER: N/ on e,

DESCRIPTION: T masenic. Toner UE-D313 X 2

RECEIVED
REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: ¢ [\ 0n Goy Deal =
_ APR 1 8 2008
OTHER INFORMATION: BOONE COUNTY AupiTor

CONDITION OF ASSET: K|
. i
REASONFOR DISPOSITION: N o longer  used ot “herdfs Depl.

DESIRED DATE FOR ASSET REMOVAL TO STORAGE AND CURRENT LOCATION OF ASSET: At Sher & s

Dept - by Kari's desk.

DEPARTMENT: & her r{f SIGNATURE oy
jas | ]

AUDITOR ? Yy /190 -353S
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE A

ORIGINAL COST a?r

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE TRANSFER CONFIRMED

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS

OTHER EXPLAIN

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER _%(5 - 2ony

A

DATE APPROVED b,

SIGNATURE __ ACH#EaAEL
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BOONE COUNTY

REQUEST FOR DISPOSAL OF COUNTY PROPERTY

DATE 04-08-08 FIXED ASSET TAG NUMBER &5

DESCRIPTION Misc.cellular phones, handsfree kits, wiring

REQUESTED MEANS OF DISPOSAL: FRANSFER RECE, VED

OTHER INFORMATION: cellular phones and handsfree kits/wiring JUN 6 2008

CONDITION OF ASSET good BOONE COUNTY AuDIi i

REASON FOR DJSPOSITION replaced cellular phones

DEPARTMENT Sheriff's SIGNATURE

= e

AUDITOR B Oecrpt-cuito 11903555
ORIGINAL PURCHASE DATE

ORIGINAL COST (7/2{

ORIGINAL FUNDING SOURCE ‘

COUNTY COMMISSION / COUNTY CLERK

APPROVED DISPOSAL METHOD:

TRANSFER. DEPARTMENT NAME NUMBER

LOCATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT

INDIVIDUAL

_TRADE AUCTION SEALED BIDS
"OTHER  EXPLAIN Jga)pm {o vs %&

COMMISSION ORDER NUMBER 316 - 200§ .

TOTAL P.0O3



- (6/4/2008) Dave Eagle - Disposal of misc. cell phones, handsfree kits/wiring Page 1

From: Dave Eagle

To: FMWork Request

Date: 6/4/2008 4:54 PM

Subject: Disposal of misc. cell phones, handsfree kits/wiring
Jody

The Sheriff's Dept has a box of old cell phones, handsfree kits, and wiring that needs to be picked up for disposal.
Please have them brought to the Johnson Building. There are no asset tag numbers.

Thanks

Dave



216 -2008

CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER

“TATE OF MISSOURI } June Session of the April Adjourned Term.20 08
€a

County of Boone

In the County Commission of said county, on the 26" day of June 20 08

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

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby accept the
proposals submitted by MOPERM to provide liability, property and casualty and errors and
omissions coverage for the County of Boone effective July 1. It is further ordered that the
Presiding Commissioner be authorized to sign the necessary acceptance documents.

It is further ordered that the County Clerk shall notify MARCIT of the County’s withdrawal from
its Property and Liability pool and to proceed with the necessary steps required for withdrawal
under the coverage documents, By-laws and member agreements in place with MARCIT.

Done this 26" day of June, 2008. 7,
nneth M. Pearson

;rzsidﬁgC0mmissioner .
ATTESY: . ' :
.7% loe /B SR0lr)
. A A Kardn M. Miller

We\rlldy i Noren , , District I Commissioner

Clerk of'the County Commission

Skip Elkin
District II Commissioner




21t -ROOF

BACKGROUND

Boone County has been a member of MARCIT, a public entity self-insured pool, since 1985 through an
“tergovernmental agreement. We originally had both workers compensation and our Property, Casualty and

.ability coverage though our membership. MARCIT has provided steady coverage for local governments
throughout the many peaks and valleys of the commercial insurance markets. Over the past 20 plus years, the
insurance markets have shut off public entities and leaving many suddenly without coverage. Boone County
suffered this fate in 1985 and that was what initiated our initial membership in 1985.

Approximately 5 years ago, MARCIT dramatically increased its deductibles (some as high as 25,000) on the
P&C coverage. In 2005, we investigated and received quotes from MOPERM, another public entity pool, to
take over coverage for our property and liability. MOPERM’s premiums were lower than MARCIT, they offered .

{_an occurance rather than a claims made policy and MOPERM has been able to maintain significantly lower
deductibles than MARCIT. In June of 2005 the County Commission voted to transfer coverage by entering into
the MOPERM pool. MARCIT responded by matching the deductibles of MOPERM and lowering our premium
significantly for one year. Although the County did pull our workers compensation policy from MARCIT to self-
insure, the Commission decided to maintain it's membership in MARCIT.

At the next renewal (June 2006), MARCIT could no longer offer the lowered deductibles but announced in April
that it would convert the coverage to an occurence policy — a distinct advantage and a priority to John Patton.
Because moving from a claims made carrier to an occurence policy carrier requires the purchase of “tail
coverage” that costs in excess of 250,000, | decided it was not in our interest to move out of MARCIT until we
had been on an occurence policy for the year before we moved to another occurance policy.

Approximately one week before the renewal in 20086, the reinsurance for the occurance policy for MARCIT fell
through so MARCIT could not convert the policy that year. They did receive commitments from the reinsurer to
convert effective July 1, 2007 and the coverage documents were amended to reflect an occurance policy.

. April of this year we proceed to again get quotes from MOPERM - they do not accept applications earlier
than the 90 days before your renewal. Initial analysis indicated significant savings to the County. In late May, |
met with the principal employees of MOPERM for a thorough review of coverage, costs, services. That
meeting generated several areas that required additional applications for coverage gaps and revisions to
property values. The finals quotes were received yesterday afternoon and Carol Wilson has prepared the
attached spreadsheet.

MOPERM was created in the 1980’s to provide adequate insurance protection to all local governmental
agencies in Missouri. It was started for public entities by legislation and is still governed by statutory
oversight. Coverage’s match those that public entities must have to meet statutory requirements.

Since MOPERM'’s start up membership has dramatically increased to encompass the largest majority of public
entities in the State of Missouri.

Advantages of MOPERM:

MOPERM has 72 member counties compared to MARCIT’s 3 member counties, therefore knowledgeable
about county government. MOPERM claims adjusters are local and understand public entity liability and
property statutes and adjust claims accordingly. MARCIT’S primary service base is municipalities.

Dividends are paid to members after a period of time based on overall MOPERM profitability.

I_iability coverage is provided on an “occurrence” basis. MARCIT’s occurance policy has a limited extended
sporting period but did convert from a claims made to to an occurence policy on July 1, 2007.

Savings in deductibles paid will be significant. In 2006 Boone County paid $ 47,229.16 in deductibles. These
same claims using MOPERM deductibles would have been $ 36,956.78 or a savings of $ $ 10,272.38. In



2007 Boone County paid $ 112,548.29 in deductibles. These same claims using MOPERM'’s deductibles
would have been $ 50,711.00 or a savings of $ 61,837.29.

“urrently we have 16 open claims and we will pay $146,425.42 in deductibles for these claims through
ARCIT. With MOPERM the deductible paid would have been $ 75,326.97 or a savings of $71,098.45.

| also spoke with numerous clerks whose counties are members of MOPERM and all seem satisfied with the
service and stability of MOPERM. Lincoln County has had one of the larger law enforcement claims and the
felt that the claim was handled without any problems.

e will be able to select deductible amounts annually for all coverage’s.

Disadvantages of MOPERM:
MOPERM is a schedule policy paying 115% of the property value listed in the event of a total disaster of the
property. We currently have a blanket policy that pays replacement costs regardless of the amount provided

on our property schedules.

MOPERM does not offer Engineers E&O coverage; this coverage must be purchased through a broker. The
cost of this is approximately $15,950 annually. Coverage for the Condo Health Board must also be purchased

¢4 through a broker. However the savings in premium for the Condo Board E&O through the broker is more than

half the cost of MARCIT premium. ($950 vs. $2,000)

MOPERM has only 1 Loss Control Specialist for over 900 entities so we will experience significant decrease in
loss control support. In addition, 5% of our MARCIT premium is set aside for our unrestricted use in safety.

programs.

Advantages of MARCIT

MARCIT has 3 Loss Control Specialists to assist us with our safety program. They provide many of the safety
aining sessions at no cost. The MARCIT 5% Safety Incentive provides an additional 30,000 a year for safety

programs and can be carried over from year to year. This money has been invaluable in the replacement of

,&b 4space heaters that were fire hazards, electrical work to prevent overloading of circuits and fire hazards and the
fdhumerous unbudgeted safety items that crop up during safety inspections.

¥

MARCIT also has a standing contract with a law firm that specializes in personnel law that can be utilized by
member entities for legal advice at no cost.

MARCIT's claims adjustment policies have been very generous by industry standards — particularly in the
property area. This has been a major benefit to the County as several significant claims have been adjusted
with very little controversy (although some disagreement). Rarely do claims of the magnitude we have
experienced receive the kinds of settlements we have been afforded.

The blanket property policy is a major advantage to the County and care will have to be taken to develop

accurate replacement costs for buildings and contents so they can be provided on our property schedules.
MOPERM has hired MAXIMUS to provide property appraisal services to members entities to assist in this.

Disadvantages of MARCIT

We have experienced a 27% increase in property and liability premiums since 2006 with MARCIT.

There will be a 25% penalty imposed by MARCIT by not giving a 90 day notice, but even with the penaity the
total premium for 2008 for liability and property will only be $1200 more than MARCIT’s premium for
008/2009.

In addition, MARCIT is rapidly expanding it's Health and Dental pool through expansion into Kansas and
agreements to add school districts to the pool. The P&C pool is small in comparison to the other two pools but



the administrative costs of this expansion in the health pool are partially born by the P&C pool. MARCIT is
also in the process of investing in their own building which may also have an impact on the administrative costs
in the near future.

ARCIT has also contracted with a new TPA for the P&C pool so it could be that claims adjustment might
more closely reflect the industry. That is speculation of course but the adjustment services may not be as
generous as in the past.

MARCIT is also in the process on reorganizing and has created another entity (Midwest Risk) that will provide
administrative and contracted services to the MARCIT Pool and a new Kansas Pool. This was created in
response to a desire by the board to expand the membership in the health and dental pool. | admit to some
uncertainty about the advisability of this and its impact on the other pools is unknown at this time.

Summary .
Estimated premium for 2008-2009 for MARCIT is $ 720,721.13. Estimated premium for 2008-2009 for

MOPERM is $ 688,543.00 for a savings of $32,178.13 in premiums.

Having lower deductibles on liability coverage’s will result in significant savings in deductibles, paid out.
Current deductibles with MARCIT are $25,000 for liability and $5,000 for property MOPERM deductibles will
be $1,000 for liability and $5,000 for property.

| would recommend the County proceed to transfer it’s property, casualty, liability coverage to
MOPERM effective July 1, 2008.



% increase % increase

from previous Proposed from previous
MARCIT PREMIUMS 2006 2007 year 2008/2009 year
Property $ 113,845.00 $ 122,645.00 773% $ 167,582.13 36.64%
Liability $ 452,047.00 $ 493,875.00 9.25% $ 553,139.00 12.00%
TOTAL MARCIT PREMIUM $ 565,892.00 $ 616,520.00 8.95% $ 720,721.13 16.90%

% difference

Proposed from MARCIT
MOPERM PREMIUMS 2008/2009 premiums
Property Proposal % 241,489.00 44.10%
Liability Proposal $ 431,104.00 28.31%
Engineers E&O $ 15,950.00
TOTAL MOPERM PREMIUM $ 688,543.00 4.67%
Premium cost for 2008 with MOPERM
MOPERM Premium $ 567,798.50 (6 month premium only for property)
MARCIT Penalty $ 154,130.00
2008 Total Premium $ 721,928.50

0.17% net % lower premium in 2008 by changing to MOPERM

Note: a 25% withdrawal penaility will be imposed by leaving MARCIT without a 90 day notice
6% loss control credit will be lost of aprrox. $29,600

2006 Marcit 2007 Marcit MOPERM
Deductibles Deductible Deductible Deductible
Auto Physical Damage $ 1,000.00 $ 5,000.00 $ 1,000.00
Auto Liability $ 10,000.00 $ 25,000.00 $ 5,000.00
General Liability $ 10,000.00 $ 25,000.00 $ 5,000.00
inland Marine $ 10,000.00 $ 25,000.00 $ 5,000.00
Law Enforcement $ 10,000.00 $ 25,000.00 $ 10,000.00
Property Loss $ 5,000.00 $ 5,000.00 $  5,000.00
Public Officials $ 10,000.00 $ 25,000.00 $ 5,000.00

2006

Deductible Deductibe if 2007
2006 Claims Paid with MOPERM 2007 Claims Deductible Paid
Auto Liability (2005 claim) $ 5,000.00 $ 5,000.00 Auto Liability 3 50.00
Auto Liability 3 74577 $ 74577 General Liability $ 600.58
Auto Liability $ 32685 $ 326.85 Public Official $ 480550
Public Official $ 112500 $ 1,125.00 Auto Liability $ 1,794.37
Law Enforcement $ 20,272.38 $ 10,000.00 General Liability $ 140.72
Auto Liability $ 21762 % 217.62 General Liability $ 197.86
Auto Liability $ 348287 $ 3,482.87 Property (fire claim $  5,000.00
Auto Liability $ 700.00 $ 700.00 General Liability $ 25,000.00



General Liability $ 23412 % 234.12
Auto Physical Damage
(several vehicles all $1,000

Auto Liability

deductible) $ 10,12455 $ 10,124.55 General Liability

Property (hail claim) $ 5,000.00 $ 5,00000 General Liability
Auto Physical
Damage (several
vehicles all $1,000

Total $ 4722916 $ 36,956.78 -22% deductible)
Auto Physical
Damage ($5000

Net difference in deductible paid MARCIT

- MARCIT vs. MOPERM for 2006 $ 10,272.38 deductible)
Auto physicai
Auto Physical
Auto Physical
Auto Physical
Auto Physical
Auto Physical
Auto Physical
Total
Net difference in
deductible paid -
MARCIT vs. MOPERM
for 2007

MARCIT premium and

future deductibles due 2008

Premium due $ 720,721.13

Deductible due $ 146,425.42 (based on 16 open claims)

Total due $ 867,146.55

Compared to MOPERM

premium and deductibes 2008

Premium $ 688,543.00

Deductible Due $ 75,326.97 (based on 16 open claims)

Total $ 763,869.97

Net difference in premiums

and deductibles $ 103,276.58 13.52% (% of net savings with MOPERM)

# of open MARCIT Deductibles if

Open Claims claims deductible Due with MOPERM

Auto Liability 2 $ 30,000.00 $ 10,000.00

Law Enforcement 3 $ 60,000.00 $ 30,000.00

General 5% 2142442 $ 20,325.97

$
¥

$

455.99

25,000.00
25,000.00

17,345.42

1,636.37
1,392.73
719.42
106.00
165.00
140.00
797.41
2,200.92
112,548.29



Public Officials 1 $ 25,000.00
Property 5 % 10,001.00
Total 16 $ 146,425.42

Net savings in deductibles if open claims were with MOPERM

$
$
$

$

5,000.00
10,001.00
75,326.97

71,098.45



Total increase
from 2006
47 20% 137362.4

22.36%

27.36%

Higher than MARCIT
Lower than MARCIT

Lower than MARCIT

Deductible if
with MOPERM

$ 50.00
$ 600.58
$ 4,805.50
$ 1,794.37
$ 140.72
$ 197.86
$ 5,000.00
$ 5,000.00

30219.728

167582.128
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455.99

5,000.00
5,000.00

17,345.42

1,000.00
1,392.73
719.42
106.00
165.00
140.00
797.41
1,000.00
50,711.00

61,837.29

-55%



r(6/26/2008) Ken Pearson - Re: Insurance renewals '"'IE’age 1

From: Karen Miller
To: ckwendy@msn.com
Date: 6/25/2008 9:44 PM
Subject: Re: Insurance renewals
CC:
KPearson@boonecountymo.org,SElkin@boonecountymo.org,Bocomorecords@boon
ec...
Wendy,

| have several questions that | hope you can answer before we take this up in Commission.

| remember when we looked at making this change several years ago as you discuss in your background.
Does choosing an insurance carrier not require a RFP process? Or is it because MOPERM is a statuatory
organization? It just appears that we are always pushing these issues at the last minute not giving us time
to really review all the options. Had we went through the RFP process the Commission would be better
informed. | know you mentioned in the hall one day you were looking at the county's insurance but | didn't
realize it was on such a fast track.

