AGENDA
Municipal Services Committee
July 23, 2012
6:30 P.M. — Council Chambers

Call to Order & Roll Call
Establishment of Quorum

New Business

a.  Resolution - Authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to Execute a Contract
with North Suburban Asphalt Maintenance in an amount not to exceed
$87,120.00 for the 2012 Crack Fill Program

b.  Motion — Authorizing City staff to proceed with the City Entrance Sign
Project at various locations

c.  Resolution — Accepting a proposal from Presta Constructions Inc for the
concrete footing and walls in an amount not to exceed $15,000.00 for the
City’s Entrance signs

d. Resolution — Accepting a proposal from LaGrange Materials Inc for the
concrete masonry units-concrete block hollow, in an amount not to exceed
$1,265.90 for the City’s Entrance signs

e.  Resolution — Accepting a proposal from Les Moore & Company, LLC for
the Cultured Stone-Shale Pro Fit Ledgestone PF8016 in an amount not to
exceed $11,650.00 for the City’s Entrance signs

f.  Resolution — Accepting a proposal from Pro Masonry Express for the 36-
inch Pier Caps in an amount not to exceed $5,200.00 for the City’s
Entrance signs

g. Resolution — Accepting a proposal from Pioneer Construction Inc. for the
masonry work-placement of the concrete block and cultured stone in an
amount not to exceed $14,133.36 for the City’s Entrance signs

h.  Resolution — Accepting a proposal from Meno Stone Company for the
City’s stone monument signs in an amount not to exceed $15,000.00 for

the City’s Entrance Signs
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m.

Resolution — Accepting a proposal from Schramm Landscaping Inc. to
supply selected plant species, planting and mulching for the landscaping in
an amount not to exceed $16,000.00 for the City’s Entrance signs

Motion — Authorizing expenditures related to the City’s Entrance Sign
Project for steel brackets, stone, asphalt, soil excavation analysis, dump
fees, trucking and a contingency in an amount not to exceed $8,800.00 for
the City’s Entrance Signs

Resolution - Resolution — Authorizing the purchase of one (1) new 2012
Ford F-150 Pick Up from Morrow Brothers Ford, Inc. in the amount of
$22,604.00

Minutes—  June 18, 2012 — Special Municipal Services Committee

June 25, 2012 — Municipal Services Committee

Update — Emerald Ash Borer

4, Director’s Report

5. Next scheduled meeting — Monday, August 27, 2012.

6. Adjournment



AGENDA MEMO
Municipal Services Commiittee
July 23, 2012

ISSUE STATEMENT

A resolution authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to execute a contract with North Suburban
Asphalt Maintenance in an amount not to exceed $91,476.00 for the 2012 Crack Fill Program.

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The FY 12/13 Budget includes funds for the 2012 Crack Fill Program. Attached please find the
Crack Sealing Schedule labeled as Attachment 1. Crack sealing is a routine maintenance
treatment that will significantly delay roadway deterioration. The sealing material is applied into
the cracks before they become too large and before the freeze-thaw cycles have an opportunity to
shift the pavement and develop larger cracks (alligatoring). Flexible rubberized asphalt sealants
bond to crack walls and move with the pavement, preventing water from entering the road base.
The life of the road is extended and maintenance costs greatly reduced over time.

The scope of the program includes all cracks to be routed with a low dust mechanical router to a
depth of %" and a width of 3. Upon completion of the routing, all dirt, debris, and water shall
be removed from the cracks. The method of removal is completed by utilizing a blow pipe
which blows compressed air from a pull behind conventional air compressor. The crack is then
filled with a rubber sealant which is feathered to a width of approximately 3-inches in width.
Attachment 1 is the proposed schedule for the Crack Fill Program.

Sealed bids were opened on July 12, 2012 at the Darien City Hall. Staff had received 2
competitive bids for the Crack Sealing Program. See attached bid tally labeled as Attachment 2.

Staff is requesting a 5% pound contingency in the event additional cracks are identified in the
field. .

BID RESULTS
WITH
YENDOR BASE COST CONTINGENCY CONTINGENCY
North Suburban Asphalt
Maintenance $87,120.00 $4,356.00 $591,476.00
SKC Construction $90,420.00 $4,521.00 $94,941.00

The proposed Crack Sealing Program would be funded from the following FY12-13 Budget:

YEAR TO
ACCOUNT ACCOUNT FY 12-13 DATE PROPOSED PROPOSED
NUMBER DESCRIPTION | BUDGET | EXPENDED | EXPENDITURE | BALANCE

CRACK FILL
23-35-4382 | PROGRAM $92,400.00 -0- § 91,476.00 $ 924.00
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval of the proposed resolution. The proposed vendor, North Suburban
Asphalt Maintenance has provided services for the City of Darien in 2009, 2010 and 2011 with
satisfactory results.

ALTERNATE CONSIDERATION
As directed by the Municipal Services Commiitee.

DECISION MODE
This item will be placed on the August 6, 2012 City Council agenda for formal consideration.




2012 CRACKFILL PROGRAM

ATTACHMENT 1

ROAD | 18T Round|2nd Round
ROAD POLUINDS SUBDIVISION LIMIT LENGTH REHAB | Cruck Fill | Crack Fill
74th Place 125 Marion Hills § 83rd to Eleanor 1000 2009 2012 |N/AY :
Eleanor Place 120 Murion Hills § Elm to Janet 980 2009 2012 [NIA
Eleanor Place 100 Murion Hills § 74th to Elm 440 2009 2012
Trenton Lane 100 Farmingdale His 67th to Albany 530 2009 2012
Albany Laste 194 Farmingdale His Richmond {0 Trenton 35() 2009 m2
Juniper Lo 700 Brookhaven one Warwick to Stratford 600 2009 2012
Janet Ave 1000 Brookhaven one Gale to deod End 1000 2009 012
Warwick Dr 1000 Brookhaven one Janet to 79th 1900 2009 2012
Concord Dr 600 Brookhaven one Cass to Limit 600 2009 2012
Chalet Dr 1056 Brookhaven ane Concord to Concord 600 2009 2012
Emerson Dr 75 Farmingdale 3-9 73rd to 71si 1460 2609 2m2
Whittier Dr 75 Farminpdale 5-9 73rd to Emerson 660 2009 2012
Judd St 100 Farmingdale Ridge  |Fairview to Wilton 475 2009 2012
Wilton Rd 81 Farmingdale Ridge Harper to Court Limit 1050 2009 2012
Harper Rd 50 Farmingdale Ridge  |Exton to Wilton 450 2009 2012
Exton St 50 Farmingdale Ridpe  |Harper to Judd 530 2009 2012
Main St 75 Farmingdale Ridpe 75th to Limit 1020 2009 2012
Meadow Ct 50 Farmingdnle Village  |Meadow to Limit 340 2009 2012
Penrson Dr 100 Farmingdale Village | Aster to Meadow 920 2009 2012
Aster Ln 5367 Farmingdale Village  |Pesrson to Sandelwood 340 2009 2012
Chicory Ct 55 Farmingdale Villzgpe  |Beller to Limit 700 2009 2012
0ld Oak Pl 65 Carriage Green 1-2 Carriage Green to Limit 700 2009 2012
Old Oak Pl a0 Carriage Green 1-2 | Carriage Green io Royal Ouk 230 2009 2012
Royal Ook Rd 75 Carrjage Green 1-2 Old Oak 1o Carringe Green 800 2009 2012
Evergreen Ct 50 Carringe Green 3 Evergreen to Limit 400 2009 2012
Pinehurst Dr 500 Pinchursl Bailey to Lukeview 1310 2009 2012
Pine Bluff Ct 444 Pinchurst Pinehurst to Limit 500 2009 2012
Pine Cove Ct 233 Pinchurst Pinehurst to Limit 500 2009 2012
Pine View CL 100 Pinehurst Pinehurst {0 Limit 600 2009 2012
Pinehurst (CDS) 278 Pinehurst Pinchurst fo Limit 200 2009 2012
Adams St 278 Pine Parkway Greenbriar to Iroquois 840 2009 2012
Regency Grove Dr 333 Regency Grove Chass to Limit 2500 2009. 2012
Adams 5t 300 Regency Grove Repency Grove to End 300 2009 2012
Seminole Drive {CDS) 300 Hinshrook Seminole to Limit 400 2009 2012
Belair Drive 1300 Hinghrook Richmond to Beechnut 2200 2009 2012
Belair Br {CDS) 190 Hinsbrook Belair to Limit 500 2009 2012
Vitlage Court 222 Hinsbrook Seminole (o Limit 500 2009 2012
Leonard Drive 611 Plainfield Highland  [Plainfield to 72nd 1660 2009 2012
Honey Locust Ln 300 Farmingdale Ter N Farmingdale to Sawyer 480 2009 2012
Clifford Rd 733 Farmingdale Village  [Pitcher to Steawart 660 2008 2012
Pitcher Dr 300 Farmingdale Village  [Ailsworth to Clifford 860 2008 2012
Stewart Rd 478 Farmingdale Village | Ailsworth to Clifford 860 2008 2012
Tlst 6300 farmingdale ynits3-9 | Washington 1o Fairview 3770 2005 2012
Havens Dr 3000 Farmingdale Village  |87th to Steawart 360 2006 2009 2012
Janet Avenue 3889 Miurion Hills § Clarendon to 83rd 2800 2006 2009 2012
Walnut Dr 1528 Farmingdale Ter W 942-Farmingdale 1100 2006 2009 2012
Walnut Dr 300 Brookhaven one Warwick-9:2 200 2006 2009 2012
Exner Rd 525 Darien Club Darien Club-Holly 463 2006 2009 2012
Holly Av 4583 Farmingdale 5-9 William to Wilcox 3300 2006 2009 2m2
Exner Rd 2000 Farmingdale 5-9 Holly to 75th 3800 2006 2009 2012
Summil Rd 5000 Farmingdale 5-9 715t to Cleamens 2240 2006 2009 2012
Hillside Ct 3111 Formingdaie Village  [Hillside to limit 300 2006 2009 2012
Harvest Pl 333 Farmingdale Villaze  |Meadow to Beller 1230 2006 2009 2012
Royal Ook Rd 1367 Carringe Green 1-2 Carringe Greens to limit 600 2006 2009 2012
Laurel Ln 667 Carringe Green 1-2— |Carringe Greens to limit 600 2006 2009 2012
Wildwood Ct 350 Repency Grove Repency Grove to Limit 400 2006 2009 2012
Richmond Ave 444 Hinsbrook 67th to 72nd 3180 2006 2009 2012
Iromwood Ave 3333 Hinsbrook 69th to Beechnut 2100 2006 2009 2012
Hinsbrook Avenue 1867 Hinsbrook Cass {0 Seminole 1450 2006 2009 2012
Beechnut Lane 1139 Hinsbrook Hinsbrook to Belair 1750 2006 2009 2012
Farningdale Dr 4600 Farmingdale Ter N 73th to 79th 2100 2006 2009 2012
High Point Circle 675 High point cir Frontage {o Limit 1050 2003 2008 2012
79Th ST 6933 Brookhaven Cass to Sawyer 4160 2002 2008 2012
Pounds Required 65977
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR AND CITY CLERK TO EXECUTE A
CONTRACT WITH NORTH SUBURBAN ASPHALT MAINTENANCE IN AN
AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $91,476.00 FOR THE 2012 CRACK FILL PROGRAM

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN,
DU PAGLE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, as follows:

SECTION 1: The City Council of the City of Darien hereby authorizes the Mayor and City
Clerk to execute a Contract with North Suburban Asphalt Maintenance in an amount not to exceed
$91,476.00 for the 2012 Crack Fill Program, a copy of which is attached hereto as “Exhibit A” and is
by this reference expressly incorporated herein.

SECTION 2: This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage
and approval as provided by law.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE
COUNTY, ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED BY THE MAYOR OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

KATHLEEN MOESLE WEAVER, MAYOR

ATTEST:

JOANNE E. RAGONA, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY




Exhibit A

Cﬂmpﬂ“y/’bér_“ gul\ur{nc-—\ nq,ﬂln-“’ V"\L:m‘\'thub

Representative
ﬂ l l“l Gepif

Address P‘U Bo»& a7l Pak [—L;()gt an

RO ) (96 123

Telephone Mobile

CU7-Lsf-L1tn

Facsimile

847~ 69¢-13/¢

E-Mauil Address

AL 8 Moy Goborben Pepleft. com

(1) Sealed bids will be received in the office of the _City of Darien until _10:00__ o’ciock
AM. on Thursday, July 12, 2012, for furnishing materials equipment and labor as
required for the 2012 Crack Filling Program, at which time all bids will be publicly
opened and read.

2) Sealed bids shall be submitted on the enclosed form and placed in a sealed envelope
labeled as Sealed Bid — 2012 Crack Filling Program

3) The right is reserved by the City of Darien to reject any or all bids.

The effective date of these bids will be the date of the opening above. These bids will be placed
on file and remain firm for 60 days.

The City reserves the right to re-advertise for new or additional bids if not satisfied with the
original or revised bids on file: The-original and revised bids shall remain in effect for the

duration of the contract upon City Council approval, unless terminated in writing by the City to
the awarded vendor.

The commencement of work shall begin by no later than August 13, 2012 and be completed by
September 7, 2012.

1t is understood that all materials are in compliance and approved by the Illinois Department of
Transportation. The requirements of the Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge
Construction adopted by the Department shall govern insofar as they apply.

The quantities of material shown are for information only and listed within Schedule A. They
represent the best known estimate of material needed. The actual quantities purchased may be
increased or decreased by any amount subject to any maximum quantities specified by the
supplier. Submitted bids with limits or conditions shall be rejected.

Bidders will be required to certify that for all Work to be performed pursuant to the Contract
Documents, ai least the prevailing rate of wages as found and determined by the State of Illinois
will be paid to all workers and employees working on the Project. A certified payroll will be
required with each payout request.

All bids shall be accompanied by a bid deposit of 5% of the total bid amount. Bid deposits
shall be in the form of a certified check, a bank cashier's check drawn on a responsible bank




doing business in the United States and shall be made payable to the City of Darien, or bid
bond.

The bid deposit of all except the three lowest bidders on each contract will be returned within
twenty (20) calendar days after the opening of the bids. The remaining bid deposits on each
contract will be returned, with the exception of the accepted Bidder, after the contzact is
awarded. The bid deposit of the accepted Bidder will be retumed after acceptance by the City
of satisfactory performance bond where such bond is required or completion of contract
where no performance bond is required.




MATERIALS SUMMARY

Item Quantity Unit Price Amount

Crack Routing & Filling | 66,000 pounds [ §7 120

Total Cost

The undersigned agrees to furnish any or all of the above materials upon which prices are bid at
the above bid unit prices subject to the following conditions.

(1}  Itisunderstood and agreed that the current Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge
Construction adopted by the Department of Transportation shall govern insofar as they imay be
applied and insofar as they do not conflict with the special provisions and supplemental
specifications attached hereto.

(2)  Itisunderstood that quantities listed are approximate only and that they may be increased
or decreased as needed to promptly complete the work at the above unit price bid.

(3) Delivery in total or partial shipments as ordered shall be made within the time specified
in the special provisions or by the terms of acceptance at the point and in the manner specified
in the “MATERIAL QUOTATIONS”. If delivery on the job site is specified, it shall mean any
place or places on the road designated by the awarding authority or its authorized representative.

%) ‘The undersigned firm certifies that it has not been convicted of bribery or attempting to
bribe an officer or employee of the State of Tlinois, nor has the firm made an admission of guilt
of such conduct which is a matter or record, nor has an official, agent or employee of the firm
committed bribery or attempted bribery on behalf of the firm and pursuant to the direction or
authorization of a responsible official of the firm. The undersigned firm further certifies that it is
not barred from contracting with any unit of State or local government as a result of a violation
of State laws prohibiting bid-rigging or bid-rotating.

Bidder %rTL Suéur!,c—»\ ﬂcf]m'/f j’hm'n’f‘- By /Z( 7“74“""'

Address Po. oy N Pk Ridke Title P ves [ et

Telephone Office Q47-¢4(~123/ Fax GUI-69¢-1214

E-mail _ Al & ladt Subork o ASpLelt. Com

Accepled By: /; /( ?/\—\___ Date: 7 - !—)\" oy };A

Date:




~ Contract

1. THIS AGREEMENT, made and concluded the day of between the

City of Darien__ acting by and through its City Council __known as the party of the first
part, and his/their executors, administrators, successors or assigns, know
as the party of the second part.

2. Witnesseth: That for and inconsideration of the payments and agreements mentioned in the

Proposal hereto attached, to be made and performed by the party of the first part, the party of the second part
agrees with said party of the first part as his/their own proper cost and expense to do all the work, furnish all
materials and all labor necessary to complete the work in accordance with the plans and specifications
hereinafter described, and in full compliance with all of the terms of this agreement and the requirements of the
Engineer under it.

3. And it is also understood and agreed that the Notice to Contractors, Special Provisions and
Proposal hereto attached are essential documents of this contract and are a part hereof.
4, IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said parties have executed these presents on the date above
mentioned.
Attest: The of
By
City Clerk . Mayor
(Seal)
(If a Corporation)
Corporate Name
By
President Party of the Second Parl
(If a Co-Partnership)
Atfest:
Secretary

Partners doing Business under the firm name of

Perty of the Second Part

(If an individual)

Party of the Second Parl




2012 CRACKFILL PROGRAM

ATTACHMENT 1

ROAD [ 18T Round|2nd Round

ROAD POUNDS SUBDIVISION LIMIT LENGTH REHAB | Crack Fill | Crack Fill
74th Place 123 Moarion Hills § 83rd to Eleanor 1000 2009 2012 |N/A-
Eleanor Pluce 120 Marion Hills § Elm to Jonet 980 2009 2012 [NA
Eleanor Place 100 Muarion Hills § 74tk to Elm 440 2009 2012 IN/A
Trenton Lane 100 Farmingdale His 67th to Albany 530 2009 2002 [N/A
Albany Lane 194 Farmingdale His Richmond to Trenton 350 2009 2012 [N/A:
Juniper Ln 700 Brookhaven one Warwick to Stratford 600 2009 2012 [WAS
Junel Ave 1000 Broolchaven one Gale to dead End 1000 2009 2012 [NAC
Warwick Dr 1000 Brookhaven one Janet 10 79th 1900 2009 2002 (WA
Concord Dr 600 Brookhaven one Cass to Limit 600 2009 2012

Chalet Dr 1056 Brookhaven one Caneord to Concord 600 2009 2012

Emerson Dr 73 Farminpdale 5-9 T3rd o 71st 1460 2009 2012

Whittier Dr 73 Farmingdale 5-9 73rd 1o Emerson 660 2009 2012

Judd St 100 Farmingdale Ridge [Fairview (o Wilton 475 2009 2012

Wilton Rd 81 Farmingdale Ridge  |Harper to Counl Limit 1050 2009 2012

Hurper Rd 50 Farmingdale Ridge Exton 10 Wilton 430 2009 2012

Exton St 30 Farmingdale Ridge Harper to Judd 350 2009 2012

Main St 75 Farmingdate Ridge | 75th lo Limit 1020 2009 2012

Meadow Ct 50 Farmingdale Village  |Meadow to Limit 340 2009 2012

Pearson Dr 100 Farmingdale Village | Asier 1o Meadow o920 2009 2012

Aster Ln 367 Farmingdale Villoge | Pearson to Sandelwood 340 2009 2012

Chicory Ct 55 Farmingdale Village | Beller io Limit 700 2009 2012

Old Ouk PI 65 Carriage Green 1-2 Carringe Green to Limit 700 2009 2012

Old Ouk P 80 Cuarriage Green 1-2 Curringe Green to Roynl Oak 250 2009 2012

Royal Oak Rd 75 Curringe Green 1-2 Old Oak lo Carriage Green 800 2009 2012

Evergreen Ct 50 Carringe Green 3 Evergreen to Limit 400 2009 2012

Pinehurst Dr 300 Pinehurst Builey to Lakeview 1510 2009 2012

Pine BluiT Ct 444 Pinchursl Pinehurst (o Limit 300 2009 2012

Pine Cove Ct 222 Pinehursl Pinchurst ta Limit 500 2009 2012

Pine View Ct 100 Pinehurst Pinehurst to Limit 600 2009 2012

Pinghurst (CDS) 278 Pinehurst Pinchurst to Limit 200 2009 2012

Adams St 278 Pine Parkway Greenbriar 10 Iroquois 840 2009 2012

Regency Grove Dr 333 Regency Grove Cass o Limil 2500 2009 2012

Adams St 300 Regency Grove Regency Grove 1o End 360 2009 2012

Seminole Drive {CDS) 500 Hinsbroak Seminole to Limit 400 2009 2012

Belair Drive 1300 Hinsbrook Richmond 1o Beechnut 2200 2009 2012

Belair Dr (CDS) 190 Hinsbrook Belair to Limil 500 2009 2012

Village Court 222 Hinsbrook Seminole to Limit 500 2009 2012

Leonard Drive 611 Plainfield Highland  |Plainfield to 72nd 1660 2009 2012

Honey Locust Ln 300 Farmingdale Ter N Farmingdale to Sawyer 480 2009 2012

Clifford Rd 133 Farmingdule Villnge  |Pitcher 1o Steawnrt 660 2008 2012

Pitcher Dr 500 Farmingdale Village ] Ailsworth lo Clifford 860 2008 2012

Stewart Rd 478 Farmingdale Village | Ailsworth to Clifford 850 2008 2012

715t 6500 farmingdale units5-9 | Washington to Fairview 3770 2005 2012

Havens Dr 3000 Farmingdale Village  {87ih 1o Steawart 360 2006 2009
Janet Avenue 3889 Marion Hills § Clarendon to 83rd 2800 2006 2009

Walnut Dr 1528 Farminpdalc Ter W 942-Farmingdale 1100 2006 2009

Walnut Dr 300 Brookhaven one Warwick-942 200 2006 2009

Exner Rd 525 Darien Club Darien Club-Holly 463 2006 2009
Holly Av 4583 Farmingdale 5-9 William to Wilcox 3300 2006 2009

Exner Rd 2000 Farmingdale 5-9 Holly to 751h 3800 2006 2009
Summit Rd 5000 Farmingdale 5-9 71st to Cleamens 2240 2006 2009
Hillside Ct 3111 Farmingdale Village  |Hillside to limit 300 2006 2009
Harvesi Pl 333 Farmingdale Village  |Meadow 1o Beller 1230 2006 2009
Royal Ouk Rd 1367 Carrisge Green 1-2 Curringe Greens 1o limit 600 2006 2009
Laurel Ln 667 Carriage Green 1-2 Carriape Greens to limit 600 2006 2009
Wildwood Ct 350 Regency Grove Repency Grove Lo Limit 400 2006 2009
Richmond Ave 444 Hinsbrook 67th to 72nd 3180 2006 2009
Ironwood Ave 3333 Hinsbrook 69th to Becchnut 2100 2006 2009
Hinsbrook Avenue 1867 Hinsbrook Cass to Seminole 1450 2006 2009
Beechnut Lane 1139 Hinsbrools IHinsbrook to Belair 1750 2006 2009
Farmingdale Dr 4600 Farmingdule Ter N 75th to 75th 2100 2006 2009
High Point Circle 673 Higlt point cir IFrontage to Limil 1050 2003 2008
79Th ST 6933 Brookhuaven Cuss 1o Suwyer 4160 2002 2008
Pounds Required 65977




AGENDA MEMO
Municipal Services Committee
July 23, 2012

ISSUE STATEMENT

Approval of a motion authorizing City staff to proceed with the City’s Entrance Sign Project at
the following locations:

. 75" Street west of Sawmill Creek - (fronting Hinsdale South High School-Westbound
. Cass Avenue - 6800 Block-Southbound

. Cass Avenue - North Frontage Rd (Hinswood Dr)-Northbound

. Lemont Road - North Frontage Rd/Cheese Rd and Lemont Rd-Northbound

. Plainfield/83™ Street - East of Woodward Ave-Darien/Woodridge jurisdiction

. 87" Street-(Boughton Rd) and Ailsworth Drive-Eastbound

. Plainfield Road - Fronting Crest Basin-Westbound

. 75" Street - east of Lemont Road-Westbound

O ~1 N L ) =

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The 2012-13 Budget calls out for the removal and replacement of the City’s Entrance Monument
Signs located within DuPage County right of ways. The Budget called out for the replacement of up
to 5 signs. To date the City has authorized an engineering agreement with Christopher B. Burke
Engineering to prepare engineering plans for permitting through DuPage County. DuPage County is
currently reviewing the permit application. The staff had recently solicited competitive quotes for
the various components required for the entrance way signs. Upon review, the pricing was very
favorable and staff is recommending that all 8 entrance way signs be constructed this year.

