FAIRFIELD CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA
FAIRFIELD MUNICIPAL BUILDING
5350 PLEASANT AVENUE
FAIRFIELD, OHIO 45014

Monday, February 9, 2015

7:00 PM

MAYOR......oooiii STEVE MILLER COUNCILMEMBER AT-LARGE...CHAD OBERSON
COUNCILMEMBER 15T WARD........... ADAM B. JONES COUNCILMEMBER AT-LARGE...MIKE SNYDER
COUNCILMEMBER 2"° WARD......... MARTY JUDD COUNCILMEMBER AT-LARGE...BILL WOESTE
COUNCILMEMBER 3%° WARD......... DEBBIE PENNINGTON CITY MANAGER...........ccceveii ARTHUR E. PIZZANO
COUNCILMEMBER 4™ WARD......... TERRY SENGER CLERK OF COUNCIL................ ALISHA WILSON
LAW DIRECTOR.........oeevennnnnn. JOHN H. CLEMMONS

Guidelines for Citizen Comments: Thank you for your interest and participation in city government. Fairfield City Council’s Guidelines for
Citizen Comments describe the rules for addressing City Council. The guidelines are posted in the Council Chambers.

ADA Notice: The City of Fairfield is pleased to provide accommodations to disabled individuals or groups and encourage full participation in
city government. Should special accommodations be required, please contact the Clerk of Council at 867-5383 at least 48 hours in advance of the
meeting.

1. Callto Order

2. Prayer/Pledge of Allegiance

3. RollCall

4. Agenda Modifications

5. Executive Session Requests

6. Special Presentations and Citizen Comments

a) John Jones Proclamation
b) Marine Corps Oath of Enlistment Ceremony

7. Public Hearing(s)
8. Mayor/Council Reports
9. Approval of Minutes
a) Regular Meeting Minutes of January 26, 2015
10. OLD BUSINESS

(A) DEVELOPMENT SERVICES COMMITTEE
Bill Woeste, Chairman; Adam Jones, Vice Chairman, Mike Snyder, Member

(1) Ordinance amending Ordinance No. 166-84, the Codified Ordinances of Fairfield, Ohio, Section 1141.02,
the City of Fairfield, Ohio, Zoning Map by approving the amended concept plan for the Patterson Place
Planned Unit Development by approving the Final Development Plan for Senior Housing on Patterson
Drive.

e Ordinance — Hold Second Reading for Planning Commission Recommendation

(2) Ordinance to authorize the City Manager to enter into a Professional Services Contract with the Fairfield
Chamber of Commerce.

e Ordinance — Second Reading



(B)
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
Chad Oberson, Chairman; Mike Snyder, Vice Chairman, Bill Woeste, Member

(1) Resolution declaring necessity of repairing sidewalks (including aprons).

e Resolution — Third Reading
e Motion — Adoption

11. NEW BUSINESS

(A)

(B)

(©)

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES COMMITTEE
Bill Woeste, Chairman; Adam Jones, Vice Chairman, Mike Snyder, Member

(1) Ordinance amending Ordinance No. 166-84, the Codified Ordinances of Fairfield, Ohio, Section 1141.02,
the City of Fairfield, Ohio, Zoning Map.

e Motion — Read by Title Only (Optional)
e Ordinance — First Reading

(2) Ordinance amending Ordinance No. 166-84, the Codified Ordinances of Fairfield, Ohio, Section 1141.02,
the City of Fairfield, Ohio, Zoning Map.

e Motion — Read by Title Only (Optional)
¢ Ordinance — First Reading

(3) Ordinance amending Ordinance No. 166-84, the Codified Ordinances of Fairfield, Ohio, Section 1141.02,
the City of Fairfield, Ohio, Zoning Map.

e Motion — Read by Title Only (Optional)
e Ordinance - First Reading

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
Chad Oberson, Chairman; Mike Snyder, Vice Chairman, Bill Woeste, Member

(1) Ordinance to authorize the City Manager to enter into a one (1) year contract with options for years two (2)
and three (3) with Adleta Construction of Cincinnati, Ohio for the 2015 Sidewalk/Apron Replacement
Program.

e Motion — Read by Title Only (Optional)
e Ordinance — First Reading

(2) Ordinance to authorize the City Manager to enter into a one (1) year contract with options for years two (2)
and three (3) with Prus Construction of Cincinnati, Ohio for the 2015 Concrete Repair and Replacement
Program.

e Motion — Read by Title Only (Optional)
e Ordinance — First Reading

FINANCE & BUDGET COMMITTEE
Terry Senger, Chairman; Debbie Pennington, Vice Chairman, Chad Oberson, Member

(1) Ordinance to authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract with Quality Publishing Company, Inc. for
Public Communications Services and declaring an emergency.

e Motion — Read by Title Only (Optional)
e Ordinance — First Reading
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e  Motion — Suspend Second and Third Readings
e Motion — Adoption

(2) Contractual Appropriations - $290,000 for the 2015 Sidewalk/Apron Replacement Program; $300,000 for
the 2015 Concrete Repair and Replacement Program.

Motion — Read by Title Only (Optional)
Ordinance - First Reading

Motion — Suspend Second and Third Readings
Motion — Adoption

(3) Non-Contractual Appropriations - $6,500 for repairs to Medic 32; $28,830 for master planning and civil
engineering services for recreational pre-development; $30,500 for Lime Feasibility Study.

e Motion — Read by Title Only (Optional)
e Ordinance - First Reading
e  Motion — Suspend Second and Third Readings
e Motion — Adoption
12.  Meeting Schedule

Monday, February 23 Regular Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

Monday, March 9 Regular Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

Monday, March 23 Regular Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

13. Executive Session of Council (if needed)

14. Adjournment



MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING OF COUNCIL
JANUARY 26, 2015

Call to Order
Mayor Steve Miller called the Regular Meeting of Council to order at 7:00 PM at the Fairfield Municipal
Building, 5350 Pleasant Avenue.

Prayer/Pledge of Allegiance
Councilmember Pennington led in prayer and the Pledge of Allegiance.

Roll Call

Clerk Wilson called the roll of Council. Present members were Councilmember Debbie Pennington,
Councilmember Marty Judd, Councilmember Terry Senger, Councilmember Chad Oberson,
Councilmember Mike Snyder, and Councilmember Bill Woeste.

Councilmember Judd, seconded by Councilmember Snyder, moved to excuse Councilmember Jones.
Motion carried 6-0.

Agenda Modifications
No Agenda Modifications.

Executive Session Requests
Councilmember Judd, seconded by Councilmember Woeste, moved for Executive Session to discuss
employment and compensation of personnel. Motion carried 6-0.

Special Presentations and Citizen Comments

Bob Hayden Proclamation

Councilmember Judd read a proclamation for Bob Hayden, honoring him for his service to the City of
Fairfield. Mayor Miller presented Mr. Hayden with a Key to the City and thanked him for his service and
for being one of the "Fouding Fathers" of the City of Fairfield. Mr. Hayden thanked Mayor Miller and
Councilmember Judd.

Public Hearing(s)

No Public Hearings.

Mayor/Council Reports

Councilmember Judd reported that the Wastewater Treatment Plant Generator Project, which started
before the holidays, is underway and the generator is scheduled to arrive in early February. Also, the
foundation work for Biosolids Storage Building #3 is complete and the iron work is underway. Lastly, the
Pleasant Avenue Water Line Improvement Project is on target to begin in early February.

Councilmember Pennington reported that Marsh Park has a new shelter house overlooking the lake.
Although the fishing lake is closed for the season, the park is open to walkers.

Councilmember Snyder reported that Boards and Commissions applications are being accepted through
February 13. Applications are available online or at the Municipal Building. There are 21 volunteer
vacancies to be filled and brief interviews will be held on March 7. He also reported on the security
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improvements at Fairfield City Schools. The district was awarded a state grant of $95,000 that provided
new security cameras, as well as partitions to direct visitors to a waiting area or an office in all district
buildings, which add extra security to the school buildings.

Approval of Minutes
Regular Meeting Minutes of January 12, 2015
e The Regular Meeting Minutes of January 12, 2015 were approved as written

OLD BUSINESS

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES COMMITTEE
Bill Woeste, Chairman; Adam Jones, Vice Chairman, Mike Snyder, Member

Ordinance amending Ordinance No. 166-84, the Codified Ordinances of Fairfield, Ohio, Section 1141.02,
the City of Fairfield, Ohio, Zoning Map by approving the amended concept plan for the Patterson Place
Planned Unit Development by approving the Final Development Plan for Senior Housing on Patterson
Drive.

Legislative Action: The second reading of this ordinance was held pending recommendation from the
Planning Commission.

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
Chad Oberson, Chairman; Mike Snyder, Vice Chairman, Bill Woeste, Member

Resolution declaring necessity of repairing sidewalks (including aprons).

Legislative Action: Councilmember Oberson presented the second reading of this resolution.
NEW BUSINESS

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES COMMITTEE
Bill Woeste, Chairman; Adam Jones, Vice Chairman, Mike Snyder, Member

Ordinance to authorize the City Manager to enter into a Professional Services Contract with the Fairfield
Chamber of Commerce.

Councilmember Bill Woeste, seconded by Councilmember Terry Senger moved to read the following
ordinance by title only. Motion Carried 6-0.

Background: City Manager Pizzano recommended a contract with the Fairfield Chamber of Commerce.
The city enters into a contract with the Chamber every year and the Chamber then provides services and
reports to the city. Mr. Pizzano introduced Kert Radel, President of the Chamber of Commerce. Mr.
Radel thanked the city for their continued support of the Chamber of Commerce and stated that it
makes a big difference to businesses for the City and the Chamber to have such a close working
relationship. Legislative Action: Councilmember Woeste presented the first reading of this ordinance.
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
Chad Oberson, Chairman; Mike Snyder, Vice Chairman, Bill Woeste, Member

Ordinance to authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract with Champion Cleaning Specialists,
Inc. for the 2015 Storm Sewer Cleaning on Nilles Road (between Pleasant Avenue and River Road).

Councilmember Chad Oberson, seconded by Councilmember Mike Snyder moved to read the following
ordinance by title only. Motion Carried 6-0.

Background: City Manager Pizzano recommended a contract with Champion Cleaning Specialists, Inc. for
the 2015 Storm Sewer Cleaning, which will take place on Nilles Road between Pleasant Avenue and River
Road this year. Legislative Action: Councilmember Oberson presented the first reading of this ordinance.

Councilmember Chad Oberson, seconded by Councilmember Mike Snyder moved to suspend the rules
requiring three (3) readings of this ordinance. Motion Carried 6-0. Councilmember Chad Oberson,
seconded by Councilmember Debbie Pennington moved to adopt. Motion Carried 6-0. ORDINANCE NO.
4-15. APPROVED 6-0.

FINANCE & BUDGET COMMITTEE
Terry Senger, Chairman; Debbie Pennington, Vice Chairman, Chad Oberson, Member

Councilmember Terry Senger, seconded by Councilmember Debbie Pennington moved to read the
following two (2) ordinances by title only. Motion Carried 6-0.

Contractual Appropriations - $125,000 for the 2015 Storm Sewer Cleaning.

Background: City Manager Pizzano recommended the appropriation for the 2015 Storm Sewer Cleaning,
the contract for which was previously approved. Legislative Action: Councilmember Senger presented
the first reading of this ordinance.

Councilmember Terry Senger, seconded by Councilmember Bill Woeste moved to suspend the rules
requiring three (3) readings of this ordinance. Motion Carried 6-0. Councilmember Terry Senger,
seconded by Councilmember Chad Oberson moved to adopt. Motion Carried 6-0. ORDINANCE NO. 5-15.
APPROVED 6-0.

Non-Contractual Appropriations - $95,000 for the 2015 Annual Drainage Program; $85,000 for the 2015
Grounds, Entry-ways & Landscaping Program; $44,500 for repair/replacement/renovation of the
Fairfield Greens South Trace Irrigation System; $20,000 for Traffic Signal Video Detection Installation

Background: City Manager Pizzano recommended non-contractual appropriations for the 2015 Annual
Drainage Program and the 2015 Grounds, Entry-ways & Landscaping Program, both of which are annual
appropriations for small projects done throughout the city by city employees and other vendors, as well
as appropriations for the repair/replacement/renovation of Fairfield Greens South Trace Irrigation
System and for Traffic Signal Video Detection Installation. Legislative Action: Councilmember Senger
presented the first reading of this ordinance.



http://fairfield-city.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=277&meta_id=48640
http://fairfield-city.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=277&meta_id=48640
http://fairfield-city.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=277&meta_id=48646
http://fairfield-city.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=277&meta_id=48651
http://fairfield-city.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=277&meta_id=48651
http://fairfield-city.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=277&meta_id=48651

Councilmember Terry Senger, seconded by Councilmember Debbie Pennington moved to suspend the
rules requiring three (3) readings of this ordinance. Motion Carried 6-0. Councilmember Terry Senger,
seconded by Councilmember Bill Woeste moved to adopt. Motion Carried 6-0. ORDINANCE NO. 6-15.
APPROVED 6-0.

Meeting Schedule
Clerk Wilson read the following meeting schedule:

e Monday, February 9 Regular Meeting, 7:00 p.m.
e Monday, February 23 Regular Meeting, 7:00 p.m.
e Monday, March 9 Regular Meeting, 7:00 p.m.

Executive Session of Council (if needed)
The meeting adjourned to Executive Session at 7:25 PM.

Adjournment
The Regular Meeting adjourned at 8:15 PM.

ATTEST:

Clerk of Council
Date Approved

Mayor's Approval


http://fairfield-city.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=277&meta_id=48656

Item No._n @),
City of Fairfield, Ohio
City Council Meeting Communication

Date 11-10-2014

Item:
An ordinance approving a Final Development Plan for a 119 unit senior apartment
building on approximately 5.6 acres of land located on Patterson Drive.

Financial Impact:
None.

Synopsis:

The proposal is to construct a three story, 119 unit senior apartment building, The
proposed density for the site is 21 units per acre. The development will consist of both
one-bedroom and two-bedroom units. Plans and elevations will be located in City
Council’s workroom for viewing.