In looking over the DISADVANTAGES of MOPERM you state that the policy pays 115% of property value
instead of replacement cost. Over the past year, we have had several claims with the hail damage on
cars, roofs, etc. Can you give me some idea of the what we would have received compared to
replacement cost we did receive? What will it cost us to put together the loss control program now
supplied by MARCIT?

ADVANTAGES of MARCIT you identify the approximately $30,000 we receive for safety incentives.
According to Carol's spread sheet, we will lose $29,600 from the safety committee. Is there not some way
of recooping some of this through safety equipment purchased by either the sheriff's department or the
Public Works- Facility Maintenance department? | think we had some safety equipment in this year's
budget, maybe it has already been purchased. Can you check into this with these departments? Will
MOPERM cover the cost of the MAXIMUS contract or will we have to pay for it yearly? Will we be
required to do the property value updates yearly? [s that something that can be done in house by Bob or
Tom S.?

DISADVANTAGES of MARCIT, | agree it seems the increases have been extreme, | remember the
discussion with Public Works about the costs they were experiencing. | totally agree with the need to
move to a lower deductible, ultimately we could save a great deal just in this component.

On the COST COMPARISON spread sheet the MARCIT premiums are stated as annual premiums.
However, the spread sheet indicates that the MOPERM premium for property is for six months only. If
that is the case, is the true FY2008 premium another $120,744.50 for a total premium of $842, 673.00
including the $154,130.00 penalty? | think we should separate the penalty from the premium so we can
track apples to apples in the future. Where were we going to get the funding for the next six months if this
is the case? | am just confused about this and maybe there is a simple explanation.

It appears where the greatest savings comes in is the liability deductible. The property claims deductible
is about the same, but the replacement value makes MARCIT a more desirable product. Is there any way
of splitting property claims from general liabiilty and only move the liability to MOPERM?

Other than those questions , what did the other counties say about the yearly increases they have
experienced with MOPERM? How does it compare to MARCIT's yearly increases?

Hopefully we can get these questions answered before Commission. | will be in emergency management
training in the morning at the Armory but will check email.

Karen
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Karen M. Miller

District | Commissioner

Boone County MO

801 E. Walnut, Room 245

Columbia, MO 65201

573-886-4308

kmiller@boonecountymo.org

>>> <ckwendy@msn.com> 06/25/08 3:30 PM >>>

Commissioners.Attached please find memo and spreadsheet regarding insurance renewals for property
casualty and liablity coverage. We received final coverage numbers Tuesday evening. Karen mentioned
having a work session. Final deadline for MOPERM is Monday 6/30 so let me know how you want to
proceed. This is on the agenda for Thursday agenda. Wendy

From: ckwendy@msn.comTo: kmiller@boonecountymo.org; kpearson@boonecountymo.org;
selkin@boonecountymo.orgSubject: Agenda item transferred to ThursdayDate: Mon, 23 Jun 2008

16:55:13 -0500

Commissioners: | had scheduled a first reading to recommend transferring property, casualty and liability
policies from MARCIT to MOPERM but we are still waiting for final quotes some of the auxilliary policies
(condo board, engineers liability) so | have moved this to the agenda for Thursday. At that time | will need
to do both first and second reading as the order must be finalized by Monday June 30. Once | get the final
quote | will forward the analysis and memo on pros/cons to you. Sorry for the confusion - Wendy
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From: <ckwendy@msn.com>

To: Karen Miller <kmiller@boonecountymo.org>

Date: 6/26/2008 3:01 AM

Subject: RE: Insurance renewals

Attachments: MOPERMMARCIT FOLLOWUP.doc

CcC: <bocomorecords@boonecountymo.org>, Ken Pearson

<kpearson@boonecountymo.o...

Karen - responses to your questions in red (at least in my email they are) I'm attaching in a word
document also. Wendy

I remember when we looked at making this change several years ago as you discuss in your background.
Does choosing an insurance carrier not require a RFP process? Or is it because MOPERM is a statuatory
organization?

MARCIT is a pool formed under the intergovernmental contract statutes (same that we use for things
such as having the City manage the Health Dept) and MOPERM is a statutory body. Both were formed
because private insurance was abandoning public entities whenever the market hardened. Private
insurers can, during soft markets, undercut pricing of MARCIT and MOPERM and most of those entities
who have fallen for that have lived to regret it when the market turns sour and they lose coverage. Boone
County suffered this fate more than once during the mid-80’'s and found ourselves without any coverage at
times. | want no part of that nightmare again and if you value your personal wealth you won't either. On
two different occasions John and | had to advise Commissioners and the Sheriff to place assets under a
spouse or dependents control to protect it as we found ourselves without any law enforcement e/o
coverage (MARCIT did not offer it at that time). If you would like to travel that road again then we need to
prepare officials for their personal liability.in certain kinds of lawsuits.

It just appears that we are always pushing these issues at the last minute not giving us time to really
review all the options. Had we went through the RFP process the Commission would be better informed. |
know you mentioned in the hall one day you were looking at the county's insurance but | didn't realize it
was on such a fast track.

Believe me | hate these schedules but it appears to be how this industry works — both public and private.
We found out 2 days before our renewal once that we were cancelled. We still don’t have coverage
documents from MARCIT to analyze so what coverage we do have could be changed (although as a
Board Member | received a draft on Monday night). In MARCIT'S defense on that they are at the mercy of
the reinsurance underwriters. Last year we did not receive coverage documents until several months after
renewal, the previous year the coverage document | thought would be an occurance policy was changed
in the days before the renewal because of reinsurance issues..

MOPERM'S property is a pooled purchase arrangement with a private insurer (as has MARCIT in some
years) with a self insured retention fund. The private insurers work on these last minute timeframes and
like a very short response period.

MOPERM does not allow you to apply for coverage until 90 days before your renewal date. It takes weeks
after that for them to work with underwriters to come up with a quote (particularly with our miserable loss
history the past few years). | met with the MOPERM staff within § days after receiving the initial quote. It
was during this meeting that numerous issues were identified that required additional data collection on
our side and additional underwriting on MOPERMS. Our originai target date for decision was June 10 but
that had to be pushed back for the following reasons:

1. The schedule policy issue involved us restructuring the property schedule.

2. MOPERM is required by law to work through a local broker (Naught and Naught). We provided Naught
and Naught with schedules the first of April but many of the schedules they submitted to the underwriter
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were the property schedules from our application 3 years ago. This was not discovered until my meeting
with MOPERM officials so those updated schedules had to be resubmitted.

3. MOPERMS coverages are separated out into numerous smaller areas that had to be clarified and
valued after my meeting (i.e. they do not provide Engineers Liability or coverage for the Condo board).
We also needed to separate items such as valuable papers (previously under our building contents) fine
arts, fidelity crime etc.. These were all rolled into other coverages on our schedule and needed to be
segregated to insure they were appropriately accounted for on individual schedules.

As | said previously, our final numbers were not received until late Tuesday.

>

> In looking over the DISADVANTAGES of MOPERM you state that the policy pays 115% of property
value instead of replacement cost. Over the past year, we have had several claims with the hail damage
on cars, roofs, etc. Can you give me some idea of the what we would have received compared to
replacement cost we did receive?

The pay replacement costs up to 115% of the value we set so it is up to us to maintain the appropriate
value schedules.

None of the claims in the past year would have exceeded our schedules so they would have been covered
the same (except for claim adjustment issues | will address below). We have been keeping a fairly close
tab on those in recent years even thought Terry Norwood states MARCIT has a blanket policy. | have
never seen the coverage documents for the carrier who covers the amounts above the self insured
retention (even as a board member). Also, MARCIT has moved this to a schedule policy in the past
(without even notifying members — | found out by accident one year).

My major concern is the Courthouse as the value of historic facilities of that design and quality are
extremely hard to value. We increase that to 90 million based on some historic building appraisal services
Naught and Naught consulted for us. | also discussed this with Kathy Lloyd and asked her to have the
architects come up with a separate estimate. She did send an email to them and we will adjust that if we
are off.

My other concern was in the valuable papers section — MOPERM thinks I'm high but | have had
experience with the extremely high costs of records restoration. The courthouse fire in 1989 caused
minor damage to the facility but the smoke and water damage resuited in hundreds of thousands of
dollars in records restoration costs — the company was there for months hand cleaning each document.
We have received quotes from restoration companies on square footage costs and will adjust that also.

Except for these two areas, | think we have fairly good numbers.- as long as the content replacement
values June develops in the inventory are accurate and | believe they are. We have fairly extensive
inventory files so I'm comfortabie with that.

MOPERM does pay the MAXIMUS appraisal fees.

What will it cost us to put together the loss control program now supplied by MARCIT?

That is really hard to say. When | met with MOPERM it was an area we discussed extensively. The loss
control person they do have seems extremely knowledgeable and they are well aware that we have had
much greater loss control services with MARCIT. One possible advantage — they feel they can learn from
us and are willing to make that effort. Their loss control specialist lives in Columbia so | told him he would
now become our personal LC. Guy. They have similar resources available as far as film libraries,
newsletters etc. Although they are spread thinner, they also stated most of their entities are so small they
do not need loss control services. Boone County will be the big elephant in the room so | feel comfortable
that they will strive to provide us with a similar level of service.
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They do have experience with another former MARCIT member (Lee;s Summit) and have worked with
them to maintain the same safety programs that MARCIT provided.

>
> ADVANTAGES of MARCIT you identify the approximately $30,000 we receive for safety incentives.
According to Carol's spread sheet, we will lose $29,600 from the safety committee.

MOPERM was very intrigued by this program when | discussed it with them and we have already agreed
to try to get their board to institute some similar type of program.

Is there not some way of recooping some of this through safety equipment purchased by either the
sheriff's department or the Public Works - Facility Maintenance department? | think we had some safety
equipment in this year's budget, maybe it has already been purchased. Can you check into this with these
departments?

| guess | don't understand the recouping piece of this statement. | would recommend we utilize any
premium savings to fund some of these. In addition, the WC fund needs to cover some of this as many of
these things are being done to keep the WC people at the state from coming down on us.

Will MOPERM cover the cost of the MAXIMUS contract or will we have to pay for it yearly? Will we be
required to do the property value updates yearly?

MOPERM will pay for this every 3 years— MAXIMUS will also provide and inflation adjuster in the
intervening years.

Is that something that can be done in house by Bob or Tom S.?

Tom'’s office has been providing appraisal services on our facilities for the past 10 years (that's how we
made so much money off the storage garage at the fairground as Tom’s office had it scheduled as the
airport hanger based on its prior use when it was Cotton Woods Airport. That was a 700,000 bonus to the
County.

We've worked with several of the appraisers over the years and all have been uncomfortable with their
ability to establish a decent courthouse value (hence my discomfort).

> DISADVANTAGES of MARCIT, | agree it seems the increases have been extreme, | remember the
discussion with Public Works about the costs they were experiencing. | totally agree with the need to
move to a lower deductible, ultimately we could save a great deai just in this component.

>

Savings on the deductible may vary depending on our losses but certainly it will be a more stable situation.

I do want to clarify the cost increases as they are not just dependent on MARCIT rate increases (nor will
MOPERMS). Our costs go up when our expenditures increase/our property values increase/ we purchase
new property etc. Although MOPERM'S rate increases have been lower than MARCITS we will probably
see increases that are attributable to things other than rates.

One advantage to MOPERM I did not address was their underwriting criteria is broader than MARCIT's
and more accurately reflects our exposures. | have always disagreed with MARCITS move from standard
industry underwriting to payroll based underwriting as it does not accurately reflect our exposure and |
believe put Boone County at a distinct disadvantage.

MOPERMS underwriting is based on a broader range of things that are more closely tied to exposure i.e.
miles of road, number of personnel (vs payroll), operating budgets, number of vehicals etc. These items
are less subject to swings than strictly payroll. Our miles of road don't really change and the increase in
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number of employees has a much lower impact than the increase in overall payroll (particularly in years
we have salary schedule adjustments). This is a much fairer allocation method for us.

| believe | mentioned in my previous memo the unknown factor of “claims adjusting”. | have not heard any
complaints about MOPERM but it is my opinion that Thomas McGee was more that generous in its
adjustment of our claims — probably to the detriment of the pool's financial status but certainly to Boone
County’s benefit. Because MARCIT has terminated the contract with Thomas McGee | would have to rate
this area as an unknown as to which would be to our advantage.

> On the COST COMPARISON spread sheet the MARCIT premiums are stated as annual premiums.
However, the spread sheet indicates that the MOPERM premium for property is for six months only. If that
is the case, is the true FY2008 premium another $120,744.50 for a total premium of $842, 673.00
including the $154,130.00 penalty? | think we should separate the penalty from the premium so we can
track apples to apples in the future. Where were we going to get the funding for the next six months if this
is the case? | am just confused about this and maybe there is a simple explanation.

MOPERM has a calendar year coverage period so our next premium will be for 2009 and it would be a full
year premium out of the 2009 budget (same as we would budget for 2009 MARCIT only paid earlier than
our July 1, 2009 renewal) | did clarify with MOPERM that we would not be expected to pay the 2009
premium out of 2008 funds — they are used to county governments that have budget approvals after first
of the year. They generally don't get county premium payments until Feb of the coverage year.

We had this same situation with the WC conversion. Basically we cover the penalty by the change in
coverage dates. That works fine on the budgetary impact on this end of the conversion — where we would
get dinged would be if we decided in later years to move back into MARCIT for either the WC or these
coverages as we would then have 1.5 payments in a budget year (6 month premium to

July 1 then a full year premium in July)

| agree the penalty needs to be separated out as it was confusing to me on the spreadsheet (I have asked
Carol to do this for the payment paperwork) We'll probably do it the same as the WC conversion
(although we were primarily paying ourselves the 6 month premium but we did payout the penalty)

>

> |t appears where the greatest savings comes in is the liability deductible. The property claims deductible
is about the same, but the replacement value makes MARCIT a more desirable product. Is there any way
of splitting property claims from general liabiilty and only move the liability to MOPERM?

MARCIT’s P/C pool is not splittable. | have always felt that our long term interests would be to purchase
property insurance from MARCIT and self insure our liability. | don’t think MARCIT is interested in splitting
that pool as the property side generally carries the fund (except for Boone County the past few years)

An interesting advantage to MOPERM is that they are amenable to splitting some of these coverages so it
might be possible to look into self insuring some of the liability in the future and keeping the stability of the
property coverage (although at a higher cost than MARCIT)

I also want to reiterate that MARCIT has in the past had schedule policies and could change that in the
future. Certainly a blanket policy is to our advantage from an administrative standpoint but should not
cause a problem if we come up with adequate schedules.

> Other than those questions , what did the other counties say about the yearly increases they have
experienced with MOPERM? How does it compare to MARCIT's yearly increases?