The entrance signs vary in size from 10-11 feet in width and are to be located at the following
locations, see attached location maps labeled as 1-8;

1. 75" Street west of Sawmill Creek - (fronting Hinsdale South High School-Westbound-
Overall Width is 11-feet
2. Cass Ave - 6800 Block-Southbound
Overall Width is 10-feet
3. Cass Ave - North Frontage Rd (Hinswood Dr)-Northbound
Overall Width is 11-feet
4. Lemont Rd - North Frontage Rd/Cheese Rd and Lemont Rd-Northbound
Overall Width is 11-feet
5. Plainfield/83™ Street Rd - East of Woodward Ave-Darien/Woodridge jurisdiction
Overall Width is 10-feet
6. 87 Street - (Boughton Rd) and Ailsworth Drive-Easthound
Overall Width is 10-feet
7. Plainfield Rd - Fronting Crest Basin-Westbound
Overall Width is 11-feet
8. 75™ Street - east of Lemont Road-Westbound
Overall Width is 11-feet




Entranceway Monument Signs
July 23, 2012

Page 2

The monument signs would be constructed with a conventional footing with piers. The piers above
the ground would be constructed with a concrete masonry unit (block) and with a cultured stone
product identified as the Shale Pro Fit Ledgestone PF8016. The overall dimension for each pier
would be 30-inches by 30-inches and a height of 6-foot. The arched monument sign would range in
dimensions from 5-6 feet in width and a height of 52-inches and supported by the piers. The total
width of the monument signs would range from 10-11 feet pier to pier. The project calls out for the
City to be the general contractor and would be orchestrated in the following matter:

® The excavations and backfill for the monuments would be provided by the Municipal
Services Department.

» The footings and piers would be completed by Presta Construction
e Staff would be purchasing the following components:

Concrete Block
Cultured Stone
Pier Caps
Monument Signs
Misc Steel

0O 00 O0O0

e The installation of the block, cultured stone, monument sign and pier caps would be
completed by Pioneer Construction and assisted by City staff.

e The landscaping would be completed by Schramm Landscaping

Separate agenda memos address the abovementioned materials and services. References for the
above vendors have been verified with satisfactory results.

The proposed expenditures would be from the following account:

ACCOUNT FY 12-13 YEAR TO DATE PROPOSED PROPOSED
NUMBER | ACCOUNT DESCRIFTION | pyncer | 1o BE EXPENDED| EXPENDITURE | BALANCE
Welcome Sign Replacements
25-354815 May 7,2012 % 108,000.00 50 % 18,000.00 $ 90,000.00
25354815 | Welcome Sign Replacements | § 108,000.00 $ 18,000.00 $ 90,000.00 i

**See Attachment 2 for project cost summary.

STAFT RECOMMENDATION

The staff recommends approval of the motion to proceed with the City’s Entrance Sign Project at
the following locations:

GO~ h Lh

. 75" Street west of Sawmill Creek - (fronting Hinsdale South High School-Westbound
. Cass Avenue - 6800 Block-Southbound
. Cass Avenue - North Frontage Rd (Hinswood Dr)-Northbound
. Lemont Road - North Frontage Rd/Cheese Rd and Lemont Rd-Northbound

. Plainfield/83™ Street - East of Woodward Ave-Darien/Woodridge jurisdiction
. 87" Street-(Boughton Rd) and Ailsworth Drive-Eastbound
. Plainfield Road - Fronting Crest Basin-Westbound

. 75" Street - east of Lemont Road-Westbound




Entranceway Monument Signs
July 23,2012
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ALTERNATE CONSIDERATION
As directed by the Municipal Services Committee.

DECISION MODE
This item will be placed on the August 6, 2012 City Council agenda for formal approval.




DESCRIPTION

ENTRANCE WAY SIGNS-PROJECT COST ALLOCATIONS

Concrete Footlng snd Walls

Labor. material fonming of foting and walls

Attnchment 2

Avarnded Vautor

Presia
Conztrerting Ing

No of Signs

Unita Per Sipn

Cost Ter
Sipge

Cast {or No-of |
Sipns

Cost for No ol
Sipng

Cost Jor Noof
Signy

Cost forNo ol
Signy

Cost tor No ol
Signs

Cost for No ol
Signs

Cost lor Noof
Sims

Froposed

1

]

3

4

5

[

7

B

Na of Units

Unit

Cost

_DOplion No 3-A

_10-Foar Widihs

3

s

EHSLON

$ LH3G0O

3 5550400

[

4.530.00

Opiicn No A

1t-Foo! Witlths

5[s

| RELIRIG

§_1.900.00

5 o.5bean

5

9.500.00

Concrete Mock

Aokl Vendor

LoGranps
Malerinls

Units Per Sipgn

Unit Cost

Cost Per
Sign

Cost for Noof
Sipita

Cost ferNo el
Signs

Cost for No af |
Signs

Cost [or No ol
Sipns

Cast for Nu ol
Signs

LCost for Noal’
Signs

Caost for Noof|
Signs

3

k]

+

3

]

7

1

Opiion No 1

Holtow Bloek
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Cost far Noof
Sigms i

Signs

Cost for Heof|
Sipms

Cost far Mo of
Sipmy

Cost for Noal
Signs
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]

]
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E]
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k]
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r Proposed

Mo ol Unirs

Unit Cost

Optica No |

Continaency

s

116060

§ Lioan
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AGENDA MEMO
Municipal Services Committee Meeting
July 23, 2012

ISSUE STATEMENT

A resolution accepting a proposal from Presta Construction Inc. for the concrete footing and
walls in an amount not to exceed $15,050.00 for the City’s Entrance Signs.

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The 2012-13 Budget calls out for the removal and replacement of the City Entrance Monument
Signs located within DuPage County right of ways. The concrete footing and walls are integral to
the sign monuments. City staff would be responsible for the excavation, removal of spoils and
backdill. The vendor would be responsible for providing the labor and material to form the footing
and walls, supplying, and placing the concrete at the following locations:

. 75" Street west of Sawmill Creek - (fronting Hinsdale South High School-Westbound
. Cass Avenue - 6800 Block-Southbound

. Cass Avenue - North Frontage Rd (Hinswood Dr)-Northbound

. Lemont Road - North Frontage Rd/Cheese Rd and Lemont Rd-Northbound

. Plainfield/83" Street - East of Woodward Ave-Darien/Woodridge jurisdiction

. 87" Street-(Boughton Rd) and Ailsworth Drive-Eastbound

. Plainfield Road - Fronting Crest Basin-Westbound

. 75" Street - east of Lemont Road-Westbound

O~ N Lh B W ) —

Competitive quotes were requested, and staff received three (3) competitive quotes, attached as
Attachment A. The lowest competitive total cost quote was provided by Presta Construction Inc.

See Attachment 2 for the Cost Summary as presented in orange for Presta Construction.

The proposed expenditure would be from the following account:

ACCOUNT ACCOUNT FY 12-13 YEAR TO DATE PROPOSED PROPOSED
NUMBER DESCRIPTION BUDGET TO BE EXPENDED| EXPENDITURE BALANCE
Welcome Sign
25-35-4815 Replacements May 7,2012 $ 108,000.00 50 § 18,000.00 $ 90,000.00
25-35-4815 | Concrete Footing and Walls N/A % 18,000.00 $ 15.,050.00 $ 74,950.00
STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The staff recommends approval of the resolution to proceed with the concrete footing and walls
in an amount not to exceed $15,050.00 for the City’s Entrance Signs.

ALTERNATE CONSIDERATION
As directed by the Municipal Services Committee.

DECISION MODE
This item will be placed on the August 6, 2012 City Council agenda for formal approval.




CITY OF DARIEN PUBLIC WORKS

Attachment A

1702 PLAINFIELD ROAD
DARIEN, IL 60561

SEALED BID: 2012 Monument Signs - Concrefe Footings-Walls

OPENING DATE/TIME: July 10, 2012 @ 10:00 a.m.

Presta IB Concrete Robert R Andrens Concrete by
Construction Caontractor & Sons Inc, Sennstrom
{Revd July 11,
2012)

Option [DESCRIPTION Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost Unit Cost

Construction ol 4

Foundations for 4 sign

locations 8-[oot width $1,750.00| $ 7,000.00 | § 1,766.50 7.066.00 | § 2,750.00 | § 11,000.00 | § 260000 |$  10,400.00

Construction of 5

Foundations for 5 sign

locations B-foot width $1,480.00] § 7,400.00 | § 1,722.40 8,612.00 [ $2650.00 [§  13.250.00 | $ 2.60000 |$  13.000.00

Construction of 6

Foundations for 6 sign

locations B-foot width $1,300.00| 8 7.800.00 | § 1.678.17 10,069.00 | $ 275000 |8 16.500.00 | § 2.600.00 [$  15.600.00

Sub-Total S 22,200,00 235,747.00 $  40,750.00 $ 3900000

Construction of 4

Foundations for 4 sign

locations §-foot width $1,800.00] 5 7,200.00 | § 1.783.75 713500 | $ 287500 1% 11,500.00 | $ 270000 [ 10.800.00

Construction of 3

Foundations for 5 sign

locations §-foot width $1,520.00] § 7,600.00 | § 1,735.20 8.606.00 ] $2875.001%  14375.00 [ $ 270000 | §  13.500.00

Construction of 6

Foundations for 6 sign

locations 9-foot widlh $1,333.33| § 8,000.00 | $ 1,694.50 10,167.00 { $ 2,875.00 {$ 1725000 | $ 2.700.00 | §  16.200.00

Sub-Tatal $ 2280000 25,998.00 $ 4312500 $  40,500.00

Construction ol 4

Foundations for 4 sign

locations 10-fool width £1,850.00| & 7,400.00 | § 1.800.75 7,203.00 | $ 3.000.00 |$  12,000.00 | 5 2,800.00 {$  11.200.00

Consiruction of 5

Foundations (or 5 sign

locations 10-fool width $1,560.00| § 7,800.00 | § 1,755.80 8,779.00 | % 3,000.00 | § 15,000.00 | % 2,800.00 | 14,000.00

Construction ol 6

Foundations for 6 sign

locations 10-foot width $1,366.67) § 8,200.00 | § 1,710.83 10,265.00 | $3,000.00 | §  18,000.00 | $ 280000 (S  16,800.00

Sub-Total §  23400.00 26,247.00 5 45.000.00 $  42,000.00

Construction ol 4

Foundations for 4 sign

locations 11-loof width $1,900.00] § 7,600.00 | § 1,818.00 7272.00 [ $3.12500 [$  12,500.00 | $ 2,900.00 | §  11,600.00

Construction of 5

Foundations for 3 sign

locations 1 1-foot widils $1,600.00] § 8.000.00 | § 177260 B.863.00 | $3,12500 |5 1562500 | 5250000|8  14.500.00

Construction of 6

Foundations for 6 sign

locations 11-loot width $1,400.00) § 8,400.00 | § 1,727.00 10,362.00 | 531250018 1875000 [ $ 290000 [§  r7400.00

Sub-Tolal $  24,000.00 26.497.00 $ 4687500 $  43,500.00

Total 5 92,400.00 104,489.00 $ 17575000 §  165,000.00

F:\Public Works Agendus\July 23, 2012\Supporting Documentation\Atinch A - Concrele Foatings-Walls




DESCRIFTION

ENTRANCE WAY SIGNS-PROJECT COST ALLOCATIONS

Al |Concrete Foatbop and Wally

A2

Labor, matczial fumming of foolfog and walls

Attaclnent 2
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A PROPOSAL FROM PRESTA CONSTRUCTION INC
FOR THE CONCRETE FOOTING AND WALLS IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED
$15,050.00 FOR THE CITY’S ENTRANCE SIGNS

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN,
DU PAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, as follows:

SECTION 1: The City Council of the City of Darien does hereby accept a proposal from
Presta Constructions, Inc. for the concrete footing and walls in an amount not to exceed $ 15,050.00
for the City’s Entrance Signs, a copy of which is attached hereto as “Exhibit A” and is by this
reference expressly incorporated herein.

SECTION 2: This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage
and approval as provided by law.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE
COUNTY, ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED BY THE MAYOR OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

KATHLEEN MOESLE WEAVER, MAYOR

ATTEST:

JOANNE E. RAGONA, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY




07/06/2012 13:50 FaX
Exhibit A

CITY OF DARIEN

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED AND RETURNED TO 1702 PLAINFIELD ROAD BY NO
LATER THAN JULY 10,2012 -11 A.M.
' ‘ATTN: PUBLIC WORKS
QUESTIONS MAY BE DIRECTED TO MUNICIPAL SERVICES AT 630-353-8106

Submitted by: f;‘:—d‘{ VA.-A_ ﬁ""’x....! e

Vendar Name: ) fx..r‘fct Conipe. Ao e

Address: /M(;Z./.‘;// s Z)',n e 'P/vo ol Cl/c.‘ﬂ/.—; St
Date: _Fg —&—/7

Phone #: LTv JIF -5 Y LP vt BID 52B-DPos

E-mai] Address: ){;74 ’57 }e'e.r"iq: (a..w 7Lru *i‘(/.cu. C:J,-z.k,

Authorized Signature: W

Option Ne. 1 - Construction of 4 Foundations for 4 sign locations
8-FOOT WIDTII

Quote Amount: Zoao *
Quote Amount in Writing: RS ‘ e X -
Opticn No. 1 - Construction of 5 Foundations for 5 sign locations

8-FOOT WIDTH

2

Quote Amount: 7 7 oo™
Quate Amount in Writing: Jcr\rb-m/‘v 7£a vy, r}.ﬂpgv/ 2 L_,an_U_-....t—- -
Option No. ] - Construction of 6 Foundations for 6 sign locations

§-FOOT WIDTH

Quote Amount: WV pod of

~ 55 .
Quote Amount in Writing: Je F—«-—-ﬂf}. - gjpt_{iﬁ,azél&g g Moms

Foundation Work

Submitted by (Company Name): /4 ’E'-f% ""' o 7[ ruc /4 2 S c .
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Option No. 2 - Construction of 4 Foundations for 4 sign locations
9—FOOT WIDTH
Quote Amount: Zj ¢7 7 °"
Quote Amount in Writing: J g ,4:3,, ) _;,_v?.h.. F) ﬁ mﬁ;..é .4, [a aé;//cnp-—s
Option No. 2 - Construction of 5 Foundations for 5 sign locations
9-FOOT WIDTH

’ o
Quots Amount: Zﬁ g
Quote Amount In Writing; : =0 = R e

Option No. 2 - Construction of 6 Foundations for 6 sign locations
: 5-FOOT WIDTH

a 59
Quote Amount: CE 232

Quote Amount in Writing; ?2;«?( Y L hpusansd Pho afoams

Option No., 3 - Construction of 4 Foundations for 4 sign locations
10-FOOT WIDTH
Quote Amounf: - 7}/1; / o =

Quote Amount in Writing: J: ./»-—i’\p J 2ur / i njﬂ.m/ ﬂ‘?’o’ - ..I/}//M._r

Option No. 3 - Construction of 5 Foundations for 5 sign locations
10-FOOT WIDTH . .
Quote Ampunt; 592 P’k -

Quote Amount in Writing: rj’ @_}-«47‘{;, - £ rv( 7Z /;;z A sl ° :ﬁ > o ,//a..:-.-*.r

Option No. 3 - Construction of 6 Foundations for 6 sign locations
10-FOOT WIDTH
¢ e
Quote Asnount: Z,Z’ 20~

Quote Amount in Writing: /?r;;; »('j'; - 741.. o 4 pnﬂogj u?"f.: z q/ﬁ/j)mﬂJ

Foundation Work

Submitted by (Company Name): %«_&J 7[-4. 4-1 J"7qu 074“4«_-: ,.-, A <
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Option No. 4 - Construction of 4 Foundations for 4 sign locations

11-FOOT WIDTH

]
Quote Amount: JZ r -2
4 r = Q

Quote Amount in Writing; J.e T F 5—' Ye ﬁIZ 2 zz:é !:!,-_/“ rE /E/éﬂ-r:r
Option No. 4 - Construction of 5 Foundations for 5 sign locations

11-FOOT WIDTH

oy 7=

Quole Amount: SFGE?’ p e J _ "
Quote Amoupl in Writing: “E ,53 épi 7 A JLS Gy qf © 2 2 ¢ /g& crS
Option No. 4 - Construction of 6 Foundations for 6 sign locations

11-FOOT WIDTH

2
Quote Amount: 4: y /,'2’] . — .
Quots Amount in Writing: 7 - JOur / . j L e/,al// = VN

The vendor shall provide three references with phone numbers below and provide documentation that the
vendor has been a maeson for a minimal of 10 years:

. Locol 2P 5 fas e /872
2 Keoo K87 Ji~ce FO70Z
3. .3’24,. A w;/ Cé -'--::.‘/"-'.‘ (s} J‘f'.n e

Acceptance of Quote:

By: . Date:
City of Darien

Authorized and Accepted:

By:

Title:

Date:

Foundation Work

Submitted by (Company Name): 7; ) /Z = GL) 5 7 P 07[;‘-’ s /1‘ L




AGENDA MEMO
Municipal Services Committee Meeting
July 23, 2012

ISSUE STATEMENT

A resolution accepting a proposal from LaGrange Materials Inc for the concrete masonry units-
concrete block hollow, in an amount not to exceed $1,265.90 for the City’s Entrance Signs.

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The 2012-13 Budget calls out for the removal and repiacement of the City’s Entrance Monument
Signs located within DuPage County right of ways. The concrete block is part of a structural
component of the proposed signs. This would allow the City to purchase the required block for the
following monument signs:

1. 75" Street west of Sawmill Creek - (fronting Hinsdale South High School-Westbound
2. Cass Avenue - 6800 Block-Southbound

3. Cass Avenue - North Frontage Rd (Hinswood Dr)-Northbound

4. Lemont Road - North Frontage Rd/Cheese Rd and Lemont Rd-Northbound

5. Plainfield/83™ Street - East of Woodward Ave-Darien/Woodridge jurisdiction

6. 87" Street-(Boughton Rd) and Ailsworth Drive-Eastbound

7. Plainfield Road - Fronting Crest Basin-Westbound

8. 75" Street - east of Lemont Road-Westhound

Competitive quotes were requested, and staff received three (3) competitive quotes, attached as
Attachment A. The lowest competitive total cost quote was provided by LaGrange Materials
Inc. See Attachment 2 for the Cost Summary as presented in blue (A10 — A28) for LaGrange
Materials.

The proposed expenditure would be from the following account:

ACCOUNT FY 12-13 YEARTO DATE | PROPOSED | PROPOSED
NUMBER | ACCOUNTDESCRIPTION | pyiepr | 10 BE EXPENDED| EXPENDITURE | BALANCE
Welcome Sign Replacements
25-35-4815 May 7,2012 $ 108,000.00 $0 $ 18,000.00 $ 90,000.00
25-35-4815 | Concrete Footing and Walls N/A % 18,000.00 $ 15,050.00 % 74,950.00
23-35-4815 Concrete Blocks N/A $ 33,050.00 $ 1,265.90  73,684.10
STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The staff recommends a resolution accepting a proposal from LaGrange Materials Inc for the
concrete masonry units-concrete block hollow, in an amount not to exceed $1,265.90 for the
City’s Entrance Signs.




2012 Concrete Block-Monument Signs
July 23, 2012
Page 2

ALTERNATE CONSIDERATION

As directed by the Municipal Services Committee.

DECISION MODE

This item will be placed on the August 6, 2012 City Council agenda for formal approval.
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DESCRIPTION

ENTRANCE WAY SIGNS-PROJECT COST ALLOCATIONS

Al

Conereie Foatbay aod YWalls

Labor, material fomiing of fesling and walls

Attnelimnent 2

A2

Presia
Awgirded Yetdor

Nao of Sipns

Construction Ine

Unils Per Sign

Cost Per
Sipgn.

Cost far Mool
Ripns

ot for No of
Sipns

Cast [or Noef’
Signs

Cosl for No ol
Slpns

Cost for No ol
Sipgns

Cost lor Noal'
Sipns

Cosi far Ne ol
Signs

Proposa
Expengilyn

Ad

2

3

)

3

o

7

5

Na ol Units

Af

Optipn No 3-A

Unit Cast

AT

A0)-Foat Widibs

s LASEDD | & 165000

Ol Mo +-A

$  5550.0H

3

555000

11-Foot Widihs

S 1.500.00 | § 1.90¢.I4

3 95800

9. 400,00

A0

Concrete Block

LaGrange

Awznizl Vendor Matcrials

All

B

Units Per Sign

Cost Per

Uit Cost Sign

Cast for Npal'
Signs

Cosl for No ol
Sipns

Cast for Noof
Higns

Cosl for No ol
Signs

Cost JlorNoal
Signs

Cast fur Nanf
Signs

Cost for Noof

Fispd

Sipes

Ald

5

k]

4

5

fi

7

Al

Option No 1

Ald

Hollow Block

514

103,

L] 1.55940 16378

75550

AlR
A0

AXl
A3
AL

AlS [Optian No 2

AlG Eliollow Block

ALT E!_Egau No3d

AlB |Hollow Block

[{e3]

0300

F3 15591 bEATR

3 947.35

16540

[} 155980 378

5 1152409

ign Mo 4

Hollow Block

H51

JO5.1H)

[ 1.4autd 15638

§ 136800

1.265.90

o Mo 3

Safid Dlock

30

105.1H1

3 143215 pli}i]

£ 1Me40

Opticn No &

Solid Dlock

633

1500

5 243315 25534

S 153058

izt

KAL)

3 141315

§ 16

B30

LI5.GO

3 p 1Nyl

£ Lusedp

Cullured Stone

Shale Pro Fit Ledpestone PFROLG

Les Moore & Co.