Background:

A Concept Plan, referred to as Patterson Place, was approved in 2010 for a three story
senior apartment building and patio homes. The apartment building was proposed to be
built in two phases with 120 total units using federal tax credits. The previous applicant
was unable to obtain the tax credits for the $18 million project.

Recommendation:
It is recommended that City Council have a first reading on this ordinance at the
November 10, 2014 meeting and set the public hearing date for November 24, 2014.

Legislative Actions: Rules Suspension and Adoption Requested? No.
Emergency Provision Needed? No.

Prepared by _

Approved for Content by:

Financial Review (where apphcable .
Legal Review (where applicable) L (SA' Ll e rn oo
Accepted for Council Agend&/;'d,wnu.‘skm
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BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, that:

Section 1.

Section 2.

Section 3.

Passed

Posted

First Reading
Second Reading

Third Reading

ATTEST:

ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 166-84, THE CODIFIED
ORDINANCES OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO, SECTION 1141.02, THE CITY OF
FAIRFIELD, OHIO, ZONING MAP BY APPROVING THE AMENDED
CONCEPT PLAN FOR THE PATTERSON PLACE PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENT BY APPROVING THE FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
FOR SENIOR HOUSING ON PATTERSON DRIVE.

The official Zoning Map of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, which is incorporated into
Ordinance No. 166-84, The Codified Ordinances of Fairfield, Ohio, Section
1141.02, is hereby amended by changing the zoning classification of the 5.6 acres
located on Patterson Drive (Part Lot 198 of the City of Fairfield, Butler County,
Ohio) from its present planned unit development concept plan residential
classification by approving the amended concept plan for Patterson Place Planned
Unit Development and the final development plan for Senior Housing on
Patterson Drive, a copy of which plan, including the written terms and conditions
which constitute a material part thereof, is on file in the office of the Clerk of
Council and which are incorporated herein by reference.

The Director of Development Services is hereby directed to change the official
Zoning Map of the City of Fairfield, Ohio in accordance with this ordinance.

This ordinance shall take effect at the earliest period allowed by law.

Mayor’s Approval

Rules Suspended

Clerk of Council




This is to certify that this Ordinance has been duly published by posting and summary
publication as provided by Charter.

Clerk of Council

Active Clients\City of Fairfield\Ordinances\2014\Patterson Drive PUD - Ord




Item No. . & )
City of Fairfield, Ohio
City Council Communication
Date: 1-26-15

Item:
An ordinance authorizing the City Manager to execute a Professional Services Contract with the Fairfield
Chamber of Commerce.

Financial Impact:
The proposed contract would compensate the Chamber in an amount not to exceed $15,000 for the 2015
Platinum Sustaining Sponsorship Program, as appropriated in the recently approved 2015 budget.

Synopsis:

The Fairfield Chamber of Commerce is an important economic development partner with the City. The

proposed one year contract would continue the City’s Platinum Sustaining Sponsorship of the Chamber

for 2015. The City would receive recognition for its sponsorship as well as complimentary admission to
several events throughout the year.

In addition, the Chamber would assist with important business retention assistance. Over the past six
years, the Chamber has completed approximately 550 business retention surveys, mainly with small retail
and commercial businesses. These surveys provide valuable insight into the needs and concerns of the
business community.

Recommendation:
It is recommended that City Council approve the ordinance.

Legislative Actions:  Rules Suspension and Adoption Requested? No.
Emergency Provision Needed? No.

Prepared by: éﬂ-ﬂ? @ﬁ"‘"ﬁ e i

Approved for Content®y: = ! ,

Financial Review (where applicable)
Legal Review (where applicable)
Accepted for Council Agenda;




PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONTRACT

THIS CONTRACT is made by and between the City of Fairfield, an Ohio municipal corporation
with an address of 5350 Pleasant Avenue, Fairfield, Ohio 45014 {(hereinafter referred to as
“City”) and the Fairfield Chamber of Commerce, an Ohio non-profit corporation, with an
address of 670 Wessel Drive, Fairfield, Ohio 45014 (hereinafter referred to as “Chamber™).

WHEREAS, the City is desirous of enhancing and promoting its business environment so as to
create economic development opportunities; and

WHEREAS, the Chamber is a long-standing and recognized leader of the Fairfield business
community; and

WHEREAS, the City desires to engage the professional and noncompetitive services of the
Chamber to coordinate and implement the Platinum Sustaining Sponsorship Program; and

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises, covenants and agreements herein
contained, the City and Chamber mutually agree as follows:

I.

SCOPE OF SERVICES. The Chamber shall, in a satisfactory and proper manner as
determined by the City’s Director of Development Services, coordinate and implement
the Platinum Sustaining Sponsorship Program, as described in Exhibit A, “Scope of
Services”, and by this reference made a part hereof.

TERM. The services will commence upon execution of this Contract by both parties
hereto, and shall expire on December 31, 2015.

COMPENSATION. The City agrees to compensate the Chamber for services provided
pursuant to this Contract in an amount up to but not in excess of Fifteen Thousand
Dollars ($15,000). The compensation shall be distributed as described in Exhibit B,
“Budget”, and by this reference made a part hereof.

TERMINATION. The City may terminate or modify this Contract immediately upon
notification to the Chamber. The City shall compensate the Chamber for all financial
commitments made by the Chamber and approved by the City before the Contract
termination date.

ASSIGNMENT. This agreement is not transferable or assignable without the express
written approval of City.

NOTICES. All notices or other communications required by the Contract shall be
personally served or sent by U.S. mail addressed to the parties as follows, or addressed in
such other way as either party may from time to time designate.



To the City:

City of Fairfield

Department of Development Services
5350 Pleasant Ave.

Fairfield, OH 45014

To the Chamber:

Fairfield Chamber of Commerce
Attn: President

670 Wessel Dr.

Fairfield, OH 45014

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Fairfield, Ohio, by Arthur E. Pizzano, its City Manager,

and pursuant to Ordinance No.

, has caused this instrument to be executed this

day of , 2015 and the Fairfield Chamber of Commerce by Kert Radel,
its President, has caused this instrument to be executed this day of \
2015.
Witness:

Approved as to form:

John H. Clemmons
Fairfield City Law Director

CITY OF FAIRFIELD, QHIO

By
Arthur E. Pizzano, City Manager

FAIRFIELD CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

By
Kert Radel, President

Approved as to content:

Timothy Bachman
Development Services Director



EXHIBIT A
SCOPE OF SERVICES

Platinum Sustaining Sponsorship Program
The Chamber agrees to coordinate and implement a Platinum Sustaining Sponsorship Program
that includes the following services:

A. Recognition and Events — The City shall be prominently recognized as a Platinum
Sustaining Sponsor of the Chamber. This recognition shall include, but not be limited to,
verbal recognition at all Chamber events, listings on all Chamber publications (letterhead,
newsletters, signs, event banners, etc...), and prominent listing on the Chamber website
and e-bulletins. Also included is a complementary table at the Annual Dinner event and
the Business Showcase luncheon event, and a complementary double exhibitor booth
with electricity at the Business Showcase event.

B. Business Retention — The Chamber will provide assistance with City business retention
efforts, with a focus on small retail/commercial businesses. The Chamber will promptly
report any information or issues gleaned from these meetings to the City and will assist
with coordinating any necessary City response. The City and Chamber will also create a
business retention survey form. This form will be completed by Chamber staff after
every small business meeting, and copies of the forms will be submitted to the Cityin a
quarterly report that will be submitted to the City. In addition, Chamber staff will assist
with organizing other business retention meetings as requested by the City.



EXHIBIT B
BUDGET

Platinum Sustaining Sponsorship Program
The City will compensate the Chamber in an amount of Fifteen Thousand Dollars ($15,000)
during the term of the Contract for the Platinum Sustaining Sponsorship Program.

Compensation will be distributed by the City upon received Chamber invoices as follows:
A. Recognition and Events — The City will pay $8,000, no later than March 2015,
B. Business Retention and Entrepreneur Assistance — The City will pay equal quarterly

payments of $1,750 (for the quarters of January-March, April-June, July-September, and
October-December) upon the submission of the quarterly business retention reports.



ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO
ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONTRACT WITH
THE FAIRFIELD CHAMBER OF COMMERCE.

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, that:
Section 1. The City Manager is hereby authorized to enter into a professional

services contract with the Fairfield Chamber of Commerce in accordance
with the proposal on file in the office of the City Manager.

Section 2. This Ordinance shall take effect at the earliest period allowed by law.
Passed
Mavyor’'s Approval
Posted
First Reading Rules Suspended

Second Reading

Third Reading

ATTEST:

Clerk of Council

This is to certify that this Ordinance has been duly published by posting and
summary publication as provided by Charter.

Clerk of Council

Active Clients\City of Fairfield\Ordinances\2015\Fairfield Chamber of Commerce - Ord




ITEM NO. _y1 %)

CITY OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO
CITY COUNCIL MEETING COMMUNICATION

DATE: 01/12/2015

e e

ITEM:
Resolution of Necessity to require repair of sidewalks by abutting property owners.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
No financial impact at this time.

SYNOPSIS:

The City has completed the process of sidewalk inspection thereby requiring repair of sidewalks for 2015 by the abutting
property owners.

BACKGROUND

and aprons citywide has been compieted for the 2015 program year. There are 1408 property locations marked for repair
or replacement. There are 19,327 Square Feet of 4" (sidewalk), 18,348 Square Feet of 7" (driveway aprons) concrete,
and 3,905 Square Feet of 9" (commercial driveway aprons) concrete marked for replacement. There are 1,491 locations
marked for repair via the cutting method. The cutting method was used with last year's sidewalk project and proved an
effective method for limiting damage to the adjacent lawn and inconvenience to the residents while also being a cost
saving measure for the property owners.

In order to begin the assessment and notification process, it is necessary for City Council to pass a Resolution of
Necessity to require repair of sidewalks and driveway aprons located in designated areas of all four wards that have not
already been repaired by the abutting property owners.

Notices are sent out to the affected property owners, giving them a minimum of 60 days in which to complete the
replacement. The property owner has two options, either have the work completed prior to the end of the 60-day notice, or
have the city's contractor complete the work. Should the property owner have the city’s contractor perform the work,
payment is made via an invoice from the city or charged to the owner's property tax duplicate.

With this early notification, the property owner will have more than the 60-day time frame to complete the work, before the

city's contractor begins work, if they so desire. At this time, the city’s contractor is anticipated to begin work sometime
during the May/June timeframe.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that City Council authorizes and directs the preparation of a Resolution of Necessity for the
sidewalk/driveway apron repairs.

LEGISLATIVE ACTION: Suspension of Rules and Adoption Requested? Q
If yes, explain above. yes ho

Emergency Provision Needed? g X

If yes, explainabove. yes no
Prepared by: ﬂ;-/ éﬁl
oy (ko IR
Approved for Content by: < ccce. S
Financial Review (where applicable): M Fém

\ U
‘egal Review (where applicable): %\Q 67\&‘, %P*\wm

Accepted for Council Agenda:,__k{iida talagw




WHEREAS, the Public Works Director has heretofore prepared plans, specifications and anl
estimate of cost for the repair of certain sidewalks (including aprons) at the locations hereinafter set

forth; and

WHEREAS, said plans, specifications and estimate of cost are now on file in the office of]
the Clerk of Council;

that:

Section 1.

Section 2.

Section 3.

Section 4.

Section 5.

Section 6,

Passed

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Fairfield, Ohioj

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION DECLARING NECESSITY OF REPAIRING
SIDEWALKS (INCLUDING APRONS).

It is necessary to repair certain sidewalks (including aprons) in the City of Fairfield,
Ohio, at the addresses of the abutting properties which are shown in the cost
estimates prepared by the Public Works Director and which cost estimates are on
file in the office of the Clerk of Council and are incorporated herein by reference

The plans, specifications and estimate of cost for said repair now on file in the
office of the Clerk of Council be and the same hereby are approved.

The owners of each lot and parcel of land bounding and abutting upon the proposed
sidewalks shall repair that portion of said sidewalks (including aprons) which abuts
his/her property, in accordance with the plans and specifications now on file in thg
office of the Clerk of Council within thirty (30) days after service of notice of the
passage of this resolution.

In the event any such abutting property owner does not complete the repair of thaf
portion of such sidewalks (including aprons) which abut his/her property in
accordance with said plans and specifications and within the time period as
hereinbefore prescribed, then this Council shall cause the same to be done and the
entire cost thereof shall be assessed upon the property of such abutting property
owner.

|

The Clerk of Council be and she hereby is authorized and directed to serve notice of
the passage of this resolution upon the owners of the lots and lands abutting upon
said sidewalks (including aprons) in the manner provided by law.

This Resolution shall take effect at the earliest period allowed by law.

Mayor’s Approval



Posted

First Reading

Second Reading

Third Reading

ATTEST:

Clerk of Council

This is to certify that this Resolution has been duly published by posting and summary

publication as provided by Charter.

Active Clients\City of Fairfield\Ordinances\2015\Sidewalk - Res

Rules Suspended

Clerk of Council




Item No. 1t M) o
City of Fairfield, Ohio

City Council Meeting Communication
Date 2-9-15

Item:
An ordinance approving a change in zoning request from M-2, General Industrial District, to C-3,
General Business District for Lot 3893 located at 5852 Dixie Highway.

Financial Impact:
None. This is a land use decision,

Synopsis:

The request is to change the zoning classification to C-3, General Business. The stte is currently
occupied by a used car and shed/barn sales Jot (Carl’s Fine Cars and Weaver Barns), which are
not permitted uses in the M-2 Zoning District. The site has operated as a used car sales lot for
many years and obtained a conditional use in 1986 from the Planning Commission.

Background:

The Comprehensive Plan designates Route 4 (Dixie Highway) as a major commercial corridor.
As the corridor developed throughout the years the zoning classification changed to commercial;
however, some parcels retained their original industrial zoning classification even though
commercial uses occupied them. The City encourages these parcels to be rezoned to commercial
in order to protect the integrity of Route 4 as a commercial corridor.

This parcel as well as two adjacent parcels (Production Tool Rental and Drive Time) on Route 4
are zoned M-2, but are occupied by commercial land uses. When Production Tool Rental
submitted a Petition for Rezoning to C-3, the City realized this as an opportunity to change the
zoning of both Drive Time and Carl’s Fine Cars/Weaver Barns.