>

I think | addressed this above when | discussed distribution of costs. As noted the rate increases have
been lower and more stable with MOPERM but premium has other factors than just rates. MARCIT’S
rates have not increase by 27 percent but the combination of rate increases and our payroll increases and
our losses combine to contribute to the wild swings (not to mention that MARCIT's distribution between the
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coverages (auto, law enforcement, general liability) has never been standardized so it fluctuates widely
from year to year). | believe the rating system utilized by MOPERM will stabilize this. Please keep in mind
that rate increases provided may or may not apply to us as our growth drives some of the premium costs.
Spreading it over more stable factors than just payroll should keep us closer to the rate increase
percentage than we have been

MOPERM has also issued dividends to its members — MARCIT has never been in a position financially to
do that in the P&C pool. Based on its current financial status and future plans for administrative growth, |
see no potential for this at all.

> Hopefully we can get these questions answered before Commission. | wilt be in emergency
management training in the morning at the Armory but will check email.
>

One last note | did not bring up in my earlier memo was how impressed | was with the quality of the
management staff at MOPERM. Across the board they had a strong grasp of their programs. It was a
very in-depth session into the nitty gritty of their programs and | found each of the people at the table has
an outstanding grasp of their area of responsibility. MOPERM seem committed to reducing its overhead
and dependence on outside market factors (they have successfully transitioned out of the need for
reinsurance). | felt the team at MOPERM has very strong commitment to the mission the legislature
intended for local government insurance needs. > Date: Wed, 25 Jun 2008 21:44:27 -0500> From:
kmiller@boonecountymo.org> To: ckwendy@msn.com> CC: BOCOMORecords@boonecountymo.org;
KPearson@boonecountymo.org; SElkin@boonecountymo.org> Subject: Re: Insurance renewals> >
Wendy,> | have several questions that | hope you can answer before we take this up in Commission.> > |
remember when we looked at making this change several years ago as you discuss in your background.
Does choosing an insurance carrier not require a RFP process? Or is it because MOPERM is a statuatory
organization? It just appears that we are always pushing these issues at the last minute not giving us time
to really review all the options. Had we went through the RFP process the Commission would be better
informed. | know you mentioned in the hall one day you were looking at the county's insurance but | didn't
realize it was on such a fast track.> > In looking over the DISADVANTAGES of MOPERM you state that
the policy pays 115% of property value instead of replacement cost. Over the past year, we have had
several claims with the hail damage on cars, roofs, etc. Can you give me some idea of the what we would
have received compared to replacement cost we did receive? What will it cost us to put together the loss
control program now supplied by MARCIT?> > ADVANTAGES of MARCIT you identify the approximately
$30,000 we receive for safety incentives. According to Carol's spread sheet, we will lose $29,600 from the
safety committee. Is there not some way of recooping some of this through safety equipment purchased
by either the sheriff's department or the Public Works- Facility Maintenance department? | think we had
some safety equipment in this year's budget, maybe it has already been purchased. Can you check into
this with these departments? Will MOPERM cover the cost of the MAXIMUS contract or will we have to
pay for it yearly? Will we be required to do the property value updates yearly? Is that something that can
be done in house by Bob or Tom S.?> > DISADVANTAGES of MARCIT, | agree it seems the increases
have been extreme, | remember the discussion with Public Works about the costs they were experiencing.
i totally agree with the need to move to a lower deductible, ultimately we couid save a great deal just in
this component.> > On the COST COMPARISON spread sheet the MARCIT premiums are stated as
annual premiums. However, the spread sheet indicates that the MOPERM premium for property is for six
months only. If that is the case, is the true FY2008 premium another $120,744.50 for a total premium of
$842, 673.00 including the $154,130.00 penalty? | think we should separate the penalty from the premium
so we can track apples to apples in the future. Where were we going to get the funding for the next six
months if this is the case? | am just confused about this and maybe there is a simple explanation. > > It
appears where the greatest savings comes in is the liability deductible. The property claims deductible is
about the same, but the replacement value makes MARCIT a more desirable product. Is there any way of
splitting property claims from general liabiilty and only move the liability to MOPERM?> > Other than those
questions , what did the other counties say about the yearly increases they have experienced with
MOPERM? How does it compare to MARCIT's yearly increases?> > Hopefully we can get these questions
answered before Commission. | will be in emergency management training in the morning at the Armory
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but will check email.> > Karen> > Karen M. Miller> District | Commissioner> Boone County MO> 801 E.
Walnut, Room 245> Columbia, MO 65201> 573-886-4308> kmiller@boonecountymo.org> >>>
<ckwendy@msn.com> 06/25/08 3:30 PM >>>> > Commissioners:Attached please find memo and
spreadsheet regarding insurance renewals for property casualty and liablity coverage. We received final
coverage numbers Tuesday evening. Karen mentioned having a work session. Final deadiine for
MOPERM is Monday 6/30 so let me know how you want to proceed. This is on the agenda for Thursday
agenda. Wendy> > > From: ckwendy@msn.comTo: kmiller@boonecountymo.org;
kpearson@boonecountymo.org; selkin@boonecountymo.orgSubject: Agenda item transferred to
ThursdayDate: Mon, 23 Jun 2008 16:55:13 -0500> > > Commissioners: | had scheduled a first reading to
recommend transferring property, casualty and liability policies from MARCIT to MOPERM but we are still
waiting for final quotes some of the auxilliary policies (condo board, engineers liability) so | have moved
this to the agenda for Thursday. At that time | will need to do both first and second reading as the order
must be finalized by Monday June 30. Once | get the final quote | will forward the analysis and memo on
pros/cons to you. Sorry for the confusion - Wendy



Karen - responses to your questions in red (at least in my email they are) I'm attaching in a word
document also. Wendy

‘emember when we looked at making this change several years ago as you discuss in your
vackground. Does choosing an insurance carrier not require a RFP process? Or is it because
MOPERM is a statuatory organization?

MARCIT is a pool formed under the intergovernmental contract statutes (same that we use for things
such as having the City manage the Health Dept) and MOPERM is a statutory body. Both were
formed because private insurance was abandoning public entities whenever the market hardened.
Private insurers can, during soft markets, undercut pricing of MARCIT and MOPERM and most of
those entities who have fallen for that have lived to regret it when the market turns sour and they lose
coverage. Boone County suffered this fate more than once during the mid-80's and found ourselves
without any coverage at times. | want no part of that nightmare again and if you value your personal
wealth you won't either. On two different occasions John and | had to advise Commissioners and the
Sheriff to place assets under a spouse or dependents control to protect it as we found ourselves
without any law enforcement e/o coverage (MARCIT did not offer it at that time). If you would like to
travel that road again then we need to prepare officials for their personal liability.in certain kinds of
lawsuits.

It just appears that we are always pushing these issues at the last minute not giving us time to really
review all the options. Had we went through the RFP process the Comrnission would be better
informed. | know you mentioned in the hall one day you were looking at the county's insurance but |
didn't realize it was on such a fast track.

“elieve me | hate these schedules but it appears to be how this industry works — both 'public and
private. We found out 2 days before our renewal once that we were cancelled. We still don’t have
coverage documents from MARCIT to analyze so what coverage we do have could be changed
(although as a Board Member | received a draft on Monday night). In MARCIT'S defense on that they
are at the mercy of the reinsurance underwriters. Last year we did not receive coverage documents
untii several months after renewal, the previous year the coverage document | thought would be an
occurance policy was changed in the days before the renewal because of reinsurance issues..

MOPERM'S property is a pooled purchase arrangement with a private insurer (as has MARCIT in
some years) with a self insured retention fund. The private insurers work on these last minute
timeframes and like a very short response period.

MOPERM does not allow you to apply for coverage until 90 days before your renewal date. It takes
weeks after that for them to work with underwriters to come up with a quote (particularly with our
miserable loss history the past few years). | met with the MOPERM staff within 5 days after receiving
the initial quote. It was during this meeting that numerous issues were identified that required
additional data collection on our side and additional underwriting on MOPERMS. Our original target
date for decision was June 10 but that had to be pushed back for the following reasons:

1. The schedule policy issue involved us restructuring the property schedule.

2. MOPERM is required by law to work through a local broker (Naught and Naught). We provided
Naught and Naught with schedules the first of April but many of the schedules they submitted to the
snderwriter were the property schedules from our application 3 years ago. This was not discovered
until my meeting with MOPERM officials so those updated schedules had to be resubmitted.



3. MOPERMS coverages are separated out into numerous smaller areas that had to be clarified and
valued after my meeting (i.e. they do not provide Engineers Liability or coverage for the Condo
board). We also needed to separate items such as valuable papers (previously under our building
ntents) fine arts, fidelity crime etc.. These were all rolled into other coveragas on our schedule and
needed to be segregated to insure they were appropriately accounted for on individual schedules.

As | said previously, our final numbers were not received until late Tuesday.

>
> In looking over the DISADVANTAGES of MOPERM you state that the policy pays 115% of property
value instead of replacement cost. Over the past year, we have had several claims with the hail
damage on cars, roofs, etc. Can you give me some idea of the what we would have received
ompared to repl cement cost we did receive?
& A e biey T

<The pay replacement costs up to 115% of the vaiue we set so it is up to us to maintain the

appropriate value schedules.

—

None of the claims in the past year would have exceeded our schedules so they would have been
covered the same (except for claim adjustment issues | will address below). We have been keeping
a fairly close tab on those in recent years even thought Terry Norwood states MARCIT has a blanket
policy. | have never seen the coverage documents for the carrier who covers the amounts above the
self insured retention {even as a board member). Also, MARCIT has moved this to a schedule policy
in the past (without even notifying members - | found out by accident one year).

My major concern is the Courthouse as the value of historic facilities of that design and guality are
extremely hard to value. We increase that to 90 million based on some historic building appraisal

ervices Naught and Naught consulted for us. | also discussed this with Kathy Lloyd and asked her
. have the architects come up with a separate estimate. She did send an email to them and we will
adjust that if we are off.

My other concern was in the valuable papers section — MOPERM thinks I'm high but | have had
experience with the extremely high costs of records restoration. The courthouse fire in 1988 caused
minor damage fo the facility but the smoke and water damage resulted in hundreds of thousands of
dollars in records restoration costs — the company was there for months hand cleaning each
document. We have received quotes from restoration companies on square footage costs and will
adjust that also.

Except for these two areas, | think we have fairly good numbers.- as long as the content replacement
values June develops in the inventory are accurate and | believe they are. We have fairly extensive
mnventory files so I'm comfortable with that.

MOPERM does pay the MAXIMUS appraisal fees.

What will it cost us to put together the loss control program now supplied by MARCIT?

That is really hard to say. When | met with MOPERM it was an area we discussed extensively. The
loss control person they do have seems extremely knowledgeable and they are well aware that we
“ave had much greater loss control services with MARCIT. One possible advantage — they feel they
~an learn from us and are willing to make that effort. Their loss control specialist lives in Columbia so
I told him he wouid now become our personal LC. Guy. They have similar resources available as far
as film libraries, newsletters etc. Although they are spread thinner, they also stated most of their



entities are so small they do not need loss control services. Boone County will be the big elephant in
the room so | feel comforiable that they will sirive to provide us with a similar level of service.

- “hey do have experience with another former MARCIT member (Lee;s Summit) and have worked
with them to maintain the same safety programs that MARCIT provided.

>
r > ADVANTAGES of MARCIT you identify the approximately $30,000 we receive for safety incentives.
. According to Carol's spread sheet, we will lose $29,600 from the safety committee.

| MOPERM was very intrigued by this program when | discussed it with them and we have already
agreed {o try to get their board to institute some simear type of program.

Is there not some way of recooping some of this through safety equipment purchased by either the
sheriff's department or the Public Works- Facility Maintenance department? | think we had some
safety equipment in this year's budget, maybe it has already been purchased. Can you check into this
with these departments?

| guess | don't understand the recouping piece of this statement. | would recommend we utilize any
premium savings to fund some of these. In addition, the WC fund needs to cover some of this as
many of these things are being done to keep the WC people at the state from coming down on us.

"Nill MOPERM cover the cost of the MAXIMUS contract or will we have to pay for it yearly? Will we be

.2quired to do the property value updates yearly?
MOPERM will pay for this every 3 years — MAXIMUS will also provide and inflation adjuster in theJ

intervening years.
Is that something that can be done in house by Bob or Tom S.?

Tom’s office has been providing appraisal services on our facilities for the past 10 years (that's how
we made so much money off the siorage garage at the fairground as Tom’s office had it scheduled as
the airport hanger based on its prior use when it was Cotton Woods Airport. That was a 700,000
bonus to the County.

We've worked with several of the appraisers over the years and all have been uncomfortable with
their ability to establish a decent courthouse value (hence my discomfort).

> DISADVANTAGES of MARCIT, | agree it seems the increases have been extreme, | remember the
discussion with Public Works about the costs they were experiencing. | totally agree with the need to
move to a lower deductible, ultimately we could save a great deal just in this component.

>

Savings on the deductible may vary depending on our losses but certainly it will be a more stable
situation.

 do want to clarify the cost increases as they are not just dependent on MARCIT rate increases (nor
J4ilMOPERMS). Gur costs go up when our expenditures increase/our property values increase/ we
purchase new property etc. Although MOPERM'S rate increases have been lower than MARCITS we
will probably see increases that are attributable to things other than rates.



One advantage to MOPERM | did not address was their underwriting critena is broader than

MARCIT’s and more accurately reflects our exposures. | have always disagreed with MARCITS

move from standard industry underwriting to payroll based underwriting as it does not accurately
>flect our exposure and | believe put Boone County at a distinct disadvantage.

MOPERMS underwriting is based on a broader range of things that are more closely tied to exposure
l.e. miles of road, number of personnel (vs payroill), operating budgets, number of vehicals etc. These
items are less subject to swings than strictly payroll. Our miles of road don't really change and the
increase in number of employees has a much lower impact than the increase in overall payroll
(particularly in years we have salary schedule adjustments). This is a much fairer allocation method

for us.

I believe | mentioned in my previous memo the unknown factor of “claims adjusting”. | have not heard
any complaints about MOPERM but it is my opinion that Thomas McGee was more that generous in
its adjustment of our claims — probably to the detriment of the pool’s financial status but certainly to
Eoone County’s benefit. Because MARCIT has terminated the contract with Thomas McGee | would
ave to rate this area as an unknown as to which would be to our advantage.

> On the COST COMPARISON spread sheet the MARCIT premiums are stated as annual premiums.
However, the spread sheet indicates that the MOPERM premium for property is for six months only. If
that is the case, is the true FY2008 premium another $120,744.50 for a total premium of $842, 673.00
including the $154,130.00 penalty? | think we shouid separate the penalty from the premium so we
can track apples to apples in the future. Where were we going to get the funding for the next six
months if this is the case? | am just confused about this and maybe there is a simple explanation.

"1OPERM has a calendar year coverage period so our next premium will be for 2009 and it would be
- full year premium out of the 2008 budget (same as we would budget for 2009 MARCIT only paid
earlier than our July 1, 2009 renewal} | did clarify with MOPERM that we would not be expected to
pay the 2009 premium out of 2008 funds — they are used to county governments that have budget
approvals after first of the year. They generally don’t get county premium payments until Feb of the
coverage year.

We had this same situation with the WC conversion. Basically we cover the penalty by the change in-
coverage dates. That works fine on the budgetary impact on this end of the conversion — where we
would get dinged would be if we decided in later years to move back into MARCIT for either the WC
or these coverages as we would then have 1.5 payments in a budget year (6 month premium to

July 1 then a full year premium in July)

I agree the penalty needs to be separated out as it was confusing to me on the spreadsheet {I have
asked Carol to do this for the payment paperwork) We'll probably do it the same as the WC
conversion (although we were primarily paying ourselves the 6 month premium but we did payout the

penalty)
>

> |t appears where the greatest savings comes in is the liability deductible. The property claims
deductible is about the same, but the replacement value makes MARCIT a more desirable product. Is
there any way of splitting property claims from general liabiilty and only move the liability to
MOPERM?