Awanled Vendor LLC

No of Signg

Uit Fer Sisn

Sin

Tost Per |

Cost for No ol

Cost for Noal
Slpng

Cnst Tor No af

Cost for Noof
Sl

Cost for No ol
Sigs

Cast for No of
Signs

Cost for Noof

Proposed

Camers Lineat Fy

Signs
2

3

Sifms
3

5

6

1

Signs
]

Expendilure

Optlon No 1

AM |Bonding Agenz

&

Al

Sq Ft Flais

105

12050, i, of Fias, 311
Linzal feet of eomers, mariar

420

3275

21100 | § 150800

S G200

Optlon Na 2

s

S7.38

530+ 5. Fi. of Fialx; 268 Linen]
Tl of cornern, nweriar -
Hoading Aeeni

33

64 ES TAL0G

Optlaz No 3

- 10E

£ 750500

A8

AZI

635 5q. FL. ol Fias; 317 Lineal.
foct of corners, mortar
Bonding Apen|

635

5115

37

3 Bw00n

Option %v 3

Adl

A0

S 148531

FAZ 5. . of Flats; 359 Lineal
Jert of comers, mortay
Boraling Aecent

105

742

3215

diy | 3 136001

5 190.23500

Optéon Ko 5

104

A4

38 Sq. Ft. of Flats; 422 Linenl
fext of comers, mostar .
Honding Anent

5§

.21

5275

422 |5 145635

5 1165000

s

LLA50.CH)

A4

Pier Caps

F
e
=

> |
IS

Noof Signy

J6-ineh Siuere Pler
Pro Masonry

Awarded Verulor Expresy

. Units Per Sign

Cost Per
Sign

Co= (or Na of|
Signs

T
E}

Cast for No ol
Slgas

Cost fur Mool
Siens

Cost [ur Noof
Siens

Cust for No e’
Stans

Cest for No of
Slpns

Cost for Nool
Sigus

. Propmed
Experuditire

3

4

3

Mo ol Unils

it Cast

&

7

Option +

&

5zz2l
2 ||~

Yinch Squnre Pier

S 650,00

3 120000

Cition 5

630.00

36-Inch Square Pier

on 6

§ L50.00

3e-inch Squoee Pier

650.00

inn 7

§ 260000

3a-tneh Sguare Plar

32500 5000

Chnion B

5§ 325000

36-inch Square Piey

o0 65000

§ 350000

Ction 3

36-fncht Square Pier

-
=

BlalelalalaizlE |

Oypion 14

31500 50,00

§ 55000

36-inch) Pler

]

325.00 G5

3 5200.00

s

ER(UIRLT)

AG62 [Mesonry Wark

Insiallation ef Black znd Stone

Pionesr
Awarded Vendor

Ho of Sizns

Carstruciion

_Uriits Per Sipn

Com Per
Sign

Cost for Mool
Sipns

Cost [ur No of
Signs

Cost ot No af
“Sipns

Cost fur No of
Sinns

Cost lut No of |
Stns

Cost for No of
Sipas

Cost for Noaf’
Sipes

Proposc)

1

2

3

4

]

7

Expendinre

No of Units

it Cnat

E]

Foundatinn gnd Piers
Option Na 3

thon No 1

4 5 LII000 | § E250.00

£ 700000

Foundotion and Fiems

SIS 1Jmoun|s 170

5 __ g HO000

Option No 3

A72

Fouriytion nnd Pters

61 s 176667 | & 176667

$ 16,6000

E AT ’&llnn Noi
AT |Foundation and Picrs

ATS

L766.67 | § 1.366.67

£ 1216664

Option Nu §

ATb

Foundation and Picrs

AT

176667 | § 1.966.00

$ 1413136

s

14.737.35 §

A




Attachment 2

1
A7% [Monunrent Siens 5

i Cast fior No of | Cost for No of | Cost for K of | Cast for Wa af | Cost for No of | Cost for Ne of | Cost for No of
|- No of Sigis - Bipns ' Blgng " -Bieme - Gy Signs = -] -1 Siens igns 5
- R S R FIEREE I g E]

AN [ . ; . -
A8 [Optioo Na 2 © v : o R apraleai
A5 |5-Fool Whith Monument Sien 700.00 |3 - L700.0G 3 R0
AR5 {Ontion No 3 ; R i
ART |6-Fool Width Motstnent Sign 1L980.6G F S 1.980.00
ASR | Landscoping . '
AR9 Awanicd Vendor | "La it S - ) : . ' - MR I

e R S :|: CestPer | Cost for Noof | Cost for No of | Cost for No of | Cost for No of | Cest fot Na of | Cost fur No of | Cast Far Neof - Proposad
A% Mo of Signs - - Units Per Simm - - Sign. | Bigns | Blges |7 o Siges D Signs | - Bigns “ Signs 7| Signs o f - FExpendie
AN - R - 1 B . 3 4 o5 - ) 7 : ]
A2 R Bo of Uaits - - - YUnie Cost_ - : . . :
A91 FOption No 1 . o - . -
A9 jLandscaping 4 413 2000.00 | § 200090 S HO000)
A9S {0niion No 2 . . § : :
AYG |Londsoaiting 3 5|8 200000 | 8 200000 §_Jo.obikon
AST |Ojition No 3 S [ B L Lo R
Al |Lp: i it 6|$ JZbaddy | 5 oo § 1200000
AU9 |Opien No 4 ; ) : =
M0 |Lardscaping, ] T[S S 000.00 | § 20000 5 14.000.00
Al |Omion No 3 . | S - L o . -
A0 |Eandseanitig ] s IRHLG0 | 8 ZO0HLOO S 160000 |8 16864100
A1NFContingency,

Cost ¥er | Cast for No of | Cost fer No of | Cosz for No of | Cost for No of | Cost for No of { Cost for No of | Cost for N of Proposed

A1 |Sicet-Excnation-Congerel e Noof Signs Units Per Sien Sign Slgms Sipns Signs Signs Sipns Sipnts Signs Expendline
Al05 ] 2 3 1 5 & T ]
AlDG Ko of linits Uinit Cost
A107|Option Mo 1
A 108 Conlinp: 4 4i 5 LI | § 110000 5 Sd0cod
Al0Y| 0, Nol
A1 Contingency 3 35 LINLOO § & 1,T0000 § 530000
A1 Continpency
A113| Landsoping 6 Gl s LI | § 10000 $ 660000
A113| Optioms No 4
A1143Cominpency 7 s LI10O.0G | S E 10000 § 0.0
A115]0Option No 5
ALI6 )| Comingancy 4 4 s LIGUG | § LIH.OG S BBOOG|S B RHLE
| |TOTAL PROJECT COST




Exhibit A S
-y oAyl
@0
A 'f""J G -
Wt R

AL N
THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED AND KETURNED TO 1702 PLAINFIELYY ROAD h ..,6\7
BY NO LATER THAN JUNE 26,2012 — 11 A.M. iy
ATTN: PUBLIC WORKS
QUESTIONS MAY BE DIRECTED TO MUNICIPAL SERVICES AT 630-353-8106

Submitted by: Bopp  ooTROM
Address: 27% 5. TILDEN AUE LA GRANGE | (L. @0S25
Wi Jude (5, 2012
Phﬂ’ﬂﬂ #: N qog" ::’94' 72'00 Fax #: Tow aSq 7@4
E-mail Address: logramge material @ aol- com
Authorized Signature: Q@b‘b’ %’{)
Option No. 1 - 510 hollow concrete blocks - 8x8x16
10 nniis of mortar mix
Delivery
Quole Amount: § 795.50  (ASUMING uNIT oF mopTAR IS A SINGLE 4G Y
Quute Amount in Writing: SEJEN FMUNDRED aud NINEY AVE Coudls AMD 50 CENTS
,z’ﬂm‘\
Option No. 2 - 850¢hollow concrete blocks - 8x8x1¢”
12 units of mortar mix
Delivery
QJuote Amonnt: 4 (265

Quote Amonni in Writing: __ O, THUSAMD  TWO HUAMDRED AUD SICTE FIUe ~ DoLLARS
MO FRED ears

Option No. 3 - SIQ«-sﬁ—@toncrete blocks - 8x8x16
12 uiiis of mortar mix
Delivery

(uote Amonnt: 'j; 1,240. 40

Quote Amount in Writing: DL THOUSAD T HUMRED A0 FUARTY DOLLARS
A foupny eeMts

Hollow Conercte Blocks

Submitied by (Cosnpany Name): LA GALL MATERIALS { {ME : 1

39vd SIWIHILEW BT POEBLPSERDL P1:60 ZT0Z/92/98




Option No. 4 - 850 solid concrete blocks - 8x8x16
12 units of mortar mix
Delivery

Quote Amount: Ef’ lq%'LPO
Quote Amvunt in Writing: Qk pous™nD NUE HUMDRED AD  g16HY €l6HT
DOLUARS mud Ty cenis

The vendor shall provide three references with phone numbers below:

1 PCHRDS FUESE ol 8 uwd2 919
2. MAOWEST  iAGLY g7 262 LU
3. EARLY WES  HOME SLulals %0 - 629 A0

Acceptance of Quote:

By: Date:
City of Darien

Authorized and Accepted:

By:

Title:

Date:

Hollow Concrate Blocks

Submired by (Company Name):

EB 39vd SIWId3LFH 97 pPEALPSERDL PT:680 CTIBZ/9Z2/90




AGENDA MEMO
Municipal Services Committee Meeting
July 23, 2012

ISSUE STATEMENT

A resolution accepting a proposal from Les Moore & Company, LLC for the Cultured Stone-
Shale Pro Fit Ledgestone PF8016 in an amount not to exceed $11,650.00 for the City’s Entrance

Signs.

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The 2012-13 Budget calls out for the removal and replacement of the City’s Entrance Monument
Signs located within DuPage County right of ways. The cultured stone will be set in place with a
bonding agent to the concrete block. A mason will be installing the cultured stone and the mason
services are covered under a separate agenda memo. The stone will be placed on all four exposed
sides of the piers. The City will purchase the required stone for the following monument signs:

1. 75" Street west of Sawmill Creek - (fronting Hinsdale South High School-Westbound
2. Cass Avenue - 6800 Block-Southbound

3. Cass Avenue - North Frontage Rd (Hinswood Dr)-Northbound

4. Lemont Road - North Frontage Rd/Cheese Rd and Lemont Rd-Northbound

5. Plainfield/83™ Street - East of Woodward Ave-Darien/W oodridge jurisdiction

6. 87" Street-(Boughton Rd) and Ailsworth Drive-Eastbound

7. Plainfield Road - Fronting Crest Basin-Westbound

8. 75" Street - east of Lemont Road-Westbound

Competitive quotes were requested, and staff received two (2) competitive quotes, attached as
Attachment A. Staff requested option pricing for completing up to 5 signs. Since the overall
pricing for the monument signs was under the proposed budget cost, materials were increased to
complete all eight (8) signs as presented. The lowest competitive total cost quote was provided
by Les Moore & Company, LLC. See Attachment 2 for the Cost Summary as presented in
purple (A29 — A42) for Les Moore & Company, LLC.

The proposed expenditure would be from the foliowing account:

ACCOUNT FY 12-13 YEAR TO DATE PROPOSED PROPOSED

NUMBER | ACCOUNTDESCRIPTION | pyncer | 10 BE EXPENDED| EXPENDITURE | BALANCE
‘ Welcome Sign Replacements

25-35-4815 May 7,2012 $ 108,000.00 50 % 18,000.00 $ 90,000.00

25-35-4815 Concrete Footing and Walls N/A $ 18,000.00 5 15,050.00 $ 74.950.00

25-35-4815 Concrete Blocks N/A % 33,050.00 § 1,265.90 $ 73,684.10

25-35-4815 Cultured Stone N/A S 34,315.90 $ 11,650.00 $ 62,034.10




2012 Cultured Stone-Monument Signs
July 23,2012
Page 2

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approving a resolution accepting a proposal from Les Moore & Company,
LLC for the Cultured Stone-Shale Pro Fit Ledgestone PF8016 in an amount not to exceed
$11,650.00 for the City’s Entrance Signs.

ALTERNATE CONSIDERATION

As directed by the Municipal Services Committee.

DECISION MODE

This item will be placed on the August 6, 2012 City Council agenda for formal approval.




CITY OF DARIEN PUBLIC WORKS
1702 PLAINFIELD ROAD

DARIEN, IL 60561

SEALED BID: 2012 Monument Signs - Cultared Stone

OPENING DATE/TIME: June 26, 2012 @ 11:00 o.m.

I

Pro Masonry Express

Les Moore & Co., LLC

Option

DESCRIPTION

Pheasant Pro-Fit Apline Ledgestone CSV420117

420 Sq. Ft. of Flats; 211
Lineal [eet of corners,
mortar Bonding Agent

i 7.800.00

b 6,032.00

530 5q. FL of Flats; 264
Lineal [cet of comners,
mortar Bonding Agent

5 9.490.00

b3 7,505.00

635 8q. FL. of Flats; 317
Lineal feet of comers,
mortar Bonding Agent

3 11,700.00

5 8,900.00

Sub-Total

5 28.990.00

b 22,437.00

Gray Pro-Fit Ledgestone PES018

420 Sq. Ft. ol Flats; 211
Lineal feet ol corners,
mortar Bonding Agent

b 7.800.00

b 6,205.00

530 Sq. Ft. of Flats; 264
Lineal feet of comers,
mortar Bonding Agent

5 9.450.00

b 7,725.00

635 Sq. FL. of Flats; 317
Lineal fect of corners,
mortar Bonding Agent

5 11,700.00

$ 9,165.00

Sub-Total

b 28.990.00

5 23.095.00

Platinum Pro-Fit Ledgestone PFS017

420 Sq. Fi. of Flats; 211
Linea! feet of corners,
mortar Bonding Agent

b 7.800.00

b 6,205.00

530 Sq. Ft. of Flats; 264
Lineat fect of comers,
moriar Bonding Agent

3 9.490.00

b 1.725.00

635 Sq. Fl. ol Flats; 317
Lineal feet of corners,
mortar Bonding Agent

b 11,700.00

3 9,165.00

Sub-Total

5 28,950.00

b 23,095.00

Shale Pro-Fit Ledgestone PF8016

420 8q. Ft. of Flats; 211
Lineal feet of comers,
mortar Bonding Agent

8 7,800.00

$ 6,203.00

530 Sq. Fi. of Flals; 264
Lineal feet of corners,
mortar Bonding Agent

& 9,490.00

5 7.725.00

633 Sq. Ft. of Flats; 317
Lineal feet of comers,
mortar Bonding Agent

b 11,700.,00

& 9.165.00

Sub-Total

b 28,990.00

b 23.095.00

Total

b 115,960.00

5 91,722.00

Fi\Public Werks Apendes\fuly 23, 2012\Suppering Trocumentation\Adtnch A - Cultused Stene

Attachment A




ENTRANCE WAY SIGNS-PROJECT COST ALLOCATIONS

Altachmient 2

DESCRIFTION
Al |Coocrete Fouting and Walls | Labor, materéal forisg of Tooting gl walls
Prestn
A2 Avarnlal Vendot | Conslruniion Ing
Cuost Per 1 Cosl for No of { Cost for No of | Cost far No ol Cest or 240 of | Cast fur Mo of | Cost for Hoof | Cost To7 Ha oF Propescd
A3 No ol Signs Unite Pet Slgm Slgn Signs Signs Sigis Sigas Signs Sipgns Signs Expenlifure
Ad 1 2 3 4 3 13 7 L]
As Mo of Units Lnit Cost
AG_|Ongian No 14,
A7 {10-Foat Widshs k| it % LASOM S 1.85000 5 535000 5 553000
AB {Option No 4-A
A9 11 1-Foot Widihs 3 EIR LOH.OD [ S 1LDRLOG S 930000 3 L5000
Lafirnpge
AlD | Conerete inck Awarided Ventlor Malzriols
Cost Per | Cost for No or | Cost Tor Ho ol | Cost for No of | Cast Tur N6 of | Cost for Nn af | Cost Jor Mo of | Cost Tor 190 61 Propase)
Al B Uinits Per Sipn Unit Cea Sign Sipns Siges Signs Signs Siges Signs Sipns B i
Al2 2 3 4 5 & 7 1
A3 [Otion No 1
Al4 {Holkow Hlock 514 501§ 155080 | § 16378 3 79556
A15 {Option No 2
633 10580 | S 155080 | S 163.78 3 9R7.35
T3% 105.00 | § 153080 | & 163.78 5 LIAY
50 050 | S 130939 | § 13638 3 1659 FfS 1265901
A27 {50lid Hlock 310 1050 § 243215 |§ 35538 § L2k
A2} |0ption Wo 6
A2 ISolid Blnck [2x] S is L5 ]S 25538 § 153958
A2 [Option No 7
A26 | Solid Bluck 739 nsmafs 243215 ES 23538 3 179756
AXT ios Ho §
A | Solid Block 150 10500 | $ 23T ]S 24575 5 198940
A | Cultured Stone Shale Pro Fit Ledresione FFEOIG
: Les Moore & Ca,
AN Awanls] Vedar ILC
R L : Cost Per | Cost for Ne-of | Cost for No of | Cest for Wo of | Cast fur No of ] Cost for Noof | Cost for Ne of | Cost For Na of Propasal
A . Nn of Signg Units Per Sign Sign Signs Sigey Signs Signs Signs Sipns Sipns Eapemdiiue
A2 5q Ft Flus Corners Lineal Ft 2 3 4 3 (1] 7 8
A3 |Qptibn No 1 185 275 .
20 5. FL of Flats; 211 " o
Linzal fect of comers, mottar -
A4 {Banding Asenit 4 420 2160 | § L3000 3 601200
A3S {Option Na 2 106 5175 - . .
534 5q. FL. ol Flow, 264 Linea] E R
fezt of corness, mariar P .
A36 | Bonding Arent 5 530 a6 18 130109 A )
A37 |Optfon No 3 1045 5178
613 Sq. FL of Flats; 397 Lingl| j
foct of comers, mottar . © | .
AIR {Donding Aent 1] 635 (31718 LARLL] 3 Rooon
AlY [Opdoo No 4 . 106 S175 | - :
742 Bn). Fr. of Flais; 369 Lineal : R
et ol cornets, mortar . X . : .
T ALK 369 1 8 146071 $ IG18.00
- 106 51715 - -
48 5. FL. of Flats, 422 Linzal :
fext of costiers, moctar - ’ : :
A42 [Bonding At B ish] 422 | § 1456.25 § 1asnuels 11.650.00
A4 |Pler Caps 36-inck Square Bler
A ‘ro Masonry
Add Avandad Vendor | Express
B ES A . Cost Per | Cost for Mo of { Cost for Na of | Cox for Na ol Cost for Noaf' | Cost for No of | Cast for No of | Cest fur 8o of Proposed
A4S No of Signs Unils Per Slpn Sign Siens Sipns Signs Sipns Stgns Signs Slpas Expenditme
A6 - 2 -2 3 4 5 [ i ] i
Ad7 - Hao ol Units init Cost .
A ian 4 - - . . . .
A49 [36-Ench Pier 2 415 32300 |5 6SROU{S 130000
ASD 10ption 3
AS1 136-ineh Square Pier 3 615 A0S 6500 £ LoDt
A5 [Opiian 6 - i
A5} [I6-inch Syuare Pier 4 4|5 L2500 IS 650.00 S ieone
AS55 |36-inch Square Bier ] n|s 3500 | § - 650.00 $ 335000
A5G [Option & - - . X
AS7 | 36-inch Squane Fier [1] 12]% JI560 [ S &5000 5 390048
ASH jon 9
AS9 |36-loch Sauace Fier 7 41 N[5 6500 $ 455000
Aél) {Opilon 10
Af1 |36-inch Snore Pler . nis 350015 63000 $ SI0U00]S F UKL
A6 |Masistry Wark -] Instollsiion of Hlock ard Sinte
. L Pioneer
Asd Awanted Vesdor | Canstrustion
. Cost Per .| Cost fur Mo of | Cost for No of | Cost for No of | Cost for Noof | Cost for Na of | Cest for Mo of Cost for No af | Propassd
Al Mo yf Signs Upils Per Sign Sipn Sizny Sipny Signg Signs Sipps Simns Signs Eapcnuliture
ABS 1 2 3 4 5 O ] [
AGE Mo of Units Unit Cnst
AT [Option No | § g
A6Y {Foymdalion and Piers 4 418 LT50.00 [ 5 1,750.0k 300
AnZ [Option No 2 .
AT0 [Feundition and Picrs 3 ils 176000 | 3 176600 5 HReoo
AT [Dption Na 3 e
AT1 |Foundatinn and Piets fi [ L6667 | § 1.766.67 £ A0.A00.00
Al ion No 4
AT |Foursiation ond Piers 3 ik 176667 | $ 1.766.57 3 B2366.69
ATS |Optlon Ne $ .
ﬁT_ﬁ, Foundilion ey Piers kil L 1766067 | S 76667 5 M13336 | S 14.133.36
G Pt :
AR




Muonument Siyng

Stgny

Altzchment 2

Auani=) Vendor -

] Cos2 fior N of

Sipns

N ofSigns -

Cost for Na ol
Si

Tost Jar Na o
: Slens

Cost fer N of

Lasi for N of

Cast for Noof’
< iGiank "

Cost for Hool

5

Shmx

: ity

6o

ek ere

Oplian Mo 7 -

Avarie] \«'uadﬁr

Landscapiay -

Schuanus

Cust Tor No of

Siges

Cost for No of

Cost for Na of | Cost for No ol

[ Noarsians

- Umis Per Sign
[

2

)

Coy fur Noof
“Signs

Cost for No off
" Slpns -

Cast for No ol | -

- Signs ... Sins

Signs

NoofTnily

UnitCost - - -

3T s

6

7

L]

Option No I
Landzcantop

]

Cptic No 2

Z000.00

3 210MLID

5 300000

Lasndsespring

5

e RLITTY) ]

5 UM

ian Ho 3

5 10.000.00

AR

L 1)

]

s

“LINHLOG

5200000

3 1200000

Ciptign No 4

AINL

ALD0]Landsaping -

i

[}

5 200006

Option No 5

- 0.0

5 CHLOHLOD

B3

2,000, 1)

Continpency

5 0000}

§ 16,0000

Sieel Exnvilion-Cencrete

Mool Signs

Units Per Sign

Cost Per
Sign

Caost for Noof”
Signs

Cost Ior No of

Signs

Cnst for No o { Cost Tar No of
Slgns Siens

Cost for No of
Signz

Cast for Noal
Sipns

Cost fur Noof

- G
Sipus Expenditure

1

£

3

4 3

i

7

No ol Unils

Uni Cost

Chnion ¥o 3

Optign Mo |

Continzeney

]

11000

5 LoD

$ J40000

Contingency

5

Llonon

5 LIKHLK

$  5.500.00

Comtinuency

Landscaping

1.1IHLOG

1 110K

£ 6600400

Oplion Na 4

Contingericy

E .00

e

LItHLOO

5 1o

Optioa No 5

Conlincency

L1,100.00

5 Livoug

5

LA | § A MKEIH)

TOTAL PROJECT COST

3 §7.009.26




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A PROPOSAL FROM LES MOORE & COMPANY,
LLC FOR THE CULTURED STONE-SHALE PRO FIT LEDGESTONE PF8016, IN AN
AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED §11,650.00 FOR THE CITY’S ENTRANCE SIGNS

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN,
DU PAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, as follows:

SECTION 1: The City Council of the City of Darien does hereby accept a proposal from Les
Moore & Company, LLC for the Cultured Stone-Shale Pro Fit Ledgestone PF8016, in an amount not
to exceed $11,650.00 for the City’s Entrance Signs, a copy of which is attached hereto as “Exhibit
A” and is by this reference expressly incorporated herein.

SECTION 2: This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage
and approval as provided by law.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE
COUNTY, ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED BY THE MAYOR OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE COUNTY,
TLLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

KATHLEEN MOESLE WEAVER, MAYOR

ATTEST:

JOANNE E. RAGONA, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY




Jun 26 12 10:27a Les Moore & Co, LLC 815-838-4439
Exhibit A

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED AND RETURNED T0Q 1702 PLAINFIELD ROAD BY NO
LATER THAN .JIINE 26,2012 - 11 A M.
ATTN: PUBLIC WORKS
QUESTIONS MAY BE DIRECTED TO MUNICIPAL SERVICES AT 630-353-8106

Submitfed by: N cLoJag Moove

VendorName: 25 Moore & (o } LLC

Addross: 500 O, MNinth st ! chfc,ﬂvrjj IL
Date: é- “GQ-é’ fi !