Recommendation:

It is recommended that City Council have first reading on this item at the February 9, 2015
meeting, set the public hearing for February 23 and await the written recommendation from the
Planning Commission.

Legislative Actions: Rules Suspension and Adoption Requested? No.
Emergency Provision Needed? No.

— - -

Approved for Content by:
Financial Review (where applicablg
Legal Review (where applicable)
Accepted for Council Agenda;,

Prepared by: &\ ()M/ P’Qni\.-‘n:‘ Do




Proposed Change in Zoning - M-2 to C-3
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ORDINANCENO.

ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 166-84, THE
CODIFIED ORDINANCES OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO,
SECTION 1141.02, THE CITY OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO,
ZONING MAP.

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, that:

Section 1. The official Zoning Map of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, which is incorporated
into Ordinance No. 166-84, The Codified Ordinances of Fairfield, Ohio,
Section 1141.02, is hereby amended by changing the zoning classification of
Lot 3893 located at 5852 Dixie Highway, Fairfield, Ohio from its present M-2
General Industrial District to C-3, General Business District.

Section 2. This Ordinance shall take effect at the earliest period allowed by law.
Passed
Mayor’s Approval
Posted
First Reading Rules Suspended
Second Reading

Third Reading

ATTEST;

Clerk of Council

This is to certify that this Ordinance has been duly published by posting and summary
publication as provided by Charter.

Clerk of Council




Item No._: ;-
City of Fairfield, Ohio

City Council Meeting Communication
Date 2-9-15

Item:
An ordinance approving a change in zoning request from M-2, General Industrial District, to C-3,
General Business District for Lots 407 & 408 located at 5910 Dixie Highway.

Financial Impact:
None. This is a land use decision.

Synopsis:

The request is to change the zoning classification to C-3, General Business. The site is currently
occupied by a used car sales lot (Drive Time), which is not a permitted use in the M-2 Zoning
District. The site has operated as a used car sales lot for many years, in 2011 Drive Time
obtained a conditional use from the Planning Commission.

Background:

The Comprehensive Plan designates Route 4 (Dixie Highway) as a major commercial corridor.
As the corridor developed throughout the years the zoning classification changed to commercial;
however, some parcels retained their original industrial zoning classification even though
commercial uses occupied them. The City encourages these parcels to be rezoned to commercial
in order to protect the integrity of Route 4 as a commercial corridor.

This parcel as well as two adjacent parcels (Production Tool Rental and Carl’s Fine Cars/Weaver
Barns) on Route 4 are zoned M-2, but are occupied by commercial land uses. When Production
Tool Rental submitted a Petition for Rezoning to C-3, the City realized this as an opportunity to
change the zoning of both Drive Time and Carl’s Fine Cars/Weaver Barns.

Recommendation:

It is recommended that City Council have first reading on this item at the February 9, 2015
meeting, set the public hearing for February 23 and await the written recommendation from the
Planning Commission.

Legislative Actions: Rules Suspension and Adoption Requested? No.
Emergency Provision Needed? No.
Prepared by: 6:’—\. M .,- p].anm g

Approved for Content by:
Financial Review (where apphcable
Legal Review (where applicable)

Accepted for Council AgendaL,u}_.zL. uav(.km




Proposed Change in Zoning - M-2 to C-3
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ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCENO. 166-84, THE
CODIFIED ORDINANCES OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO,
SECTION 1141.02, THE CITY OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO,
ZONING MAP.

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, that:
Section ]. The official Zoning Map of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, which is incorporated
into Ordinance No. 166-84, The Codified Ordinances of Fairfield, Ohio,
Section 1141.02, is hereby amended by changing the zoning classification of
Lots 407 and 408 located at 5910 Dixie Highway, Fairfield, Ohio from its

present M-2 General Industrial District to C-3, General Business District.

Section 2. This Ordinance shall take effect at the earliest period allowed by law.

Passed

Mayor’s Approval
Posted

First Reading Rules Suspended

Second Reading

Third Reading

ATTEST:

Clerk of Council

This is to certify that this Ordinance has been duly published by posting and summary
publication as provided by Charter.

Clerk of Council




Item No. 41 )7
City of Fairfield, Ohio

City Council Meeting Communication
Date 2-9-15

Item:
An ordinance approving a change in zoning request from M-2, General Industrial District to C-3,
General Business District for Lot 3901 located at 5888 Dixie Highway.

Financial Impact:
None. This is a land use decision.

Synopsis:

The request is to change the zoning classification to C-3, General Business, to allow uses
permitted in this zoning district to occupy the site. The site is currently occupied by Production
Tool Rental, which has uses that are both commercial and industrial.

Background:

The Comprehensive Plan designates Route 4 (Dixie Highway) as a major commercial corridor.
As the corridor developed throughout the years the zoning classification changed to commercial;
however, some parcels retained their original industrial zoning classification even though
commercial uses occupied it. The City encourages these parcels to be rezoned to commercial in
order to maintain and promote the corridor as a regional shopping destination.

Recommendation:
It is recommended that City Council have first reading on this item at the February 9, 2015
meeting, set the public hearing for February 23 and await the written recommendation from the
Planning Commission.

Legislative Actions: Rules Suspension and Adoption Requested? No.
Emergency Provision Needed? No.

Prepared by:

Approved for Content by: ZA__

Legal Review (where applicable) : 1SN
Accepted for Council Agenda; ,{:L:.Wm
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ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 166-84, THEE
CODIFIED ORDINANCES OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO,
SECTION 1141.02, THE CITY OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO,
ZONING MAP.

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, that:

Section 1. The official Zoning Map of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, which is incorporated
into Ordinance No. 166-84, The Codified Ordinances of Fairfield, Ohio,
Section 1141.02, is hereby amended by changing the zoning classification of
Lot 3901 located at 5888 Dixie Highway, Fairfield, Ohio from its present M-2
General Industrial District to C-3, General Business District.

Section 2. This Ordinance shall take effect at the earliest period allowed by law.
Passed
Mayor’s Approval
Posted
First Reading Rules Suspended
Second Reading

Third Reading

ATTEST:

Clerk of Council

This is to certify that this Ordinance has been duly published by posting and summary
publication as provided by Charter.

Clerk of Council




ITEM NO.
CITY_OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO
CITY COUNCIL MEETING COMMUNICATION

ITEM: DATE: 02/09/2015

2015 Sidewalk/Apron Replacement Program.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

$290,000.00 ($263,960.00 for the sidewalk plus a contingency of $26,040) from the General Fund.
SYNOPSIS:

The sidewalk replacement program was implemented to complete inspections of all city sidewalks on a four
{4) year rotational basis.

BACKGROUND:

This is an ongoing program that was implemented in 1994 to inspect sidewalks and approach aprons
citywide. The program was designed to complete inspections of all city sidewalks on a four (4) year
rotating basis. Marking of sidewalks and aprons citywide has been completed for the 2015 program year.
There are 1408 property locations marked for repair or replacement. There are 19,327 Square Feet of 4"
(sidewalk), 16,348 Square Feet of 7" (driveway aprons) concrete, and 3,905 Square Feet of 9"
(commercial driveway aprons) concrete marked for replacement.

The property owners are notified by certified mail that they have sixty days to either seek an independent
contractor on their own to complete the work, or have the city’s contractor perform the work. If they choose to
use the City contractor, the property owners are required to reimburse the City by either invoice payment or
through an assessment on their property taxes collected over a five (5) year period.

A bid opening was held on January 26, 2015 for which six {6) bids were received. The bid results are attached.

Contractors Total
Adleta Construction - Cincinnati, Ohio $263,960.00
Prus Construction — Cincinnati, Ohio $271,025.00
Hendy — Cleves, Ohio $284,575.00
Advanced Contractors — West Chester, Ohio $293,070.00
Advanced Restoration — Indianapolis, Indiana $303,000.00
RA Miller - Hamilton, Chio $306,620.00

The lowest and best bidder is Adleta Construction. of Cincinnati, Ohio.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The staff recommends that City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a one (1) year contract with
Adleta Construction of Cincinnati, Ohio for the 2015 Sidewalk/Apron Replacement at the unit prices indicated.
The recommendation to exercise the year 2 and year 3 option will be determined in years 2 and 3.

It is further recommended that City Council authorize and direct the preparation of legislation for the
appropriation of funding in the amount of $290,000.00 {$263,960.00 for the sidewalk plus a contingency of
$26,040) from the General Fund for the 2015 portion of this project.



LEGISLATIVE ACTION: Suspension of Rules and Adoption Requested? a

If yes, explain above. yes
Emergency Provision Needed? a
If yes, explain abov, yes

Prepared by:

no

no

Approved for Content by: (W

Financial Review (where applicable): WM

Legal Review (where applicable):

Accepted for Council Agenda:

.

%MMW
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City of Fairfield

Bid Tabulation for "2015 Sidewalk/Apron Replacement Program"
Bid Opening: January 26, 2015, City of Fairfield Councii Chambers

Estimate - $286,250 1 yr.

Advanced Restoration

PO Box 269568

Indianapolis, IN 46226

Hendy Inc.

7968 Wesselman Road

Cleves, OH 45002

Adleta Construction

P.0. Box 15872

Cincinnati, OH 45215

. . . Unit Cost Unit Cast Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Uniat Cost
Description Bid Unit Yri Yr2 Yr3 Yril Yr2 Yr3 Yrl Yr2 Yr3
. " ) Surface
Conerete Sidewalls - 4" (approx. 18000S.F)| ¢ &7 1o ssols  400|s 650 7008 750 £.00 63018 636 6.42
Concrete Driveway Aprons /Approaches - 7" | Surface
(approx. 14,700 S.F.) Sq. Ft. 3 10.00 | $ 1200 | § 14.00 7751 8% 8.50 9.00 7308 7.37 7.44
Concrete Driveway Aprons /Approaches - 9" [ Surface
(approx. 3,500 8.F.) Sq. Ft. $ 12.00 { $ 13501 % 15.00 9.00| 3 9.75 10.25 9.00| % 9.09 9.18
Curb Ramps (with truncated domes) Each
{approx. 5 each) $ 1,20000]8 13500018 150000 35000 | $ 450.00 500.00 250,00 | 252.50 255.02
e ) Foot 1g 25005  3000({s 3500 3900 s 4200 45.00 1000]8 1010 10,20
e Foot Ve 3000|s 33008 3600 3800 ]S 41.00 44.00 35005 3535 35.70
Total Base Bid (Yr. 10nly)l ¢ 303 000.00 39525000 284,575.00 263,960.00

These bids will be reviewed by the Public Works Department and a recommendation
will be made to Council. There is no guarantee that the contract will be awarded
to the lowest bidder. Contracts are awarded to the bidder deemed 10 be the best

and the lowest bidder.

Page 1 of 2




City of Fairfield

Bid Tabulation for "2015 Sidewalk/Apron Replace
Bid Opening: January 26, 2015, City of Fairfield C

Estimate - $286,250 1 yr.

R.A. Miller Construction
4148 Augspurger Road
Hamilton, OH 45011

Prus Construction
5325 Wooster Road
Cincinnati, OH 45226

115 Hosea Avenue

AC&E

Cincinnati, OH 45215

o . . Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost
Description Bid Unit {  y, 4 Yr2 Yr3 Yri Yr2 Yr3 Yri Yr2 Yr3

. " Surface

Concrete Sidewalks - 4" (approx. 18,000 S.F.)1 ¢ g " | g 755 8.00 48ls 635 7008 770 6.85 7.85 8.85
Concrete Priveway Aprons fApproaches - 7 | Surface

(approx. 14,700 S.F) Sq. Ft. $ 8.35 8.85 93818 7.25 800 % 8.80 8.10 9.10 10.10
Concrete Driveway Aprons /Approaches -9" |  Surface

(approx. 3,500 §.F ) Sq.Ft. |§ 9.25 9.80 10391 $ 10.50 1155 | § 12.76 5.20 10.20 11.20

Curb Ramps (with truncated domes) Each

(approx. 5 each) §  300.00 318.00 337.081 8 400.00 44000 | $  485.00 1,300.00 1,500.00 1,700.00

Modified Type 6 Curb (Lawn curb) Foot 15 9730 28.94 3067[8 5000 33.00 [5 3630 30.00 40.00 50.00

Conarete Curb & Gutter (approx. 300 feet) Foot 1§ 4700 49.82 52801s  38.00 4180[$  46.00 40.00 50.00 60.00
Total Base Bid (Yr. 1 Onl

otal Base Bid (¥r. 1 Only)] ¢ 306,620.00 | $ 271,025.00 293,070.00

These bids will be reviewed by the Public Works Departmer,
will be made to Council. There Is no guarantee that the cor.
to the lowest bidder. Contracts are awarded to the bidder a

and the lowest bidder.

Page 2 of 2
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ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO
ENTER INTO A ONE (1) YEAR CONTRACT WITH OPTIONS
FOR YEARS TWO (2) AND THREE (3) WITH ADLETA
CONSTRUCTION OF CINCINNATI, OHIO FOR THE 2015
SIDEWALK/APRON REPLACEMENT PROGRAM,

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, that:

Section 1, The City Manager is hereby authorized to enter into a one (1} year
contract with options for years two (2) and three (3) with Adleta
Construction of Cincinnati, Ohio for the 2015 Sidewalk/Apron
replacement program in accordance with the bid on file in the office of
the City Manager.

Section 2. This Ordinance shall take effect at the earliest period allowed by law.
Passed
Mayor’s Approval
Posted
First Reading Rules Suspended

Second Reading

Third Reading

ATTEST:

Clerk of Council

This is to certify that this Ordinance has been duly published by posting and
summary publication as provided by Charter.

Clerk of Council




TEMNO. i 3 2,

CITY OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO
CITY COUNCIL MEETING COMMUNICATION

ITEM: DATE: 02/09/2015

2015 Concrete Repair and Replacement Program.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

The financial impact of the project is the requested funding of $300,000.00 from the Street Improvement Fund.

SYNOPSIS.:

The majority of the expense in the concrete repair/replacement work is concrete curb and gutter, which is
primarily associated with the asphalt overlay project. This is a unit price contract and exact quantities and
individual streets for which work is to be performed are yet to be finalized.