- AARCIT’s P/C pool is not splittable. | have always felt that our long term interests would be to
purchase property insurance from MARCIT and self insure our liability. 1 don’t think MARCIT is
interested in splitting that pool as the property side generally carries the fund (except for Boone
County the past few years)



An interesting advantage to MOPERM is that they are amenable 1o splilting some of these coverages
so it might be possible to look into self insuring some of the liability in the future and keeping the
*ability of the property coverage (although at a higher cost than MARCIT)

| also want to reiterate that MARCIT has in the past had schedule policies and could change that in

the future. Certainly a blanket policy is to our advantage from an administrative standpoint but should
not cause a problem if we come up with adeguate schedules.

> QOther than those questions , what did the other counties say about the yearly increases they have
experienced with MOPERM? How does it compare to MARCIT's yearly increases?
>
| think | addressed this above when | discussed distribution of costs. As noted the rate increases
have been lower and more stable with MOPERM but premium has other factors than just rates.
MARCIT'S rates have not increase by 27 percent but the combination of rate increases and our
payroll increases and our losses combine to contribute to the wild swings (not to mention that
MARCIT's distribution between the coverages (auto, law enforcement, general liability) has never
been standardized so it fluctuates widely from year o year). | believe the rating system utilized by
MOPERM will stabilize this. Please keep in mind that rate increases provided may or may not apply
S;to us as our growth drives some of the premium costs. Spreading it over more stable factors than just
payroll should keep us closer to the rate increase percentage than we have been

MOPERM has also issued dividends to its members — MARCIT has never been in a position
financially to do that in the P&C pool. Based on its current financial status and future plans for
‘dministrative growth, | see no potential for this at all.

> Hopefully we can get these questions answered before Commission. | will be in emergency
management training in the morning at the Armory but will check email.
>

One last note | did not bring up in my earlier memo was how impressed | was with the quality of the
management staff at MOPERM. Across the board they had a strong grasp of their programs. It was
a very in-depth session into the nitty gritty of their programs and | found each of the people at the
table has an outstanding grasp of their area of responsibility. MOPERM seem committed to reducing
its overhead and dependence on outside market factors (they have successfully transitioned out of
the need for reinsurance). | felt the team at MOPERM has very strong commitment to the mission the
legislature intended for local government insurance needs.

> Karen



Karen - responses to your questions in red (at least in my email they are) I'm attaching in a word
document also. Wendy

" remember when we looked at making this change several years ago as you discuss in your
wackground. Does choosing an insurance carrier not require a RFP process? Or is it because
MOPERM is a statuatory organization?

MARCIT is a pool formed under the intergovernmental contract statutes (same that we use for
things such as having the City manage the Health Dept) and MOPERM is a statutory body.
Both were formed because private insurance was abandoning public entities whenever the
market hardened. Private insurers can, during soft markets, undercut pricing of MARCIT and
MOPERM and most of those entities who have falien for that have lived to regret it when the
market turns sour and they lose coverage. Boone County suffered this fate more than once
during the mid-80’s and found ourselves without any coverage at times. | want no part of that
nightmare again and if you value your personal wealth you won’t either. On two different
occasions John and | had to advise Commissioners and the Sheriff to place assets under a
spouse or dependents control to protect it as we found ourselves without any law
enforcement ef/o coverage (MARCIT did not offer it at that time). If you would like to travel that
road again then we need to prepare officials for their personal liability.in certain kinds of
lawsuits.

It just appears that we are aiways pushing these issues at the last minute not giving us time to really
review all the options. Had we went through the RFP process the Commission would be better
informed. | know you mentioned in the hall one day you were looking at the county's insurance but |
didn't realize it was on such a fast track.

—elieve me | hate these schedules but it appears to be how this industry works — both public
and private. We found out 2 days before our renewal once that we were cancelled. We still
don’t have coverage documents from MARCIT to analyze so what coverage we do have could
be changed (although as a Board Member | received a draft on Monday night). In MARCIT'S
defense on that they are at the mercy of the reinsurance underwriters. Last year we did not
receive coverage documents until several months after renewal, the previous year the
coverage document | thought would be an occurance policy was changed in the days before
the renewal because of reinsurance issues..

MOPERM’S property is a pooled purchase arrangement with a private insurer (as has MARCIT
in some years) with a self insured retention fund. The private insurers work on these last
minute timeframes and like a very short response period.

MOPERM does not allow you to apply for coverage until 90 days before your renewal date. It
takes weeks after that for them to work with underwriters to come up with a quote (particularly
with our miserable loss history the past few years). | met with the MOPERM staff within 5 days
after receiving the initial quote. It was during this meeting that numerous issues were
identified that required additional data collection on our side and additional underwriting on
MOPERMS. Our original target date for decision was June 10 but that had to be pushed back
for the following reasons:

*. The schedule policy issue involved us restructuring the property schedule.
2. MOPERM is required by law to work through a local broker (Naught and Naught}. We

provided Naught and Naught with schedules the first of April but many of the schedules they
submitted to the underwriter were the property schedules from our application 3 years ago.



This was not discovered unti! my meeting with MOPERM officials so those updated schedules
had to be resubmitted.

MOPERMS coverages are separated out into numerous smaller areas that had to be clarified
and valued after my meeting {i.e. they do not provide Engineers Liability or coverage for the
Condo board). We also needed to separate items such as valuable papers (previously under
our building contents) fine arts, fidelity crime etc.. These were all rolled into other coverages
on our schedule and needed to be segregated to insure they were appropriately accounted for
on individual schedules.

As | said previously, our final numbers were not received until late Tuesday.

>

> In looking over the DISADVANTAGES of MOPERM you state that the policy pays 115% of property
value instead of replacement cost. Over the past year, we have had several claims with the hail
damage on cars, roofs, etc. Can you give me some idea of the what we would have received
compared to replacement cost we did receive?

The pay replacement costs up to 115% of the value we set so it is up to us to maintain the
appropriate value schedules.

None of the claims in the past year would have exceeded our schedules so they would have
been covered the same {except for claim adjustment issues | will address below}. We have
been keeping a fairly close tab on those in recent years even thought Terry Norwood states
MARCIT has a blanket policy. | have never seen the coverage documents for the carrier who
covers the amounts above the self insured retention (even as a board member). Also, MARCIT
~as moved this to a schedule policy in the past (without even notifying members - | found out
~y accident one year).

My major concern is the Courthouse as the value of historic facilities of that design and
quality are extremely hard to value. We increase that to 80 million based on some historic
building appraisal services Naught and Naught consuited for us. | also discussed this with
Kathy Lloyd and asked her to have the architects come up with a separate estimate. She did
send an email to them and we will adjust that if we are off.

My other concern was in the valuable papers section - MOPERM thinks I'm high but | have
had experience with the extremely high costs of records restoration. The courthouse fire in
1989 caused minor damage to the facility but the smoke and water damage resuited in
hundreds of thousands of dollars in records restoration costs — the company was there for
months hand cleaning each document. We have received quotes from restoration companies
on square footage costs and will adjust that also.

Except for these two areas, | think we have fairly good numbers.- as long as the content
replacement values June develops in the inventory are accurate and | believe they are. We
have fairly extensive inventory files so I'm comfortable with that.

MOPERM does pay the MAXIMUS appraisal fees.

.Vhat will it cost us to put together the loss control program now supplied by MARCIT?

That is really hard to say. When | met with MOPERM it was an area we discussed extensively.
The loss control person they do have seems extremely knowledgeable and they are well



aware that we have had much greater loss control services with MARCIT. One possible
advantage — they feel they can learn from us and are willing to make that effort. Their loss
control specialist lives in Columbia so | told him he would now become our personal LC. Guy.
“hey have similar resources available as far as film libraries, newsletters etc. Although they
«re spread thinner, they also stated most of their entities are so small they do not need loss
control services. Boone County will be the big elephant in the room so | feel comfortable that
they will strive to provide us with a similar level of servica.

They do have experience with another former MARCIT member {(Lee;s Summit) and have
worked with them to maintain the same safety programs that MARCIT provided.

>

> ADVANTAGES of MARCIT you identify the approximately $30,000 we receive for safety incentives.
According to Carol's spread sheet, we will lose $29,600 from the safety committee.

MOPERM was very intrigued by this program when | discussed it with them and we have
already agreed to try to get their board to institute some similar type of program.

Is there not some way of recooping some of this through safety equipment purchased by either the
sheriff's department or the Public Works- Facility Maintenance department? | think we had some
safety equipment in this year's budget, maybe it has already been purchased. Can you check into this
with these departments?

I guess | don’t understand the recouping piece of this statement. | would recommend we
‘tilize any premium savings to fund some of these. In addition, the WC fund needs to cover
-ome of this as many of these things are being done to keep the WC people at the state from
coming down on us.

Wilil MOPERM cover the cost of the MAXIMUS contract or will we have to pay for it yearly? Will we be
required to do the property value updates yearly?

MOPERM will pay for this every 3 years — MAXIMUS will also provide and inflation adjuster in
the intervening years.

Is that something that can be done in house by Bob or Tom S.?

Tom’s office has been providing appraisal services on our facilities for the past 10 years
{that's how we made so much money off the storage garage at the fairground as Tom’s office
had it scheduled as the airport hanger based on its prior use when it was Cotton Woods
Airport. That was a 700,000 bonus to the County.

We’ve worked with several of the appraisers over the years and all have been uncomfortable
with their ability to establish a decent courthouse value (hence my discomfort).

> DISADVANTAGES of MARCIT, | agree it seems the increases have been extreme, | remember the
discussion with Public Works about the costs they were experiencing. | totally agree with the need to
.nove to a lower deductible, ultimately we could save a great deal just in this component.

>

Savings on the deductible may vary depending on our losses but certainly it will be a more
stable situation.



I do want to clarify the cost increases as they are not just dependent on MARCIT rate

increases (nor will MOPERMS). Our costs go up when our expenditures increaselour property
i1lues increase/ we purchase new property etc. Although MOPERM’S rate increases have

~een lower than MARCITS we will probably see increases that are attributable to things other

than rates.

One advantage to MOPERM | did not address was their underwriting criteria is broader than
MARCIT’s and more accurately reflects our exposures. | have always disagreed with
MARCITS move from standard industry underwriting to payroll based underwriting as it does
not accurately reflect our exposure and | believe put Boone County at a distinct disadvantage.

MOPERMS underwriting is based on a broader range of things that are more closely tied to
exposure i.e. miles of road, number of personnel (vs payroll), operating budgets, number of
vehicals etc. These itemns are less subject to swings than strictly payroll. Our miles of road
don’t really change and the increase in number of employees has a much lower impact than
the increase in overall payroll {particularly in years we have salary schedule adjustments).
This is a much fairer allocation method for us.

| believe | mentioned in my previous memo the unknown factor of “claims adjusting”. [ have
not heard any complaints about MOPERM but it is my opinion that Thomas McGee was more
that generous in its adjustment of our claims — probably to the detriment of the pool’s
financial status but certainly to Boone County’s benefit. Because MARCIT has terminated the
coniract with Thomas McGee | would have to rate this area as an unknown as to which would
be to our advantage.

—~ On the COST COMPARISON spread sheet the MARCIT premiums are stated as annual premiums.
However, the spread sheet indicates that the MOPERM premium for property is for six months only. If
that is the case, is the true FY2008 premium another $120,744.50 for a total premium of $842, 673.00
including the $154,130.00 penalty? | think we should separate the penalty from the premium so we
can track apples to apples in the future. Where were we going to get the funding for the next six
months if this is the case? | am just confused about this and maybe there is a simple explanation.

MOPERM has a calendar year coverage period so our next premium will be for 2009 and it
would be a full year premium out of the 2009 budget {(same as we would budget for 2009
MARCIT only paid earlier than our July 1, 2009 renewal) | did clarify with MOPERM that we
would not be expected to pay the 2009 premium out of 2008 funds — they are used to county
governments that have budget approvals after first of the year. They generally don’t get
county premium payments until Feb of the coverage year.

We had this same situation with the WC conversion. Basically we cover the penalty by the
change in coverage dates. That works fine on the budgetary impact on this end of the
conversion — where we would get dinged would be if we decided in later years to move back
into MARCIT for either the WC or these coverages as we would then have 1.5 payments in a
budget year (6 month premium to

July 1 then a full year premium in July)

' agree the penalty needs to be separated out as it was confusing to me on the spreadsheet (|
.1ave asked Carol to do this for the payment paperwork}) We’ll probably do it the same as the
WC conversion {although we were primarily paying ourselves the 6 month premium but we did

payout the penalty)
>



> |t appears where the greatest savings comes in is the liability deductible. The property claims
deductible is about the same, but the replacement value makes MARCIT a more desirable product. Is
there any way of splitting property claims from general liabiilty and only move the liability to
"1OPERM?

MARCIT’s P/C pool is not splittable. | have always felt that our fong term interests would be to
purchase property insurance from MARCIT and self insure our liability. | don’t think MARCIT
is interested in splitting that pool as the property side generally carries the fund {except for

Boone County the past few years)

An interesting advantage to MOPERM is that they are amenable to splitting some of these
coverages so it might be possible to look into self insuring some of the liability in the future
and keeping the stability of the property coverage (although at a higher cost than MARCIT)

| also want to reiterate that MARCIT has in the past had schedule policies and could change
that in the future. Certainly a blanket policy is to our advantage from an administrative
standpoint but should not cause a problem if we come up with adeguate schedules.

> Other than those questions , what did the other counties say about the yearly increases they have
experienced with MOPERM? How does it compare to MARCIT's yearly increases?

>

| think | addressed this above when | discussed distribution of costs. As noted the rate
increases have been lower and more stable with MOPERM but premium has other factors
than just rates. MARCIT'S rates have not increase by 27 percent but the combination of rate
creases and our payroll increases and our losses combine to contribute to the wild swings
ot to mention that MARCIT's distribution between the coverages (auto, law enforcement,
general liability) has never been standardized so it fluctuates widely from year to year). |
believe the rating system utilized by MOPERM will stabilize this. Please keep in mind that rate
increases provided may or may not apply to us as our growth drives some of the premium
costs. Spreading it over more stable factors than just payroll should keep us closer to the rate
increase percentage than we have been

MOPERM has also issued dividends to its members — MARCIT has never been in a position
financially to do that in the P&C pool. Based on its current financial status and future plans
for administrative growth, | see no potential for this at all.

> Hopefully we can get these questions answered before Commission. | will be in emergency

management training in the morning at the Armory but will check email.
>

One last note | did not bring up in my earlier memo was how impressed | was with the quality
of the management staff at MOPERM. Across the board they had a strong grasp of their
programs. lt was a very in-depth session into the nitty gritty of their programs and | found
each of the people at the table has an outstanding grasp of their area of responsibility.
MOPERM seem committed to reducing its overhead and dependence on outside market
factors (they have successfully transitioned out of the need for reinsurance). | felt the team at
AOPERM has very strong commitment to the mission the legislature intended for local
government insurance needs.



> Karen
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From: Karen Miller
To: ckwendy@msn.com
Date: 6/26/2008 6:46 AM
Subject: RE: Insurance renewals
CC:
KPearson@boonecountymo.org, SElkin@boonecountymo.org,Bocomorecords@boon
ec...
Wendy,

Thank you so much for answering all of these questions, | feel | have a much clearer understanding. | am
just sorry you had to do it at 3:00 am. And no | don't want to make our elected officials transfer their assets
to their spouses. Not having been part of the county during those times, one would not understand the
volatility. On the Safety funds of $29,600, | was just wondering if we had to lose those funds if we had
purchased something through the regular budget cycle that may be an eligible expense.