Phone #: J15-833-2437 Fax#: _§15-338-4 435
E-mail Address: NG Mooke @ s4C cLaln) . NE T

Authorized Signatnre: %j)@ ?7%

A. Pheasant Pro-Fit Alpine Ledgestone CSV420117

Option No. 1 - 420 square feet of flats
211 lineal feet of corners
Mortar Bonding Agent
Delivery

Quote A mount: H é 03& . Do

Quote Amount in Writing: i Sf-‘)( ThOU-Sﬂl’lo( T’“f.f—:f TV’U DO”&Y";’
Qb\oTe Ihcluoﬁes Stohe V‘Z.hee.‘r ﬂlorfar Mf}c"'?3 bt\ﬂ,_’:

Option No. 2 - 330 square feet of Bats
264 hineal feet of corners
Mortar Bonding Agent
Delivery
Quote Amount: SE r? 505,- Co
L)
Quote Amount in Writing: 5€UQh Thc\kjc.( nd F;‘UQ, Huhcfl“cz,‘-,{, _F-I\JE 00”&{3'

@uaf'e It\:'w{ef Stone. Vencer Moy fay MF} — 9z bajs

Option No. 3 - 635 square feet of flats
317 lineal feet of corners
Mortar Bonding Agent
Delivery

Quate Amonnt: Cﬁ. E" q L Co

Quote Amount in Writing: i él‘a‘\-ﬁv’ /\)fh‘?— H L\T\C,(Y'E-CQ Bo ([cﬂff

@uofq, Ir\c.!l,\cfe.f 5‘[2:,5 Uél]?f;v’ /‘forfo.\f /‘1:’;\: — R J:B\ai
Cultured Stone u

Submitted by {Company Name): L es / D] pore tﬁ Ce, L L
J




Jun 26 12 10:2Ba Les Moore & Ca. LLC 515-838-4439 .5

B. Gray Pro-Fit Ledgestone PF8018

OptionNo. 1 - 420 square feet of flats
211 lineal feet of corners
Mortar Bonding Agent
Delivery

QQuote Amount: i!? é’ ) d05. 0o

QuoleAmuunti.nWriting: 5!7"— T}\Duﬁahd TLJD Huhc{r’ed F}VQ_ Oo”a‘rj
Quolfe Thefudes $tone Veneer Moctar Mix — 73 bags

Option No. 2 - 530 square feet of flats
264 lineal feet of comers
Mortar Bonding Apent
Delivery

Quote Amouni: .ﬂ l’? r?cl 5- D¢
Quote Amount in Writing:  ° 5€,V€hf}! Seven Hundred ’Twenfy Five Do llers
@uo‘]’e Ihc_(u.&eﬁ Stone V‘ahﬂer /110\’7%\\" /"fn‘x - ?3 bﬂgﬁ

Option No. 3 - 635 square feet of flats
317 lineal feet of corners
Mortar Bonding Agent
Delivery

Quote Amount: :Hl ql[ é‘-gu oV
Quaote Amount In Writing: Nih@-’_}f One. Hh-hc.{r?,d 53')(7(}1 F}‘VE Dofrctrf
Guofe Thcludes Stope Veheer Moytay Min - 3 bags

Culiurcd Stone

Submitted by (Company Name): !- es MODF‘L CQ Cb' , LLc
J




Jun 26 12 10:28a Les Mocre & Co.LLC 815-838-4438 p.G

C. Platinum Pro-Fit Ledgestone PF8017

Option No. 1 - 420 square fect of fiats
211 lineal feet of corners
Mortar Bonding Agent
Delivery

Quote Amaunt: '-H é_;&z 0.5 oo
Quoie Amount in Writing: 5}}-’-1\/ TU—’T) H\-Lh Adred f"i‘\/‘"v 00 ”ffu“.s:‘

Quete Incfudes Stone Vepneer Morlay Mix  — ?31:451:‘

Option No. 2 - 530 square feet of flats
264 lineal feet of corness
Martar Bonding Agent
Delivery
Quote Amouni; #H 12 5. oo
7

Quoic Amount in Writing: 5*2\."??\1—“ SQVQh H\Ahcfl"ece Tv-jﬁhfu Five ﬂbM:tTF
Buste Ihcfwﬂes Stone Vepeer Mor tay Miv _— ‘93 ngf

Option No. 3 - 635 square feel of flats
317 lineal feet of corners
Mortiar Bonding Apent
Delivery

Quotc Amount: 'ﬂ C‘\ ‘ éS‘ Os

Quote Amount in Writing: /{Jinef}, One fundred 5;;&;\, Five Npllars
Ruofe T ncludes STone Veneer Mortar Mrx — /& bqg_s

Cultured Stone

Submitted by (Company Name): LQ 5 /”Dom— g-.. Co. .// LC

]




Jun 26 12 10:28a Les Meore & Co. LLC 815-838-4439 0.7

D. Shale Pro-Fit Ledgestone PF8016

Option No. 1 - 420 square feet of flats
211 Iineal feet of corners
Mortar Bending Agent
Delivery

Quoie Amount: # é, 105, oo

Quote Amount in Wriling: Sf'y_ T}\oujqncﬂ VTWO Hur\dreof fff\‘e rjol{w(";
Quole IhC'Mﬂ_ﬁ Stone \/E’.hee\r /Worfar Mix - 73 fﬂﬂﬂs

Option No. 2 - 530 square feet of flats
264 lineal feet of comers
Moriar Bonding Agent
Delivery

{(Quote Amonnt: ﬁ 17 (?2 5, oo

Quote Amount inp Writing: J52\-?*?_\\ t\, 5ever\ Hundred’ ﬂd%r\j} 'FEVTE OD”ﬂb’
Quele f—hcfudu Stene VEHQQT MD\"T‘U{‘ M - 42 lng«.-

Option No. 3 - 635 square feet of flats
317 lineal feel of corners
Mortar Bonding Agent
Delivery

Quote Amount; q.l é5'00

Quole Amount in Writing: /\J,'ne,‘ft}, Dn?_ HLLhcﬂr‘E.d 5?3{.7"},, F}'VEL DO!!QB
Quof'l Ikc{l.-ofef 51_011;2, Uel\eer /‘{orf‘u\r M - 18 Iaqj:

Cultured Stone

Submitted by {Company Name): LQ s /N’OOYT:L & C‘f’. L LT .
y -




Jul 13 12 12:42p Les Moore & Co.LLC B15-838-4430

Les Moore & Company, crc

FACE BRICK * STONE * MASONRY MATERIALS ™ COMMERCIAL DODRS

500 W. Ninth Skest Lockport, L 60441
VOICE: {815) 838-3430 FAX: (815) 8384438

Proposal
From: Nicholas Moore
July 13, 2012

City of Darien

Attn: Dan

We propose to supply Gray, Platinum or Shale Pro-Fit Ledgestone.

Option No 4
742 square feet of flats
369 linear feet of corners
126 bags Specmix Stone Veneer Mortar Mix
Total $ 10,725.00
Option No.5
848 square feet of flats
422 linear feet of corners
145 bags Specmix Stone Veneer Martar Mix
Total § 12,225.00

FOB: Darien Public Works ,1041 South Frontage Road, Darien




Jul 13 12 1241p Les Moore & Co.LLC 815-838-4439

Les Moore & Company, c.rc

FAGE BRICK * STONE * MASONRY MATERIALS * COMMERCIAL DODRS
500 W. Ninth Sireat Lockport, IL 60441
VOICE: (815) 838-3439 FAX: (815) 8384439

Proposal
From: Nicholas Moore

July 13, 2012
City of Darien
Attn; Dan

We propose to supply Pheasant Pro-Fit Alpine Ledgestone.

Option Na.4

742 square feet of flats

369 linear feet of corners

126 bags Specmix Stane Veneer Mortar Mix
Total $ 10,225.00
Option No.5

848 square feet of flats

422 linear feet of carners

145 bags Specmix Stone Veneer Mortar Mix
Total $ 11,650.00

FORB: Darien Public Works ,1041 South Frontage Road, Darien

p.1




Jun 26 12 10:29a Les Moore & Co. LLC §15-838-4439

The vendor shall provide thiee references with phone numbers below:

1. Iﬂﬁlohe 703-371- 0ébo
2 /Eo\"riﬁ Sand £ G pavel l5-342 4305
3, J»m'.z:?en‘a( GClase Blocke g7 — Lif7- gqno

Acceptance of Quote:

By: Date:

City of Darien
Auihorized and Accepted:

By

Title:

Date;

Cultured Stone

Submitted by (Company Name): L €s MOOT& & CC‘. LLC
J




AGENDA MEMO
Municipal Services Committee Meeting
July 23, 2012

ISSUE STATEMENT

A resolution accepting a proposal from Pro Masonry Express for the 36-inch Pier Caps in an
amount not to exceed $5,200 for the City’s Entrance Signs.

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The 2012-13 Budget calls out for the removal and replacement of the City’s Entrance Monument
Signs located within DuPage County right of ways. The pier caps will be set atop of the piers with a
bonding agent. The City staff and the mason will be setting the pier caps. This would allow the City
to purchase 16 pier caps for the following monument signs:

1. 75" Street west of Sawmill Creek - {(fronting Hinsdale South High School-Westbound
2. Cass Avenue - 6800 Block-Southbound

3. Cass Avenue - North Frontage Rd (Hinswood Dr)-Northbound

4. Lemont Road - North Frontage Rd/Cheese Rd and Lemont Rd-Northbound

5. Plainfield/83™ Street - East of Woodward Ave-Darien/Woodridge jurisdiction

6. 87" Street-(Boughton Rd) and Ailsworth Drive-Eastbound

7. Plainfield Road - Fronting Crest Basin-Westbound

8. 75" Street - east of Lemont Road-Westbound

Competitive quotes were requested, and staff received two (2) competitive quotes, attached as
Attachment A. Staff requested option pricing for up to 10 pier caps to accommodate 5 signs.
Since the overall pricing for the monument signs was under the proposed budget cost, materials
were increased to complete all 8 signs based on the unit price cost. See Attachment 2 for the
Cost Summary as presented in green (A43 — A61) for Pro Masonry Express.

'The proposed expenditure would be from the following account:

ACCOUNT FY 12-13 YEARTODATE | PROPOSED PROPOSED
NUMBER | ACCOUNTDESCRIPTION | piinery | 10 BE EXPENDED| EXPENDITURE | BALANCE
Welcome Sign Replacements
25-35.4815 May 7,2012 $ 108,000.00 $0 $ 18,000.00 % 90,000.00
25-35-4815 | Concrete Footing and Walls N/A $ 18,000.00 $ 15,050.00 5 74,950.00
25-35-4815 Concrete Blocks N/A % 33,050.00 $ 1,265.90 5 73,684.10
25-35-4815 Cultured Stone N/A $ 34,315.90 $ 11,650.00 $ 62,034.10
25-35-4815 Pier Caps N/A § 45,965.90 $ 5,200.00 $ 56,834.10




2012 Pier Caps-Monument Signs
July 23, 2012
Page 2

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends a resolution accepting a proposal from Pro Masonry Express for the 36-inch
Pier Caps in an amount not to exceed $5,200 for the City’s Entrance Signs.

ALTERNATE CONSIDERATION

As directed by the Municipal Services Committee.

DECISION MODE

This item will be placed on the Augnst 6, 2012 City Council agenda for formal approval.
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ENTRANCE WAY SIGNS-PROJECT COST ALLOCATIONS

Attachment 2

DESCRIPTION
Al |Congrete Feojiog and Walls | Labor, material fomming of foating and walis
Presta
A2 Awanded Vendor | Consiruglion Ine
Cosi Fer  § Cosi for No ol | Cost for No af § Cost for No of | Cost for Nool | Cost oy No of | Ces? for No of | Cost far No ef Proposed
Al No of Signs Usits Per Sian Sign Sigas Signs Signs Signs Signs Signs Signs Expenditure
Ad 1 2 1 4 5 [ 7 #
A5 No ol Units Uit Cost
A% [Option No 3-A
AT [10-Foot Widihs 3 s 165000 | § 143000 § 55860 3 S 55U
A% [Option No 4-A
A 311-Foot Widids 5 5| - LUHE 1§ LU {H} $ 90000 3 DKL M}
LaGrangs
AlG {Concrete Dlack Awaniesd Vendor Malzerinls
CostPer | Cost for Na ef | Cest for No of | Cost fur Ho of | Cest far #o af | Cost for No of | Cost for Na ef | Cost For Nool' Propascd
Al i) Uniis Fer Sign Unit Cost Sign Signs Slgns Signs Signs Signs Signs Signs Expendifure
A2 e k] + 5 ] 7 B
A1 |Optéon Ne 1
AT Hollmy Bluck S1n WM s 155980 |8 163.TH 3 795.80
ALS |Option No 2
A6 |Hollow Block 613 5001 S 135480 | §  163.TH 5 PLyi}]
AT |Cysion Na 3
A1k |Hollow Hlack 739 105005 LASURN | S 16378 $ L5249
AlY |Option No 4
At |Hollmw Black a0 050015 LNY IS 15638 § 1lziunis 1.265.51
A} |Ointion o 5
A2 |Solid Block S10 10500 | & TS50 8 25534 5§ 123040
633 S § 24321515 25538 $  _L539.55
FAL) 19500 | § 243215 |§ 35538 S LG
As0 0500 [ S 23447 |8 349575 £ 191940
A2Y [Calturel Siene Shale Pro Fit Ledpestonz BERBIG
R Les Moore & Ca,
AJD Avaniad Vendor L.
. . R Losi Por | Cost For No of | Cost for No of | Cast for No of { Cest for No of | Cost fur No of | Cost for Mo of | Cest For Na of Proposed.
A3l . Ho of Signs Linils Per Sipn Sign Sipns Signs Signs Signs Sipms Sigms Signs _Esprenditue
A31 . i Fi Flais Conters Lineat Fi 2 3 4 ] 13 ki B -
Ad3 |Opgien No 1 103 5275
420 Eqp. FL. of Flats; 211 .
Linzal fort of comzrs, monar - : : '
Bonding Apent 4 420 210006 | 5 1.508.00 3 601100
166 .73 B
530 5. F1. of Flaix; 164 Lincal . ] ]
et 0f comears, nuonor . . :
A6 [Randipg Aceni 3 530 204 | S L3010 £ 750500
AJ37 |Opilan No 3 106 5298 .
(735 &q. 1. of Flus; 317 Lingal . B ]
fext of comeny, monor . . :
AJR |Bonding Asrent 1] G635 RIVAR R )] $ hoigis
Ad9 |Optlan No 4 : 166 5175
741 5g. F1. of Flats; 209 Linel :
fect o comers, martar Lo
A0 |Bonding Al 7 ki) © 363 |8 146071 § IETIS0
Adl |Ogtian Na 5 ' - s By5| - - X
84 Sq. FL of Fats; 422 Lineal. . : .
et af comem, mastnr : ’ : :
.} i) 422 | § 145025 § 1La%00c0|S 1168100
Add Pler Caps 36inch Square Pier
T Pro Mascnry
Add Avpnlal Vendor | - Expresy
. v : Cast Per | Cost for No of'} Cest for Mo of | Cast for No of | Cost for No of | Cost for No of | Cost for No of { Cast for Noal Proposel
Ad5 No of Sigins Linits For Sigm Simm Sinos Sipns Sipwe Sipms Sigay Signs Sipns Expendlture
AdS 2 2 3 3 5 ] T 4
ALT ' ¥o ol Unila Uit Cost '
A48 10ption £ - i C i
A43 12G-Inch Bepssees Pier 2 415 WO LS 65000 | S 130600
50 [Option 3 — :
AS1 {76-inch Squmre Pier 3 618 35 fs 63000 S Losnod
AS2 {0ption 6 g R T
A5 {3f-inch Squars Pier 4 nis - J3500fS a5 § 2o
[ASS oprm? - T R — -
AS5 136-inch Squore Pier 5 05 5 TSGR0 $ 33500
A5G |Option B L .
AS7 |16-inch Smere Pier (] 12]% 350015 03000 £ 38000
ASHE |Opition Y . -
ASY {36-lnch Stquore Picr 7 415 32500 |5 630.00 § 435000
At |Optinn 16 - - -
Al |36-inch Sqimse Fier B )]s 350018 4500 £ _Juomis 210000
AT [Massnry Work "._{ Insiallation of Block and Siwne
. Pionzer
AG3 Awanin] Vendos Consiruction
. CostPer | Cost for No of | Coest for Mo of | Cost for No of { Cost for No of | Cost fas No of | Cast Tor Na of | Cost for Na of .. Propused
AGd Ho ol Signs 4nits Per Sign Sipn Sipns Sipns Signe Signs Signs Simms Signs Exmendiure
AbS 1 2 3 4 5 ] T 3
A6G Noof Unils Unit Cost
ABG7 |Chmion No b
Af6R |Foundation and Pisrs 4 4} 5 175000 § § 1,750.00 §  7.000.00
AGY |Option No 2
A0 |Foundation and Piers E] H 5 L7600 1§ 1.760.00 3 hioion
ATL ien Mo 3 - -
A72 |Foundation and Piers 1] 015 176667 | § 176667 S E0A6D0.00
AT |Cption Mo
A74 |Foundation and Plers T s LIG6AT | 8 1.766.67 § 1236669
A75 [Option No §
ATt |Foundation ang Piery 1 ﬂ 5 176667 | § 1.766.67 § 1413336 1§ 18,133.36
ATz | I :
A8 ] I




Attachment 2

AT [Mooment Stang S ) Sians s

Cast Prr. <[ Coa Tor NooT | Cost for Mot | Cost Tor ol | Caet far N of | Cost for 4o of | Casl for a o7 | G Tor Horel
CSipn ) e o) of 5 B s (Sipns 0] s Y L STne ] R
2 i i R T 0 T e

i

- Slans

Oplian Mo 2 :*

- 5.000.00

Akt ] Landscaping -
R PR I | Sechmmm
ARY : o : Avarde] Vendor Ladeaping

R i T P B T ;.| - Cast Per | Cost for Noef | Cost e ¥o of | Cosl far No of | Cast far No of ] Cost for Ho of | Cast for Na of | Cest for Naal | - Propesed -

Ay L] Mool Sipns - - - Units Per Sipn - ° Sipn “Sipos | Sigws | Signg Sipms Signs -} Sl G| Sions | Expenditee

Asi : : i RN i i 2 3 Y PR Y 7 u_ :
A7L : T ool Units - Ui Cog RS IS T i BRI i A
A9 i0ption Mo 1 - RO - N . RS T
A94 HLondsemping - : _ 4 ALRERE | & 3 200000 | § 3 OKLI : - SEREAN B T K00 K ]
A5 [Dption No 2 Co- R . PR B N D T - " —
ABG [landscaping - - o o - o) o e 5 R 1 AR TT T T TS oot TS 10,0000
Av7 [OptionNa3 | T B ) NS B
ATH | Landseapisy K SRR -1 . ‘6] % ZIRNLON0 | £ T0D01K) L - - ) - - § 1200000
A% [Optin No 4 : ; T — : T o
A100[Landseping R 7 o ik 200000 | § 2000.00 S : RN AR - 1% 1400000

AJ01 | Optice No § S - . g . 3 . o g
AIN2|Landscaping RN LI " Bs Ji006d 1§ 200002 . C : S N . - 5 1600000 § § 1600000

Caatinpenry

A3

Cast Per | Cost fat Na of | Cost fur No of | Cost far No of | Cast for Mo of | Cost for Noof [ Cost for No of | Cost for Mool L

A1 | Steed-Excavittion -Conercie Noof Signs Units Per Sipg. Sien Slens Siyms Signs Sikns Signs Sipns Sipns Evpenditure
AlNS 1 2 3 4 3 1] 3 8

AlNE Ho of Units Unir Cat

A1 {Dption No 1

AR Conlingency 4 5 LI § 5 LECHAKDY 3 io0ne
| Al Ogtion No 2
A 116 Cantinesncy 3 5|5 Licnuo b s LLOn L&Y
A111|Contingency
113 |Landseaging |11 il LAKNGO | S 110G § 650000
A1 | Option No 4
Al | Contitizency 2 i LIGOGO LS 1. LUHRERY § 730000
Al15[Opiion No £
ANG|Contineency i} Bl 5 Ligoge [ 5 L0003 5 HHEHWM|S £.504.00)

|__|TOTAL PROJECT COST




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A PROPOSAL FROM PRO MASONRY EXPRESS INC
FOR THE 36-INCH PEIR CAPS, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $5,200.00 FOR
THE CITY’S ENTRANCE SIGNS

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN,
DU PAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, as follows:

SECTION 1: The City Council of the City of Darien does hereby accept a proposal from Pro
Masonry Express Inc. for the 36-inch Pier Caps, in an amount not to exceed $5,200.00 for the City’s
Entrance Signs, a copy of which is attached hereto as “Exhibit A” and is by this reference expressly
incorporated herein.

SECTION 2: This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage
and approval as provided by law.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE
COUNTY, ILLINOIS, this 6™ day of August 2012.

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED BY THE MAYOR OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

KATHLEEN MOESLE WEAVER, MAYOR

ATTEST:

JOANNE E. RAGONA, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY




06/21/2012 13:18 16308350520 EROMASOMRY
Exhibit A

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED AND RETURNED TO 1702 PLAINFIELE) ROAD
BY NO LATER THAN JUNE 26, 2012 ~ 11 AM.
ATTN: PUBLIC WORKS
QUESTIONS MAY BE DIRECTED TO MUNICIPAL SERVICES AT 630-353 -8106

Submitted by: W n) MAVGAA—
Vendor Name: P Vo Al ondag AAPLADY S
Address: F A oA R . Wﬂuﬂﬂj‘ { LL-iGS( .
Date: é}!ll‘\l"}__
Phone #:; @)\:‘.}} Q%3 (3¢ Fax #: 7ol 25¢ 25 L‘?
E-mail Address: Plo MAL, AMU-! R PALSS -
Authorized Signature: / -7 ﬂﬁ-\.._j;y o, .
Option No. 1 - 4 34{inch Square Pier
Epgxy for setting

: Dei]wery

Quote Amount: ¥ f 2_

Quote Amoun{ in Writing: M&__ 2 S, S

Option No., 2 - —64—mch Square Pier
II Dx_v’ for setting
Dehvery

Quote Amount: c\d j ‘ J &

Quote Amount in Writing: ?:;;%rgn — m

- :
Option No. 3 - 6 -:34-inch Square Pier
Epoxy for setting -
Delivery
Quote Amount: & ( ¢ ? L

Quote Amount in Writing: & A g o M
ot / L

Square Pier{ CA® )
Submitted by (Company Name): 321)-9 Z@A—-—:i-cwu&‘_'ﬁ-;f L’)T)L!D.ﬁé:? 2
AT
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Option No, 4 - @ 36-inch Square Pier
R -~ Epoxy for setting
E‘ 33\’ S Ptf LM'}‘ Delivery

#3B55

2.003 /011

Quote Amount: 4 \ « LoD
Quote Amount in Writing:
paT APPLICFT (e
Option No. 5 - @'g—mh Square Pier
Beo o2t ‘ Epoxy for setting
\:\ 3z [l "“} Delivery
Quote Amount: 53 ‘ . e

Quote Amount in Writing:

P )
Option No. 6 - 6 -36-inch Square Pier

#'32 CZ uy?i poxy for sething
r Delivery

Quote Amount: 1\ IT=

Quote Amount in Writing:

The vendor shall provide (hree references with phone numbers below:

L Mike  fodde fﬂzs;w/hf/ (G=2) Iy SO2O

3. e (AbMATSE [ ) L8 (eI
4 A (' - /
- Acceptance of Quote:

By:

Date:

) @'—'{?}f 703 Y657

City of Darien
Authorized and Accepied:

By:

Title:

Date:

Souare Pier { (A2 )

Submitted by {Company Name): o Ay l".f'bﬂ.b"‘j ERPALES 3

vee .,




AGENDA MEMO
Municipal Services Committee Meeting
July 23, 2012

ISSUE STATEMENT

A resolution accepting a proposal from Pioneer Construction Inc. for the masonry work-
placement of the concrete block and cultured stone in an amount not to exceed $14.133.36 for
the City’s Entrance Signs.

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The 2012-13 Budget calls out for the removal and replacement of the City Entrance Monument
Signs located within DuPage County right of ways. The masonry work would include the
installation of the concrete blocks and cultured stone. The vendor will also be combining efforts to
install the pier caps and the monument signs. The vendor would be responsible for providing the
labor and equipment to complete the work at the following locations:

. 75" Street west of Sawmill Creek - (fronting Hinsdale South High School-Westbound
. Cass Avenue - 6800 Block-Southbound

. Cass Avenue - North Frontage Rd (Hinswood Dr)-Northbound

. Lemont Road - North Frontage Rd/Cheese Rd and Lemont Rd-Northbound

. Plainfield/83™ Street - East of Woodward Ave-Darien/Woodridge jurisdiction

. 87" Street-(Boughton Rd) and Ailsworth Drive-Eastbound

. Plainfield Road - Fronting Crest Basin-Westbound

8. 75™ Street - east of Lemont Road-Westbound

~lon b D

Competitive quotes were requested, and staff received four (4) competitive quotes, attached as
Attachment A. Staff requested options for pricing to complete the masonry task for up to 5
signs. Since the overall pricing for the monument signs was under the proposed budget cost, the
masonry task was increased to complete all 8 signs. The lowest competitive total cost quote was

provided by Pioneer Construction Inc. See Attachment 2 for the Cost Summary as presented in
taupe (A62 — A78) for Pioneer Construction.