The quantities bid were for the purposes of generating a fair and competitive bid. A larger amount will be
performed as originally budgeted in the Capital Improvements Program for 2015.

BACKGROUND:

City Council has historically approved funding for annual concrete repair and replacement work done in
conjunction with the Annual Overlay Program. The Street Division has included Project PWA-15-007 in the
2015-2019 Capital Improvement Program to complete the replacement of deteriorated curb and gutter and
other concrete work required prior to asphalt overlay installation.

The maintenance of concrete pavement on City streets is also included in this appropriation and includes the
removal and replacement of broken or settled sections and the installation of underdrains and drainage related
repairs to catch basins and monolithic pavement and curb and gutter sections when necessary.

Public Works advertised this project and bids were opened on January 26, 2015 for the 2015 Concrete Repair
and Replacement Work. Five (5) bids were received. The complete bid results are attached.

Contractors Total
Prus Construction — Cincinnati, Ohio $186,750.00
Adieta — Cincinnati, Ohio $187,500.00
Advanced Restoration — Indianapolis, Indiana $210,750.00
Towne Construction Services — Batavia, Ohio $239,425.00
RA Miller — Hamilton, Ohio $254,650.00

The lowest and best bidder is Prus Construction Company.
RECOMMENDATION:

The staff recommends that City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a one (1) year contract with
Prus Construction for the 2015 Concrete Repair and Replacement Work at the unit prices indicated. The
recommendation to exercise the year 2 and year 3 option will be determined in years 2 and 3.

It is further recommended that City Council authorize and direct the preparation of legislation for the
appropriation of funding in the amount of $300,000.00 from the Street Improvement Fund for the 2015 portion
of this project.



LEGISLATIVE ACTION: Suspension of Rules and Adoption Requested?
If yes, explain above,

Emergency Provision Needed?
If yes, explain above.

Prepared by:

(W
yes

yes

Approved for Con{::;y: QM /ﬁ

Financial Review (where applicable): W/’au.q, Hhon:

Legal Review (where applicable): M\_Q\'A ,d Q 7

*

Accepted for Council Agenda: e LA bg




City of Fairfield

Bid Tabulation for 2015 Concrete Repair Replacement Program™
Bid Opening: January 26, 2015, City of Fairfield Council Chambers

Estimate - $200,000 1 yr.

Advanced Restoration

Adleta Construction

R.A. Miller Construction

PO Box 269568 P.O. Box 15872 4148 Augspurger Road
Indianapolis, IN 46226 Cincinnati, OH 45215 Hamilton, OH 45011
L R . Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Usit Cost
Description Bid Unit Yri Yr2 Yr3 Yri Yr2 Yr3 Yri Yr2 Yr3
A AL S C SR Foot 15 3000|s 3300 36.00 292008 2949 2078 |s  3855|s  4086ls 4331
Curb Ramps (with truncated domes) Each
{approx. 10 each) $ 1,20000]8 1,350.00 1,500.00 20000 | $  202.00 2040218 30000 |8 31800 % 337.08
Modified Type 6 Curb (Lawn curb) Foot l¢ 25005 2800 31.00 1000 {$  10.10 102008  27301$  2894|s  30.68
. Surface
At SRS T R sq.Pt. |s  30000]8 32500 350.00 9500 |8 95.95 969118  9a10{s  9975[s 10574
Complete Curb Replacement Foor 1s  sp00fs  ss.00 60.00 20758 2095 20168 255505 27.08|s 2870
Conerete Curb & Gutter (approx. 500 fect) Foot fs  sse0ls 3800 41.00 202008 29.49 29788 a700|s  a9s2ls 5281
Concrete Driveway Aprons/Approaches - 7" Surface
(approx. 1,500 sf) Sq.Ft. |$ 11.00 | $ 12.50 14.00 73018 7.37 744 1 $ 10.60 | 3 10.60 | § 11.24
Concrete Driveway Aprons/Approaches - 9" Surface
{(approx. 500 sf) Sq.Ft. |§ 13.00 | 8 14.50 16.00 9.00 | $ 9.90 9.99 § § 1200 | 1272 | § 13.48
Concrete Sidewalks - 4" (misc.) Surface
(approx. 1,500 sf) Sq.Ft. |$ 55013 6.00 6.50 63018 6.36 64213 960 |8 10171 § 10.78
Total Base Bid (Yr. 1 Only)
$ 210,750.060 | § 187,500.60 | § 254,650.00

These bids will be reviewed by the Public Works Department and a recommendation
will be made to Council. There is no guarantee that the contract will be awarded
to the lowest bidder. Contracts are awarded 1o the bidder deemed 1o be the best

and the lowest bidder.

Page 1 of 2




City of Fairfield

Bid Tabulation for 2015 Concrete Repair Replace
Bid Opening: January 26, 2015, City of Fairfield C

Estimate - $200,000 1 yr.

Prus Construction Co.

5325 Wooster Road

Cincinnati, OH 45226

Towne Construction Services

500 Kent Road

Batavia, OH 45103

. . . Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost
ST BidUnit | ypy Yr2 Yr3 Yr1 Yr2 Yr3
Concrete Curb & Gutter (approx. 5,000 ft.) Foot g 2700 | § 29.70 32.70 38.00 | 40.00 | § 41.00
Curb Ramps (with truncated domes) Each
(approx. 10 each) $ 40000]|F  440.00 484.00 2050013 22500 (% 23500
Modified Type 6 Curb (Lawn eurb) Foot 1s  2000]s 2200 24.20 3200 |$  3500($  36.00
. Surface
Full Depth Concrete Pavement Repair Se.Ft |s  80.00|s  88.00 96.80 3400 |5 3600]s  37.00
Complete Curb Replacement Foot 1g  2000]s 2200 24.20 3500 |5 3700|S  38.00
Concrete Curb & Gutter (approx. 500 feet) Foot g 40.00 1 44.00 48.40 38.00 | § 39.00 | s 40.00
Concrete Driveway Aprons/Approaches - 7" Surface
(approx. 1,500 sf) Sq.Ft. |$ 7751% 8.55 9.40 850 (% 200]$ 9.00
Concrete Driveway Aprons/Approaches - 9* Surface
{approx. 500 sf) Sq. Ft. $ 10.50 | $ 11.55 12.70 87518 92518 9.25
Conerete Sidewalks - 4" (misc.) Surface
(approx. 1,500 sf) Sq.Ft. |§ 725183 8.00 8.80 750 ] % 77518 775
Total Base Bid (Yr. 1 Ou_uo— $ 186.750.00 239.425.00

These bids will be reviewed by the Public Works Departmer,
will be made to Council. There is no guarantee that the cor
to the lowest bidder. Contracts are awarded to the bidder ¢

and the lowest bidder.

Page 2 of 2



ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO
ENTER INTO A ONE (1) YEAR CONTRACT WITH OPTIONS
FOR YEARS TWO (2) AND THREE (3) WITH PRUS
CONSTRUCTION OF CINCINNAT!, OHIO FOR THE 2015
CONCRETE REPAIR AND REPLACEMENT PROGRAM.

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, that:

Section 1. The City Manager is hereby authorized to enter into a one (1) year
contract with options for years two (2) and three (3) with Prus
Construction of Cincinnati, Ohio for the 2015 concrete repair and
replacement program in accordance with the bid on file in the office of
the City Manager.

Section 2. This Ordinance shall take effect at the earliest period allowed by law.
Passed
Mayor’'s Approval
Posted
First Reading Rules Suspended

Second Reading

Third Reading

ATTEST:

Clerk of Council

This is to certify that this Ordinance has been duly published by posting
and summary publication as provided by Charter.

Clerk of Council




ITEMNO._1h (N 0
CITY OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO

CITY COUNCIL MEETING COMMUNICATION

ITEM: DATE: 2/06/15
Contract for Public Communications Services

FINANCIALIMPACT:
There is no financial impact assoctated with the proposed contract beyond that previously authorized by Council in the annual budget.
All costs of services from Quality Publishing Company Inc., the contractor, have been anticipated in the 2015 Operating Budget.

SYNOPSIS:

Council action is requested to authorize a contract with Quality Publishing Company, Inc., for services related to the preparation,
publication, and distribution of various printed media for the City; particularly the Fairfield Flyer newsletter and the City of Fairfield
Annual Report.

BACKGROUND:

The contract with the City’s current provider of printed media services, Audio Visual Inc, expires in March, coinciding with the
retirement of AVI owner and CEC Dean Langevin. Quality Publishing has long partnered with AV| for the printing of the City’s
newsletter and annual report. It maintains a contractual relationship with a designer capable of producing our printed media. Quality
was selected following a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) process in which they were identified as the lowest and best vendor. Quality
Publishing will provide writing and design services as well as coordination of the printing, sorting and mailing involved with the
newsletter and annual report production.

It is proposed that the City contract with Quality Publishing for the described professional services. The proposed term of the contract
is three (3) years. Please note that the production includes the costs of printing and preparation for mailing of both the newsletter and
the annual report. This arrangement provides for the expeditious publication, which is necessary to ensure that Parks programming
activities are publicized in a timely manner, thus offering greater revenue reliability.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that City Council authorize a contract with Quality Publishing Company Inc., to provide general communications and
public relations services including printing and mailing services on an as-needed basis. Rules suspension and emergency passage are
requested so that the new contract will be effective for the publication of the next newsletter issue.

LEGISLATIVE ACTION: Suspension of Rules and Adoption Requested? [X] 1] If yes, explain above.
yes no

Emergency Provision Needed? [X] 1] If yes, explain above.
yes no

Prepared by: WJ@C D. ‘1«)

Approved for Content by: 'F

Mark T. Wendling, Assistant City Manager

Arthur E. Pizzano, City Manager

ﬁ%;of
Financial Review (where applicable): WWM’ Mary |. Hopton, Finance Director

Legal Review (where applicable): (%am, C&V\I\M John H. Clemmons, Law Director

Accepted for Council Agendaq: Fltha LO Alisha A. Wilson, Clerk of Council




ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO
ENTER INTO A CONTRACT WITH QUALITY PUBLISHING
COMPANY, INC. FOR PUBLIC COMMUNICATION SERVICES
AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY.

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, that:

Section 1. The City Manager is hereby authorized to enter into a contract with
Quality Publishing Company, Inc. for public communication services in
accordance with the proposal on file in the office of the City Manager.

Section 2. This Ordinance is hereby declared to be an emergency measure
necessary for the urgent benefit and protection of the City and its
inhabitants for the reason that the new contract will be effective for the
publication of the next newsletter issue; wherefore, this ordinance shall
take effect immediately upon its passage.

Passed

Mayor’s Approval
Posted
First Reading Rules Suspended
Second Reading Emergency

Third Reading

ATTEST:

Clerk of Council

This is to certify that this Ordinance has been duly published by posting and
summary publication as provided by Charter.

Clerk of Council




ITEM NO. ¢ %24

CITY OF FAIRFIELD, QHIO
CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
ITEM: February 9, 2015

Request for appropriation for contractual agenda items

FINANCIAL IMPACT:
$590,000.00 from noted funding source
SYNOPSIS:

The following appropriations have been requested to fund a contract appearing under New Business on Council’s meeting
agenda dated February 9, 2015:

$290,000 for the 2015 Sidewalk/Apron Replacement Program
$300,000 for the 2015 Concrete Repair and Replacement Program.

BACKGROUND:

Please refer to specific Council Communications dated February 9, 2015 for a description of these items.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

It is recommended that City Council suspend the rules requiring a second and third reading of this Ordinance and adopt the
appropriations listed above.

LEGISLATIVE ACTIONS: Suspension of Rules & Adoption Requested? [X O 1If yes, explain
yes no above
Emergency Provision Needed? O B If yes, explain
yes ne above

Prepared by: _,&L%m + . . . e
Approved for Content by; Q

I.egal Review (where applicable) by: -+ \. e _ -
Accepted by Council Agendg; -, i - N




ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE TO AMEND ORDINANCE NO. 109-14 ENTITLED “AN
ORDINANCE TO MAKE ESTIMATED APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE
EXPENSES AND OTHER EXPENDITURES OF THE CITY OF FAIRFIELD,
OHIO, DURING A PERIOD BEGINNING JANUARY 1, 2015, AND
ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2015.”

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, that:

Section 1. Ordinance No. 109-14, the 2015 Appropriation Ordinance, is hereby amended
in the following respects:

From: General Fund $290,000
To: 10012523-233900 Other Professional Services $290,000
(Annual Sidewalk/Apron Replacement Program
2015)
From: Street Improvement Fund $300,000
To: 40116025-252000 Improvements Other Than $300,000
Building
(Annual Concrete Repair and Replacement Program
2015)
Section 2. This Ordinance shall take effect at the earliest period allowed by law,
Passed
Mayor’s Approval
Posted
First Reading Rules Suspended

Second Reading

Third Reading

ATTEST:

Clerk of Council




This is to certify that this Ordinance has been duly published by posting and summary
publication as provided by Charter.

Clerk of Council

Active Clients\City of Fairfield\Ordinances\2015\Contractual 2-9 - Ord




ITEM NO.
CITY OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO
CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
ITEM: February 9, 2015

Request for appropriation for non-contractual agenda items

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

$65,830.00 from noted funding source

SYNOPSIS:

The following appropriations have been requested:
$6,500 for repairs to Medic 32
$28,830 for master planning and civil engineering services for recreational pre-development
$30,500 for Lime Feasibility Study

BACKGROUND:

Please refer to specific Council Communications dated February 9, 2015 for a description of these items,

RECOMMENDATIONS:

It is recommended that City Council suspend the rules requiring a second and third reading of this Ordinance and adopt the
appropriations listed above.