Karen

Karen M. Miller

District | Commissioner

Boone County MO

801 E. Walnut, Room 245

Columbia, MO 65201

573-886-4308

kmiller@boonecountymo.org

>>> <ckwendy@msn.com> 06/26/08 3:00 AM >>>

Karen - responses to your questions in red (at least in my email they are) I'm attaching in a word
document also. Wendy

| remember when we looked at making this change several years ago as you discuss in your background.
Does choosing an insurance carrier not require a RFP process? Or is it because MOPERM is a statuatory

organization?

MARCIT is a pool formed under the intergovernmental contract statutes (same that we use for things
such as having the City manage the Health Dept) and MOPERM is a statutory body. Both were formed
because private insurance was abandoning public entities whenever the market hardened. Private
insurers can, during soft markets, undercut pricing of MARCIT and MOPERM and most of those entities
who have fallen for that have lived to regret it when the market turns sour and they lose coverage. Boone
County suffered this fate more than once during the mid-80’s and found ourselves without any coverage at
times. | want no part of that nightmare again and if you value your personal wealth you won't either. On
two different occasions John and | had to advise Commissioners and the Sheriff to place assets under a
spouse or dependents control to protect it as we found ourselves without any law enforcement e/o
coverage (MARCIT did not offer it at that time). If you would like to travel that road again then we need to
prepare officials for their personal liability.in certain kinds of lawsuits.

It just appears that we are always pushing these issues at the last minute not giving us time to really
review all the options. Had we went through the RFP process the Commission would be better informed. |
know you mentioned in the hall one day you were looking at the county's insurance but | didn't realize it
was on such a fast track.

Believe me | hate these schedules but it appears to be how this industry works — both public and private.
We found out 2 days before our renewal once that we were cancelled. We still don’t have coverage
documents from MARCIT to analyze so what coverage we do have could be changed (although as a
Board Member | received a draft on Monday night). In MARCIT'S defense on that they are at the mercy of
the reinsurance underwriters. Last year we did not receive coverage documents until several months after
renewal, the previous year the coverage document | thought would be an occurance policy was changed
in the days before the renewal because of reinsurance issues..
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MOPERM'S property is a pooled purchase arrangement with a private insurer (as has MARCIT in some
years) with a self insured retention fund. The private insurers work on these last minute timeframes and
like a very short response period.

MOPERM does not allow you to apply for coverage until 90 days before your renewal date. It takes weeks
after that for them to work with underwriters to come up with a quote (particularly with ocur miserable loss
history the past few years). | met with the MOPERM staff within 5 days after receiving the initial quote. It
was during this meeting that numerous issues were identified that required additional data collection on
our side and additional underwriting on MOPERMS. Our original target date for decision was June 10 but
that had to be pushed back for the foliowing reasons:

1. The schedule policy issue involved us restructuring the property schedule.

2. MOPERM is required by law to work through a local broker (Naught and Naught). We provided Naught
and Naught with schedules the first of April but many of the schedules they submitted to the underwriter
were the property schedules from our application 3 years ago. This was not discovered until my meeting
with MOPERM officials so those updated schedules had to be resubmitted.

3. MOPERMS coverages are separated out into numerous smaller areas that had to be clarified and
valued after my meeting (i.e. they do not provide Engineers Liability or coverage for the Condo board).
We also needed to separate items such as valuable papers (previously under our building contents) fine
arts, fidelity crime etc.. These were all rolled into other coverages on our schedule and needed to be
segregated to insure they were appropriately accounted for on individual schedules.

As | said previously, our final numbers were not received until late Tuesday.

>

> In looking over the DISADVANTAGES of MOPERM you state that the policy pays 115% of property
value instead of replacement cost. Over the past year, we have had several claims with the hail damage
on cars, roofs, etc. Can you give me some idea of the what we would have received compared to
replacement cost we did receive?

The pay replacement costs up to 115% of the value we set so it is up to us to maintain the appropriate
value schedules.

None of the claims in the past year would have exceeded our schedules so they would have been covered
the same (except for claim adjustment issues | will address below). We have been keeping a fairly close
tab on those in recent years even thought Terry Norwood states MARCIT has a blanket policy. | have
never seen the coverage documents for the carrier who covers the amounts above the self insured
retention (even as a board member). Also, MARCIT has moved this to a schedule policy in the past
(without even notifying members — | found out by accident one year).

My major concern is the Courthouse as the value of historic facilities of that design and quality are
extremely hard to value. We increase that to 90 million based on some historic building appraisal services
Naught and Naught consulted for us. | also discussed this with Kathy Lloyd and asked her to have the
architects come up with a separate estimate. She did send an email to them and we will adjust that if we
are off.

My other concern was in the valuable papers section —- MOPERM thinks I'm high but | have had
experience with the extremely high costs of records restoration. The courthouse fire in 1989 caused
minor damage to the facility but the smoke and water damage resulted in hundreds of thousands of
dollars in records restoration costs — the company was there for months hand cleaning each document.
We have received quotes from restoration companies on square footage costs and wiil adjust that also.

Except for these two areas, | think we have fairly good numbers.- as long as the content replacement
values June develops in the inventory are accurate and | believe they are. We have fairly extensive
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inventory files so 'm comfortable with that.

MOPERM does pay the MAXIMUS appraisal fees.

What will it cost us to put together the loss contral program now supplied by MARCIT?

That is really hard to say. When | met with MOPERM it was an area we discussed extensively. The loss
control person they do have seems extremely knowledgeable and they are well aware that we have had
much greater loss control services with MARCIT. One possible advantage - they feel they can learn from
us and are willing to make that effort. Their loss control specialist lives in Columbia so | told him he would
now become our personal LC. Guy. They have similar resources available as far as film libraries,
newsletters etc. Although they are spread thinner, they also stated most of their entities are so small they
do not need loss control services. Boone County will be the big elephant in the room so | feel comfortable
that they will strive to provide us with a similar level of service.

They do have experience with another former MARCIT member (Lee;s Summit) and have worked with
them to maintain the same safety programs that MARCIT provided.

>
> ADVANTAGES of MARCIT you identify the approximately $30,000 we receive for safety incentives.
According to Carol's spread sheet, we will lose $29,600 from the safety committee.

MOPERM was very intrigued by this program when | discussed it with them and we have aiready agreed
to try to get their board to institute some similar type of program.

Is there not some way of recooping some of this through safety equipment purchased by either the
sheriff's department or the Public Works- Facility Maintenance department? | think we had some safety
equipment in this year's budget, maybe it has already been purchased. Can you check into this with these
departments?

| guess | don’t understand the recouping piece of this statement. | would recommend we utilize any
premium savings to fund some of these. In addition, the WC fund needs to cover some of this as many of
these things are being done to keep the WC people at the state from coming down on us.

Will MOPERM cover the cost of the MAXIMUS contract or will we have to pay for it yearly? Will we be
required to do the property value updates yearly?

MOPERM will pay for this every 3 years— MAXIMUS will also provide and inflation adjuster in the
intervening years.

Is that something that can be done in house by Bob or Tom S.?

Tom'’s office has been providing appraisal services on our facilities for the past 10 years (that's how we
made so much money off the storage garage at the fairground as Tom’s office had it scheduled as the
airport hanger based on its prior use when it was Cotton Woods Airport. That was a 700,000 bonus to the
County.

We've worked with several of the appraisers over the years and all have been uncomfortable with their
ability to establish a decent courthouse value (hence my discomfort).

> DISADVANTAGES of MARCIT, | agree it seems the increases have been extreme, | remember the
discussion with Public Works about the costs they were experiencing. | totally agree with the need to
move to a lower deductible, ultimately we could save a great deal just in this component.
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>
Savings on the deductible may vary depending on our losses but certainly it will be a more stable situation.

| do want to clarify the cost increases as they are not just dependent on MARCIT rate increases (nor will
MOPERMS). Our costs go up when our expenditures increase/our property values increase/ we purchase
new property etc. Although MOPERM'S rate increases have been lower than MARCITS we will probably
see increases that are attributable to things other than rates.

One advantage to MOPERM | did not address was their underwriting criteria is broader than MARCIT's
and more accurately reflects our exposures. | have always disagreed with MARCITS move from standard
industry underwriting to payroll based underwriting as it does not accurately reflect our exposure and |
believe put Boone County at a distinct disadvantage.

MOPERMS underwriting is based on a broader range of things that are more closely tied to exposure i.e.
miles of road, number of personnel (vs payroll), operating budgets, number of vehicals etc. These items
are less subject to swings than strictly payroll. Our miles of road don't really change and the increase in
number of employees has a much lower impact than the increase in overall payroll (particularly in years
we have salary schedule adjustments). This is a much fairer allocation method for us.

| believe | mentioned in my previous memo the unknown factor of “claims adjusting”. | have not heard any
complaints about MOPERM but it is my opinion that Thomas McGee was more that generous in its
adjustment of our claims — probably to the detriment of the pool's financial status but certainly to Boone
County’s benefit. Because MARCIT has terminated the contract with Thomas McGee | would have to rate
this area as an unknown as to which would be to our advantage.

> On the COST COMPARISON spread sheet the MARCIT premiums are stated as annual premiums.
However, the spread sheet indicates that the MOPERM premium for property is for six months only. If that
is the case, is the true FY2008 premium another $120,744.50 for a total premium of $842, 673.00
including the $154,130.00 penalty? | think we should separate the penalty from the premium so we can
track apples to apples in the future. Where were we going to get the funding for the next six months if this
is the case? | am just confused about this and maybe there is a simple explanation.

MOPERM has a calendar year coverage period so our next premium will be for 2009 and it would be a full
year premium out of the 2009 budget (same as we would budget for 2009 MARCIT only paid earlier than
our July 1, 2009 renewal) | did clarify with MOPERM that we would not be expected to pay the 2009
premium out of 2008 funds — they are used to county governments that have budget approvals after first
of the year. They generally don't get county premium payments until Feb of the coverage year.

We had this same situation with the WC conversion. Basically we cover the penalty by the change in
coverage dates. That works fine on the budgetary impact on this end of the conversion — where we would
get dinged would be if we decided in later years to move back into MARCIT for either the WC or these
coverages as we would then have 1.5 payments in a budget year (6 month premium to

July 1 then a full year premium in July)

| agree the penalty needs to be separated out as it was confusing to me on the spreadsheet (I have asked
Carol to do this for the payment paperwork) We'll probably do it the same as the WC conversion
(although we were primarily paying ourselves the 6 month premium but we did payout the penalty)

>

> It appears where the greatest savings comes in is the liability deductible. The property claims deductible
is about the same, but the replacement value makes MARCIT a more desirable product. Is there any way
of splitting property claims from general liabiilty and only move the liability to MOPERM?

MARCIT’s P/C pool is not splittable. 1 have always felt that our long term interests would be to purchase
property insurance from MARCIT and self insure our liability. | don’t think MARCIT is interested in splitting
that pool as the property side generally carries the fund (except for Boone County the past few years)
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An interesting advantage to MOPERM is that they are amenable to splitting some of these coverages so it
might be possible to look into self insuring some of the liability in the future and keeping the stability of the
property coverage (although at a higher cost than MARCIT)

| also want to reiterate that MARCIT has in the past had schedule policies and could change that in the
future. Certainly a blanket policy is to our advantage from an administrative standpoint but should not
cause a problem if we come up with adequate schedules.

> Other than those questions , what did the other counties say about the yearly increases they have
experienced with MOPERM? How does it compare to MARCIT's yearly increases?

>

I think | addressed this above when | discussed distribution of costs. As noted the rate increases have
been lower and more stable with MOPERM but premium has other factors than just rates. MARCIT'S
rates have not increase by 27 percent but the combination of rate increases and our payroll increases and
our losses combine to contribute to the wild swings {not to mention that MARCIT's distribution between the
coverages {(auto, law enforcement, general liability) has never been standardized so it fluctuates widely
from year to year). | believe the rating system utilized by MOPERM will stabilize this. Please keep in mind
that rate increases provided may or may not apply to us as our growth drives some of the premium costs.
Spreading it over more stable factors than just payroll should keep us closer to the rate increase
percentage than we have been

MOPERM has also issued dividends to its members — MARCIT has never been in a position financially to
do that in the P&C pool. Based on its current financial status and future plans for administrative growth, |
see no potential for this at all.

> Hopefully we can get these questions answered before Commission. | will be in emergency

management training in the morning at the Armory but will check email.
>

One last note | did not bring up in my earlier memo was how impressed | was with the quality of the
management staff at MOPERM. Across the board they had a strong grasp of their programs. It was a
very in-depth session into the nitty gritty of their programs and | found each of the people at the table has
an outstanding grasp of their area of responsibility. MOPERM seem committed to reducing its overhead
and dependence on outside market factors (they have successfully transitioned out of the need for
reinsurance). | feit the team at MOPERM has very strong commitment to the mission the legislature
intended for local government insurance needs. > Date: Wed, 25 Jun 2008 21:44:27 -0500> From:
kmiller@boonecountymo.org> To: ckwendy@msn.com> CC: BOCOMORecords@boonecountymo.org;
KPearson@boonecountymo.org; SElkin@boonecountymo.org> Subject: Re: Insurance renewals> >
Wendy,> | have several questions that | hope you can answer before we take this up in Commission.> > |
remember when we looked at making this change several years ago as you discuss in your background.
Does choosing an insurance carrier not require a RFP process? Or is it because MOPERM is a statuatory
organization? It just appears that we are always pushing these issues at the last minute not giving us time
to really review all the options. Had we went through the RFP process the Commission would be better
informed. | know you mentioned in the hall one day you were looking at the county's insurance but | didn't
realize it was on such a fast track.> > In looking over the DISADVANTAGES of MOPERM you state that
the policy pays 115% of property value instead of replacement cost. Over the past year, we have had
several claims with the hail damage on cars, roofs, etc. Can you give me some idea of the what we would
have received compared to replacement cost we did receive? What will it cost us to put together the loss
control program now supplied by MARCIT?> > ADVANTAGES of MARCIT you identify the approximately
$30,000 we receive for safety incentives. According to Carol's spread sheet, we will lose $29,600 from the
safety committee. Is there not some way of recooping some of this through safety equipment purchased
by either the sheriff's department or the Public Works- Facility Maintenance department? | think we had
some safety equipment in this year's budget, maybe it has already been purchased. Can you check into
this with these departments? Will MOPERM cover the cost of the MAXIMUS contract or will we have to
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pay for it yearly? Will we be required to do the property value updates yearly? Is that something that can
be done in house by Bob or Tom S.?> > DISADVANTAGES of MARCIT, | agree it seems the increases
have been extreme, | remember the discussion with Public Works about the costs they were experiencing.
| totally agree with the need to move to a lower deductible, ultimately we could save a great deal just in
this component.> > On the COST COMPARISON spread sheet the MARCIT premiums are stated as
annual premiums. However, the spread sheet indicates that the MOPERM premium for property is for six
months only. If that is the case, is the true FY2008 premium another $120,744.50 for a total premium of
$842, 673.00 including the $154,130.00 penalty? | think we should separate the penalty from the premium
so we can track apples to apples in the future. Where were we going to get the funding for the next six
months if this is the case? | am just confused about this and maybe there is a simple explanation. > > It
appears where the greatest savings comes in is the liability deductible. The property claims deductible is
about the same, but the replacement value makes MARCIT a more desirable product. Is there any way of
splitting property claims from general liabiilty and only move the liability to MOPERM?> > Other than those
questions , what did the other counties say about the yearly increases they have experienced with
MOPERM? How does it compare to MARCIT's yearly increases?> > Hopefully we can get these questions
answered before Commission. | will be in emergency management training in the morning at the Armory
but will check email.> > Karen> > Karen M. Miller> District | Commissioner> Boone County MO> 801 E.
Walnut, Room 245> Columbia, MO 65201> 573-886-4308> kmiller@boonecountymo.org> >>>
<ckwendy@msn.com> 06/25/08 3:30 PM >>>> > Commissioners:Attached please find memo and
spreadsheet regarding insurance renewals for property casualty and liablity coverage. We received final
coverage numbers Tuesday evening. Karen mentioned having a work session. Final deadline for
MOPERM is Monday 6/30 so let me know how you want to proceed. This is on the agenda for Thursday
agenda. Wendy> > > From: ckwendy@msn.comTo: kmiller@boonecountymo.org;
kpearson@boonecountymo.org; selkin@boonecountymo.orgSubject: Agenda item transferred to
ThursdayDate: Mon, 23 Jun 2008 16:55:13 -0500> > > Commissioners: | had scheduled a first reading to
recommend transferring property, casualty and liability policies from MARCIT to MOPERM but we are still
waiting for final quotes some of the auxilliary policies {condo board, engineers liability) so | have moved
this to the agenda for Thursday. At that time | will need to do both first and second reading as the order
must be finalized by Monday June 30. Once | get the final quote | will forward the analysis and memo on
pros/cons to you. Sorry for the confusion - Wendy
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Liability Quotation Acceptance Confirmation

To Be Completed By Authorized Representative From The Public Entity

After reviewing the limits of liability, optional coverages and MOPERM coverage
placement requirements of the submitted quotation, please verify desired coverages to be
placed with MOPERM:

MARK ONLY ONE BOX

g Acceptance of ENTIRE liability quotation
] Acceptance of liability quotation EXCEPT for Automobile Coverage
L1  Acceptance of Automobile Coverages ONLY

RETROACTIVE COVERAGE (if applicable)

] Acceptance of Prior Acts quotation (date)

Please include a copy of the pricing page of this quotation and indicate the deductible for each
line of business if optional deductibles were provided.