The proposed expenditure would be from the following account:

ACCOUNT FY 12-13 YEAR TO DATE PROPOSED PROPOSED
NUMBER | ACCOUNTDESCRIPTION | pimepr | 10 BE EXPENDED| EXPENDITURE | BALANCE
Welcome Sign Replacements
25-35-4815 May 7,2012 $ 108,000.00 $ 0 $ 18,000.00 $ 90,000.00
25-35-4815 Concrete Footing and Walls N/A 3 18,000.00 $ 15.050.00 $ 74,950.00
25-35-4815 Concrete Blocks N/A $ 33,050.00 $ 1,265.90 S 73,684.10
25-354815 Cultured Stone N/A $ 34,315.90 $ 11,650.00 $ 62,034.10
25-35-4815 Pier Caps N/A 5 45,965.90 $ 5,200.00 $ 56,834.10




2012 Masonry Services-Monument Signs

July 23, 2012

Page 2

25-35-4815 Masonry N/A $ 51,165.90 $ 14,133.36 $ 42,700.74
STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval of the resolution accepting a proposal from Pioneer Construction
Inc. for the masonry work-placement of the concrete block and cultured stone in an amount not
to exceed $14,133.36 for the City’s Entrance Signs.

ALTERNATE CONSIDERATION

As directed by the Municipal Services Committee.

DECISION MODE

This item will be placed on the August 6, 2012 City Council agenda for formal approval.
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ENTRANCE WAY SIGNS-PROJECT COST ALLOCATIONS

Attachment 2

DESCRIFTION
Al [Conerete Footlnp and Walls | Labor, tuterial foming of looting and walls
Presta
A2 Awartded Vendor | Consiruction ing
CestPer | Cost for No of | Cost for No of | Cost fur Novof | Cost Tor No of | Cost fsr No of { Cost for No of | Cost fiar Na ol Propaset
Al Na ol Sipns Unils Per Sign Sign Sipns Signs Sipns Sipns Sigrs Slypna Sipns i
A 1 2 3 4 5 1] 7 ki
AS No af Units Unit Cost
Ab ion No 3-A
AT _110-Foot Wiliks 3 1S 1.A50.00 | § L8300 $ 55500 3 5.550.041
AR {Option No 4-A
AY |131-Foot Widils 5 Als 150600 | 5 1,900.00 5 9.300.00 b S.500.00
LaGrange
A0 [Concrete Block Avnrind Vendar Marinls
CostPer | Coxt far No ol | Cesd for Ne ol | Cost [or Na ol | Cost for bo of | Cost Tor Noof | Cost for No el | Cast Tor Nool Proposed]
All B Unils Per Sign Unit Cest Sign Sighs Signs Signs Ripns Signs Signs Sipns Expentijurz
A1 2 3 4 3 1] T a
A1} |Opion No 1
Ald |Hollmw Block k(] Wi i s 135080 |8 161,78 5 79550
Al5 |Opmion No 2
AlS |Hollow Block 633 wson | § 155080 | 8§ 163.78 s S47.35
AlL7 ﬁllan Na ]
All |Holigw Block 139 mnion | s L53980 | & 16174 T Llizaw
O
B50 10500 s 140929 |8 15638 513wl 264,210
310 i s 243215 [§ 35534 5 _Lakd0
63 NS00 | & 2405 FS 25530 $ 153985
734 IR 2432185 [5 35531 5 _LIa6
H5 [{=ELISE 234HTFS 24573 § 1ua94n
Az9 [Cubtured Stone Shale Pro Fit Lediestone FFALG
. - - - Les Moose & Co.
A30 Ananied Vendor e -
1 . : B B Cost Per | Cost for No of | Cosz for Mo of | Cost for No ol | Cost for No of | Cost for No of | Cost for No of | Cast for Ko of| -Propesed
A3l Noof Signs Units Per Sign Sign Signs Signs Signs Signs Sipns Sipns Sipms Expetudiinre
A3l SaFt Flas, Corners Lincal FL 2 3 4 5 [ 7 ] R
Ad3 |Cption No 1 105 XN
¥20 Sq. Ft of Flats, 211 ; ; :
Lineal feet of comers, mortar A .
) 420 21100 15 150600 S 603300
. MK: S F2I5 | - - '
530 5q. Fr. of Flntx; 264 Eincal) : e
Foet of comiers, smastar - E . i :
A36 |Aonding Avent ] 1o - 2 |3 LSGLOD 5750500
Optios No3 - 106 : 5175 C
633 5. FL. of Fluts; 387 Lipgeal :
[fect of comers, martar :
AdB i oo 3 G35 T[S LR § 350006
AJ% |Gption No 4 [[L2) - 3235
742 Sn). Ft. of Flots; 369 Linen] - .
lext of comers, mortar ~ . |
A4D |Bonding Apent | 1 T42 69 | £ 146071 § IRIIS00
Adl |Option No S . . 106 SLI5 .
848 5n. Fr. of Fluts; 422 Ligel : .
fect of amers, martar : N :
A42 |Bondine Apent B 21 41 [ 8 148628 § 1tesnon s 1165000
A43 |Pier Capy 36-inch Sauare Fier
B . Pm Masoory
Adl Avandal Vendor Espitesy
a1 - . Cost Por | Caost for No of | Caost for No of | Cost Tor Mo of | Cest fur Mo of | Cost fot No of | Cost for No of | Cost fer Noof
Ad5 NoolSlpns _Units Per Sipx Sl Sipns Slpne 1) Slms Signs Signs Sigrs
AdS . . I 2 b 4 3 ) T 8
ALT ' . INg ol Units Unit Cost .
AlE [Omiond . - - ]
A49 |36-iach Squarc Pier 2 318 IM |5 6500 (S 130000
ASY |36-inch Squate Pier - 3 618 31500 | § 65N
A5 ian 6 § . - s
AS3 |36-inch Square Pler 4 . JI5001 | §  GS0.0H)
AS1 [Opmion T - T o —
ASS |36-inch Square Per 3 S [+ ¥ 3so0 s 05000 5 325600
ASE Lot & '
AST |36dach Squan Pier & . 121% 500 | § 65000 §  5.000.00
ASH |Cption & : ;
ASY |3inch Sqmre Pler 3 415 -~ 3I560 | S 65000 5435000
At [Crtinn H} - -
Af1 |36-inth Squarc Pier - 1578 AT500 | & 65000 § ST0401S 3.200.00
AG2 |Masonry Waek TInstallation ef Block and Stone
. Pipnezr
And Avanlel Vendor | Construetion
N . . . . CostFer | Cost fur Mool | Cost for No of | Cost ir No of | ot for No ol | Cast Tor Mo of | Cest for No of | Cost for No of Proposa]
A4 Nool Simms. Units Per Sign Sign - Sipng Sims Sipns Sipns Signu Sipns Signs Expendiure
ABS 1 2 3 4 3 fi 3 i
AGE Ho of tnits Lnit Cost
AGT [Option Ha 1
Afl |Foundation and Picrs 4 Al 1,150,001 § 1,750.00 b A (VT
AGY |Cpian Na 2
AT |Foutdatitrn oed Piers 5 k1R LT6084 | 8§ 176000 5 BB000
A71 [Oplien No 1
A72 |Foundation ond Piers 5 6ls LI66.67 | 5 1.766.67 § 106N.00
A3 [Omion No.t
A4 |Foundation and Piers T s LT6667 | § 176667 3 BI6662
ATS |Option No &
A76 |Foundation pni Piess 1 Bl S LIG6G7 | 5 1.766.67 $ 11618 1411336
AT7
ATH




Attnchment 2

| Bigns e f e

A7Y | Monsiment Sians
- “Awnnicd Verdo

ARD

ARl
ARZ | i
A84 [Optioy No i il
ABS |5.-Fool Whdtl: Mowtierit Sigzt | -
A6 [Option N - o[-

A87 [6-Foor Width Monument Sign | 77 i 0 s

Cost.for No uf } Cost far No of Cps_tf;zﬂ%un!_' C_ustﬁ.l_r_}_ion[ Cast fer No of | Cost.for No af
Sl - Glens T Sipn il Sl Sipms - Sims Y
oy R =R T T R TR

I'Nu of. ﬁl s -

No af Units

5170000

$_1.uhto0

-] 8 - -9.000.00

A8Y | Landsczplop

CLTEL < Bedranm
Aggl ol ) 20 | Avarded Vedor | Landsecoping

: . L . R | CosiFer | Cost for Nool | Cost for ¥o of | Cest for Mo of | Cost far No of | Cost for No of | Cost for No of | Cest fer Hoof | - - Propesed

A90f R NpelSigns ] T i Per Shm ClSign | Signs - Signs’ Sipny 0] Sims Signs | - Sipns _Signs [ -Expenditure
T - s - % R 1 3 DEIRY ] FCIR R N I I

Na af Urils Unit Cost : o - S : .

A9L Mandscaping . ¢ ot " 4 S 4l § o000 | S 2R - - |8 RE00.00
A9S [Option No 2 S N - - R N 3 — - -
Y6 [Lamdsapior .- R Bl S Ao |5 zowoe | - T T 1S nmouon
M7 ot Ned T — - R IR = - —— — -
| Aul Wandscoping B B 6l § 200000 | § T000.00 - : S R 1S iz000.00
‘AT | Option No 4 s - T - = - e - - g e e s
AN Landseaping I T R B SLNOG | § 200000 | y - : . IR EIRERS VoliL]
AlN{Option Na 5 N A LR o . = NN L - - o i -
AlDIjiandsaping - o ) ) Bis 200000 | § 200000

S 1l | ~16,000.00

A1N3} Continpency

Cost Per | Cost for No of | Cost for No of | Cost for N of | Cost Tor Mo of | Cost fur No of | Cost for No of | Cost for No of Propasal
A4S eel-Exemvtion. Conoese Mo of Signs Llnits Pez Sipn Sign Stgns Signs Stpns Sizns Sipns Sipns Signs Expenditure
A5 1 2 k] 4 5 [ 7 5
| Al NoolUnits Uit Cest

Afli7|Option Ne 1
ALDR)Comingensy 4

A1 Option No 2
A11D|Contingency L]

A11{Conlingeney
Al12H andseaping ]
A113{Option No 4
Al Comlngency 7
A115{0ption No 5
AllE]

e

L] 1LUKLOO | 5 1.3tHEDO £ 440000

i

s LMo | s 136000 s 55N

=)
n

LIMLOO ES 13000 S 660000

-1
o

LEMLOOES 1.100.00 5 ooy

Conlingeney El

|Ed
“

1100661 4 § 110000 S HHNN]S H.B00.60

| |TOTAL PROJECT COST




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A PIONEER CONSTRUCTION INC FOR THE
MASONRY WORK-PLACEMENT OF THE CONCRETE BLOCK AND CULTURED
STONEL, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $14,133.36 FOR THE CITY’S
ENTRANCE SIGNS

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN,
DU PAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, as follows:

SECTION 1: The City Council of the City of Darien does hereby accept a proposal from
Pioneer Construction Inc. for the masonry work-placement of the concrete block and cultured stone,
in an amount not to exceed $14,133.36 for the City’s Entrance Signs, a copy of which is attached
hereto as “Exhibit A” and is by this reference expressly incorporated herein.

SECTION 2: This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage
and approval as provided by law.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE
COUNTY, ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED BY THE MAYOR OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE COUNTY,
TLLINOIS, this 6™ day of August 2012.

KATHLEEN MOESLE WEAVER, MAYOR

ATTEST:

JOANNE E. RAGONA, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY




FROM :

FAX ND. ! @O00EEEBEEBEBEE Junr.

n

Exhibit A

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED AND RETURNED TO 1702 PLAINFIELD EOAD BY NO
LATER THAN JUNE 26,2012 - 11 A.M.
ATTN: PUBLIC WORKS
QUESTIONS MAY BE DIRECTED TO MUNICTPAL SERVICES AT 630-353-81 06

Submitted by: ED WAL SZA AR Srff-'f
Vendor Name: _EM‘ ¢ MWD—*—MH———

Address: TEK  STOREREQGE 140 P4l 1L
Date: 2.5 42

Phone #: ol 3 %" 5382 Fax #: W‘Z—
E-mail Address:__ P OAEETLEEXI ST Lo
Authorized Signature: )/// /é ﬁ:

Option No. 1 - Construction of 8 Piers for 4 sign locations

Quote Amonat: ¢ D ono 2%

Quote Amount I Writing: SEUY EL THOOSAALH) DDLLAN ,(-,

Option No. 2 - Construction of 10 Piers for 5 sipn locations

Quote Amount: f g <2 o &=

Quote Arnount In Writing; Ef é‘ HI Tﬁ()&gﬁ—ﬂ)ﬁ) Fls 4T~
HOLoneEY  DolcArS .

Option No, 3 - Construction of 12 Piers for 6 sign locations

Quote Amount: '3’ / 2,400 a2

Quote Amount in Wiiting: ‘ TE] /\-) THOV SA 2 SEX MU ETD
00 LLARS,

Masonry Work

Submitted by (Company Name): F1 0 XIEEIL CoNSTRVCTION (0C




FROM :

FAX NO. @ (6EEE0EREEEEEEE Jurm. 26 2012 B7:15AM P3

The vendor shall pravide three references with phone numbers below and provide documentation that the
vendor has been a mason for a minimal of 10 years:

LA AAAEIL. DAYTS copST, 213-775-0170
2 HAGGE LONSTOUCTION  GR0-FpY 4200
3 AN LSS0 D ROTHES PuiLasis 7 %=237-1261

Acceptance of Quote:

By: Date:
City of Darien

Authorized and Accepted:

By:

Title:

Date:

Masonry Work

Submitted by (Company Name): _&Q@’L CO;U._( TAROLTT) /OC‘




AGENDA MEMO
Municipal Services Committee Meeting
July 23, 2012

ISSUE STATEMENT

A resolution accepting a proposal from Meno Stone Company for the City’s stone monument
signs in an amount not to exceed $15,000 for the City’s Entrance Signs.

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The 2012-13 Budget calls out for the removal and replacement of the City’s Entrance Monument
Signs located within DuPage County right of ways. The pre-cast stone monuments will be set and
secured between the pillars. Attached and labeled as Attachment 1 please find the detail for the
sign. The City staff and the mason will be setting the monument signs. The purchase would allow

the City to purchase 8 monument signs (5 signs at a2 width of 6-foot and 3 signs at a width of 5-foot)
for the following locations:

1. 75" Street west of Sawmill Creek - (fronting Hinsdale South High School-Westbound
2. Cass Avenue - 6800 Block-Southbound

3. Cass Avenue - North Frontage Rd (Hinswood Dr)-Northbound

4. Lemont Road - North Frontage Rd/Cheese Rd and Lemont Rd-Northbound

5. Plainfield/83" Street - East of Woodward Ave-Darien/Woodridge jurisdiction

6. 87" Street-(Boughton Rd) and Ailsworth Drive-Eastbound

7. Plainfield Road - Fronting Crest Basin-Westbound

8. 75" Street - east of Lemont Road-Westbound

Competitive quotes were requested, and staff received one quote, attached as Attachment A.
Staff had contacted the invited competitors and inquired why they did not provide a quote.
Responses ranged from that they would be utilizing Meno Stone as their supplier and others
replied that the signs were too large for them to handle. Staff requested options for pricing for
various sizes. Since the overall pricing for the monument signs was under the proposed budget
cost, materials were increased to complete all 8 signs and based on the unit price cost as

presented in Attachment 2 for the Cost Summary as presented in blue (A79 — A87) for Meno
Stone Company.

The proposed expenditure would be from the following account:

ACCOUNT FY 12-13 YEARTODATE | PROPOSED PROPOSED

NUMBER | ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION |  pincrr | 1o BE EXPENDED| EXPENDITURE | BALANCE
Welcome Sign Replacements

25354815 May 7,2012 $ 108,000.00 $0 $ 18,000.00 $ 90,000.00

25-354815 Concrete FDOtiI‘lg and Walls N/A S 18,000.00 $ 15,050.00 S 74,950.00

25-354815 Concrete Blocks N/A $ 33,050.00 $ 1,265.90 $ 73.684.10

25-354813 Cultured Stone N/A $34,315.90 $ 11,650.00 $ 62,034.10




2012 Precast Monument Signs

July 23, 2012
Page 2

25-35-4815 Pier Caps N/A $ 45,965.90 $ 5.200.00 $ 56,834.10
25-35-4815 Masonry N/A % 51,165.90 $ 14,133.36 $ 42,700.74
25-35-4815 Precast Masonry Signs N/A $ 65,299.26 $ 15,000.00 $ 27,700.74

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The staff recommends a resolution accepting a proposal from Meno Stone Company for the
City’s stone monument signs in an amount not to exceed $15,000 for the City’s Entrance Signs.

ALTERNATE CONSIDERATION

As directed by the Municipal Services Committee.

DECISION MODE

This item will be placed on the August 6, 2012 City Council agenda for formal approval.
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DESCRIPTION

ENTRANCE WAY SIGNS-FROJECT COST ALLOCATIONS

Al [Concrete Footlop and Walls
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A PROPOSAL FROM MENO STONE COMPANY FOR
THE CITY’S TONE MONUMENT SIGNS IN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $15,000.00
FOR THE CITY’S ENTRANCE SIGNS

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN,
DU PAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, as follows:

SECTION 1: The City Council of the City of Darien does hereby accept a proposal from
Meno Stone Company for the City’s tone monument signs in an amount not to exceed $15,000.00
for the City’s Entrance Signs, a copy of which is attached hereto as “Exhibit A” and is by this
reference expressly incorporated herein.

SECTION 2: This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage
and approval as provided by law.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE
COUNTY, ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED BY THE MAYOR OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

KATHLEEN MOESLE WEAVER, MAYOR

ATTEST:

JOANNE E. RAGONA, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY
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AGENDA MEMO
Municipal Services Committee Meeting
July 23, 2012

ISSUE STATEMENT

A resolution accepting a proposal from Schramm Landscaping Inc. to supply selected plant

species, planting and mulching for the landscaping in an amount not to exceed $16,000.00 for the
City’s Entrance Signs.

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The 2012-13 Budget calls out for the removal and replacement of the City Entrance Monument
Signs located within DuPage County right of ways. The landscaping consists of the vendor to
provide various plant species, planting and mulching of 15-foot radius at each sign location and as
per the attachment labeled as Attachment 1. City staff would be responsible for the watering, The

vendor would be responsible for providing the labor and material to complete the landscaping at the
following locations:

. 75™ Street west of Sawmill Creek - (fronting Hinsdale South High School-Westbound
. Cass Avenue - 6800 Block-Southbound

. Cass Avenue - North Frontage Rd (Hinswood Dr)-Northbound

. Lemont Road - North Frontage Rd/Cheese Rd and Lemont Rd-Northbound

. Plainfield/83™ Street - East of Woodward Ave-Darien/Woodridge jurisdiction

. 87" Street-(Boughton Rd) and Ailsworth Drive-Eastbound

. Plainfield Road - Fronting Crest Basin-Westbound

. 75" Street - east of Lemont Road-Westbound

Q0 ~1 N Lh s L2 N —

Competitive quotes were requested, and staff received four (4) competitive quotes, attached as
Attachment A. Staff requested options for landscaping up to five (5) signs. Since the overall
pricing for the monument signs was under the proposed budget costs, landscaping was increased
to include all eight (8) signs. The lowest competitive total cost quote was provided by Schramm
Landscaping Inc. References for the vendor was verified with satisfactory results. Please see
Attachment 2 for the Cost Summary as presented in gray (A88 — A102) for Schramm
Landscaping.

The proposed expenditure would be from the following account:

ACCOUNT FY 12-13 YEARTODATE | PROPOSED | PROPOSED

NUMBER | ACCOUNTDESCRIPTION | py\hcpT | 10 BE EXPENDED| EXPENDITURE | BALANCE
Welcome Sign Replacements

25-35-4815 May 7,2012 $ 108,000.00 50 $ 18,000.00 $ 90,000.00

25-354815 | Concrete Footing and Walls N/A $ 18,000.00 3 15,050.00 $ 74,250.00

25-35-4815 Concrete Blocks N/A $ 33,050.00 $ 1,265.90 $ 73,684.10

25-35-4815 Cultured Stone N/A $ 34,315.90 $ 11,650.00 $ 62,034.10




2012 Landscaping-Monument Signs

July 23, 2012

Page 2

25-35-4815 Pier Caps N/A $ 45,965.90 $ 5,200.00 $ 56,834.10
25-35-4815 Masonry N/A % 51,165.90 $ 14,133.36 $ 42,700.74
25-35-4815 Precast Masonry Signs N/A $ 65,299.26 § 15,000.00 8 27,700,74
25-35-4815 Landscaping N/A 5 80,299.26 $ 16,000.00 $ 11,700.74
STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The staff recommends accepting a proposal from Schramm Landscaping Inc. to supply selected

plant species, planting and mulching for the landsc

for the City’s Entrance Signs.

ALTERNATE CONSIDERATION

As directed by the Municipal Services Committee.

DECISION MODE

aping in an amount not to exceed $16,000.00

This item will be placed on the August 6, 2012 City Council agenda for formal approval.
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ENTRANCE WAY SIGNS-PROJECT COST ALLOCATIONS

Attachment Z

!DF.SCRIFTEUN
Al [Conercie Fuatlog and Walls { Eabor, material fornning of Toating and wills
Presta
Al Awarded Vemdor | Construgiion Inc
CostPer | Cost fur No ol | Cost far Mo of | Cest for No of | Cost for No of | Cost for Noof | Cast for No pf | Cost for Noof Proposcd
A3 Hn ol Sipns Unizs Per Sign Sipn Signs Signz Signs Signy Signs Signy Signs FExpemliture
Ad 3 k] 3 4 5 & 7 8
AS Mo of Unite Unit Cost
A6 |Oplizn No 3=A
AY |19-Foot Witihs 3 3l s LESO.OG | § LBSLUD 3 335040 3 555000
Al |Option No4-A
Al | F1-Foal Widihs 5 58 LOMLOO LS 190K 5 SN0 5 U.5XLIK
LaGrange
AlD {Canerete Bioel Avanisl Vendor Malerials
Coster | Cost for Bo of | Cost for Mo of | Cost for No of | Cost Tor No of | Cost Tor No of | Cest for No af | Cast for Noof Pitsjaisesd
AL B \inils Per Sign Tnit Cost Siga Sighs Signs Signs Sigas Sligns Signs Sipne Bxpendilum
Al2 2 1 4 3 ) 3 il
A13 |Dption No | j
Ald [Hollow Glock SIn 50 | § fAsym IS 13T Ly 795.50
A15 |Option Np 2
Al6 EHollow Block G633 16300 | 3 155000 1§ 163.78 s a3s
AT iUp:iun LE]
Al¥ |Hollow Block 730 W00t s 155980 | § 16374 5 115249
Al% [Opiion No 4
A20 |Hnllow Block R0 500 | § 144929 | 5 15630 5 1.265550 (8 1.365.50
lion No §
A72 |Sotid Hlock: R110] 500§ 243215 |§ 25538 511040
tion Ne &5
A2$ |Solid Block G633 R | % 111508 25538 p I £ UL
A2 [Optlon No 7
A26 [Solid Biock % 500 | $ 24311518  2%53% $ LWL36
A27 l%iuu Na®
A2H [Solid Tock 50 0500 | 5 AMM7IY NETS § 1wnd0
ALY |Cubrysedd Sloug Shale Prm Fit Lesireannes EFEI16
. A Les Moare & Ca.
A0 Avarded Vendor LLC ¢
RN B . : . : Cost Per | Cost for Noaf | Cost for No of | Cost for No el | Cost ot No of | Coss for No of { Cast for Noaf | Cost for No ol Pmpased
AL No of Signs Units Per Sfem Sign Signe Sians Sins Signs Strms Sizns Signs Expendilure
AR ' i S Ft Flals Coers Lineal Fr 2 3 3 5 3 7 ]
A3 | Opiion No 1 13 5175
420 5. Fl. of Flats; 211 o .
Linen] fiot of comers, martar o
AS4 |Bonding A 3 420 21108 | £ 1LS08.00 5 603200
A7 {Option Na2 B 106 3173 . L
530 5. FL. of Flals; 64 Linel g =
Teet of comers, moriar s ) - . :
AJ6 |Bandipg Arent ] 330 20 E S L5t S 130500
A3 |Opiten No 3 1o 5575 .
35 5q. F. of Flalx; 317 Lineal
It of comers, rhortar :
Al ing A [ 615 17 |5 14ARISD 5 E900.00
A39 |Qpiion Nod . 1) 5215 s .
942 5q. Ft, of Flats, 369 £ B R
[ert of comers, morar .
A40 [Bomtinn Apemy ks i) L 369§ EAGLT) 5 1010500
Adl [Dption No 5 LS o B3T3 "
848 Sq. Fi. of Fiats; 423 Lineq]) .
et of cornets, s . . . . B
A42 [Tonding Anem B |21 42 1S 145615 £ 1165000 ]8 11.630.00
A43 [Pier Capy 36-tnch Square Pier
. . Pris Masonty
A4 Awirded Vendar Express
B . . L S Cost Per | Cosi for No af { Cost for Mo of | Cost Ffor Ne of | Cost for No of | Cost foc No of | Cost for No of | Cost for No of Proposed
AdS ‘| No of Signs Units Per Ston " Sien Slens Sipns Signs Siens Signs Sipns Signs - Espenditure
AdS 2 - i 2 1 4 5 [ 7 L]
Ad7 No of Tails Uit Cost M .
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A4D |36-inch Squnse Pier 2 415 2SO0 LS GSHON | S 1.300.00
AS0 [Option § : s
AS1 [3f-inch Smmre Pier 3 6|8 3250015 65000 $  L9sem
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Pioncer
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ABS 1 2 3 ] 3 [ T [
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i} Sl

Cost for Noal
Signs ) L Signe

s Bl

Cast for No o] | Coedt For B ol |-
Bigas 7| Shyems
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Aga | Mool Signs " Unils Pes Sism | Sigw Signs - Bigns Slgas . . Signs o Shems Slpws ;|0 Sipns - [ Fxpenditis
A0l - P T T S ] DL W 3 "3 6 ] "R - :

A1 i . ' o Mo el Urils Linit Cost
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A PROPOSAL FROM SCHRAMM LANDSCAPING
INC. TO SUPPLY SELECTED PLANT SPECIES, PLANTING AND MULCHING FOR
THE LANDSCAPING IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $16,000.00 FOR THE
CITY’S ENTRANCE SIGNS

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN,
DU PAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, as follows:

SECTION 1: The City Council of the City of Darien does hereby accept a proposal from
Schramm Landscaping Inc to supply selected plant species, planting and mulching for the
landscaping in an amount not to exceed $16,000.00 for the City’s Entrance Signs, a copy of which is
attached hereto as “Exhibit A” and is by this reference expressly incorporated herein.