LEGISLATIVE ACTIONS: Suspension of Rules & Adoption Requested? (X OO If yes, explain
yes no above
Emergency Provision Needed? | X If yes, explain
yes no above
Prepared by: Jiake (AVU'N

Approved for Content by: At Lolen

Financial Review (where applicable) by: - e oo b e e =

Legal Review (where applicable) by: e ey e
Accepted by Council Agenda: ; - S




R T R

February 092013
City of Fairfield, Ohio
City Council Communication
ftenu:
Appropriation in the amount of $6.500.00 (o cover the cost of repairs to Medic 32,
Financial Impact:
Financial legislation in the amount of $6,500.00 is reguired.
Synopsis:
Medic 32 sustained damage on an emergency incident when the medic unit was struck by another
vehicle in the parking lot of Arby’s on Route 4. The insurance carrier. VF IS issued a check to the
City of Fairfield to cover the cost of repairs. but it is required 1o deposit the check in the

unappropriated fire levy funds.

This legislation simply appropriates the amount received from the insurance carrier to the Fleet
Account to cover the cost of repairs and to cover the unanticipated cost of the vehicle repairs.

Recommendations:
It recommended that City Council approve the apprapriation in the amount of $6.500.00 1o the

Flegt Maintenance account,

Legislative Actions:  Suspension of Rules and Adoption Requested? Yes X No D

Prepared by: b@y‘cé‘i:;‘ ﬂ Donald . Bennett

?‘ i 4
Approved for Content by: AN :k 4 Donald G. Bennen

nergency Provision Needed? Yes X No D

Financial Review (where applicable) by: \"V( ft‘:ﬁiﬁ)ﬁ e, o
1

Legal Review (where applicable) by: e : +! X C‘e&mw—vﬂ_—;

Accepted for Council Agenda: o Al > lben i




ITEM NO. W

CITY OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO
CITY COUNCIL MEETING COMMUNICATIONS

ITEM: DATE: 2/9/15

An appropriation to fund a professional services agreement with The Kieingers Group for Master Planning and Civil
Engineering Services for Marsh Park Development (Phase 1).

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

A financial appropriation in the amount of $28,830.00 is necessary to fund this proposal.
SYNOPSIS:

An agreement with The Kleingers Group to provide Master Planning and Civil Engineering Services for Marsh Park
Development (Phase 1) is necessary.

BACKGROUND:

In third quarter of 2014, staff met with representatives of Martin-Marietta Aggregates for an update on Martin-
Marietta’s future plans regarding the conveyance of the Marsh Park Development property to the City. The meeting
was positive and Martin-Marietta shared that the mining operations on the property would cease at the end of 2014.
There is a surplus of aggregates materials on the property that must be addressed prior to the property being
conveyed on the City. This proposal will provide a preliminary grading plan to ensure that the surplus of ageregate
materials may be strategically relocated on the site. Martin-Marietta expects to begin implementation of their exit
strategy in early 2015 and the strategic relocation of the surplus materials is part of this exit strategy.

This project has been identified by the City of Fairfield in its Capital Improvement Program (PRK-15-07) and the City
has worked with The Kleingers Group; most recently with the Huffman Park development and staff was pleased with the
results. The Parks and Recreation Board was briefed on this project at their January meeting.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that City Council authorize and direct the preparation of legislation authorizing the appropriation
necessary to fund this proposal in accordance with the proposal on file in the office of the City Manager.

LEGISLATIVE ACTION:
Suspension of Rules and Adoption Requested? YES [ | NO [X] If yes, explain above.

Emergency Provision Needed? YES [ ] NO [X] If yes, explain above.

Prepared by: {

Approved for Ccmt 2) v/
Financial Review (where app lcablet ﬂuw;:ﬁ; e =
Legal Review (where applicable); ﬂ'c‘kal(!/ A o e e S, Y il

Accepted for Council Agendg:,ﬁ




CINCINNATI 6305 Centre Park Drive
h COLUMBUS West Chester, OH 45069
. , DAYTON phone » 513.779.7851

KLEINGERS s e ingerscom

November 26, 2014
Revised January 29, 2015

City of Fairfield

Attn: Mr. Mark Wendling
Assistant City Manager
5350 Pleasant Avenue
Fairfield, OH 45014

Re: Proposal for Master Planning and Civil Engineering Services for Marsh Park

Dear Mr. Wendling,

Thank you for giving The Kleingers Group the opportunity to provide The City of Fairfield with Master Planning and
Engineering design services for this 140 acre park project. We are proud to have this opportunity to be part of your
team and we understand the responsibility that comes with that role. Understanding we are here as stewards to
provide a service to improve the community through the planning of this park, we will do our best to provide the City
of Fairfield with thoughtful and realistic planning and preliminary grading design for Marsh Park.

Site Characteristics & Approach:

The site includes 60 acres of water that could swell approximately 10'+/-, The water is also home to a variety of fish
and the City would like this lake to continue to be a fishing lake. At our meetings, we discussed the possibility of
widening the channel between the 2 lakes and incorporating a pedestrian bridge element above. The lake could also
host non-motorized boating activities, such as kayaking and paddie boats, or be an area to host water based teaching
activities. The City would alsa like to see a paved multi-use path to extend around the property that could
potentially be about 5k in length. The potential for a senior fitness trail with fitness equipment, a new parking area,
a triathlon course, as well as ideas that evolve throughout this Master Plan process are all early ideas for the
proposed amenities to the park.

Pursuant to our meeting with you on site, we understand that there is roughly 40,000 tons of sand on the property
that needs to be accounted for and the City would rather locate the sand on site than pay to have it hauled away.
The Master Plan of the park will serve as the foundation for a 20 year phased plan, therefore, having a good Master
Plan depicting the areas to ‘lose’ or strategicaily locate the sand will perpetuate sound phases of the development of
the Park for many years.

The primary focus of the first phase of this effort is to fully understand and account for the large amount of sand on
site. This is critical as we need to fully understand what areas of the site we can place certain improvements and
programming activities upon. A preliminary grading plan is needed to understand what we have to work with and
create a site that is suitable to conduct the master planning efforts occurring at a later date. To that end, we will
need to discuss certain (sand-impacted) programming elements in this first phase as those uses may be
interdependent with the final location, depth and grading of the sand throughout the site.

INSPIRED PEOPLE CREATIVE DESIGN TRANSFORMING COMMUNITIES



Marsh Park KLEINGERS _-° . B

Attn: Mr. Mark Wendling

PROJECT APPROACH
Based on our meetings on November 14" and tanuary 28%, we propose the following approach.

PHASE
1. Geotechnical Analysis — Geotechnical Engineer to visit the site and obtain sand samples to provide a
description of the sand, preliminary opinion of slope stability, and general construction related issues that
may be encountered with the potential options for location of the sand-impacted park uses.

2. Preliminary Grading Plan — This step in the process will provide for a prefiminary grading plan to ensure that
a higher level of confidence in ‘losing’ and strategically relocating the correct amount of sand, with the
proper slopes for stabilization, can be achieved in the conceptual master planning process. The City's
provided GIS based contours will be used as part of the preliminary conceptual grading exhibit.

3. Identify Sand Related Programming Elements -~ We need to identify and locate those park programming

elements that will be impacted by the redistribution of the sand throughout the site. This may include sand
specific uses and other park uses that may be impacted by the final sand locations.

4. Soil Nutrient Content Analysis - Test up to three sand samples, as warranted, on the site to determine the
sand nutrient content relating to the suitable growth of vegetation on certain identified portions of the sand
areas. We are proposing this nutrient content analysis take place after the sand has been distributed on
site. This is a Soif Texture Test with Sand Classification. After the results of the test, we will determine the
proposed topsoil additives to the sand to create a suitable soit for proposed vegetation.

5. Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) - Conduct Phase 1 ESA in accordance with accepted ASTM

standards.

6. Phase | Deliverables - We would deliver a preferred preliminary grading and programming plan that
accounts for the redistribution of the sand based on an iterative design process with City Staff. On this
drawing, we would also identify the location and type of park uses that will be impacted by the location,
depth and grading of the sand.

PHASE |l By Others
1. Sand Distribution - The City will work with Martin Marietta to redistribute the sand.

Since the proposed Phase il and IV scope of work is not intended to occur for a couple years after the sand
distribution, we are simply providing a suggested approach to bringing the final pieces of the project to
completion. We are not inserting Phase Iil & IV detailed scope of work text or fees at this time as it would
be helpful to understand the outcome of Phase I and Phase il before specifically scoping this final phase in
order to provide a more accurate cost and scope of work to complete the project.

PHASE I

1. Conceptual Park Master Plan - Utilizing the sand-impacted park uses identified in Phase | of this project, we
will next identify and explore any remaining park uses and their placement within the site. During this
Phase 11|, we will begin to refine the overall park program and create the overall conceptual layout for the
park site. We will incorporate the desired programming elements and analyze how they fit and function
within the site. We will also account for how each desired programming element impacts the park /
municipal operations, user experience, and the overall construction cost. At the end of this Phase, we will
provide a preferred master plan layout based on City Staff and Public input. Once the preferred master plan

Page 20f8
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Marsh Park KLERMOERS ‘(\
Attn: Mr. Mark Wendling oy,

is agreed upon, we will provide a phased construction plan with a budgetary level cost estimate so that
funding sources can be identified.

Public Input - We would suggest one or two public open house events intended to gather input and ideas
from Fairfield residents and other interested stakeholders. The suggested open house format would consist
of presentation boards with interactive public feedback opportunities. A brief presentation by staff and/or
consultant team members may also be incorporated into these open house events.

Phase 11l Deliverables — We would provide the City with a full color master plan drawing of the park
incorporating those sand-impacted programming elements identified in Phase | and adding the remaining
park uses as identified and vetted during this second phase of the project. We would create a preferred
construction phasing plan with a budgetary level cost estimate broken out by phase. All public input would
be documented and provided to the city.

PHASE iV

1.
2.

Detailed Geotechnical studies.
Construction Documents.

Based on the above project approach, we propose the following detailed scope of work.

DETAILED SCOPE OF SERVICES FOR PHASE |

PHASE !
Geotechnical Analysis

A,

Test multiple sand samples at various locations on the site to determine its soil properties, maximum slope
allowable in order to understand its usability to create a suitable or pavement base. We are proposing a
detailed geotechnical analysis take place after the sand has been distributed on site and specific
construction activities have been identified.

Preliminary Conceptual Grading & Programming Plan

A.  Perform site visit and review of existing conditions.

B. Review base mapping and existing topography to verify the general volume of excess sand.

C. Review similar parks that have dealt with re-locating sand and the solutions that were garnered,

D. Diagrammatically illustrate the site layout and identify inter-relationships and constraints to several differing
site arrangements (assume three concepts).

E. Attend meeting with City of Fairfield, the Groundwater Consortium and ODNR to discuss and coordinate
project requirements,

F. Attend Review Meeting #1 with owner to discuss and review the first draft of a preliminary grading and
programming plan. We would be looking for direction at this meeting on these grading and programming
topics in order that a revised plan couid be created.

G. Refine the selected conceptual site arrangement, preliminary grading and program elements and attend a
Review Meeting #2 (if required) with owner for review and discussion.

H. After Review Meeting(s) make the final revisions to the preliminary grading and programming pian and
distribute to owner via hard copy and PDF,

Soil Nutrient Analysis
A.  Test up to three sand samples, as warranted, on the site to determine the sand nutrient content relating to

the suitable growth of vegetation on certain identified portions of the sand areas. We are proposing this

Page 3of8
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Attn: Mr. Mark Wendling =,

nutrient content analysis take place after the sand has been distributed on site. This is a Soif Texture Test
with Sand Classification. After the results of the test, we will determine the proposed topsoil additives to the
sand to create a suitable soil for proposed vegetation.

Environmental Site Assessment

A Phase | ESA will be conducted in accordance with the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM)
practice for conducting Phase | ESAs {Procedure Number ASTM E1527-13), which represents the present
standard of practice and is referenced as an acceptable format under USEPA’s All Appropriate Inguiry {AA))
rule. The AAl rule addresses actual and potential implications only from hazardous substances; ASTM
£1527-13 also includes petroleum-related issues, as has its preceding versions; therefore, it is considered
more protective, The objective of the ESA will be to evaluate whether past or current activities have
resulted in “recognized environmental conditions,” as defined in ASTM E1527-13. The assessment
conducted will involve a review of information indicating site and neighboring land use {past and present},
historical uses of the site, environmental regulatory activity connected with the site, and a reconnaissance
of structures or related property. Examples of issues that will be addressed include impacts of surrounding
land uses, polychlorinated biphenyl {PCB) containing equipment, underground and aboveground storage
tanks (USTs and ASTs, respectively), hazardous waste or material storage, and incidents of spills of the
aforementioned materials, as may be applicable to the property.

A site inspection will be conducted and will include a visual observation of current practices at the site,
material storage and handling procedures, and waste disposal activities as well as interviews with
appropriate personnel regarding the details of past land use activities. During the site inspection, available
information related to the site will be reviewed and will include site and neighboring land use,
environmental reguiatory activity connected with the site, and pertinent historical resources {including fire
insurance maps, city directories, aerial photographs, topographic maps, and/or other site maps, based on
availability at the site). It is requested that this information, to the extent practical, be provided prior to
site maobilization.

Environmental database searches will also be performed upon authorization to proceed. Ideally, this
information will also be made available prior to site mobilization. EHS compliance topics will not be
reviewed as part of the Phase | ESA. State and federal regulatory listings, as obtained from a commercial
vendor, will be reviewed in accordance with provisions of the ASTM E1527-13 procedure to assess whether
the site may be subject to current or future regulatory action. Based on the information obtained from the
environmental database review, we may contact local and state (and if necessary, federal) regulatory
agencies to establish whether regulated activities have taken place at the site. These regulatory offices
may also be queried as to the status of past environmental activities at this location. Historical resources,
in the form of aerial photography, topographic maps, Sanborn® fire insurance maps, and/or city
directories, as available, will be reviewed for an indication of past land use at the property and adjacent
properties, where appropriate. Surrounding land use and activities may suggest other avenues to follow
regarding past site conditions and usage,

The results of the Phase | ESA will be the documentation of site environmental conditions and, if necessary,
identification of areas of potential concern {APCs), which would be considered “recognized environmental
conditions” per ASTM standards.”