Please complete the r any coverage to be bound by MOPERM:

am an authorized representative

(sign your name)

for m Q /Q ku{\&ly ,.and wish to confirm binding on the

(name of entity) )

accepted lines of business indicated above with an effective date of 7/ I )0?

Date:

(today’s date)

If all or part of our quotation is not accepted, would you please contact our office with the
reason. Your assistance in this will help us in determining if there are aspects of our
program that need to be changed to improve our service or coverages offered.

Address: MOPERM, P. O. Box 7110, Jefferson City, MO 65102
Telephone: 888-389-8198 Fax: 573-751-8276 Web: www.moperm.com



MOPERM Property Program

2008 Property Quotation Acceptance Confirmation

To Be Completed By Authorized Representative From The Public Entity

After reviewing the limits of coverage, the schedule of insured property and MOPERM
coverage placement requirements of the submitted quotation, please verify desired coverages
to be placed with MOPERM:

MARKTHE APPLICABLE BOXES

E Property and Scheduled Equipment

Crime Endorsement

Boiler & Machinery ($5,000 deductible)

Boiler & Machinery ($2,500 deductible)

Fidelity and Crime

Please include a copy of the pricing page of this quotation that is being accepted.

Please complete the following in order for any coverages to be bound by MOPERM:

_MI( / Mﬁfq\/ , am an authorized representative

(print your name)

for Boone County , and wish to confirm binding on the
(name of entity)
accepted lines of coverage indicated above with an effective date of ’"{ ; | ’O [%

I also verify that the attached Schedule of Total Property Insured Values dated April 10, 2008

is complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge. I understand that the limit(s) in the 2008 Property
Program Quote that I am accepting apply on a scheduled by location basis (i.e. the limit for any one
location shall not exceed the total of all values declared for that location adjusted for a 115% Margin

Clause), and that the attached Schedule of Total Property Insured Values shall be the schedule used to

determine the limit(s) of coverage by location.

Signature:

Date: /2(0 /0,

/ (today's date)

If  or part of our quotation is not accepted, would you please contact our office with the reason.
Your assistance in this will help us in determining if there are aspects of our program that need
to be changed to improve our service or coverages offered.

Address: MOPERM, P.O. Box 7110, Jefferson City, MO 65102

Telephone: 888-389-8198 Fax: 573-751-8276 Web: www.moperm.com
MOPERM Quotation Page 1 of 1



MARCIT PREMIUMS
Property

Liability

2006

% increase

from previous Proposed

2007 year
$ 113,845.00 $ 122,645.00

$ 452,047.00 $ 493,875.00

TOTAL MARCIT PREMIUM § 565,892.00 $ 616,520.00

MOPERM PREMIUMS
Property Proposal

Liability Proposal
Engineers E&O

TOTAL MOPERM PREMIUM

Premium cost for 2008 with MOPERM
$ 567,798.50 (6 month premium only for property)
$ 154,130.00

$ 721,928.50
0.17% net % lower premium in 2008 by changing to MOPERM

MOPERM Premium
MARCIT Penalty
2008 Total Premium

% increase
from previous

2008/2009 year
773% $ 167,582.13 36.64%
9.25% $ 553,139.00 12.00%
8.95% $ 720,721.13 16.90%

% difference

Proposed from MARCIT
2008/2009 premiums
$ 241,489.00. 44.10%
$ 431,104.00 28.31%
$ 15,950.00
$ 688,543.00 4.67%

Note: a 25% withdrawal penality will be imposed by leaving MARCIT without a 90 day notice
6% loss control credit will be lost of aprrox. $29,600

Deductibles

Auto Physical Damage
Auto Liability

General Liability
Inland Marine

Law Enforcement
Property Loss

Public Officials

2006 Claims

Auto Liability (2005 claim)
Auto Liability

Auto Liability

Public Official

Law Enforcement

Auto Liability

Auto Liability

Auto Liability

2006 Marcit
Deductible

F PR PPN B

1,000.00
10,000.00
10,000.00
10,000.00
10,000.00

5,000.00
10,000.00

2006
Deductible
Paid

€A R PR PO PP P

5,000.00
745.77
326.85

1,125.00

20,272.38
217.62

3,482.87

700.00

Deductibe if
with MOPERM

P AR PO P PPN

5,000.00
74577
326.85

1,125.00

10,000.00
217.62

3,482.87

700.00

2007 Marcit
Deductible

Sh AR AP PLRLR

5,000.00
25,000.00
25,000.00
25,000.00
25,000.00

5,000.00
25,000.00

MOPERM

Deductible
1,000.00
5,000.00
5,000.00
5,000.00

10,000.00
5,000.00
5,000.00

P A A LB PB PP

2007

2007 Claims Deductible Paid
Auto Liability $ 50.00

General Liability $ 600.58
Public Official $  4,805.50
Auto Liability $  1,794.37
General Liability $ 140.72
General Liability $ 197.86
Property (fire claim $  5,000.00
General Liability $ 25,000.00



General Liability $ 23412 § 23412 Auto Liability
Auto Physical Damage

(several vehicles all $1,000

deductible) $ 10,124.55
Property (hail claim) $ 5,000.00

10,124 .55 General Liability
5,000.00 General Liability

«N

Auto Physical

Damage (several

vehicles all $1,000
Total $ 4722916 $ 36,956.78 -22% deductible)

Auto Physical

Damage ($5000

Net difference in deductible paid MARCIT

- MARCIT vs. MOPERM for 2006 $ 10,272.38 deductible)
Auto physical
Auto Physical
Auto Physical
Auto Physical
Auto Physical
Auto Physical
Auto Physical
Total
Net difference in
deductible paid -
MARCIT vs. MOPERM
for 2007

MARCIT premium and

future deductibles due 2008

Premium due $ 720,721.13

Deductible due $ 146,425.42 (based on 16 open claims)

Total due $ 867,146.55

Compared to MOPERM

premium and deductibes 2008

Premium $ 688,543.00

Deductible Due $ 75,326.97 (based on 16 open claims)

Total $ 763,869.97

Net difference in premiums

and deductibles $ 103,276.58 13.52% (% of net savings with MOPERM)

# of open MARCIT Deductibles if
Open Claims claims deductible Due with MOPERM
Auto Liability 2 $ 30,000.00 $ 10,000.00
Law Enforcement 3 $ 60,000.00 $ 30,000.00

- General 5% 2142442 $ 20,325.97

$

$
$

455.99

25,000.00
25,000.00

17,345.42

1,636.37
1,392.73
719.42
106.00
165.00
140.00
797.41
2,200.92
112,548.29



Public Officials 1 $§ 2500000 $ 5,000.00
Property 5 $ 10,001.00 $ 10,001.00
Total 16 $ 14642542 §$ 75,326.97

Net savings in deductibles if open claims were with MOPERM $ 71,098.45



Total increase

from 2006
47.20% 137362.4 30219.728 167582.128

22.36%

27.36%

Higher than MARCIT
Lower than MARCIT

Lower than MARCIT

Deductible if
with MOPERM
50.00
600.58
4,805.50
1,794.37
140.72
197.86
5,000.00
5,000.00

N AL



£ &

P DO PP PP

455.99

5,000.00
5,000.00

17,345.42

1,000.00
1,392.73
71942
106.00
165.00
140.00
797.41
1,000.00
50,711.00

61,837.29

-55%
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BOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI

EMPLOYEE DISHONESTY COVERAGE QUOTE
JULY 1, 2008 - JULY 1, 2009

LIMIT OF $500,000

Deductible $2,500.00 Premium $2,837.00
(The Travelers Insurance Company)

Deductible $500.00 Premium $3,104.00
(Cincinnati Insurance Company)
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From: <rstone@naught-naught.com>

To: <CWilson@boonecountymo.org>

Date: 6/24/2008 9:35 AM

Subject: health building condo liability for Directors

Quote:. QM@ \jmfcg/ %UO%
Qronol

Great American Insurance Company:

$1,000,000 combined single limit liability

$1,000 self insured retention

Annual premium $800 plus broker fee of $150 g‘ q @
Py

Great American Insurance Company is an admitted carrier
subject to the state rules and regulations, thus no surplus lines tax is

charged.

Thanks
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From: <rstone@naught-naught.com>

To: <CWilson@boonecountymo.org>

Date: 6/24/2008 10:03 AM

Subject: RE: health building condo liability for Directors
CcC: <wkeiser@naught-naught.com>

W trying, diligently, to get thwemw a
remium is right at $15,000 plus broker fee of $200 and 5% surplus lines 5 qg
taxes. Our brokerdadesn't think it wou eyond the ;

but subject to a final offering from a company underwriter we are
reluctant to say this is a "given"
| would relay to the commission that the company underwriters have
sought a lot of additional information in order to be sure of what risk
that they may be taking on. We have assured them:
The company employs licensed civil engineers and a
surveyor to do only county directed work. No work is performed for any
outside entities or individuals.

Although county comes under MO sovereign, they need
defense cost.

And, additional info on MOPERM:
Over 1/2 of counties with MOPERM

And, we have knowledge that MOPERM did offer prior acts coverage to a
public entity - Wendy expressed this question to me. Thanks

From: Carol Wilson [mailto:CWilson@boonecountymo.org]
Sent: Tuesday, June 24, 2008 9:39 AM

To: Ruth Stone
Subject: Re: health building condo liability for Directors

This sounds great, Thank you!!

Carol Wilson

Deputy County Clerk
Boone County Clerk

801 E. Walnut, Room 236
Columbia, MO 65201
573-886-4298

>>> <rstone@naught-naught.com> 6/24/2008 9:33 AM >>>
Quote:

Great American Insurance Company:

$1,000,000 combined single limit liability

%\q%ww %Ubb QoL



MISSOURI PUBLIC ENTITY RISK MANAGEMENT FUND

(MOPERM)

County of Boone
May 2, 2008

Annual
Liability Coverage Contribution

General Liability $ 85,466
Employee Benefit Liability Included

Public Officials E&O 40,755
Employment Practice Liability 39,983
Law Enforcement Liability 103,673
Malpractice (excluding physicians) 850
Automobile Liability 96,088
Uninsured Motorist Included

Automobile Physical Damage 64,289
(see listing)

TOTAL $ 43?_, :104 >/Z

Deductible

$ 0
1,000 «

5,000*
5,000*
10,000*
1,000
5,000*

N/A

$1,000 Comp & Coll

*NOTE: Deductibles include loss and loss adjustment expense associated with a

claim.

IMPORTANT NOTE: If your entity chooses to utilize a private jail facility, specific
underwriting requirements have been developed to better protect your entity.




Missouri Public Entity Risk Management Fund
P.O.Box 7110
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102-7110
Main Line: 888-566-7376 Fax Line: 573-751-8276

May 2, 2008 Web Site: www.moperm.com

!

Hon. Carol Wilson, County Clerk
County of Boone

801 E. Walnut, Room 236
Columbia, MO 65201

et o e o b ey

Dear Carol:

We are pleased to provide the enclosed annual Llablhty quotatlon for the County
participation in the Missouri Public Entity Risk Management Fund. The enclosed

pricing is only valid for 45 days from the date of this letter.

If you have any questions concerning our quotation or the MOPERM program,
please feel free to contact our office. A representative from our office will be

available to meet with you upon request.

Please send written confirmation if you wish to participate in MOPERM. Do not
send payment. We will invoice you for the actual amount due.

If you need assistance in placing the coverages that MOPERM does not provide,
you may contact us for referral.

Respectfully, ,
Judy M. Perovich =~

Underwriting Manager

JMP:jgr
Enclosures

E-mail Addresses:
Accounting@moperm.com * Administration@moperm.com ¢ Claims@moperm.com

LossControl@moperm.com * MemberServices@moperm.com ¢ Property@moperm.com ¢ Underwriting@ moperm.com
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LIMITS OF LIABILITY

The limit of liability for General Liability, Employee Practice Liability, Public
Officials Errors and Omissions, Automobile Liability, Law Enforcement Liability
Incidental Medical Malpractice Liability, is actually provided in two (2) parts.

1. Limits are;

$2,000,000 per occurrence with no annual aggregate - or “per person”
limitation for those claims where the Missouri Sovereign Immunity Statute is

not applicable.
2. Limits effective January 1, 2008 are:
$ 2,418,992 Per Occurrence
$ 362,849 Per Person

With no Annual Aggregate for those claims where the Missouri Sovereign
Immunity Statute is applicable. This gives you full advantage of your liability
limitations as a public entity.

Uninsured Motorist Coverage - $50,000 statutory limit.

Hired & Non-owned Automobile is included.

Optional Coverages

Garage Keepers Liability — Offered only when General Liability is extended.

Employee Benefit Liability Coverage - $2,000,000 per occurrence included in
General Liability.

Automobile Medical Payments Coverage - $5,000 per person.

Due Process Coverage (I.E.P. — Individual Education Plan) - $25,000 limit
subject to a $2,500 deductible. (Education exposures only)



COVERAGE PLACEMENT REQUIREMENTS

The following guidelines apply to the placement of coverage with MOPERM.
Automobile Fleet coverages may be placed alone.

The following liability coverages must be placed together: Public Officials Errors
and Omissions, General Liability, and Employment Practice Liability. In addition,
if your entity has Law Enforcement or Medical Malpractice exposures these
liability coverages are required to be placed with MOPERM.

Coverage may be placed with MOPERM at any time. However, all required lines
of coverage, as shown above, must be placed within one (1) year of your original
inception date with MOPERM.