SECTION 2: This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage
and approval as provided by law.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE
COUNTY, ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED BY THE MAYOR OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

KATHLEEN MOESLE WEAVER, MAYOR

ATTEST:

JOANNE E. RAGONA, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY
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Exhibit A

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED AND RETURNED TO 1702 PLAINFIELD ROATD BY NO
LATER THAN JUNE 26, 2012 — 11 AM. ATTN: PUBLIC WORKS
QUESTIONS MAY BE DIRECTED TO MUNICIPAL SERVICES AT 630-353-8106

Submitted by: __ERY  Scaantam

Vendor Name: <r_H 250 1y LArnge A im
Address: 326 ad V)"-(m i Hirasnace AL LosT)
Phone #: (—gg @ (9‘3_‘3’ 2 LU Fax i (3o £97 TogYy

E-mail Address: 1P & StUftarne LANA STAD etk o Cam

=
=
Authorized Signature: {(/‘-’ P

Option No. 1 Landscaping for 4 sign locations

F . fanr (=) ﬁ..
Quoie Amount: ‘ZSL](JO.::‘- - y Er?.{.ﬁg:‘; = Oon e
Quotc Amount in Writing: EMeHT | THoegses
Option No. 2 - Landscaping for 5 sign locations
Quote Amount: \o oo o=
Quote Amount in Writing: T T s
Option No.3 - g Landscaping for 6 sign locations
Quoie Amount: '\(2._, DO
Quole Amount in Writing: AN E b oL 3 A

The vendor shall provide three references with phone numbers belaw:

LT Ve (ndag e (3o £S5 B8}
R T R Thnd (3 324 710
3. YWinaswr . Moo (32 32z juy

Acceptance of Quote:

By: Date:
City of Danien

Authorized and Accepted:

By:

Title:

Daie:

Landscaping 1




AGENDA MEMO
Municipal Services Committee Meeting
July 23, 2012

ISSULE STATEMENT

A motion authorizing expenditures related to the City’s Entrance Sign Project for steel brackets,
stone, asphalt, soil excavation analysis, dump fees, trucking and a contingency in an amount not
to exceed $8,800.00 for the City’s Entrance Signs.

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The 2012-13 Budget calls out for the removal and replacement of the City’s Entrance Monument
Signs located within DuPage County right of ways. The project calls out for the City to be the
general contractor and competitive quotes were secured for the various materials and selective
outsourcing. There are additional expenditures that will be required and are described below
including a contingency. Please note that all of the extraordinary items, excluding the steel were bid
out earlier this year. Below and attached is a summary of the proposed extraordinary expenditures
as they relate to the Monument Sign Project:

Steel Brackets $1,500
Stone $1,405
Asphalt § 885
Analytical Testing $1,400
Dump Fees § 220
Trucking $ 390
Miscellaneous-Lump Sum $3.000
Total Extraordinary Expenses $8,800

The proposed expenditure would be from the following account:

Ao | accourpescurmon | P22 | yeartopwte | exorosen | rrorosen
Welcome Sign Replacements
25-354815 May 7,2012 $ 108,000.00 80 $ 18,000.00 $ 90,000.00
25-35-4815 Concrete Footing and Walls N/A % 18,000.00 $ 15,050.00 $ 74.250.00
25-35-4815 Concrete Blocks N/A $ 33,050.00 $ 1,265.90 $ 73.684.10
25-35-4815 Cultured Stone N/A $ 34,315.90 $ 11,650.00 $ 62,034.10
25-35-4815 Pier Caps N/A $ 45,965.90 $ 5,200.00 $ 56,834.10
25-354815 Masonry N/A $ 51,165.90 $ 14,133.36 $ 42,700.74
25-35-4815 Precast Masonry Signs N/A $ 65,299.26 $ 15,000.00 $ 27.700.74




2012 Extraordinary Costs-Monument Signs

July 23, 2012

Page 2

25-354815 Landscaping N/A $ 80,299.26 5 16,000.00 $ 11,700.74
25-354815 Misc and Contingency N/A $ 96,299.26 $  8,300.00 $ 2,900.74
STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The staff recommends a motion authorizing expenditures related to the City’s Entrance Sign
Projects in an amount not to exceed $8,800 for soil excavation analysis, dump fees, trucking,
steel brackets, and a contingency in an amount not to exceed $8,000.00 for the City’s Entrance

Signs.

ALTERNATE CONSIDERATION

As directed by the Municipal Services Committee.

DECISION MODE

This item will be placed on the August 6, 2012 City Council agenda for formal approval.




JOB LOCATION Monument Signage
ACTUAL
DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT UNIT PRICE TOTAL COST UNITS
CONCRETE FOOTING AND WALLS 3 EACH b 1,850.00 | § 5,550.00 -
5 EACH $ 1.900.00 { § 9,500.00
CONCRETE BLOCK & MORTAR 850 EACH 3 2.34047 [ § 1,265.20 -
CULTURED STONE-SHALE PRO FIT LEDGESTONE 8 EACH 3 1,456.25 | & 11,650.00 -
PIER CAPS 16 EACH 3 32500 1 5 5,200.00) -
MASCONRY WIORK [} EACH 3 2,125.00 | § 14,133.36
MONUMENT SIGNS 3 EACH $ 1,700.00 | § 5,160.00 -
5 EACH § 1.980.00 { § 9.500.00
LANDSCAFPING & EACH 3 2,000.00 [ $ 16,000.00
TOTAL MATERIAL AND OUTSQURCED COSTS 5 78,299.26
STEEL 1 LUMP SUM 3 1.500,00 | § 1,500.00
STONE GRADE CA-7 99.36 TON b 141515 1403.94 -
TOTAL LENGTH {FT)= 100
WIDTH (FT)= 6.52
AREA (5Y)= 72 .
PAVING 1 LUMP SUM b BOD.OD | & 885.00
ANALYTICAL TESTING 1 LUMP 5L 3 1.400.00 { § 1,400.00
DUMP FEES 4 PER LOAD 5 55,00 | 8§ 220.00
TOTAL LENGTH (FT)= 100 3 - -
WIDTH (FT)= 4 -
AREA (CY¥ 52
TRUCKING 5 HOURLY $ 7800 | 8 350.00 -
MISCELLANEQUS COST S 5,800.94
SUB TOTAL COST M 84.100.20
CONTINGENCY 1 LUMP 5UM b 3,000,010
TOTAL MISCELLANEOUS AND CONTINGENCY COST 5 8,800.94
TOTAL MATERIAL AND OUTSQURCE COST S 87,100.20
ENGINEERING 1 LUMP SUM ] 18,000.00
TOTAL ESTIMATED COST 8 105,100.20
FYE 13 BUDGET 3 108,000.00

FAPublic Waorks Agendas\uly 23, 201 2\Supparting Documentation\Monument Sign Finai Cost




AGENDA MEMO
Municipal Services Commiitee
July 23, 2012

ISSUE STATEMENT
A resolution authorizing the purchase of one new 2012 Ford F-150 Pick Up, from Morrow Brothers
Ford, Inc. in the amount of $22,604.00.

BACKGROUND/HISTORY

The proposed truck is to be utilized primarily to support the Street Division serving as a chipping,
storm sewer repair crew vehicle, flag and banner follow unit, parts and material retrieval unit and to
be utilized by assigned project employees for the diich and concrete projects.

The proposed vehicle would be replacing unit 600, 1994 Ford F-250 pickup truck with a 144,666
miles. The vehicle also has ongoing mechanical problems, including severe exterior rusting.
Attached please find the history of the vehicle for maintenance and repairs.

Staff contacted the State of Ilinois Joint Purchasing Program and received their information on
utility trucks and pricing. The bid price for the truck reflects the State Joint Purchase Price. The bid
specifications are for Ford to manufacture, install, and deliver the specified truck to the City. The
FYE13 Budget included funding for the proposed vehicle.

"The proposed expenditure would be expended from the following line account:

ACCOUNT FY 1213 PROFPOSED PROPOSED
NUMBER ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION BUDGET EXPENDITURE BALANCE

CAPITAL PURCHASES

01-30-4815 | TRUCK REPL UNIT 600 $25,000.00 $22,604.00 | § 2,396.00
CAPITAL PURCHASES

01-30-4815 | TRUCK DECALS N/A $600.00 | § 1,796.00

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval a resolution authorizing the purchase of one new 2012 Ford F-150 Pick
Up, from Morrow Brothers Ford, Inc. in the amount of $22,604.00.

ALTERNATE DECISION
As directed by the Municipal Services Committee.

DECISION MODE
This item will be placed on the August 6, 2012 City Council agenda for formal consideration.




7/19/2012 CITY OF DARIEN

:00:03 PM Repair Transaction Cost Detail
Shop Loc/ Rep Reason/
Equipment# Repair Order Date Meter{1} Rep Class Rep Site

800 0000017965 0110/00 78670 o1/01 08/01

Group-System MechfVendor  Worlk Acc Pad({®) Labor($) Hours

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 A 7.34 28.00 1.00
600 0000019036 04/26/94 72379 01/01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 A 6.25 14.00 0.50
600 0000019037 01/20/35 7786 01/01 Da/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 002 A 8.20 7.50 0.50
600 0000019038 01/20/85 7786 01/01 0a/o1

02-17 - TIRES, TUBES,ETC 11.50 0.00 0.00
600 0000019038 05/30/95 12072 01/01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 A 12.42 14.00 0.50
600 0000019040 08/08/a5 16168 01/01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 A 8.40 14.00 0.50
600 0000019041 09/08/95 16168 01/01 08/01

01-PMB - PREV, MAINT., 001 B 0.00 14.00 0.50
600 0000012042 12/18/95 19852 01/01 0a/o1

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 A 13,75 14.00 0.50
g00 0000019043 03/15/36 22757 01101 08/

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 002 A B.og 7.50 0.50
500 0000019044 0315196 22757 01/ 08/01

01-FMC - PREV. MAINT, oot C 11.68 14.00 0.50
600 0000019045 04/22/36 24102 oi/02 01/04 -

02-17 - TIRES TUBES,ETC 244.95 0.00 0.00
600 0000019046 06/05/96 25473 01101 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 002 A B.58 7.50 0.50
B00 0O00019047 07/05/96 26773 01/03 01/01

08-35- BATTERY 001 89.85 14.00 0.50
600 0000019048 09/19/96 29430 01/01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT, 0o A 13.75 14.00 0.50
600 0000015049 01/03/97 32608 01/01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 0o A 16.33 14.00 0.50
600 0000018050 01/03/97 32608 01/01 0B/c1

01-PMB - PREV. MAINT. 001 B 121.69 28.00 1.00
600 0000019051 04/02/97 36056 01/01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 002 A B.99 7.50 0.50
600 0000019052 08/04/97 41140 a1 08/

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT, 001 A 17.40 14.00 0.50
600 0000012053 08/04/97 41140 o101 ba/im

01-PMD - PREV. MAINT. 001 D 30.57 28.00 1.00
600 0000019054 0B/25/97 40409 01/ 08/01

03-10 - WIPERS/WASHERS 40.00 0.00 0.00
600 00000189055 1112187 45383 o/ 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 00 A 9.40 14.00 0.50
600 0000019056 02/03/28 49086 01/ a8/

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT, o A 9.50 14,00 0.50




L )

7119/2012 CITY OF DARIEN

:00:03 PM Repair Transaction Cost Delail
Shop Loc/ Rep Reason/
Eguipmeni# Repair Ordert " Date Meter{1) Rep Class Rep Site

600 0000019057 02/03/98 49086 01/01 08/01

Group-System MechfVendor Wark Acc Part($} Labor{$) Hours

01-PMB - PREV. MAINT. 001 B 0.00 14.00 0.50
600 0000019058 05/07/98 52802 01/01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV, MAINT. o1 A 9.40 14.00 0.50
600 0000019059 06/10/98 53966 01/01 08/01

01-PMC - PREV. MAINT. 001 C 12.27 2B.00 1,00
600 0000019050 09/04/98 57409 01/01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT, 001 A 89.40 14,00 0.50
600 0000019061 10/05/98 58543 01/02 o111

06-35 - BATTERY oo1 69.44 14.00 0.50
600 0000019062 12/02/98 61129 01/01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 A 13.75 14.00 0.50
600 0000019063 03/11/99 65640 01/01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. oo A 9.40 14.00 0.50
600 0000015064 03/11/99 65640 01/01 08/01

01-PMB - PREV. MAINT. 001 B 105.69 112.00 4.00
G600 0000019065 0eM1/99 69570 01/01 08/

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. oo A 9.40 14.00 0.50
600 0000019066 09/22/99 744860 00/01 08/01

01-PMA -~ PREV. MAINT. 001 A 9.40 14.00 0.50
600 0000019067 09/22/99 74460 00/01 08/01

02-17 - TIRES, TUBES ETC 446.00 0.00 0.00
600 0000023747 04/05/00 82375 01/01 08101

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT., oo 7.07 14.00 0.50

01-FMC - PREV. MAINT. 0o 15.72 28.00 1.00

01-PMD - PREV. MAINT. 001 74.39 56.00 2.00
600 0000023791 05/19/00 83970 01/01 08/01

01-PMB - PREV, MAINT. 001 0.00 28.00 1.00

02-17 - TIRES, TUBES, ETC 001 0.00 14.00 0.50
600 0000023835 07H7/00 86020 01/01 08/01

01-FMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 1.97 14.00 0.50
600 0000023871 0B/09/00 86974 /02 08/02

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 20.00 28.00 1.00
600 0000024018 12/05/00 91260 01/01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 8.50 14.00 0.50
600 0000024184 05/10/01 91506 102 0411

0746 -BELTS 002 21.69 7.50 0.50
600 0000024403 10/28/01 918580 02 04/01

01-PMB - PREV. MAINT. 001 161.27 112.00 4.00
600 0000024528 02/15/02 92025 101 08/01

01-PMA - PREV, MAINT. ool 8.60 28.00 1.00
600 0000025425 03/18/04 93070 102 04/01

01-PMA - PREV, MAINT. 001 8.60 14.00 0.50

09-64 - AUGERS & V-BOXS Q01 66.68 56.00 2.00

7-42 - COOLING SYS 001 78.82 42,00 1.50




7119/2012

CITY OF DARIEN

I odis

:00:03 PM Repair Transaction Cost Detail
Shop Loa/ Rep Reason/
Equipment# Repair Ordenf} Date Meter(1) Rep Class Rep Siie

600 0000025527 06/10/04 93230 102 04/01

Group-System MechfVendor  Waork Acc Part($) Labor{%) Hours

06-32 - CRANKING 5Y5 001 124.64 28.00 1.00
600 0000025979 07/06/05 94084 {07 08/01

01-PMB - PREV, MAINT. 0oz 140.05 30.00 2.00
600 0000026358 03/13/06 95840 /01 08/01

0746 - BELTS 001 13.25 28.00 1.00
600 0000026401 04/19/06 95180 01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 11.01 14.00 0.50

06-32 - CRANKING 5YS 001 128.50 14.00 0.50
600 0000027084 11/20/06 89970 101 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 Q.77 14.00 0.50

02-17 - TIRES, TUBES ETC 001 8.00 14.00 0.50
600 0000027245 04/24/07 102470 102 04/01

04-12 - AXEL REAR 001 225,64 112.00 4.00
600 0000027334 06/13/07 103540 101 o8/o1

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 002 14.82 7.50 0.50
600 0000027422 09/05/07 105480 02 01/01

04-13 - BRAKES 001 12,77 28.00 1.00
600 0000027447 09/27/07 106115 101 08/01

04-15 - STEERING 002 45.12 £0.00 4.00
600 0000027537 11/16/07 107170 101 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 14.82 14,00 0.50
600 0000027745 03706108 109331 01 o8/01

01-PMB - PREV. MAINT. 002 0.00 7.50 0.50
600 0000027938 06/11/08 111185 101 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 002 13.31 7.50 0.5¢
600 0000027845 06/17/08 111348 ™ 08/01

03-06 - DOCRS oo2 104.10 30.00 2.00
600 0000027950 06/18/08 111350 101 08/01

06-33 - IGNITION §YS 001 57.30 28.00 1.00
600 0000027982 07/28/08 111520 {01 08/01

07-47 - TUNE UP co2 279.28 45.00 3.00
600 0000028188 12/30/08 114025 01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. po1 15.27 28.00 1.00

01-PMC - PREV. MAINT. 001 57.82 28.00 1.00

04-13 - BRAKES om 17.80 28.00 1.00
600 0000028226 01/26/09 114334 01 08/01

02-17 - TIRES, TUBES,ETC 002 236.66 30.00 2.00
600 0000028230 01/23/09 114244 101 08/01

06-32 - CRANKING S¥S 002 119.84 15.00 1.00
600 0000028471 08/04/09 118462 01 08/01

01-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 14.66 14.00 0.50
600 DODD0ZB661 12/30/09 120740 01/02 01/

03-06 - DOORS 002 54.97 30.00 2.00
600 0000028693 01/21/10 121200 01/01 08/01




711912012

CITY OF DARIEN

1 mye -

2,381.00

:00:03 PM Repair Transaction Cost Detalil
Shop Lacf Rep Reasan/
Equipment# Repalr Ordert Daie Meter(1) Rep Class Rep Siie
02-17 - TIRES, TUBES ETC oo2 196.70 15.00 1.00
600 0000028755 03/08/10 121986 01/01 oa/01
Group-System Mech/Vendor  Waork Acc Part($) Labor(&) Hours
01-PMA - PREV, MAINT. 002 18.53 15.00 1.00
600 0000028779 04/23/10 123280 01401 08/01
01-PMD - PREV. MAINT. 001 15.36 42,00 1.50
600 0000028819 05/04M0 123580 01/02 01/01
01-PMB - PREV, MAINT, 001 230.73 B4.00 3.00
600 0000028855 06/02/10 124050 01/02 01/
07-48 - EMISSION CONTRL 001 243.86 84.00 3.00
600 0000028041 081710 125650 01/01 08/01
01-PMA - PREV, MAINT. 001 13.58 28.00 1.00
600 0000028869 08/14/10 126480 01/02 01/01
07-44 - FUEL 8YS poz2 197.86 45.00 3.00
600 0000029041 11/08/10 127530 0i/02 01/01
06-32 - CRANKING SYS 002 100.59 15.00 1.00
06-35 - BATTERY ooz 84.95 3.75 0.25
600 0000029124 o1/18/M11 128130 01/02 01/071
07-43 - EXHAUST 5Y8 001 185.56 84.00 3.00
07-43 - EXHAUST SYS 002 0.00 45.00 3.00
600 0000029164 02/28/11 130860 01/01 08/01
1-PMA - PREV. MAINT. 001 13.97 28.00 1.00
600 0000029215 04/18111 131191 01/02 01/01
06-33 - IGNITION SYS oo2 55.67 15.00 1.00
600 0000029226 04427111 132120 01/02 01/01
03-10 - WIPERS/WASHERS 001 185.62 42.00 1.50
600 0000029428 08/30M11 135460 01/01 0801
01-PMC - PREV. MAINT. Qo2 39.00 15.00 1.00
600 0000028453 10/18/11 135790 01/01 08/01
01-PMA - PREV. MAINT, 002 13.98 7.80 0.50
600 0000029500 1212711 135460 01/01 08/01
07-44 - FUEL 5Y5 Qo2 171.23 37.50 2.580
600 0000029525 12143/ 125460 01/02 01/01
06-34 - LIGHTING 5YS 002 7.65 .75 0.25
600 0000028589 0210112 137703 01/03 01/01
07-47 - TUNE UP coz2 47.80 30.00 2,00
600 0000029600 02/02/12 137460 0103 £1/01
03-06 - DOORS 002 17.91 7.50 G.50
600 0000029738 051712 139666 01/03 01/01
04-13 - BRAKES 002 32.00 45.00 3.00
600 0000035678 08/22/06 98600 101 08/01
01-PMC - PREV, MAINT. 002 69.56 15.00 1.00
05-24 - DRIVE SHAFT 602 24,47 30.00 2.00
Grand Total 5,569.18 105.00




RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASE OF ONE (1) NEW 2012 FORD F-
150 PICK UP FROM MORROW BROTHERS FORD, INC. IN THE AMOUNT OF
$22,604.00

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN,
DU PAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, as follows:

SECTION 1: The City Council of the City of Darien does hereby authorize the purchase of
one (1) new 2012 Ford F-150 Pick Up from Morrow Brothers Ford, Inc. in the amount of
$22.604.00, a copy of which is attached hereto as “Exhibit A” and is by this reference expressly
incorporated herein.

SECTION 2: This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage
and approval as provided by law.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE
COUNTY, ILLINOIS, this 6™ day of August 2012.

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED BY THE MAYOR OF THE CITY OF DARIEN, DU PAGE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS, this 6" day of August 2012.