PHASE |l - To be Performed By Others
PHASE il and IV - To be Provided at a Later Date when Site Conditions are Finalized.
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Attn: Mr. Mark Wendling N K

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FEE TABLE FOR PHASE 1

Phase 1 Task Fee
Geotechnical analysis 52,800
Preliminary grading plan $12,430
Programming plan 57,600
Facilitate two meetings 51,100
Soil Nutrient Analysis 51,400
Phase 1 ESA 53,500
Total Fee for Phase | $28,830
PHASE | PROJECT SCHEDULE
1. Authorization to Proceed — February 2, 2015 (assumed)
2. Phasel
a. Meeting with Groundwater Consortium and ODNR By February 13, 2015
b. Deliverables, including Grading Plan, Programming,
Environmental Phase 1 and Geotechnical February 27, 2015

We are planning for the two design review meetings with City staff throughout the process of programming
and grading plan preparation.

ASSUMPTIONS
Assumptions help us clarify the scope of services being provided for the associated fees. When we make these
assumptions, it does not guarantee that reality will match these assumptions; rather it identifies the conditions for
which this scope of services and fees are valid. For the purposes of this proposal we are making the following
assumptions of services not part of this proposal but are services we would be pleased to provide at a negotiated fee
or at our standard hourly rates include:

®  Construction design documents
Traffic studies
Sewer or water capacity studies
Rezoning of the property, PUD modifications, or zoning variances
Plats or legal descriptions
Archaeological studies and submittals
Detailed geotechnical reports (including soil borings}
Temporary or permanent easement or right-of-way negotiations

We recognize that minor revisions to drawings are normal and synonymous to the production of any project. Should
major revisions or out of scope conditions arise, you will be notified of the need for additional services and
anticipated additional fees before we proceed forward with additional work. Upfront communication between
consultant and client regarding project success factors is very important ~ piease feel free to call me at any time to
discuss any cencerns you may have regarding any project issues.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to provide Master Planning and Engineering Services to the City of Fairfield. We
truly appreciate the opportunity to work with you. As always, please feel free to call me should you have any
questions.

Sincerely,
THE KLEINGERS

el
g % P N Lo
I.andscape Architecture Studio Leader Principal
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Attn: Mr. Mark Wendling R,

Terms and Conditions

Services Provided. Kleingers & Associates, Inc., the Consultant, agrees to perform the professicnal services outlined in the
preceding paragraphs for ___Citv of Fairfield , the Client. Client agrees to:

1. Provide full information as to his requirements for the Project prior to commencement of work on the Project;

2. Assist Consultant by placing at his disposal all available information pertinent to the Project;

Authorize and guarantee access to and make all provisions for Consultant to enter upon private property as required to
perform his services under this Agreement;

4. Provide and pay for all legal, accounting, and insurance counseling services, soil reports, laboratory tests and governmental
permits necessary for the Project;

5. Give prompt written notice to Consultant whenever the Client observes or otherwise becomes aware of any defect or
problem in the Project or other event that may substantially affect Consultant performance of services under this
Agreement;

6. Promptly compensate Consultant for services rendered under this Agreement as set forth in the Genera! Provisions outlined
in the subsequent paragraphs; and

7. Client will promptly review and act on all submissions made to him by Consultant.

Time of Completion. Consultant agrees to perform the outlined Scope of Services within the periods specified, exclusive of
review time and time to complete review responses, from receipt of Authorization to Proceed. Since neither Consultant nor Client
have any control over reviews by third parties, the completion deadlines will be extended to accommodate reviews.

Compensation. For the Scope of Services outlined in the preceding paragraphs, Client agrees to pay Consultant the compensation
stated in this Agreement. Clients will be invoiced each month for any werk performed during the period. For hourly services,
invoices will be based on the number of hours expended by the Consultant’s personnel in the period multiplied by the hourly
rates specified in the agreement. For fixed fee services, invoices will be based on the percentage of the scope of work completed
in the period multiplied by the project fee for that scope of work. Payment is due within 30 days of receipt of invoice. Accounts
outstanding past 30 days every month thereafter will be subject to a 1.5% service charge on the unpaid balance monthly.
Standard of Care. Consultant agrees to provide professional services to a standard of care that would be reasonably and
professionally exercised by reputable design professionals practicing in the same or similar locality and under similar
circumstances. Consultant makes no warranties, express or implied, under this Agreement or otherwise, in connection with
Consultant’s services.
Limitations of Services. All application, review, and permit fees are to be paid by others. Any necessary environmental,
geotechnical or archaeological site assessments are excluded from this scope of work.
Additional Services. Changes made by Client after the start of the work will be considered extra work and may negatively impact
the stated project timeline. Consultant will notify Client in writing of any changes to the scope of work requiring additional fees
and will provide Client with an estimate of those fees prior to proceeding with the work.
Indemnification and Limitation of Liability. The Consultant agrees, to the fullest extent permitted by law, to indemnify and hold
harmless the Client, its officers, directors and employees [collectively, Client) against all damages, liabilities or costs, including
reasonable attorneys’ fees, and defense costs, to the extent caused by the Consultant’s negligent performance of professional
services under this Agreement and that of its subconsultants or anyone for whom the Consultant is legally liable.
The Client agrees, to the fullest extent permitted by law, to indemnify and hold harmless the Consultant, its officers, directors,
employees and subconsultants {collectively, Consultant) against all damages liabilities or costs, including reasonable attorneys’
fees and defense costs, to the extent caused by the Client’s negligent acts in connection with the Project and the acts of its
contractors, subcontractors or consultants or anyone for whom the Client is legally liable.
In addition, the Client agrees that to the fullest extent permitted by law, no shareholder, officer, director, principal or employee of
the Consultant shall have personal liability under this Agreement, or for any matter in connection with the professional services
provided with the Project.
Neither the Client nor the Consultant shall be obligated to indemnify the other party in any manner whatsoever for the other
party’s own negligence.
Notwithstanding the forgoing, in recognition of the relative risks and benefits of the Project to both the Client and the Consultant,
the risks have been aflocated such that the Client agrees, to the fullest extent permitted by law, to limit the liability of the
Consultant to the Client for any and all claims, losses, costs, damages of any nature whatsoever or claims expenses from any cause
or causes, including attorney’s fees and costs and expert-witness fees and costs, so that the total aggregate liability of the
Consuitant to the Client shall be the remainder of the Consultants insurance proceeds up to the greater of: $ 1,000,000
or the Consultant’s total fee for services rendered under this agreement. It is intended that this limitation
apply to any and all liability or cause of action however alleged or arising, unless otherwise prohibited by law.
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Attn: Mr. Mark Wendling

Consequential Damages. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, and to the fullest extent permitted by law,
neither the Client nor the Consultant, their respective officers, directors, partners, employees, contractors or subconsultants shall
be liable to the other or shall make any claim for any incidental, indirect or consequential damages arising out of or connected in
any way to the Project or to this Agreement. This mutual waiver of consequential damages shalt include, but is not limited to, loss
of use, loss of profit, loss of business, loss of income, loss of reputation or any other consequential damages that either party may
have incurred from any cause of action including negligence, strict liability, breach of contract and breach of strict or implied
warranty. Both the Client and the Consultant shall require similar waivers of consequential damages protecting all the entities or
persons named herein in all contracts and subcontracts with others involved in this project.

Force Majeure. Neither party shall be deemed in default of this Agreement to the extent that any delay or failure in the
performance of its obligations results from any cause beyond its reasonable control and without its negligence, such as natural
disasters and “Acts of God.”

Termination of Contract. In the event of termination of this Agreement by either party, the Client shall within fifteen (15)
calendar days of termination pay the Consultant for all services rendered and all reimbursable costs incurred by the Consultant up
to the date of termination, in accordance with the payment provisions of this Agreement. The Client may terminate this
Agreement for the Client’s convenience and without cause upon giving the Consultant not less than seven (7) calendar days
written notice. Either party may terminate this Agreement for cause upon giving the other party not less than seven (7) calendar
days written notice for any of the following reasons:

*  Substantial failure by the other party to perform in accordance with the terms of this agreement and through no fault of the
terminating party;

*  Assignment of this Agreement or transfer of the Project by either party to any other entity without the prior written consent
of the other party;
*  Suspension of the Project or the Consultant’s services by the Client for more than ninety (30) calendar days, consecutive or in
the aggregate;
¢ Material changes in the conditions under which this Agreement was entered into, the Scope of Services or the nature of the
Project, and the failure of the parties to reach an agreement on the compensation and schedule adjustments necessitated by
such changes;
In the event of any termination that is not the fault of the Consultant, the Client shall pay the Consultant, in addition to payment
for services rendered and reimbursable costs incurred, for all expenses reasonably incurred by the Consultant in connection with
the orderly termination of this Agreement, including but not limited to demobilization, reassignment of personnel, associated
overhead costs and all other expenses directly resulting from the termination.
Dispute Resolution. In an effort to resolve any conflicts that arise during the design and construction of the Project or following
the completion of the Project, the Client and the Consultant agree that all disputes between them arising out of or in relation to
this Agreement or the Project shall be submitted to nonbinding mediation unless the parties mutually agree otherwise. The Client
and the Consultant further agree to include a simitar mediation provision in all agreements with independent ¢ontractors and
consultants retained for the Project and to require all independent contractors and consultants also to include a similar mediation
provision in all agreements with their subcontractors, subconsultants, suppliers and fabricators, thereby providing for mediation
as the primary method for dispute resolution.
If mediation fails, Client and Consultant agree that they shall submit any unsettled claims, counterclaims, disputes, and other
matters in question between them arising out of or relating to this Agreement to arbitration in accordance with the Construction
Industry Arbitration Rutes of the American Arbitration Assoctation, effective as of the date of this agreement. If a dispute is not
resolved after arbitration, the judgment may be entered into any court having jurisdiction thereof. Should litigation or arbitration
occur between the two parties relating to the provisions of the Agreement, it is agreed that the prevailing party shail be entitled
to recover all reasonable costs incurred in the defense/prosecution of the claim, including staff time, court costs, attorney fees
and other claim related expenses.
Ownership and Copyright of Documents, All drawings and documents prepared or furnished by Consultant pursuant to this
Agreement are the instruments of Consultant’s professional service, and Consultant shall retain an ownership and property
interest therein. Consultant grants Client a revocable license to use instruments of Consultant's professional service for the
purpose of constructing, maintaining, or operating the Project. Reuse or modification of any such documents by Client, without
Consultant’s written permission, shall be at Client's sole risk, and Client agrees to indemnify and hold Consultant harmless from all
claims, damages and expenses, including attorney’s fees, arising out of such reuse by Client or by others acting through Client.
Free Publicity. Consultant has the right to photograph the Project and to use the photos in the promotion of the professional
practice through advertising, public relations, brochures or other marketing materials. Should additional photos be needed in the
future, Client agrees to provide reasonable access to the facility. Client also agrees to cite the name of Consultant as the provider
of the professional services outlined in this Agreement in all publicity, presentations, and public relations activities that mention
the name or depict the facility. Client permits Consultant to place temporary jobsite signs on the site that advertise the
consultant.
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Marsh Park KLEINGERS
Attn: Mr. Mark Wendling -\

Use of Electronic Media. Copies of documents that may be relied upon by Client are limited to printed copies {also known as hard
copies) that are signed or sealed by Consultant. Files in electronic media format or text, data, graphic or other types that are
furnished by Consultant to Client are only for the convenience of Client. Any conclusion or information obtained or derived from
such electronic files will be at the user’s sole risk. When transferring documents in electronic media format, Consultant makes no
representations as to long-term compatibility, usability, or readability of documents resulting from the use of software application
packages, operating systems of computer hardware differing from those in use by Consultant at the beginning of this assignment.

Opinions of Cost, When included in Consultant’s scope of services, opinions or estimates of probable construction cost are
prepared on the basis of Consultant’s experience and qualifications and represent Consultant's judgment as a professional
generally familiar with the industry. However, since the Consultant has no control over the cost of labor, materials, equipment or
services furnished by others, over contractor's methods of determining prices, or over competitive bidding or market conditions,
Consultant cannot or does not guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from Consultant’s
opinions of probable construction cost.

Jabsite Safety Disclaimer. Neither the professional activities of the Consultant, nor the presence of the Consultant or its
employees and subconsultants at a construction/project site, shall relieve the General Contractor of its obligations, duties and
responsibilities including, but not limited to, construction means, methods, sequence, techniques or procedures necessary for
performing, superintending and coerdinating the Work in accordance with the contract dacuments and any health or safety
precautions required by any regulatory agencies. The Consultant and its personnel have no authority to exercise any control over
any construction contractor or its employees in connection with their work or any health or safety programs or procedures, The
Client agrees that the General Contractor shall be solely responsible for jobsite safety, and warrants that this intent shall be
carried out in the Client’s contract with the General Contractor. The Client also agrees that the Client, the Consultant and the
Consultant’s subconsultants shall be indemnified by the General Contractor and shall be made additional insureds under the
General Contractor’s policies or general liability insurance.

Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Ohio.

Severability. If any term or provision hereof is illegal or invalid for any reason whatever, such illegality of invalidity shall not affect
the validity of the remaining terms of this Agreement.

Assignment of Agreement. Neither party to this Agreement shall transfer, sublet or assign any rights under or interest in this
Agreement (including but not limited to monies that are due or monies that may be due) without the prior written consent of the
other party. Subcontracting to subconsultants normally contemplated by the Consultant shall not be considered an assignment
for purposes of this agreement.

Signatures. Should Client be a corporation or governmental entity, the person signing this Agreement represents that he is duty
authorized to execute the agreement on behalf of the corporation for the payment of the amounts specified herein. Any agent
signing on behalf of a Client represents he/it has full authority to sign on behalf of said Client.

Innovative Design and Technologies. The Client understands and agrees that state-of-the-art or innovative products,
technologies or methods may be used on the project and that these lack a proven history of successful application and
performance. The Client acknowledges that these technologies are being incorporated into the project to accomplish recognized
objectives, but due to their unproved and innovative nature, there is a significant possibility that those objectives may not be
realized and may result in undesirable consequences. The Consultant will conduct a reasonable level of investigation and analysis,
and this is the limitation of the Consultant’s obligation for the performance of these technologies. The Client has weighed the
relative risks and rewards and accepts the risk of incorporating the innovation{s} into the project.

AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED

Please proceed with the work outlined above in accordance with this proposal. | agree to the terms and conditions
of this proposal,

City of Fairfield

By: Date:
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ITEM NO.
CITY OF FAIRFIELD, OHIO
CITY COUNCIL MEETING COMMUNICATION

TEM: DATE: _02/09/15

Appropriation of $30,500.00 for a joint Lime Recalcination Feasibility Study between and among Greater
Cincinnati Water Works, City of Fairfield, and City of Hamilton.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

Funding for this Lime Recalcination Feasibility Study is included in the 2015-2019 Capital Improvement Program
(CIP) for the Water Treatment Plant.

SYNOPSIS:

The purpose of the study is to investigate the feasibility of installing and utilizing a joint recalcination facility to
be used by the three water utilities. The purpose of the recalcination facility would be to collect spent lime, the
waste product from the Utilities” lime softening facilities, and process (recalcine) it into calcium oxide, which is
the treatment chemical needed for the softening process. This would eliminate the need to purchase calcium
oxide from an outside supplier, and would eliminate the need to dispose of the spent lime, effectively creating a
“closed-loop” recycling system for this treatment chemical and treatment residuals. This could result in
significant monetary savings for the utilities and provide a beneficial re-use for the spent lime.

BACKGROUND:

Annual operational savings is the goal of the Utilities. A portion of this study is to ensure the construction and
operation of a recalcination facility does not pose a risk to ground water and does not violate any of the
Hamilton to New Baltimore Ground Water Consortium’s goals for source water protection. As such, it is
appropriate to utilize the existing source water protection agreement to complete this study. A Memorandum of
Understanding will serve as an addendum to that agreement.

RECOMMENDATION:

The cost for the joint study will be divided equally among GCWW, Fairfield, and Hamilton. The consultant has
provided a not-to exceed amount of $90,685.00, for a not-to-exceed value of 30,228.34 per entity. It is recommended
that City Council appropriate funding in the amount of $30,500.00 to perform the Lime Recalcination Feasibility
Study with the City of Cincinnati and the City of Hamilton. Emergency action is requested.

LEGISLATIVE ACTION: Suspension of Rules and Adoption Requested? [X] If yes, explain above.
yes no
Emergency Provision Needed? If yes, explain above.
X

yes no

Prepared byW

: =
pproved for Content byM . = Pl
inancial Review (where applicable): - ~ DBﬁA

Legal Review (where applicable): i Cte A A0
Accepted for Council Agenda: 4luabs LOUen




Memorandum of Understanding

for a Joint Recalcination Feasibility Study between and among

Greater Cincinnati Water Works, City of Fairfield, and City of Hamilton

This memorandum of understanding describes the conditions and requirements for a joint feasibility
study sponsored and paid for by the Greater Cincinnati Water Works, the City of Fairfield, and the City of
Hamilton.

Purpose

The purpose of the study is to investigate the feasibility of installing and utilizing a joint recalcination
facility to be used by the three utilities. The purpose of the recalcination facility would be to collect
spent lime, the waste product from the Utilities’ lime softening facilities, and process (recalcine) it into
calcium oxide, which is the treatment chemical needed for the softening process. This would eliminate
the need to purchase calcium oxide from an outside supplier, and would eliminate the need to dispose
of the spent lime, effectively creating a “closed-loop” system for this treatment chemical and treatment
residuals. This could result in monetary savings for the utilities and provide a beneficial re-use for the
spent lime.

A portion of this study is to ensure the construction and operation of a recalcination facility does not
pose a risk to ground water contamination and does not violate any of the Hamilton to New Baltimore
Ground Water Consortium’s goals for source water protection. As such, it is appropriate to utilize the
existing source water protection agreement to complete this study. This MOU will serve as an
addendum to that agreement.

Study Structure and Description

Greater Cincinnati Water Works is already conducting a feasibility study for on-site recalcination at its
Charles M. Bolton Plant. To fully leverage the information collected during their study, the feasibility
study for a joint facility will be accomplished through a change order with GCWW's consultant.

Funding

The cost for the joint study will be divided equally among GCWW, Fairfield, and Hamilton. The
consultant has provided a not-to exceed amount of $90,685, for a not-to-exceed value of 30,228.34 per
entity. Itis anticipated that an important component of the study will be to determine any potential



impacts to ground water quality, source water protection permitting, or other source water protection
issues.  As such, this MOU will be an addendum to the existing agreement between the utilities for
source water protection activities. The agreement was executed in 2006 and is titled “Hamilton to New
Baltimore Ground Water Consortium Wellhead Protection Plan Agreement”.

GCWW will invoice the Cities of Fairfield and Hamilton for costs associated with this study as part of the
recurring source water protection invoicing under the agreement between GCWW and the other
members of the Hamilton to New Baltimore Ground Water Consortium.

Scope

This MOU is limited to the joint feasibility study described above. It will terminate once this study is
complete and all invoices have been paid.

Study results

It is anticipated that the results of this study will be summarized in a report. The report and any
associated information will be provided to GCWW, Fairfield, and Hamilton.

Approved by:

City of Cincinnati
By: Jeff Pieper
Its: Superintendent

Date:

City of Fairfield
By: ArtPizzano
Its: City Manager

Date:

City of Hamilton
By: Doug Childs
its: Director of Public Utilities/General Manager

Date:




PROJECT UNDERSTANDING

BACKGROUND

One of the challenges associated with a lime precipitative softening water treatment process is
finding a sustainable method of managing the solids that are produced during treatment. Because the
process is designed specifically to convert dissolved solids that are present in the raw water to
suspended solids and because the lime added essentially produces solids on a one to one basis with
the amount of hardness removed solids production from lime softening is much higher than other
water treatment processes. Disposing of these solids can become an expensive prospect if they are
not utilized in an economically beneficial downstream application.

Fortunately, the solids produced via lime softening are a valuable resource that can be beneficially
reused in a number of ways. Traditionally, lime softening solids have been used for applications
such as flue gas desulphurization (FGD), which is currently how lime solids from Hamilton and
Fairfield are utilized, or for agricultural land application. While both of these options are more
economically and environmentally beneficial than landfilling the lime solids, utilities practicing
these methods still typically pay transport and disposal costs.

However, there is another beneficial reuse option utilities can pursue that would directly benefit the
lime softening plants: recalcination. Recalcination was practiced at 8 to 10 plants in the 1970s before
gas prices and lower cost disposal methods moved led utilities to move away from the process; as of
today only two plants are using recalcination. For most lime softening plants, the largest treatment
chemical costs are associated with the purchase of quicklime, or CaO. The lime solids produced
during treatment are primarily composed of calcium carbonate (CaCO;). Through thermal
conditioning, it’s possible to covert the calcium carbonate back to quicklime via the reaction

Heat 1700-2000°F
CaC03 ———— > Ca0 + €0,

Not only does recalcination recover the qunckllme that was used for primary treatment, but since the
softening process removes additional Ca®** and CO;* ions from the raw water, recalcination
produces excess quicklime that can then be resold to other customers for water treatment or
other industrial purposes. Thus, recalcination can be economically beneficial for utilities in multiple
ways: it reduces the cost of solids disposal, reduces the cost for treatment chemicals, and produces
excess product that can be resold to offset capital costs.

Despite the many benefits of lime recalcination, its application in the drinking water industry has
been limited. There are several reasons for this. Historically, the most practical technology for lime
recalcination has been rotary lime kilns. These kilns are most efficient at higher solids production
rates, which in turn requires very long kilns (200+ feet)

and a large source of lime solids (>100 ton/day). While & "iuuscooruen w00
some utilities, such as the City of Dayton, have had the 16000
space and solids production needed to accommodate such —
equipment, it simply was out of the range of many | 2000
smaller utilities. This, in addition to continually rising | :’:

gas prices and ready availability of low-cost disposal

However, technological advances have led to an upswing
in interest in lime recalcination among water utilities.
Improvements in furnace technologies offer the potential

2005 2007 2008 2011 2013

. . TN + n . | 6000
sites, discouraged many utilities from practicing lime | -
S i :
recalcination. | ] 2e0
| fisa 0,000
I

Record-low natural gas prices have
revitalized interest in lime recalcination
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for efficient recalcination at lower solids throughput rates. Hydraulic fracturing technologies have
pushed natural gas prices to record lows (current natural gas prices are approximately one-third of
their peak in 2008). Additionally, many monofilis or other disposal sites historically used by utilities
for low-cost solids disposal are reaching capacity. Together, these factors make lime recalcination
an attractive option for both lime solids disposal and quicklime production.

JOINT LIME RECALCINATION FEASIBILITY

EE&T is excited to apply our unmatched experience in residuals management and beneficial reuse to
assist the Cities of Cincinnati, Fairfield, and Hamilton in evaluating the feasibility of a joint lime
recalcination facility to recover quicklime from the calcium carbonate solids produced by their
respective lime-sofiening groundwater treatment plants. We have extensive experience working
with the City of Dayton to improve the efficiency of their lime recalcination facility, and are
currently working with Greater Cincinnati Water Works (GCWW) to evaluate the feasibility of
constructing a recalcination facility at the Charles M Bolton Plant (CMBP) specifically for solids
produced at that plant. This experience provides us insight into the potential issues that face a joint
lime recalcination facility. We’ll discuss a few of these issues below.

Solids Storage Logistics

Recalcination differs from other solids treatment technologies in that, depending on the type of
S . recalcination process, it may not be easy to start
——Sludge Production Ib/day} === Flow Rate | and stop the recalcination process due to the time
it takes to heat up/cool down the furnace/kiln.
Typical practice when dewatering water
treatment plant residuals is to operate at steady
state for as long as is needed to treat the target
solids production; when solids production is low,
the dewatering process will operate only a few
hours per shift or a few shifts per week, and
when solids production is high the dewatering
process will operate for more shifts per week or
Time (Month) hours per shift. Since this mode of operation is
R - | not practical for many types of recalcination
Variations in solids production require facilities, accommodations must be made for
accommodations for solids storage either on- or storing solids during peak periods so they can be
off-site processed during off-peak periods.

40 +— St 35

Flow Rate (MGD)

Sludge Production (tons/day)

EE&T developed now widely published methods to calculate historical solids production using daily
water quality and/or chemical usage data from the plants® operating records. This will allow us to
calculate actual solids production, such as shown in the above graph, for each of the plants. We’ll
use the daily solids production from all of the plants to be served by the joint lime recalcination
facility to determine: a) what the optimum lime recalcination rate is, and b) how much storage is
needed to accommodate the difference between the peak solids production and the optimum lime
recalcination rate. Storage of solids is needed to both equalize out a day’s operation so the kiln
doesn’t start up and shut down, as well as to ensure sufficient solids are stockpiled to accommodate
non-transport times. For example, if trucking is used for transporting lime residuals then we may
plan for no truck transport on weekends and holidays. We may also want to plan on some weather
interruptions. Through conversations with the Cities we can estimate required storage volumes.

Feasibility Study for a Joint Lime Recalcination Facility Page 2 of 6



Depending on how much storage is needed, we can plan for locating the storage at the joint lime
recalcination facility but perhaps also at each of the treatment plants (it is likely that a combination
of both will be required).

Note: some recalcination processes, such as pneumatic flash calciners (PFCs), have a higher
tolerance for thermal cycling than traditional recalcination
processes. If such a process is selected for the joint reclamation
facility, it may be possible to move away from continuous
operation to more traditional shift cycle. Implications of doing so
will be fully assessed and discussed as part of this evaluation.

Solids Transport Logistics

One of the challenges associated with operating a joint lime
recalcination facility is to transport solids from where they are
generated (at the individual treatment plants) to where they are
treated (at the joint recalcination facility). Solids may be
conveyed either via pumping (through new or repurposed
pipelines) or via trucking. Depending on the method of transport,
it may be preferable to transport the solids directly from the
plant’s clarifiers (approximately 5 percent solids) or to provide
solids thickening on-site at the treatment plant through gravity
thickeners or lagoons to reduce the amount of water that needs to 2 T
be transported with the solids. Example p!pellne route connectmg

. Ot g s CMBP to a potential facility site
Since the participating treatment plants are located within a NSNS Faiprfield WTP s

relatively short distance of one another (<1.5 mile radius), either

pumping or trucking may be feasible. Pumping can be advantageous in that, once the infrastructure
constructed, the labor associated with conveying solids is minimal. However, given the relatively
low daily solids production from each plant, it may be more cost effective to just truck solids from
the treatment plants to the lime recalcination facility. Lime sludge transport trucks can be liquid-
type contamers such as those shown at left or, for dryer solids, lined dump trucks can be used.

Trucks can haul between 20 to 25 wet-tons, on average. Lime
sludges typically thicken to 35+ percent solids concentration.
Even if the solids were only thickened to 25 percent, six tons of
dry solids could be hauled with each truck load. CMBP has the
largest solids production of the plants that would be hauling to
the joint lime recalcination facility. Based on historical data,
only 3 to 4 truckloads per day would be required, on average, to
transport thickened lime solids to a joint reclamation facility
(max day = 7 truckloads). Lime siudges from lagoons can be

Example of lime sludge transpoit . . :
J— (%p to 55% sohc?s Conc)p transported at higher concentrations, which can further decrease

the number of truckloads required. Given the relatively short
distance between each of the plants and the few number of truckloads that would be required, it may
be prudent to avoid the capital cost of new pipeline(s) and to just rely on truck transportation of lime
solids to the joint recalcination facility. This will be fully evaluated as part of this study on a
capital versus operational cost analysis.

Furnace/Kiln Selection

As mentioned previously, there are several furnace/kiln technologies that may be used for lime
calcination other than the traditional rotary lime kilns. These include multiple hearth furnaces,
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rotary hearth furnaces, pneumatic flash calciners PFC), etc. These technologics will be more
efficient at low solids throughput than the rotary lime kilns, and any of them may be feasible for the
proposed joint lime recalcination facility.

EE&T is currently evaluating recalcination technologies for GCWW as part of the CMBP-specific
evaluation, and will be able to easily leverage that knowledge for technology selection as part of this
study. The advantages and disadvantages of each system in terms of capital cost, operating costs,
and ease of operations and maintenance will be presented to the participating utilities as part of
technology selection.