Enclosure (1)

2008 PROPERTY PROGRAM QUOTATION

Boone County

EFFECTIVE DATE OF COVERAGE: July 1, 2008
MOPERM Policy Period: July 1, 2008 to January 1, 2009
Annual Prorated

Property Coverage Limit Contribution Contribution Deductible
Buildings $ 83,409,856 $ 172,241 $ 86,809 $ 5,000
Contents $ 6,154,400 $ 13,818 $ 6,964 $ 5,000
EDP Equipment $ 6,139,924 $ 13,198 $ 6,652 $ 5,000
Business Income NOT QUOTED
Contractor Equipment $ 1,838,969 $ 5,2 $ 2,642 $ 5,000
Other Equipment $ 210,294 $ 516 $ 260 $ 5,000

"aluable Papers $ 1,000,000 $ 1,936 \.$ 976 $ 5,000
Fine Arts $ 100,000 $ 194 $ 98 $ 5,000
Accounts Receivable $ - $ - $ 5,000
Boiler & Machinery $  95704,180 $ 31,239 $ 15,744 $ 5,000
Fidelity & Crime (1) $ 50,000 $ 251 (1) % % $ 500
TOTAL Quoted Contribution $ 121,432 W

) O
1@ ,192-2

Total Insured Value $ 98,853,443 i
OPTIONAL DEDUCTIBLE QUOTE(S):
Building, contents & EDP Deductible increased to $10,000 $ 190,199 $ 95,860 $ 10,000
Building, contents & EDP Deductible increased to $25,000 $ 181,142 $ 91,296 $ 25,000
Special Conditions and Requirements:
~quipment Schedules to be updated prior to inception. Lk&gi‘\
Building Values should be reviewed. g\\,\\ N

MOPERM Quotation Page 1 of 1



BACKGROUND

Boone County has been a member of MARCIT, a public entity self-insured pool, since 1985 through an
intergovernmental agreement. We originally had both workers compensation and our Property, Casualty and

ibility coverage though our membership. MARCIT has provided steady coverage for local governments
throughout the many peaks and valleys of the commercial insurance markets. Over the past 20 plus years, the
insurance markets have shut off public entities and leaving many suddenly without coverage. Boone County
suffered this fate in 1985 and that was what initiated our initial membership in 1985.

Approximately 5 years ago, MARCIT dramatically increased its deductibles (some as high as 25,000) on the
P&C coverage. In 2005, we investigated and received quotes from MOPERM, another public entity pool, to
take over coverage for our property and liability. MOPERM'’s premiums were lower than MARCIT, they offered
an occurance rather than a claims made policy and MOPERM has been able to maintain significantly lower
deductibles than MARCIT. In June of 2005 the County Commission voted to transfer coverage by entering into
the MOPERM pool. MARCIT responded by matching the deductibles of MOPERM and lowering our premium
significantly for one year. Although the County did pull our workers compensation policy from MARCIT to self-
insure, the Commission decided to maintain it's membership in MARCIT.

At the next renewal (June 2006), MARCIT could no longer offer the lowered deductibles but announced in April
that it would convert the coverage to an occurence policy — a distinct advantage and a priority to John Patton.
Because moving from a claims made carrier to an occurence policy carrier requires the purchase of “tail
coverage” that costs in excess of 250,000, | decided it was not in our interest to move out of MARCIT until we
had been on an occurence policy for the year before we moved to another occurance policy.

Approximately one week before the renewal in 20086, the reinsurance for the occurance policy for MARCIT fell
through so MARCIT could not convert the policy that year. They did receive commitments from the reinsurer to
convert effective July 1, 2007 and the coverage documents were amended to reflect an occurance policy.

April of this year we proceed to again get quotes from MOPERM — they do not accept applications earlier
tnan the 90 days before your renewal. I[nitial analysis indicated significant savings to the County. In late May;, |
met with the principal employees of MOPERM for a thorough review of coverage, costs, services. That
meeting generated several areas that required additional applications for coverage gaps and revisions to
property values. The finals quotes were received yesterday afternoon and Carol Wilson has prepared the

attached spreadsheet.

MOPERM was created in the 1980’s to provide adequate insurance protection to all local governmental
agencies in Missouri. It was started for public entities by legislation and is still governed by statutory
oversight. Coverage’s match those that public entities must have to meet statutory requirements.

Since MOPERM’s start up membership has dramatically increased to encompass the largest majority of public
entities in the State of Missouri.

Advantages of MOPERM: ,
MOPERM has 72 member counties compared to MARCIT’s 3 member counties, therefore knowledgeable

about county government. MOPERM claims adjusters are local and understand public entity liability and
property statutes and adjust claims accordingly. MARCIT’S primary service base is municipalities.

Dividends are paid to members after a period of time based on overall MOPERM profitability.

Liability coverage is provided on an “occurrence” basis. MARCIT's occurance policy has a limited extended
»orting period but did convert from a claims made to to an occurence policy on July 1, 2007.

Savings in deductibles paid will be significant. In 2006 Boone County paid $ 47,229.16 in deductibles. These
same claims using MOPERM deductibles would have been $ 36,956.78 or a savings of $ $ 10,272.38. In



2007 Boone County paid $ 112,548.29 in deductibles. These same claims using MOPERM'’s deductibles
would have been $ 50,711.00 or a savings of $ 61,837.29.

Currently we have 16 open claims and we will pay $146,425.42 in deductibles for these claims through
ARCIT. With MOPERM the deductible paid would have been $ 75,326.97 or a savings of $71,098.45.

| also spoke with numerous clerks whose counties are members of MOPERM and all seem satisfied with the
service and stability of MOPERM. Lincoln County has had one of the larger law enforcement claims and the
felt that the claim was handled without any problems.

We will be able to select deductible amounts annually for all coverage's.

Disadvantages of MOPERM:
MOPERM is a schedule policy paying 115% of the property value listed in the event of a total disaster of the

property. We currently have a blanket policy that pays replacement costs regardless of the amount provided
on our property schedules.

MOPERM does not offer Engineers E&O coverage; this coverage must be purchased through a broker. The
cost of this is approximately $15,950 annually. Coverage for the Condo Health Board must also be purchased
through a broker. However the savings in premium for the Condo Board E&O through the broker is more than

half the cost of MARCIT premium. ($950 vs. $2,000)

MOPERM has only 1 Loss Control Specialist for over 900 entities so we will experience significant decrease in
loss control support. In addition, 5% of our MARCIT premium is set aside for our unrestricted use in safety

programs.

Advantages of MARCIT
MARCIT has 3 Loss Control Specialists to assist us with our safety program. They provide many of the safety

lining sessions at no cost. The MARCIT 5% Safety Incentive provides an additional 30,000 a year for safety
programs and can be carried over from year to year. This money has been invaluable in the replacement of
space heaters that were fire hazards, electrical work to prevent overloading of circuits and fire hazards and the

numerous unbudgeted safety items that crop up during safety inspections.

MARCIT also has a standing contract with a law firm that specializes in personnel law that can be utilized by
member entities for legal advice at no cost.

MARCIT’s claims adjustment policies have been very generous by industry standards — particularly in the
property area. This has been a major benefit to the County as several significant claims have been adjusted
with very little controversy (although some disagreement). Rarely do claims of the magnitude we have
experienced receive the kinds of settlements we have been afforded.

The blanket property policy is a major advantage to the County and care will have to be taken to develop
accurate replacement costs for buildings and contents so they can be provided on our property schedules.
MOPERM has hired MAXIMUS to provide property appraisal services to members entities to assist in this.

Disadvantages of MARCIT

We have experienced a 27% increase in property and liability premiums since 2006 with MARCIT.

There will be a 25% penalty imposed by MARCIT by not giving a 90 day notice, but even with the penalty the
total premium for 2008 for liability and property will only be $1200 more than MARCIT’s premium for

108/2009.

In addition, MARCIT is rapidly expanding it's Health and Dental pool through expansion into Kansas and
agreements to add school districts to the pool. The P&C pool is small in comparison to the other two pools but



Karen - responses to your questions in red (at least in my email they are) I'm attaching in a word
document also. Wendy

' remember when we looked at making this change several years ago as you discuss in your
ackground. Does choosing an insurance carrier not require a RFP process? Or is it because

MOPERM is a statuatory organization?

MARCIT s a pool formed under the intergovernmental contract statutes (same that we use for things
such as having the City manage the Health Dept) and MOPERM is a statutory body. Both were
formed because private insurance was abandoning public entities whenever the market hardened.
Private insurers can, during soft markets, undercut pricing of MARCIT and MOPERM and most of
those entities who have fallen for that have lived to regret it when the market turns sour and they lose
coverage. Boone County suffered this fate more than once during the mid-80’s and found ourselves
without any coverage at times. | want no part of that nightmare again and if you value your personal
wealth you won't either. On two different occasions John and | had to advise Commissioners and the
Sheriff to place assets under a spouse or dependents control to protect it as we found ourselves
without any law enforcement e/o coverage (MARCIT did not offer it at that time). If you would like fo
travel that road again then we need to prepare officials for their personal liability.in certain kinds of

lawsuits.

It just appears that we are always pushing these issues at the last minute not giving us time to really
review all the options. Had we went through the RFP process the Commission would be better
informed. | know you mentioned in the hall one day you were looking at the county's insurance but |
didn't realize it was on such a fast track.

Palieve me | hate these schedules but it appears to be how this indusiry works — both public and

_ wate. We found out 2 days before our renewal once that we were cancelled. We still don't have
coverage documents from MARCIT to analyze so what coverage we do have could be changed
{although as a Board Member | received a draft on Monday night). In MARCIT'S defense on that they
are at the mercy of the reinsurance underwriters. Last year we did not receive coverage documents
until several months after renewal, the previous year the coverage document | thought would be an
occurance policy was changed in the days before the renewal because of reinsurance issues..

MOPERM’S property is a pooled purchase arrangement with a private insurer (as has MARCIT in
some years) with a self insured retention fund. The private insurers work on these last minute

timeframes and like a very short response period.

MOPERM does not allow you to apply for coverage until 90 days before your renewal date. It takes
weeks after that for them to work with underwriters to come up with a quote (particularly with our
miserable loss history the past few years). | met with the MOPERM staff within 5 days after receiving
the initial quote. It was during this meeting that numerous issues were identified that required
additional data collection on our side and additional underwriting on MOPERMS. Our original target
date for decision was June 10 but that had to be pushed back for the following reasons:

1. The schedule policy issue involved us restructuring the property schedule.

2. MOPERM is required by law to work through a local broker {Naught and Naught). We provided
Maught and Naught with schedules the first of April but many of the schedules they submitted to the

Jerwriter were the property schedules from our application 3 years ago. This was not discovered
until my meeting with MOPERM officials so those updated schedules had to be resubmitted.



3. MOPERMS coverages are separated out into numerous smaller areas that had to be clarified and
valued after my meeting (i.e. they do not provide Engineers Liability or coverage for the Condo
board). We also needed to separate items such as valuable papers (previously under our building
~ontents) fine arts, fidelity crime etc.. These were all rolled into other coverages on our schedule and
2eded to be segregated to insure they were appropriately accounted for on individual schedules.

As | said previously, our final numbers were not received until iate Tuesday.

>

> In looking over the DISADVANTAGES of MOPERM you state that the policy pays 115% of property
value instead of replacement cost. Over the past year, we have had several claims with the hail
damage on cars, roofs, etc. Can you give me some idea of the what we would have received
compared to replacement cost we did receive?

The pay replacement costs up to 115% of the value we set so it is up to us to maintain the
appropriate value schedules.

None of the claims in the past year would have exceeded our schedules so they would have been
covered the same (except for claim adjustment issues | will address below). We have been keeping
a fairly close tab on those in recent years even thought Terry Norwood states MARCIT has a blanket
policy. I have never seen the coverage documents for the carrier who covers the amounts above the
self insured retention (even as a board member). Also, MARCIT has moved this to a schedule policy
in the past (without even notifying members — [ found out by accident one year).

My major concemn is the Courthouse as the value of historic facilities of that design and quality are

extremely hard to value. We increase that to 90 million based on some historic building appraisal

~ervices Naught and Naught consulted for us. | also discussed this with Kathy Lioyd and asked her
. have the architects come up with a separate estimate. She did send an email fo them and we wiil

adjust that if we are off.

My other concern was in the valuable papers section — MOPERM thinks Pm high but | have had
experience with the extremely high costs of records restoration. The courthouse fire in 1989 caused
minor damage to the facility but the smoke and water damage resulted in hundreds of thousands of
dollars in records resteration costs — the company was there for months hand cleaning each
document. We have received quotes from restoration companies on square footage costs and wili

adjust that also.

Except for these two areas, | think we have fairly good numbers.- as long as the content replacement
~values June develops in the inventory are accurate and | beligve they are. We have fairly extensive

inventory files so I'm comfortable with that.

MOPERM does pay the MAXIMUS appraisal fees.

What will it cost us to put together the loss control program now supplied by MARCIT?

That is really hard o say. When | met with MOPERM it was an area we discussed extensively. The
loss control person they do have seems extremely knowledgeable and they are well aware that we
have had much greater loss control services with MARCIT. One possible advantage — they feel they

an learn from us and are willing to make that effort. Their loss control specialist lives in Columbia so
I told him he would now become our personal LC. Guy. They have similar resources available as far
as film libraries, newsletters etc. Although they are spread thinner, they also stated most of their



entities are so small they do not need loss control services. Boone County will be the big elephant in
the room so | feel comfortable that they will strive to provide us with a similar level of service.

They do have experience with another former MARCIT member (Lee;s Summit) and have worked
ith them to maintain the same safety programs that MARCIT provided.

>
> ADVANTAGES of MARCIT you identify the approximately $30,000 we receive for safety incentives.
According to Carol's spread sheet, we will lose $29,600 from the safety committee.

MOPERM was very intrigued by this program when | discussed it with them and we have already
agreed to try to get their board to institute some similar type of program.

Is there not some way of recooping some of this through safety equipment purchased by either the
sheriff's department or the Public Works- Facility Maintenance department? | think we had some
safety equipment in this year's budget, maybe it has already been purchased. Can you check into this

with these departments?

I guess | don't understand the recouping piece of this statement. | would recommend we utilize any
premium savings to fund some of these. In addition, the WC fund needs to cover some of this as
many of these things are being done to keep the WC people at the state from coming down on us.

Will MOPERM cover the cost of the MAXIMUS contract or will we have to pay for it yearly? Will we be

Juired to do the property value updates yearly?
MOPERM will pay for this every 3 years — MAXIMUS will also provide and inflation adjuster in the

intervening years.
Is that something that can be done in house by Bob or Tom S.?

Tom's office has been providing appraisal services on our facilities for the past 10 years (that's how
we made so much money off the storage garage at the fairground as Tom’s office had it scheduled as
the airport hanger based on its prior use when it was Cotton Woods Airport. That was a 700,000

bonus to the County.

We've worked with several of the appraisers over the years and all have been uncomfortable with
their ability to establish a decent courthouse value (hence my discomfort).

> DISADVANTAGES of MARCIT, | agree it seems the increases have been extreme, | remember the
discussion with Public Works about the costs they were experiencing. | totally agree with the need to
move to a lower deductible, ultimately we could save a great deal just in this component.

>

Savings on the deductible may vary depending on our losses but certainly it will be a more stable

situation.

I do want to clarify the cost increases as they are not just dependent on MARCIT rate increases (nor

- | MOPERMS). Our costs go up when our expenditures increase/our property values increase/ we
purchase new property etc. Although MOPERM'S rate increases have been lower than MARCITS we
will probably see increases that are attributable to things other than rates.



One advantage to MOPERM [ did not address was their underwriting criteria is broader than
MARCIT's and more accurately reflects our exposures. | have always disagreed with MARCITS
move from standard industry underwriting to payroll based underwriting as it does not accurately
aflect our exposure and | believe put Boone County at a distinct disadvantage.