KATHLEEN MOESLE WEAVER, MAYOR

ATTEST:

JOANNE E. RAGONA, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY
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$ 23,204

TOTAL ORDER COST $§

Exhibit A

/I?JGLL ¥ (L,00
S

STATE OF ILLINOIS JOINT
PURCHASE CONTRACT # 4016059
2012 FORD F-150 TRUCKS

DERING AGENCY:

NTACT PERSON: CELL #
RD FLEET # PURCHASE ORDER#
ANITY COST EACH $
DRESS :
TY:

=¥ TAX EXEMPT #:E999
INE: FAX:

PLEASE MAIL ORDER TO: FAX ORDERS TO:

MORROW BROTHERS FORD, INC. 1-217-368-3517
RR 2 BOX 120 EMAIL ORDERS TO:

GREENFIELD, II. 62044 r—-wellenfidealeremail .com

*QUESTIONS PLEASE CALL 1-217-368-3037 ASK FOR RICHIE*

PLEASE SUMMIT THIS FORM WITH YOUR ORDER




2012 Ford Truck Pricing

ﬁélSO 4x2 REGULAR CAB 8" BED 3. 7L V-6 FFVE-85.. ..o $15,230.00
(1 EXTENDED CAB W/QUARTER DOORS AND 6.5° BED......... ADD.....$1,485.00
O EXTENDED CAB W/QUARTER DOORS AND 8 BED............ ADD.....$1,985.00
[(JCREW CAB W/4 FULL SIZE DOORS AND 5’ 6" BED............ ADD......$4,885.00
[JCREW CAB W/4 FULL SIZE DOORS AND &’ 6” BED............ADD......$5,165.00
[J4x4 OPTION FOR REGULAR CAB.....ooviiiiiiiiiiicnciinie ADD......$2,425.00
[]4x4 OPTION FOR EXTENED CAB......cciiviiniiiiiiiiiincrininns ADD......$2,7 55.00
[14x4 OPTION FOR CREW CAB.......cocciiiiiiiiiiiicece e ADD......$3,885.00
[J5.0L V-8 FFV E-85 ENGINE......uctuiiiiiieiininieenaeneenrnerncannns ADD....... $600.00
[13.5L V-6 ECOBOOST 365HP....cviiiiiiiiieiiiccnceiiinice e ADD....$1,860.00

New Municipal License/Title/TRP/Documentation

)ZGOTAL LICENSING FEES.........oeoosreressssnsensssssesaessscseesssensacnenns $149.00

Color Options

(0 VERMILLION RED CLEARCOAT ...t e e e e e esinaaae e e E4
ODARK BLUE PEARL CLEARCOAT METALLIC. ....coioiaaeeiieieeaiieeeniin e DX
O INGOT SILVER CLEARCOAT METALLIC......ccouuiiiiiinneeeeeierreirenseneneie e UX
[0 TUXEDO BLACK CLEARCOATMETALLIC. ... i eeoeeeeeeaeeeeeeeaaesaneaeeeen e UH
E@XFORD WHITE CLEARCOAT ... e et eeaeieeaeaa e aeaessie e YZ
[0 STERLING GRAY CLEARCOAT METALLIC....oueeeumeeemeeeeiieeeeeneaeraneens UJ
[IGREEN GEM METALLIC. .. oot e e eeeaerneae s e e e s w6
CISCHOOL BUS YELLOW...ceneeeeneeereeeeeee e eeeeeeeeoeeesaansessnaasssnnaeens .o XX
SPECIAL PAINT
[IVSO MONOTONE PAINT.....iiiieieieeeeieee e eeeeeeeeans ADD..............$480.00
INTERIOR OPTIONS
[140/20/40 VINYL BENCH SEAT W/FOLDING CONSOLE.................NO CHARGE
%/20/40 CLOTH BENCH W/FOLDING CONSOLE.......cc.ccevvunnn-.. NO CHARGE
CJCLOTH CAPTAINS CHAIRS 4X4......... EXTENDED & CREW CAB..... $380.00




s 6750-7200LB GVW + REAR STEP BUMPER

s 145" WHEEL BASE s ATR CONDITIONING

» CARGO BOX TIE DOWN HOOKS » VINYL BENCH SEAT

* AUTOMATIC TRANSMISSION s INTERMITENT WIPERS

e (5) P235/75R/17 TIRES e AM/FM STEREO

e POWER STEERING « DUAL AIR BAGS

e POWER ANTI-LOCK BRAKES ¢ DOME/CARGO BED LIGHT

s 750 CCA BATTERY s CUPHOLDERS

e 135-155 AMP ALTERNATOR | e FULL INSTRUMENTATION

e TINTED GLASS = 26 GALLON FUEL TANK

OPTIONAL EQUIPMENT
0 ,FIECTRONIC LOCKING REAR AXEE . e cueeneeeeeeeeeeceiaeianaeeneanen $440:00
RUISE CONTROL/TILT WHEEL . ... eeeeeeeeeeee e eee e e eeeetene e naenae $185.00.
LIDING REAR WINDOW . ..ottt e e e e e e eee e e aae s e $225.00

FACTORY TRAILER BRAKE CONTROLLER. .ot iiieeeieienn $230.00
TRATLER TOW PACKAGE. ... ettt $290.00 -
TRAILER TOW MIRRORS . oot eee e $235.00 ..

[0 3.55 AXLE RATIO............ {t e eeeeeeetea bttt n e e e e ee e $50.00

[0 373 AXLE RATIO . oot ane e e e o 350,00

[0 17 ALUMINUM WHEELS . ... oe e oo eee et e e v e e e areas $475.00

[ P265. e, ALL SEASON OR ALL TERRAIN............... $325.00

[J P255 TIRE UPGRADE ALL SEASON. ...ooiieiianen.. 4X2 ONLY........... $325.00

] LT 245 TIRES......... ALL SEASON 4X2....... ALL TERRAIN 4X4........$300.00

L S KT PL AT E S . .ottt e e et s a e e e n s aaes $140.00

[0 POWER WINDOWS/LOCKS/MIRRORS........ REGULAR CAB.............$880.00

1, POWER WINDOWS/LOCKS/MIRRORS.......EXT/CREW CAB.........$1,080.00

EfH/D PAYLOAD PKG. 82004 GVWR...ccoevoee.... 8FT BED ONLY.........$1,480.00

STANDARD EQUIPMENT




OPTIONAL EQUIPMENT CONT.

[0 FLOOR CARPET. ... oo ettt ettt e aenn $155.00
REAR WINDOW DEFROSTER.......uueueeeee oo, $160.00
[0 AMEMICD. ..o et e et $290.00
36 GALLON FUEL TANK .. ..o oot ee e eeeee e $95.00 -
[0 DAYTIME RUNNING LIGHTS. ... et eeereeeeeeee e eeee $45.00
JK_ENG]NE BLOCK HEATER. ....eent et eee e et ee e eeeeee e aee e $90.00
~" BLACK FULL LENGTH PLATFORM RUNNING BOARDS............c.c.... $3.60.00
JX"BLACK ORETAINLESS TUBULAR FULL LENGTH CAB S@ .......... $425.00 -
] PICK UP BOX SIDE ACCES STEP oo $375.00
] CHROME BUMPERS. .. neeeeeeeeeeee e e eeeeseeseeesseeseeerevesasann +.....$175.00
FRONT TOW HOOKS 4X 2. e e eeeeeeee et $325.00 -
] FORD SYNC COMMUNICATIONS ... oo eeeee oo e er e $880.00
[0 REMOTE START . ... e e e e e eeeee e $590.00
[0 INTEGRATED TAILGATE STEP....eeeeeee oo eeeeeeeve e $375.00
[0 BED LINER. ..ot eeeeeeeeeeee e e e et ee e $2.95.00
PLSPRAY IN BED LINER......covveceverec e e $595.00 -
RUST PROOF/UNDERCOAT ... oo $490.00 -
B FLOORMATS ..o $90.00 -
B EXTRA KEY INCLUDES PROGRAMMING.......ceeeereemeeeeeeeeeeaaeenns $15.00 -
B FIRE EXTINGUISHER W/MOUNT...... .o, $170.00
BACK UP ALARM ..o oo e e e, $90.00
[0 SERVICE MANUAL. ... $275.00 -
ﬂ/lsjELJVERY SINGLE UNIT.......coorimiiiiiieeieie e sieininc e $275.00 -
[0 DELIVERY MULTIPLE UNITS. .. eeeeeeemeeeeeeeeeeeeneeeseseeeeeeeeeseeeeonn $225.00

TRUCK BODY AND EQUIPMENT OPTIONS

A.R.E PICKUP TOPPERS
[0 AR.E. FIBERGLASS CAP TOPPER. ... oo eeoeeeeoeeeana o $1,975.00
-CAB HIGH, SIDE WINDOWS, 3" BRAKE LIGHT

0 SLIDING FRONT WINDOW FOR ABOVE TOPPER.......ccuvveiaeeeannnnn. $125.00
0 SWING UP SIDE-WINDOWS FOR ABOVE WINDOW......ovvivveeeeeenaenns $185.00
[0 WEDGE TOP FOR ABOVETOPPER.......oioomeeeeeee e, $195.00
[0 DELETE SIDE WINDOWS FOR ABOVE TOPPER...................... NO CHARGE
[J FIBERGLASS TONNEAU COVER.....eenieeeeee e $1,875.00




TRUCK BODY AND EQUIPMENT OPTIONS CONT.

TOOL BOXES
*INDUSTRIAL GRADE, TOUGHCOAT LINED, DUAL KEY LOCKS, H/D AL UMINUM
[0 TREAD PLATE ALUMINUM CROSS BOX...cuoiiiiniinieiiciiiiiniaeieann $695.00
[0 TREAD PLATE ALUMINUM SIDE BOX(LEFT).....cccvvviiiiiiniiniinenennans $585.00
[] TREAD PLATE ALUMINUM SIDE BOX(RIGHT).......ccecvumeranrannnn. ....$585.00
- LIFTGATES
L3 LIFTGATE 1300LB CAPACITY ......ooiiiiiiiiiiineceiineeerriiiina e e $2,890.00

-DUAL CYLINDER DRIVE
-STEEL PLATFORM 55"X27" w/4” TAPPER

[0 OPTIONAL PLATFORM FOR ABOVE LIFT GATE 55°°X38' W/4’* TAPPER $190.00

L ALUMINUM PLATFORM IN LIEU OF STEEL..........cccoiviiiiniinneaennnns $780.00
SAFETY LIGHTING
*INCLUDES ALL PARTS, LABOR, AND INSTALLATION®*
[J UNITY POST MOUNT SPOT LIGHT ..ottt eee e e $295.00
1 UNITY POST MOUNT LED SPOT LIGHT.....ccoiiuiiiiiiniiniimecineiineeneens $495.00
-2000 LUMENS; 124,000 CANDELA; 5 YEAR WARRANTY
[ WHELEN HAND HELD SPOT/WORK LIGHT.......c.ooiiiiiiiiiein e $290.00
WHELEN 4 CORNER STROBE KIT (2) FRONT, (2) REAR.........cccoeeenee $595.00 -
[0 WHELEN 4 CORNER LED VERTEX KIT......ccccoiiiieiiiiiiiiiinnineeineen, $635.00
WHELEN LED TRAFFIC ADVISOR ..ot $785.00 -
WHELEN L31 SUPER LED AMBER BEACON ...t $380.00 -
[0 WHELEN RESPONDER LP LED MINI BAR.......cevveiiimiiiiiiiiniaenenen $480.00
[] WHELEN 4 STROBE MINIEDGE......c.ccuiiiiiiiniiiiinanenneiiiesenaens $880.00
[] WHELEN LIBERTY 14 HEAD LED.......oiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieinieeinerrenoniens $2,480.00
-INCLUDES: ALLEY LIGHTS, WORK LIGHTS, TRAFFIC ADVISOR
[0 TRAC RACK GLASS PROTECTOR.....coiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieicncir e meea $390.00
*[0 *NOHOLES DRILLED LIGHT MOUNT™ ......ottiiiiiiirenieriecniicneenenneens $195.00

*RECOMMENDED FOR LIGHT MOUNTING*

F.YI.
WE STOCK THE FOLLOWING GOVERNMENT VEHICLES

*CROWN VICTORIA POLICE INTERCEPTORS
*SELECT F-SERIES TRUCKS

*EXPLORER

*SSY EXPEDITIONS

*FOCUS, FUSION, TAURUS




MINUTES
CITY OF DARIEN
MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE
SPECIAL MEETING
June 18, 2012

PRESENT: Joseph Marchese ~ Chairperson, Alderman Ted Schauer, Dan Gombac - Director
ABSENT:  Alderman Halil Avei.

ESTABLISH QUORUM

Chairperson Marchese called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. at the City Hall - City Council
Chambers, Darien, lllinois and declared a quorum present,

NEW BUSINESS

A, 2601 75™ Street, Grand Dukes — Petitioner seeks approval of a Special use for an
eating establishment within the B-2 Zoning District.

Mr. Dan Gombac — Director reported that this in reference to PZC 2012-08 and is a special use
for an eating establishment. He reported that the petitioner Mr. Andrias Bucas was present. Mr.
Gombac stated that the property is located at 2601 75" Street and is within a B-2 community
shopping center district with the restaurant next to Mi Hacienda.

Mr. Gombac reported that in 2003 the City Council granted a variation for parking setback which
would go along with the existing property. He reported that the property contains Mi Hacienda
and the proposed Grand Dukes. Mr. Gombac stated that the west half is being renovated and the
restaurant use will have 26 seats and occupy 25% of the space. He reported that parking is not
an issue and that staff does not object to the proposed use. Mr. Gombac reported that the PZC
held a public hearing and recommended approval.

Mr. Gombac reported that he received and email from Alderman Avci questioning the food
preparation. Mr. Gombac stated that the food will be prepared off site and brought to the Darien
site. He stated that the City does not oversee any food-related issues including storage, and
preparation and that it is strictly enforced through the DuPage County Health Department.

The petitioner, Mr. Andrias Bucas stated that most of the food preparation will be done at their
site in Lemont. He stated that there would be some minor cooking at the Darien site.

Alderman Schauer made a motion, and it was seconded by Alderman Marchese that based
upon the information presented, the request associated with PZC 2012-08 is in
conformance with the standards of the Darien City Code and move that the Municipal
Services Committee recommend approval to the City Council as presented.




Upon voice vote, THE MOTION CARRIED unanimously 2-0.
Mr. Gombac reported that this would be forwarded to the City Council for approval.

There was no one in the audience wishing to present public comment.

ADJOURNMENT

With no further business before the Commission, Alderman Schauer made a motion and it
was seconded by Alderman Marchese to adjourn. Upon voice vote, THE MOTION
CARRIED unanimously and the meeting adjourned at 6:45 p.m.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED:

Elizabeth Lahey Joseph Marchese

Secretary Chairman

Halil Avei Ted Schauer

Alderman Alderman

MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE June 25, 2012
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MINUTES
CITY OF DARIEN
MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE
June 25, 2012

PRESENT: Joseph Marchese — Chairperson, Alderman Halil Avci, Alderman Ted Schauer,
Dan Gombac - Director, Elizabeth Lahey-Secretary
ABSENT:  None.

ESTABLISH QUORUM

Chairperson Marchese called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. at the City Hall ~ City Council
Chambers, Darien, Illinois and declared a quorum present,

NEW BUSINESS

A, Resolution — Accepting a proposal from HD Supply Inc. for water main repair
clamps, brass, fittings and utility tools as required for the maintenance of the water
system for a period of June 1, 2012 through April 30, 2013.

Mr. Dan Gombac — Director reported that during the year, staff utilizes water main repair clamps
and various fittings for the water system. He reported that the total estimated costs for the water
main clamps, brass, fittings and utility tool clamps would not exceed $20,000.

There was no one in the audience wishing to present public comment.

B. Resolution — Accepting a proposal from Water Products, Inc. for the Clow Eddy

Fire Hydrant repair parts as required for a period of June 1, 2012 through April 30,
2013.

Mr. Dan Gombac — Director reported that during the year the Water Department requires the use
of manufacturer specified fire hydrant repair parts for fire hydrant repairs. He reported that Clow
Eddy is one of various fire hydrants in Darien. He further reported that the total estimated costs
for the Clow Eddy Fire Hydrant repair parts would not exceed $8,000.

There was no one in the audience wishing to present public comment.

C. Resolution — Accepting a proposal from East Jordan Iron Works Inc. for the East

Jordan Fire Hydrant repair parts as required for a period of June 1, 2012 through
April 30, 2013.

Mr. Dan Gombac, Director reported that during the year the Water Department requires the use
of manufacturer specified fire hydrant repair parts for fire hydrant repairs. He reported that the
He reported that East Jordan is one of various fire hydrants in Darien. The total estimated costs
for the specified East Jordan Iron Works Fire Hydrant repair parts would not exceed $8,000.

There was no one in the audience wishing to present public comment.




D. Resolution — Accepting a proposal from Ziebell Water Service Products, Inc. for the
Traverse City Fire Hydrant repair parts as required for a period of June 1, 2012
through April 30, 2013.

Mr. Gombac reported that the Traverse City fire hydrants are no longer manufactured and many
of the parts are unavailable. The pricing between HD Supply and Ziebell was very competitive
on a line-by-line comparison whereas on the total price Ziebell was the lowest competitive price.
The Staff reviews the total cost of the parts and availability and will compare the purchase to a
new fire hydrant. Mr. Gombac reported the staff had requested Ziebell to review the competitors
pricing and has adjusted the pricing to meet the competitors. Mr. Gombac reported that the repair
parts would not exceed $8,000.

There was no one in the andience wishtng to present public comment.

E. Resolution — Accepting a proposal from HD Supply Waterworks Inc. for US Pipe
Fire Hydrant repair parts as required for a period of June 1, 2012 through April 30,
2013.

Mr. Gombac reported that the City has very few US Pipe Fire Hydrants. He reported that the
manufacturer parts are only distributed through specified territories thus resulting in Staff
securing one quote only. He further reported that the repair parts would not exceed $8,000.

There was no one in the audience wishing to present public comment.

F. Resolution — Accepting a proposal from East Jordan Iron Works for East Jordan
Fire Hydrants with valves as required for a period of June 1, 2012 through April 30,
2013.

Mr. Gombac reported that staff replaces several fire hydrants per year due to accidents or the
repair parts exceed the cost of a new fire hydrant. He stated that East Jordan Iron Works
provided the lowest competitive quote and that the costs would not exceed $6,500.

There was no one in the audience wishing to present public comment.

G. Resolution — Accepting a proposal from Ziebell Water Service Products Inc. for the
Waterous Pacer Fire Hydrant repair parts as required for period of June 1, 2012
through April 30, 2013.

Mr. Dan Gombac, Director reported that during the year the Water Department requires the use
of manufacturer specified fire hydrant repair parts for fire hydrant repairs. He reported that the
Waterous Pacer Fire Hydrant is one of various fire hydrants in Darien. Mr. Gombac reported that
the repair parts for the Waterous Pacer Fire Hydrant would not exceed $8,000.

There was no one in the audience wishing to present public comment.

MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE June 25, 2012
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H. Resolution — Accepting a proposal from HD Supply Waterworks Inc. for the
Mueller Super Centurion Fire Hydrant repair parts as required for a period of June
1, 2012 through April 30, 2013.

Mr. Dan Gombac, Director reported that during the year the Water Department requires the use
of manufacturer specified fire hydrant repair parts for fire hydrant repairs. He reported that the
Mueller Super Centurion Fire Hydrant is one of various fire hydrants in Darien. Mr. Gombac

reported that the repair parts for the Mueller Super Centurion Fire Hydrant would not exceed
$8.,000.

Alderman Schauer questioned if parts are kept in stock in the event of a break.

Mr. Gombac reported that staff keeps a limited stock on hand. In the event of an item required
after hours staff maintains a list of after hour vendor contacts. In regards to fire hydrants, Mr.
Gombac reported that staff looks at each hydrant and what the costs will be prior to ordering
paris.

Chairperson Marchese questioned if staff has looked at replacing all the old hydrants.

Mr. Gombac reported that Staff has forwarded the item for budget consideration and funding has
not been provided on a larger scale. Staff has the ability to remove and replace approximately 3-
4 fire hydrants per year.

Alderman Avci questioned how the parts are received.

Mr. Gombac reported that all vendors provide quick service via their own shipping trucks,
common carrier or parcel service. In most cases Staff also has the opportunity to pick up the
material pending the urgency.

There was no one in the audience wishing to present public comment.

Alderman Schauer made a motion and it was seconded by Alderman Avei to approve Items
A-H of the agenda as presented.

Upon voice vote, THE MOTION CARRIED unanimously 3-0.

L Ordinance — Approval of an amendment to the Darien Stormwater and Flood Plain
Management Ordinance, Section 6B-1 of the City Code.

Mr. Dan Gombac reported that on April 24, 2012 the DuPage County Board amended the
DuPage County Countywide Stormwater and Flood Plain Ordinance. He reported that in order

to be in compliance that all communities are required by state law to adopt the minimal standards
of the Ordinance.

Mr. Gombac summarized the updates through the agenda memo as presented.

There was no one in the audience wishing to present public comment.

MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE June 25, 2012
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Alderman Avei made a motion and it was seconded by Alderman Schauer to approve an
amendment to the Darien Stormwater and Flood Plain Management Ordinance, Section
6B-1 of the City Code.

Upon voice vote, THE MOTION CARRIED unanimously 3-0.

J. Resolution — Authorize the purchase of one (1) new Cannon Image Pro IPF760 and
one (1) new Kip 700 from Clifford-Wald in the amount of $13,795.00.

Mr. Dan Gombac reported that the printer/color copier works side by side and would be linked to
the server allowing Staff the ability to print black and white or color maps which are used to
show projects for budget purposes and storyboards for the public as well as field plans for the
City. He reported that staff will also realize a cost savings by printing the documents in-house
versus outsourcing.

Mr. Gombac reported that the old equipment will be declared surplus after the install of the
proposed equipment.

There was no one in the audience wishing to present public comment.

Alderman Avci inquired to whether the equipment would be utilized by the Police Department.
Director Gombac informed the Committee that he would follow up with Chief Brown regarding
the equipment and potential use.

Alderman Avei made a motion and it was seconded by Alderman Schauer authorizing the
purchase of one (1) new Canon Image Pro IPF760 and one (1) new KIP 700 from Clifford-
Wald in the amount of $13,795.00.

Upon voice vote, THE MOTION CARRIED unanimously 3-0.

K. Minutes — May 29, 2012 — Municipal Services Committee

Alderman Avci made a motion and it was seconded by Alderman Schauer to approve the
May 29, 2012 Meeting Minutes.

Upon voice vote, THE MOTION CARRIED unanimously 3-0.

DIRECTOR’S REPORT

a. Emerald Ash Borer

Mr. Dan Gombac provided an update on the Emerald Ash Borer {(EAB) and provided a cost
analysis of applying the chemical product Tree-Age to prevent EAB. Mr. Gombac reported that
the proposed insecticide Tree-Age has been 99.82% effective on Emerald Ash Borer. The
program would involve multi cycle and future budget commitments.

MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE June 25,2012
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Alderman Schauer questioned if the chemical will work.

Mr. Gombac reported that the company guarantees that it is 99.82% effective.

Alderman Avci questioned the lifeline of the treated tree.

Mr. Gombac reported that the lifeline number was unknown.

Alderman Schauer stated that an active approach should be taken to replace the trees.

Mr. Gombac reported that $10,000 has been budgeted for removal and limited treatment
applications of the Emerald Ash Borer. He stated that he is working on getting testimonials
before moving forward.

The proposed item will be forwarded to the City Administrator for review and funding

mechanisms. The Staff will update the Committee with a follow up summary report.

NEXT MEETING

Chairperson Marchese announced that the next meeting is scheduled for Monday, July 23, 2012
at 6:30 p.m,

ADJOURNMENT

With no further business before the Commission, Alderman Schauer made a motion and it
was seconded by Alderman Avci to adjourn. Upon voice vote, THE MOTION CARRIED
unanimously and the meeting adjourned at 7:35 p.m.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED:

Elizabeth Lahey Joseph Marchese

Secretary Chairman

Halil Avci Ted Schauer

Alderman Alderman
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fj(}nl:!i;@ﬂ In the County of DuPage and the State of lllinois

Inecrparstad 1989

incorporated 1969

TO: Municipal Services Committee
Bryon Vana-City Administrator

FROM: Daniel Gombac, Municipal Services Director

DATE: July 23,2012

SUBJECT: Emerald Ash Borer-Executive Summary Update-Program Treatment Cost
Analysis

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Background
The Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) is an invasive species from1 Asia that arrived in the United

States in wood packing material. The pest was first detected in Michigan in 2002 and has
subsequently spread to Canada and a number of other states including northern Illinois. The pest
kills all species of North American ash trees and has killed an estimated 30 million trees to date.
To date, the EAB has affected 12 Ash trees in the City of Darien. When it comes to the potential
devastation of EAB, there is a lot at stake for the City. There are an estimated 2600 ash trees in
the City’s parkways and makes up an estimated 30% of urban trees.