Magnesium

One consideration for recalcination projects is what contaminants may be present in the lime solids.
It is our understanding that each of the plants that would be hauling to the joint lime recalcination
facility would be groundwater facilities, so there would be little in the way of naturally occurring
raw water solids that would be present in the final quicklime product. However, the Fairfield and
Hamitton plants do soften at a higher pH than CMBP, so there may be some magnesium hydroxide
present in the lime softening solids.

Magnesium should be removed from the lime solids prior for recalcination for two reasons: 1) some
furnace/kiln technologies can be damaged by buildup of magnesium oxide inside of the firing
chamber, and 2) magnesium oxide present in the recalcinated product will accumulate over time.
Recarbonation is recommended for resolubilizing any magnesium hydroxides. However,
recarbonation must consider the solids concentration of the influent sludge. If the solids are
transported to the site with a solids concentration in excess of 8 to 10 percent, it will be necessary to
dilute the solids on-site prior to recarbonation to prevent the precipitation of magnesium carbonate
trihydrate solids during the recarbonation process. It may also be possible to recarbonate at each site
prior to thickening and transport.

The calcination process will also produce CO, The carbon dioxide can be recovered and used to
carbonate the lime sludge for Mg removal.

PROPOSED APPROACH

The request for proposal for this study contained a detailed and thorough scope of work. We
consider the scope of work to be well thought out, and it appears to have identified the major points
we would recommend for inclusion in this evaluation. Given the space limitations of this proposal
we will not reiterate the scope of work, but we intend to follow the scope of work closely throughout
the duration of this project.

There are three potential sites for the joint lime recalcination facility that are identified in the RFP.
We will evaluate each site based on the criteria outlined in the scope of work, and during the kickoff
meeting we will work with Cincinnati, Fairfield, and Hamilton staff to identify any other sites that
may be feasible for the proposed facility. Site visits will be conducted to each potential site to verify
local conditions.

In addition to site selection, evaluations of other key items will be needed, including: sludge
transport methodology and routing, recalcination technology selection, facility staffing strategy, etc.
EE&T will evaluate two or more alternatives for each item and provide the Cities with a
recommendation for a preferred alternative for each item.
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As described in the RFP, the || _ T
GV E S R () i VIl = xample spreadsheet tool for economic analysis of recalcination
project will be a 20- to 30-page summary report along with a spreadsheet tool(s) the Cities can use to
evaluate different economic alternatives. However, before the summary report can be prepared,
feedback from the Cities will be required to evaluate the preferred alternative for several key items
discussed above. To facilitate those decisions, EE&T hold a mid-project technical meeting to
provide staff at each City the information needed to evaluate the alternatives presented and
recommended by EE&T. In addition to the project kickoff meeting and mid-project meeting, EE&T
anticipates meeting with representatives from the Cities two additional times during the study: once
shortly after the kickoff meeting during the site visits to potential locations for the joint lime
recalcination facility, and once after the draft report had been submitted to present the study findings
to the Cities.

SUBMITTAL SCHEDULE FOR DRAFT AND FINAL REPORTS

A potential schedule is presented below. We are not currently aware of the Cities preferred start
date, so for the purposes of this proposal we have assumed the project would start at the beginning of
2015. However, we are prepared to move the schedule up or back as needed.
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Janpary

March

Aprit

Hay June

Desc.

Task

5

12

19|26

23

27] 4]11)18

Kickoff Meeting

[

Solids Quantification

Site Assessment Visits

Site Location Assessment

s

Process Sizing/Tech, Feasibility

On-site Review Meeting

Financial Analysis

Report Preparation

GCWW/Fairfield/Hamilton Review

L

Review of Findings Meeting

Bl o mo b= A AR

finalize Report

&

As discussed under project approach, we anticipate holding a mid-project technical meeting to discuss site
location and recalcination technology selection prior to submission of the draft report. We anticipate helding

that technical meeting at the end of March/beginning of April. We anticipate completing all tasks associated

with this project within 6 months.

ITEMIZED BUDGET

The total proposed budget for this work is $90,685. The following table breaks down the proposed budget by
task. Space limitations prectude inclusion of a more granular itemized budget including subtasks; however,

such a budget has been submitted in addition to the proposai.

EE&T is more than willing to work with the Cities to match the services provided to available budget for this
work. If the Citics wish to reduce the proposed budget, we can work with the Cities’ project manager to

identify areas where the scope can be modified and/or reduced to meet the Cities’ budget requirements.

™ Tech Proj. Tech
MGT Manager | Engineer | Support
Task DESCRIPTION COI:;MO" D. Roth CADD { Expenses Total
1 Technical Feasibility
Subtotal Hours 18 €0 302 64 444
Total Fes $3,060 $7,500 $22,650 $3,200 $0 $36,410
2 Financial Viability
Subtotal Hours 10 58 122 20 210
Total Fee $1,700 $7,250 $9,150 $965 $0 $19,065
3 Report Preparation
Subtotal Hours 6 52 136 40 234
Total Fee $1,020 $6,500 $10,200 $2,000 $0 $19,720
4 Project Management
Subtotal Hours 22 52 16 0 82
Total Fee $3,740 $6,500 $1,200 $0 $4,050 $15,040
Total ] Total Hours 56 214 576 124 970
Total Dollars $9,520 $27,750 $43,200 $6,165 $4,050 $90,685

Feasibility Study for a Joint Lime Recalcination Facility

Page 6 of 6




$89°06% 050'¢S S91°98 00Z°ep$ 052°228 075'6% 8EB}|0Q {EIOE
2.6 vZh 94§ f{44 95 SINOH |gjoiy (R0
06¢°518 050°¢$ 0% 00Z'L$ 005°98 orL'es 884 (€301
00'05$ 00’548 005218 00'041% aey Bumgl
06 0 9t (5 22 ol jBoygns)
oLl 000011 $ 0 Q 8 g Bupaaw maal pafoud [ewly
068t 00058} g 0 o LA 0 Bur MBIARY aug
SLEL 00°00L°1 g 0 4] 8 2 Bupaau joyan
al 0 1] Zl g waussBeuew palald
wawsbeury aloag| +
0ZL'6LS 0% 000'Z$ 00Z'01$ 005'9$ 0Z0'}$ 234 |30
00058 00'648 D0'sZig 000LL$ ajey bungll
iz oy 9gk 14 9 SINOH 1R01qnsg
0 oF 41 [4 isayspeexds siskieue 1500
a8 o o v 4 ABYSOUIMEAD J07puE S Anpegy
Bz ) 9k [43 Q sanss) Buluienad Jauie JO UoIsssig
99 0 ob vZ z yoesodde paloatas Joj SIIBIISA 1502 WHG PUE [BhdeD 1ebpng
uopetedad woday £
590'61$ 0% 596% 051'6¢ 052'23 004'L8 884 |BI0 4|
¥C' 8PS 00'SLE 00°SZL$ 000LLE eley bupg
0T 0z (443 B85 0l SJNoH [eaigng]
¥ a 0 1 4 0 saiyunpodde Sulpun)AURIS Jo mae
91 Q Zl 4 4 oun 10 Uy
9 0 0 1 4 Z SIULANNbE] UOIEIELED 0F-JSN JO IUILISSISSY
B 0 9 z ] SWIAILEH BOIRSIAI JG1EM $2IN0S 0 UanEN(EAT
1] 0 g 4 3 SWaouea Bumriled JO WOISSISSY
[4] 0 oF 0z 4 Ayroey
Z0L 02 g ¥z 4 WRHUSEIEEE UOIBIG] SIS
Aupaesn e1oeury) 14
01'9es 0§ 002't$ 059'228 005'L$ 090'tS 8dd |&0 1]
00058 00548 00'seIS 000418 sley Bunrad
rre 9 20¢ 09 8l SincH (Boqng
89 ] 8y 8 14 SsMoed BunRoe/s68I01S 10 UOHBLILLEIEE
L |4 r4} ¥ 3 sa)jipoey Bunfanuy pasnbas o uoneuLWaIRQ
*T4 1 4 a1 14 L abeiois ewmpoinb 1o Buizig
[44 ] al ¥ F4 SUoNdo Aleacaa) ZOD JO UDHENEAT
0g 0 0z 8 Z suopdo AB e Jo uoy 2
[ 8 g |4 4 saly|Le) Gur d 1581 SW| JO Wo{lEn|eA
62 8 gl tr L SIENRIS3 S| pInby| Jo} Sairoet BunniyyBupizass jo Buzis
06 L o5 8 Z suondo Butnos adid §0 tdpenisag
50 g o 2 I uoenjens seqyjae) Budiang aBps
05 0 oF g [4 Jueld yoee woul; pue ssews) d spijos Anueny
fanqisead eajuyasy) 3
* 1oL . sesuedsy. aavo oy ‘g Iemiag q * NOILAMDBIC ASOL
voddng ysayr Jsatabuz saBrumly foud 1OWY3eL — ;




Example

Dayton Ohio



Lime Recycling

The City of Dayton uses lime (calcium oxide), fluoride and chlorine for water treatment. Rapid
sand filtration is the final step in the treatment process. In 2009, Dayton’s two water plants
treated and pumped 20.6 billion gallons of water.

Dayton’s well water is considered very “hard” because of the natural minerals. During the
water treatment process, hydrated lime (calcium hydroxide) reacts with hardness causing minerals
in the well water. This creates calcium carbonate and magnesium hydroxide residuals, which settle
to the bottom of water softening basins.

Dayton’s water plants pump lime softening residuals to a Lime Recovery Facility (LRF). The
LRF is located next to the Ottawa Water Treatment Plant. At the LRF, carbon dioxide produced
by the lime recalcination process selectively dissolves and separates magnesium from the lime
softening residuals. Then, relatively pure calcium carbonate is dewatered in centrifuges and
pumped into a rotary lime kiln. During the recalcination process, temperatures at approximately
2000 degrees F convert the calcium carbonate into calcium oxide and carbon dioxide. The
carbon dioxide is used for carbonation of lime softening residuals and pH adjustment of drinking
water at the adjacent water treatment plant. The final product of the recalcination process is
calcium oxide. The Lime Recovery Facility produced 21,535 tons of lime in 2009.

Calcium oxide, in a pebble form, is conveyed pneumatically from the LRF to the adjacent
Ottawa Water Plant and is trucked to the Miami Water Plant. At the water plants, this lime is
mixed with water in slaking machines to create calcium hydroxide for water softening. The lime
is approved by NSF International for drinking water treatment under Standard 60.

Because calcium from Dayton’s well water precipitates into the lime softening residuals,
more lime is produced than is consumed. The City of Dayton sells some lime to other water
systems for lime softening and occasionally contracts with a broker to sell excess lime to other
users.

Reject water from the LRF centrifuges is sent to Dayton’s wastewater treatment plant via the
sanitary sewer. The reject water, which has calcium carbonate, conditions the wastewater
sludge.

When the Lime Reclamation Facility is out of service the lime softening residuals from both
water treatment plants are pumped to a lagoon. This lagoon is located near the Findlay Street
exit of northbound State Route 4. Solids, primarily calcium carbonate/magnesium hydroxide,
are dredged from the lagoon and applied to farmland for pH adjustment of soil.

The City of Dayton Water Department has reclaimed lime-softening residuals from the water
treatment process since 1957. Before 1957, all residuals were pumped into lagoons for storage.
The City of Dayton is one of two water utilities in the United States that reclaims water softening
residuals and produces calcium oxide. The other utility is in Miami, Florida.
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LIME SOFTENING REACTIONS

I. LIME SLAKING

Lime (Ca0) is reacted with water to produce calcium hydroxide (Ca(OH),) for the lime softening
process at Dayton's water treatment plants.

Ca0 + HO = Ca(OH),

II. LIME SOFTENING

Calcium hydroxide (Ca(OH); reacts with hardness causing compounds ( Ca(HCOQ;3), and
Mg(HCOs3); } resulting in the formation and precipitation of calcium carbonate (CaCOs).
Lime softening removes carbonate hardness.

Ca(OH); + CO; = CaCO; +H;O

Ca(OH), + Ca(HCOs), = 2CaCO; + 2H,0

Ca(OH), + Mg(HCO;), = CaCO; + MgCO; + 2H,0

Ca(OH), + MgCO; =>» CaCO; + Mg(OH),

LIME RECLAMATION REACTIONS
I. CARBONATION OF LIME SOFTENING RESIDUALS

Carbonation removes magnesium hydroxide (Mg(OH),) from lime softening residuals
(CaCO3/Mg(OH),) before lime calcination at Dayton's Lime Recovery Facility.

Mg(OH), + 2CO, & Mg(HCO:)
(solid) (liquid)

II. LIME CALCINATION

Calcium carbonate (CaCOy) is heated to 2000° F in a rotary kiln. The lime product (CaQ)
is used for lime softening. The carbon dioxide {CO,) is used for carbonation of lime
softening residuals and re-carbonation of lime softened water at the Ottawa Water
Treatment Plant.

CaCO; = Ca0 + CO,
heat



ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE TO AMEND ORDINANCE NO. 109-14 ENTITLED “AN
ORDINANCE TO MAKE ESTIMATED APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE
EXPENSES AND OTHER EXPENDITURES OF THE CITY OF FAIRFIELD,
OHIO, DURING A PERIOD BEGINNING JANUARY 1, 2015, AND
ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2015.”

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Fairfield, Ohio, that:

Section 1. Ordinance No. 109-14, the 2015 Appropriation Ordinance, is hereby amended
in the following respects:

From: Fire Levy Fund $6,500
To: 20332023-234500 Fleet Maintenance $6,500
(Repair Cost of Medic 32)

From: Tax Recreation Fund $30,000
To: 20616025-252000 improvements Other Than $30,000
Building

(Master Planning and Civil Engineering Services for
Recreational Pre-development)

From: Woater Replacement and Improvement Fund $30,500
To: 60416025-252000 improvements Other Than $30,500
Building

{Lime Re-calcination Feasibility Study)

Section 2. This Ordinance shall take effect at the earliest period allowed by law.
Passed
Mayor’s Approval
Posted
First Reading Rules Suspended

Second Reading

Third Reading




ATTEST:

Clerk of Council

This is to certify that this Ordinance has been duly published by posting and summary
publication as provided by Charter.

Clerk of Council

Active Clients\City of Fairfield\Ordinances\2015\Non Contractual 2-9 - Ord
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