MOPERMS underwriting is based on a broader range of things that are more closely fied to exposure
i.e. miles of road, number of personnel (vs payroll}, operating budgets, number of vehicals etc. These
items are less subject to swings than strictly payroll. Our miles of road don't really change and the
increase in number of employees has a much lower impact than the increase in overall payroll
(particularly in years we have salary schedule adjustments). This is a much fairer allocation method

for us.

| believe | mentioned in my previous memo the unknown factor of “claims adjusting”. | have not heard
any complaints about MOPERM but it is my opinion that Thomas McGee was more that generous in
its adjustment of our claims — probably to the detriment of the pool’s financial status but certainly to
Boone County’s benefit. Because MARCIT has terminated the contract with Thomas McGee | would
have to rate this area as an unknown as to which would be to our advantage.

> On the COST COMPARISON spread sheet the MARCIT premiums are stated as annual premiums.
However, the spread sheet indicates that the MOPERM premium for property is for six months only. If
that is the case, is the true FY2008 premium another $120,744.50 for a total premium of $842, 673.00
including the $154,130.00 penalty? | think we should separate the penalty from the premium so we
can track apples to apples in the future. Where were we going to get the funding for the next six
months if this is the case? | am just confused about this and maybe there is a simple explanation.

MOPERM has a calendar year coverage period so our next premium will be for 2009 and it would be
full year premium out of the 2009 budget (same as we would budget for 2009 MARCIT only paid
earlier than our July 1, 2009 renewal) 1 did clarify with MOPERM that we would not be expecied to
pay the 2009 premium out of 2008 funds - they are used to county governments that have budget
approvals after first of the year. They generally don’t get county premium payments untii Feb of the

coverage year.

We had this same situation with the WC conversion. Basically we cover the penalty by the change in
coverage dates. That works fine on the budgetary impact on this end of the conversion — where we
would get dinged would be if we decided in later years to move back into MARCIT for either the WC
or these coverages as we would then have 1.5 payments in a budget year (6 month premium to

July 1 then a full year premium in July)

| agree the penalty needs to be separated out as it was confusing to me on the spreadsheet (| have
asked Carol to do this for the payment paperwork) We'll probably do it the same as the WC
conversion {although we were primarily paying ourselves the 8 month premium but we did payout the
penalty)

>

> |t appears where the greatest savings comes in is the liability deductible. The property claims
deductible is about the same, but the replacement value makes MARCIT a more desirable product. Is
there any way of splitting property claims from general liabiilty and only move the liability to

MOPERM?

ARCIT’s P/C pool is not splittable. | have always felt that our long term interests would be to
purchase property insurance from MARCIT and self insure our liability. 1 don’t think MARCIT is
interested in splitting that pool as the property side generally carries the fund (except for Boone

County the past few years)



An interesting advantage to MOPERM is that they are amenable to splitting some of these coverages
so It might be possible to look into self insuring some of the liability in the future and keeping the
atability of the property coverage (although at a higher cost than MARCIT)

I also want to reiterate that MARCIT has in the past had schedule policies and could change that in
the future. Certainly a blanket policy is to our advantage from an administrative standpoint but should

not cause a problem if we come up with adequate schedules.

> Other than those questions , what did the other counties say about the yearly increases they have
experienced with MOPERM? How does it compare to MARCIT's yearly increases?

>

[ think 1 addressed this above when | discussed distribution of costs. As noted the rate increases
have been lower and more stable with MOPERM but premium has other factors than just rates.
MARCIT'S rates have not increase by 27 percent but the combination of rate increases and our
payroll increases and our losses combine {o contribute to the wild swings (not to mention that
MARCIT's distribution between the coverages {auto, law enforcement, general liability) has never
been standardized so it fluctuates widely from year to year). | believe the rating system utilized by
MOPERM will stabilize this. Please keep in mind that rate increases provided may or may not apply
to us as our growth drives some of the premium costs. Spreading it over more stable factors than just
payroll should keep us closer to the rate increase percentage than we have been

MOPERM has also issued dividends to its members — MARCIT has never been in a position
financially to do that in the P&C pool. Based on its current financial status and future plans for

administrative growth, | see no potential for this at all.

> Hopefully we can get these questions answered before Commission. | will be in emergency
management training in the morning at the Armory but will check email.
>

One last note | did not bring up in my earlier memo was how impressed | was with the quality of the
management staff at MOPERM. Across the board they had a strong grasp of ther programs. It was
a very in-depth session into the nitty gritty of their programs and | found each of the peopie at the
table has an outstanding grasp of their area of responsibility. MOPERM seem committed to reducing
its overhead and dependence on outside market factors (they have successfully transitioned out of
the need for reinsurance). | felt the team at MOPERM has very strong commitment to the mission the

legislature intended for local government insurance needs.

> Karen



the administrative costs of this expansion in the health pool are partially born by the P&C pool. MARCIT is
also in the process of investing in their own building which may also have an impact on the administrative costs

in the near future.

'ARCIT has also contracted with a new TPA for the P&C pool so it could be that claims adjustment might
nore closely reflect the industry. That is speculation of course but the adjustment services may not be as

generous as in the past.

MARCIT is also in the process on reorganizing and has created another entity (Midwest Risk) that will provide
administrative and contracted services to the MARCIT Pool and a new Kansas Pool. This was created in
response to a desire by the board to expand the membership in the health and dental pool. 1 admit to some
uncertainty about the advisability of this and its impact on the other pools is unknown at this time.

Summary
Estimated premium for 2008-2009 for MARCIT is $ 720,721.13. Estimated premium for 2008-2009 for

MOPERM is $ 688,543.00 for a savings of $32,178.13 in premiums.

Having lower deductibles on liability coverage’s will result in significant savings in deductibles paid out.
Current deductibles with MARCIT are $25,000 for liability and $5,000 for property. MOPERM deductibles will
be $1,000 for liability and $5,000 for property.

| would recommend the County proceed to transfer it's property, casualty, liability coverage to
MOPERM effective July 1, 2008.
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CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER

STATE OF MISSOURI June Session of the April Adjourned Term.20 (08
ea
County of Boone

h
In the County Commission of said county, on the 26 day of June 20 08

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

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone, pursuant to section 5.7
EXTENDED LEAVE OF ABSENCE WITHOUT PAY of the Boone County Personnel Policy
manual, the County Commission does hereby approve the request for Missy Pollard's leave of
absence in excess of 30 days. Approval is granted through and including September 5th, 2008.

Done this 26™ day of June, 2008.

Kenneth M. Pearson
Presiding Commissioner

Ajji/( - Alie I Ad U

Karen\M. Miller

W'éndy S. Noren District I Commissioner
Clerk of the County Commission %%‘/
Skip ElkiN

District II Commissioner



BOONE COUNTY

Department of Information Technology
ROGER B. WILSON BOONE COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER
801 E. Walnut, Room 221
Columbia, MO 65201-4890
573-886-4315

Aron Gish Director
Date: June 26", 2008

From: Aron Gish

To: Ken Pearson, Presiding Commissioner

Karen Miller, District I Commissioner
Skip Elkin, District I Commissioner

Subject: Helpdesk Technician — Extended Leave of Absence without Pay

cc: Betty Dickneite - Human Resources Director
Carol Wilson — County Clerk’s Office

As Administrative Authority of the Information Technology Department and according to the Personnel Policy
section 5.6: Leave of Absence without Pay, I have granted Missy Pollard, Helpdesk Technician, 30 days leave
without pay beginning June 3, 2008. (June 3 — July 3)

I am requesting Commission approval to grant Missy an extended leave of absence in excess of 30 days without pay,
according to section 5.7: Extended Leave of Absence without Pay of the Personnel Policy. If granted this leave of

absence with out pay would terminate on September 5™, 2008.

Thank you for your consideration.

3172007
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CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER

STATE OF MISSOURI June Session of the April Adjourned Term.20 (08
ea
County of Boone

In the County Commission of said county, on the 26 day of June 20 08

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

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the Road
Improvement Agreement with the City of Columbia for Brown School Road, Clark Lane, and
Scott Boulevard. It is further ordered the Presiding Commissioner is hereby authorized to sign said
agreement.

Done this 26" day of June, 2008.

Kenheth M. Pearson

Presiding ommissioner
ATTEST:
K ?‘\//w; Jh/ A e
M . A/m% Karep M. Miller

Wendy S. Néren District I Commissioner
Clerk of the County Commission

Skip Elkin M
District II Commissioner



ROAD IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT

This agreement is entered into on this _ze™ day of Jene , 2008,

between the City of Columbia, Missouri, a municipal corporation (“City”) and the County
of Boone, Missouri, a political subdivision (“County”).

City and County agree as follows:

The parties agree that the following roads lying partially within the Columbia city
limits and partially in unincorporated Boone County are in need of improvement:

a. Brown School Road extending from Highway 763 west to Providence
Road,

b. Clark Lane extending from Lake of the Woods intersection to Route PP,
and

C. Scott Boulevard extending from Rollins Road to Route K.

City and County agree that City may design these road improvement projects
including those portions outside the city limits at its expense. City will afford
County the opportunity to review and comment on the plans and specifications
for each project before the project is let for bid.

Parties agree that City may acquire all necessary rights-of-way and easements
needed for the road improvement projects both for those sections of the roads
that are within the city limits and those that are outside the current city limits.

City may construct the three road improvement projects at its expense. County
may contribute to the cost of the road improvement projects by future agreement.

City shall consult with County whenever construction of these projects affects
road closings or other transportation needs of the County.

After each of these road improvement projects is completed and the work is
accepted by the City, the improved road shall become part of the City street
system and City shall be solely responsible for maintenance of the improved road
section.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this agreement on the date

and year first above written.

CITY OF COLUMBIA, MISSOURI

i e

A William Watkins, City Manager

By:

3y 2008y



ATTEST:

Do Do O—

Sheela Amin, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

A

Fred Boeckmann, City Counselor

ATTEST:

i

Wendy Nofen, County Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Ol W oe

CoWselor

COUNTY OF BOONE, MISSOURI

By:

Kenneth M. Pearson,
Presiding Commissioner




Introduced by Jaunkv
First Reading b-2-CR

Second Reading -1

Ordinance No. 0419954

Council Bill No. B 165-08

AN ORDINANCE

authorizing the City Manager to execute an agreement with the
County of Boone relating to improvement of roadway corridors
in shared jurisdictional areas along portions of Brown School
Road, Clark Lane and Scott Boulevard; and fixing the time
when this ordinance shall become effective.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLUMBIA, MISSOURI, AS
FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The City Manager is hereby authorized to execute an agreement with
the County of Boone relating to improvement of roadway corridors in shared jurisdictional
areas along portions of Brown School Road, Clark Lane and Scott Boulevard. The form

and content of the agreement shall be substantially as set forth in "Exhibit A" attached
hereto and made a part hereof as fully as if set forth herein verbatim.

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its
passage.

PASSED this__\oft  day of Jone
ATTEST:

o L s

Mayor and Presiding Officer

, 2008.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

17 /50

City Counselor

SUBULIDS

e

iy ul Pefid 156610
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STATE OF MISSOURI June Session of the April Adjourned Term.20 (8
€a.

County of Boone _

In the County Commission of sald county, on the 264 dayof  June 20 08

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

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone docs hereby approve the Road
Improvement Agreement with the City of Columbia for Brown School Road, Clark Lane, and
Scott Boulevard. It is further ordercd the Presiding Commissioner is hereby authorized to sign said
agreement.

Done this 26" day ol June, 2008. -
Kcnheth M. Pearson
Presiding Zlommissioner
ATTEST:

At are}l M. Miller
Wendy S. Noren - District I Commissioner

Clerk of the County Commission

Skip Elkin
District TT Commissioner
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CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER

STATE OF MISSOURI } June Session of the April Adjourned Term.20 08
ea

County of Boone

In the County Commission of said county, on the 26 day of June 20 08

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

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby appoint Richard
Shanker to the Building Code Commission for a term beginning June 24, 2008, and ending June
30, 2009.

Done this 26" day of June, 2008.

Kenneth M. Pearson

Presiding Commissioner
ATTEST: oA ) \
Az A0

424“45 ;‘ 4, Karer| M. Miller
Wendy S. Ndren - District I Commissioner
Clerk of the County Commission g

Skip Elkiy
District II Commissioner
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Boone County Government Center
801 E. Walnut, Room 245
Columbia, MO 65201

573-886-4305 ¢ FAX $73-886-4311
E-mail: commission@boonecountymo.org

Ken Pearson, Presiding Commissioner
Karen M. Willer, District | Commissioner
Skip Eikin District It Commissioner

offr Rt efe oy
ey res b]bblcq

VWE‘D BOONE COUNTY BOARD OR COMMISSION
APPLICATION FORM
Board or Commission:; BU('—D(I\I Cczms CortHistons Term: Z«ie‘/ ,
Current Township: C etV B A Today's Date:. O =22Qf

Name: £ L Crtomap §V(D~N <& £

Home Address: o BoX (0202 Town CowUMB (o ZipCode: MO 6S2 05
Business Address: Town Zip Code:

Home Phone: Work Phone:

Fax: E-mail:

Qualifications: menerr CTY Boc, EcectPieac CoONnTEACTOR—
ELE LECTRcA — cund PLUNBIN G  BoALNS | BONGS <OUNTY [Up

Past Community Service: £ &5+ ApovE

References: % &+ P EAIN L a2 e M oelgr , Rean /mru’\

| have no objections to the information in this application being made public. To the best of

my knowledge at this time | can serve a full term if appointed. | do hereby certify that the
above information is true and accurate. M

Applicant
Signature

Return Application Boone County Commission Office
To: Boone County Government Center
801 East Walnut, Room 245
Columbia, MO 65201
Fax: 573-886-4311

An Affirmative action/Equal Opportunity Institution
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CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER

STATE OF MISSOURI } June Session of the April Adjourned Term.20 08
ea

County of Boone

h
In the County Commission of said county, on the 26 day of June 20 08

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

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby appoint Jerry C.
Olson to the Building Code Commission for a term beginning April 30, 2008, and ending April
30, 2010.

Done this 26™ day of June, 2008.

Kenneth M. Pearson
PresidingZommissioner

ATTEST: PPN
2 ?; f fee S SAAL:
: Karen M. Miller
Wendy S. Néren District [ Commissioner
Clerk of the County Commission %{\—«

Skip Elkin \
District II Commissioner




Al Tf2olo¥

Ken Pearson, Presiding Commissioner
Karen M. Miller, District | Commissioner
Skip Elkin District Il Commissioner

effecdt - 4f3nfod
oN

Boone County Government C
Columbia, MO 6

E-mail: commission@boonecountym

RUSE IS
Boone County Commlssmn

573-886-4305 e FAX 573-886-

320 -2e08

enter

801 E. Walnut, Room 245

5201
4311
0.0rg

BOONE COUNTY BOARD OR COMMISSION
APPLICATION FORM

Board or Commission: ?&((/c[/mq C&‘/ﬁ GO?W'W/fSIO)’/ Term:
/

Current Township: Today’s Date: é /_:2(3
Name: T Je 7/ u[ [ @/So/f]

Home Address: Cle own /a Zip Code: (ng)a%
Business Address: Town Zip Code:

Home Phone: Work Phone: |

Fax: 573 - EA3- 5250 E-mail:

Qualifications: __

tpst ﬂgﬁlaaf/mtfe 2%/, S oo

2

Past Community Service: E’g@ﬁg Covn é7 ey ozl //dfé;
VEQ'QEcl é Zﬂﬁiﬁf Y /

References: Béé ngé ! 22@Q£ éi!ﬁgéz ﬁgﬁﬁﬁ’@?

| have no objections to the information in this application being made public. To the best of
my knowledge at this time | can serve a full terpr'if appointed. | do hereby certify that the

above information is true and accurate. %
//4 A _

pl
Slgézre

Return Application Boone County Commission Office
To: Boone County Government Center
801 East Walnut, Room 245
Columbia, MO 65201
Fax: 573-886-4311

An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Institution