This updated plan identifies new strategies based on the science that has been advanced since the
original response plan was developed several years ago. With this new information and plan,
staff is being proactive to the long-term management of the EAB.

Effectiveness

The effectiveness of the Tree-Age product is well above the 92 percentile. Attached and labeled
as Attachment D is a study conducted through the International Society of Arboriculture. The
study evaluates the effectiveness of injections and drenching during a peried of 2005-2010.

When the researchers talk about percent effectiveness they are referring to number of larvae
controlled. For example, say it takes 1000 larvae to kill a tree over time. Inject the tree in 2012
and kill 990 of the insects who tried to feed leaving only 10. If the 2nd year was only 92 %
effective, there would still not be enough larvae to kill the tree.

Regarding the analysis for 3 cycles/applications or in 6 years, it is highly anticipated that the
EAB would be eradicated due to the food chain being depleted. This assumes that all untreated
ash trees within private residences, neighboring towns, forest preserves have died off due to not
being treated.

1702 Plainfield Road | Darien, llincis BO561 | Area 530 | 852-5000
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Attached and labeled as Attachment E is an additional study conducted for insecticide options for
protecting ash trees. The study was conducted through the Ohio State University, Michigan State
University, Purdue University, University of Wisconsin-Madison, and University of Illinois.

Attached please find two colored brochures provided through Arborjet providing information on
management and treatment facts for the Emerald Ash Borer.

The Response Plan

The staff has devised a response plan for emerald ash borer, or EAB. The plan was created
through updated industry information and the proposed plan includes a program to apply the
Tree-Age insecticide. The plan is based on the application of the abovementioned insecticide
once every two years for three cycles.

Goal

The goal of the Department is to treat the entire City owned inventory of healthy ash trees. The
City will also continue to educate residents with private property trees and review potential
treatment programs. The City will also work with the Darien Park District to establish goals. The
Staff is cognizant to the fact that there will be Ash irees that will not be able to be saved and will
require removal. The goal of the department was to begin the treatment in April of 2013, pending
budget allocation.

Objective

The objective of the plan is to eliminate the destructive effects of EAB on Darien’s Ash trees,
Ash trees are a quality of life benefit and provide a cost benefit of approximately $185.00 per
year, based upon a 20-inch diameter tree.

Program Costs
Attached is a cost analysis spreadsheet labeled as Attachment A. The analysis provides cost

comparisons as they relate to treatments, removals, benefits, and a program cost summary. Staff
is requesting to move forward with the program as outlined under Column B-F Rows 22-27. The
cost for the program has been estimated as follows:

Cycle 1 Year 2012/13 $179,400.00
Cycle 2 Year 2014/15 $176,200.00
Cycle 3 Year 2016/17 $176.200.00
Total Cost over 6 years $531,800.00

The proposed funding for the program was not budgeted for FYE13. Staff is currently reviewing
fund balances through the Capital Projects Fund and Motor Fuel Tax Funds, Staff has been in
contact with IDOT regarding the use of MFT funds for EAB. The MFT funds may not be
currently used for the insecticide treatment of parkway trees. The Illinois Department of
Transportation will be discussing the proposed funding use during the next several months for
MFT funding consideration. This item has been discussed with the City Administrator and will
be forwarded for Budget consideration at the October workshop.

Please let me know if there are any further questions or comments.

Below, please find the summary descriptions as they relate to the attached spreadsheet.
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Spreadsheet Summary Descriptions

Column B - Rows 2-9 Inventory Identifies 5 tree sections. The City is broken down into 5
quadrants for tree maintenance programs. See Map labeled as Attachment B.

Column C - Rows 2-9 Identifies the Total No of Trees per section

Column D - Rows 2-9 Identifies the No of Ash Trees per section

Column E - Rows 2-9 Identifies the Difference of Other Tree Species

Column I - Rows 2-9 Identifies the Percentage of Ash Trees to Total Trees per section

Column G - Rows 2-9 Identifies the Total Tree Diameter Inches (Diameter By Height-DBH) of
ash trees per section. The measurement is based on a window survey and limited ash trees have
been field measured.

Column H - Rows 2-10 Identifies the amount of Tree-Age Application Rate in liters required to
treat the tree for the first cycle per section.

Column I - Rows 2-9 Identifies the Cost Per Lifer per section for the first cycle.

Column J - Rows 2-9 Identifies the total no of Arbor Plugs required to be placed into the tree
after the injection

Column K - Rows 2-9 Identifies the costs for the plugs
The following items relate to equipment required to complete the program.

Column B - Rows 11-16 Identifies the Equipment Required and is considered a one-time expense
with the exception of the needles and cleaner.

Column C - Rows 11-16 Identifies the Quantity Required
Column D - Rows 11-16 Identifies the Unit Cost for each item
Column E - Rows 11-16 Identifies the Total Cost for each item

The following items relate to the labor force required to complete the program. Staff has
reviewed outsourcing the service and has determined that with the City Arborist on staff and the
ability to hire on a temporary employee there is an economy of executing the program in-house.
The City Arborist would be committed to leading and performing the applications with the
assistance of a temporary employee. The following items relate to the workforce required to
complete the program.

Column B - Rows 17-18 Identifies the Workforce Summary required
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Column C - Rows 17-18 Identifies the totals for the No of Trees targeted

Column D - Rows 17-18 Identifies the Hours Per Tree for the application

Column E - Rows 17-18 Identifies the Tofal Hours Required for the program

Column F - Rows 17-18 Identifies the No of Working Weeks Required for the program
Column F - Rows 17-18 Identifies the No of Working Days Required for the program

The next item reviews the cost of the treatment program. The program will require a total of
three applications/cycles. The application/cycle shall be applied once every two years. The
program would be scheduled as follows:

Cycle 1 - 2012/13 Application
Cycle 2 - 2014/15 Application
Cycle 3 - 2016/17 Application

The following items relate to the Cost Summary required to complete the multi-cycle program
and would be completed In-House by staff.

Column B - Rows 22-27 Identifies the items required to complete the program and include
equipment, supplies and temporary labor.

Column C - Rows 22-27 Identifies the costs to complete the program for Cycle 1 and is
anticipated to be completed in 2012 or 2013. Cycle 1 cost is estimated at $179,400

Column D - Rows 22-27 Identifies the costs to complete the program for Cycle 2 and is
anticipated to be completed in 2014 or 2015. Cycle 2 cost is estimated at $176,200

Column E - Rows 22-27 Identifies the costs to complete the program for Cycle 3 and is
anticipated to be completed in 2016 or 2017. Cycle 3 cost is estimated at $176,200

Column F- Rows 22-27 Identifies the costs to complete the program for Cycles 1-3 at a total cost
of approximately $531,800

The next item relates to the benefits of mature Ash trees and provides the following benefits:

s Stormwater

» FElectricity

o Air Quality

s Property Values
o Natural Gas

* CO2
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The average Ash tree in the city provides a cost benefit of approximately $185.00 per year. The
following items relate to the Cost Benefit of Ash Trees.

Column B - Rows 28-29 Identifies the Cost Benefit of Ash Trees and Support Documentation.
The Support Documentation is labeled as Attachment C.

Column C - Rows 28-29 Identifies the No of Trees
Column D - Rows 28-29 Identifies the Cost Benefit Per Tree
Column E - Rows 28-29 Identifies the Total Cost Benefit

The next item compares removal costs if an EAB infestation affected the City of Darien. The
following exercise demonstrates the cost of removal, restoration and replacement costs.

Column B - Row 31-38 Removal Costs Identifies 5 tree sections. The City is broken down into 5
quadrants for tree maintenance programs.

Column C - Rows 31-38 Identifies the Total No of Ash Trees per section

Column D - Rows 31-38 Identifies the Total Tree Diameter Inches (Diameter By Height-DBH)
of ash trees per section. The measurement is based on a window survey and limited ash trees
have been field measured.

Column E - Rows 31-38 Identifies the Removal Cost based upon a current contract unit price of
$30.00 per inch.

Column F - Rows 31-38 Identifies the Stump Grinding Cost based upon a current contract unit
price of $90.00 per stump.

Column G - Rows 31-38 Identifies the Landscaping Restoration Cost as lnmp sum cost of
$50.00 per location.

Column H - Rows 31-38 Identifies the Replacement Cost for a 4-inch Caliper Tree at a unit cost
of $350.00 per location.

Column I - Rows 31-38 Identifies the Total Replacement Cost for each section.
Column J - Rows 31-38 Identifies the 5 ¥ear Total Replacement Cost based on a yearly cost.

The next item provides program Qutsourcing costs of the 3 cycles based on the existing

inventory. Again, each cycle is completed once every two years. Below is the breakdown of the
spreadsheet.

Column B - Rows 40-47 Inventory Identifies 5 tree sections. The City is broken down into 5
quadrants for tree maintenance programs.

Column C - Rows 40-47 Identifies the No of Ash Trees per section
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Column D - Rows 40-47 Identifies the Total Tree Diameter Inches (Diameter By Height-DBH)

of ash trees per section. The measurement is based on a window survey and limited ash trees
have been field measured.

Column E - Rows 40-47 Identifies the Treatment Cost per section
Column F - Rows 40-47 Identifies the Cycle One Cost 2012/13
Column G - Rows 40-47 Identifies the Cycle Two Cost 2014/15
Column H - Rows 40-47 Identifies the Cycle Three Cost 2016/17

Column I - Row 47 Identifies the Total OQutsourced Program Cost over the life of the program.




A B C D E F G H I J K
Total Tree Dinmeter Tree-Age Chemicol-
Difference {Other Tree | Percentnge of Ash Trees to{ Inches (DDH) (Averope is Application Rale 48.2
2 Inventory Total No of Trees No of Ash Trees Species) Totnl Trees 20 inch DBH) Milliliters Per Inch Cost Per Liter Arbor Plugs - 9 Poee Tree Plug Costs
3 540[ % 494,00 § 0.45
4 Section No 1 1594 20 1574 1.25% 400,00 2,160.00 | § 1067.04 | § 180.00 | & §1.00
5 Seclian No 2 1868 631 238 33.76% 12,620.00 68,148.00 | § 3366511 [ 5,679.00 8 3,555.55
1] Sectian No 3 1577 507 1070 32.15% 10,140.00 54,756.00 | § 3704946 | & 4,563.00 | § 2,053.35
7 Section No 4 1994 G659 1335 33.05% 13,1801} FLIT200 | & 3515897 1% 593100 { § 2,668,953
8 Section No 5 1922 796 1126 41.42% 15,920.00 #5,968.00 | 8 42,468.19 | § 7,164.00 | & 3,223.80
9 Totuls 8956 2613 6343 29.18%: 52,260.0{ 282,204.00 | & 139,408.78 | § 23,517.00 | 8§ 10,582.65
10 Liters Required 282,20
11 Equipment Costy Qunntity Unit Cost Total Cost
12 |Asborjet Hydeaulic Kit I s 2,900.00 | § 2,900.00
13 |Secondary Air Pack s 255.00 | 8 255,00
14 [Arboriet Viper Needle (2 Fck) s 245 | 8 2845
15 Clean-Jet Cleaner 12| % 792 (8 95,04
16 Total Equipment Cast 3 3,278.49
No of Working Weeks No of Working Doys
17 Warkferce Summary No of Trees Hours Per Tree Tatal Hours Required Required Required
18  [city Arborist 2613 0.5 1306.5 32,6625 163,31
19 Labor-Temp No of Temp Help Tolul Hours Required Rale of Poy Unit Tatal Cost
20 |Tempomry Helpes 1 1306.5 20| Hourly 26,130,00
21 Proposed In House propram
22 Coat Summnry for 2013-2019 Cycle 1-Year 1 2013 Cyele 2 - Year 32015 Cycle 3 - Year 5 2017 Total Fropram Cost  |YEAR 2019
23 |insecticide 139,408.78 | § 139,4B8.78 | & 139,408,78 | 5 418,23633 |'TO DE DETERMINED
24 |piugs 1058265 § 10,5865 | § 10,582.65 | & 3174795
25 Equipment 1,276.49 | 8 - |s - s 3,278.49
26 Labor-Temperasy Help 26,130,00 | s 26,130.00 [ § 26,130.00 [ & 78,390.00
27 Cast 179,399.92 | § 176,121.43 | 8 176,121.43 | & 531,642.77
28 Cost benelit of Ash Trees No of Trees Cost Benelit Per Tree Total Cost Benefit
29 See Supporiing Ducumentation 2,613.00 | § 18500 | § 4B3,405.00
30 B C D E F G H I J K
Totol Tree Dlometer
Inches (DBH} {Averope s Replacement Cost 4-inch 5 Yeor Replocement Cost
31 Removnl Costs No of Ash Trees 20 inch DBH) Remuovol Cost Stump Grinding Cost Restoration Cosi Culliper Tatna! Replacement Cost Cost per Yeor
32 5 3000 | 5 20.00 | § 5000 | § 350,00
33 Secticn No | 20 400,00 { § 12,000.00 | & 1,800.00 | § 1,000.00 | § 7,000,006 | & 21,800.00 [ § 4,360.00
34 Scction No 2 631 12,620.00 | § 378,600.00 | § 56,790,00 | § 31,550.00 | § 220,850,00 | 8 687,790.00 § $ £37,558.00
35 Section No 3 507 10,140.00 | § 304,200.00 | S 4583000 | S 25,350.00 [ § 17745000 ¢ § 552,630,00 | § 110,526.06
36 Scction No 4 659 13,180.00 | § 395,400,00 | § 59,310,00 | § 32,050.00 | § 230,650.00 | 8 718,310.00 | & 143,662.00
37 Section No 5 796 15,920.00 | & 477,600.00 | & 71,640.00 | & 39,800.00 [ § 278,60000 | 8 867,640,00 | § 173,528.410
38 Toluls 2613 52260 | & 1,567,800.00 { S 235,170.00 | § 130,650.00 | 5 914,550.00 | 5 2,848,170,00 | § 560,634.00
39  |OUTSOURCED COSTS
Totol Tree Dinmeter
Inches (DBH) (Averoge is
40 Tnventory No of Ash Trees 20 inch DIH) Treatment Cost Cyele One 2013 Cost Cycle Two 2015 Cost Cycle Three 2017 Cost Total Program Cost
41 5 5.50 s 5.50 | § 5.50
42 Section No 1 20 400 | s 2,300,00 | § 2,300,00 | § 2,200,00 | § 2,200.00
43 Section No 2 631 12620 | 8 6941000 | § 69,410.00 | § 69,410.00 | § 69,410,00
44 Section No 3 507 10,840 | 8§ 55,770.00 | 8 55,770,00 1 8 35,7700 | § 55,770.00
45 Section No 4 659 13,180 | S 72,490.00 | § 72,490,000 [ & 7249000 | 5 72.490.00
46 Section No 5§ 796 15920 [ & 87.560.00 | S 87,560.00 | S 87,560.00 | § 87,560.00
47 Totals 2613 52260 g 287,430.00 | § 28743040 | 5 287,430,000 | & 862,290L00
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Benefits of your tree
Attachment C

Home Calcutate another iree

National Tree Benefit Calculator
Beta

Froparty value E Energy i Alr Quality ; coz2 & Fhout the medel

This 20 inch Ash provides overall benefits of.

O Storweer O Propuoity Vahku

DEecticey O Mahral Gaz $185 every year.
L1 Alr Qualty Bcoz

While sothe funclional benefils of trees are well
documented, olhers are dificult to guantdy {e.g., human
socist and communal health}. Trees' speclfic geography,
climate, and interactions with humans and infrastructure is
highly variable and makes precise ca'culations that much
mose difficull Given these complexilies, he resulls
presented here should be considered Inilial
approdmalions—a general accounting of the benefits
produced by urban street-side plantings.

Benefits of trees do not account for the costs assodated
wilh trees” long-tenn care and malntenance.

Franins spades
Breakdown of your tree's benefits "

if this tree Is cared for and grows to 25 inches,
Click on one of the tabs above for moce detatl

it will provide $219 in annual benefits,

The National Treae Bensfit Calculetor was conceived and developed by

~CaseyTrees Cosey Tress and Davey Tree Expert Co. DAVEY%

mATRIRG IO UC

http://treebenefits.com/calculator/ReturnValues.cfm?climatezone=Midwest 6/19/2012




Benefits of your tree Page 1 of 1

Home Caleulate another trea

National Tree Benefit Calculator

Beta
Quarall Banafits } Stormwvalar { Property value [ Enermgy | Alr Quality f co2 } Akcout e model |
Preciplstion Your 20 inch Ash will intercept 2,301 gallons of stormwater

i Canepry Intereptian runoff this yaar.

4: ahd Rragonaticn .
Urban stormwater runofi (or "non-point source pollutlon”) washes chemicals
(oll, gasoline, saits, ete.) and litter from surfaces such as roadways and
parking lols Into sireams, wellands, rivers and oceans. The more Impervious
the surface (e.g., concrete, asphalt, rooflops), the more quickly pofiutants are
washed into our community waterways. Drinking water, aguatic e and the
heallh of our enilre ecosystem can be adversely effected by Ihis process.

Trees acl as minl-reservoirs, controlling runoff at the sousce. Trees reduce

runoif by:
[I—— « Intercepling and holding rain on leaves, branches and bark
-'-u-'m\i_\ /ZT:; + Increasing Infiitration and storage of rainwater through the tree's root
. system
Munatt %’ = Reducing soil erosion by slowing raintall before it strikes the soil

For more information visit: The Center for Urban Forest Research

The Nationat Tree Benefil Calculalor wes conceived end developed by
_CﬂSEYTTEES' Casey Trees and Davey Tree Expert Co.

WITHIHCTOR BT

http://www.treebenefits.com/calculator/ReturnValues.cfm?climatezone=Midwest 7/6/2012




Benefits of your tree

Page 1 of 1

Home Calculate anofher ires

National Tree Benefit Calculator

Beta

Ovarall Eenefits

!

Etorinatar Property Value

Enargy i Al Quality ‘ coz ] Ebout the model !

Located in front of a single family home, this 20 inch Ash will ralse the
property value by $46 this year.

Trees in front of single family homes have a greater propery value benefit than those in front
of multl-family homes, parks or commercial propertles, Real estate agents have long known
that frees can Increase ihe "curb appeal” of propertles thereby increasing sale prices.
Research has verified ihis by showing that iome buyers are willing o pay mare for properties
with ample versus few or no Irees.

This model uses a tree's Leai Surlace Area {LSA) lo determine increases in property values,
Thal's a researcher's way of saying that a home with more trees {and mere LSA) tends to have
a higher vaiue ihan one with fewer irees (and lower LSA). The values shown are annual and
accumulate incrementally over lime because each tree typically adds niore leaf surface area
each growing season. The amounl of that increase depends on the type of tree - some add
more, some Jess.

The 20 Inch Ash you seleeted will add 190 square feet of L5A this year. In subsequent
years |t wiil add more, and the property value will Increase accordingly.

For more information visit The Center for Urban Forest Resesrchy

The National Tree Benefit Calculalor wes conceived and developed by
Casey Traes and [avey Trae Expert Co. DAVEY

i CaseyTrees

watiinGIUR BL

http://www.treebenefits.com/calculator/ReturnValues.cfm?climatezone=Midwest

7/6/2012




Benefits of your tree Page 1 of 1

ar ¥ %o
Calculate anoiher trea

5

Home

National Tree Benefit Calculator

Beia
Querall Eanafits } Stormvater } Property Valua Energy 1\5 Alr Quality ] coz }' Ahout the model |
Your 20 inch Ash wili conserve 258 Kilowatt / hours of
electricity for cooling and reduce consumption of oil or
natural gas by 28 therm(s).
S Aocen
Praet iz Emosen
et Eerd . Trees modify climate and conserve buiding energy use in inree
Pctuns A Intatan principal ways (see figure at lefl):
i Tranigsrazon By Tieek

e T - Shading reduces the amount of heat absorbed and slared by

bulldings.

+ Evapotranspiration convers liquid waler to waler vaporand
cools the alr by using solar energy Lhal would olherwise result |
in heating of the alr.

+ Tree canoples stow down winds thereby reducing the amount
of heat lost from a home, especlally where conductivily Is high
{e.9., glass windows).

Stralegically placed frees can increase home energy eficiency. In
summer, trees shading east and west walls keep bulldings cooler.
In winter, allowing the sun to stike the southem side of a bullding
can warm Interior spaces. If southem walls are shaded by dense
eyvergreen Irees there may be a resuitant Increase In winler
heating costs. i

For more [nformation visit The Center for Urban Forest Researeh

‘The National Tree Benefi Cafculator was conceived and daveloped by

IR C:lse}"rrecs‘ Casay Traes and Davey Tres Expen Co. DAVEY%

wAVHIHETSR PL

http://www.treebenefits.com/calculator/ReturnValues.cfm?climatezone=Midwest 7/6/2012




Benefits of your tree Page 1 of1

Home Calculale anpther tree

National Tree Benefit Calculator

Befa

Qverall Banefits [ Etormvater Property Value I Enemy | AlrQualiy | cO2 About the hodel

Alr quality benefits of yaur 20 Inch Ash shown in the graph at left.
ss00 Alr poliution is & serlous healih threat that causes asthma, coughing, headaches,
resplratory and heart disease, and cancer. Over 150 million people live in areas
where ozone levels violale tederal air quality standards; more {han 100 millian
people are Impacled when dus! and ather parliculate levels are considered
“unhealthy.” We now know ihat the urban forest can mitlgate the health effects of
pollulion by:

« Abso:bing poliutants like ozone, nitrogen dioxide and sulfur dioxide through
leaves

= Inlercepting particulale matter like dust, ash and smoke :

+ Releasing oxygen through pholosynthesls :

 Lowering alr temperatures which reduces the production of ozone :

= Reducing energy use and subsequent poliutant emisslons from power piants

It should be noted that trees themselves emit biogenic voiatile arganic compounds
(BVOCs) whick can contribute to ground-level ozone production. This may negate
D3 VOC HOZ NDI 502 502 PAi0 Bt the posilive impact the tree has on ozone mitigation for some high emitiing specles
Dea Al Dep Al D Avd Dep Al {e.g. Willow Oak or Sweaetgum). However, the sum total of the tree's environmenta!
benefils ahvays Lrumps this negative.

“Dep” stands for depositlon. This is your tree absorbing oo
Inlercepling poliutanis. “Avd” stands for avoided. This Is your

Iree lessening ihe need for creation of these pollutants M Ihe  Faor more information visit: The Center forUrban Forest Research
first place by reducing enargy productfon needs.

The National Tree Benefit Calculator was conceived and daveloped by

CaseyTrees Casey Trees and Davey Tree Expert Co. DAVEY%

wALUARGTUN AT

hitp://www.treebenefits.com/calculator/ReturnValues.cfm?climatezone=Midwest 7/6/2012
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G =
Home Calculate anather tree

National Tree Benefit Calculator

Bela

Dverall Eznefity T Storrnvater Propesty Value | Emagy | ArQualy ! o2 | Abcut the model .

This year your 20 inch Ash tree will reduce atmospheric carbon by 887 pounds.

e How significant is this number? Most car owners of an “average” £ar {mid-sized sedan)
drive 12,000 miles generating about 14,000 pounds of CO2 every year. A flight from New
York to Los Angeles adds 1,400 pounds of CO2 per passenger. Trees ¢an have an
Impact by reducing atmospheric £arbon In twe primary ways (see figure at jafl);

2004

A0+ = They sequesler {"lock up") CO2 In Ihelr rools, trunks, slems and leaves while they
grow, and In wood products after they are harvested,
+ Trees near bulldings can reduce healing and air canditioning demands, thereby

reducing emisslons assoctated with power production.

-

s

a
i

Combaling climate change wilk take & worldwide, mullifaceled approach, bul by planting a
tree in a strateglc localion, driving fewer miles, ar replacing business rips with conference :
calls, it's easy to see how we can each reduce aur indiyldual carbon Noolprinls.” 1

100+

Sequesten:s Avcited For more Information visit: enfer for U o)

The Netianat Tree Benefit Calculator was concaived end devaloped by

. Casey Trees Casay Trees and Davey Tree Exparl Ca. DAVEY%

watHINGTIOR PE

http://www.ireebenefits.com/calculator/ReturnV alnes.cfim?climatezone=Midwest 7/6/2012




Benefits of your tree

Page 1 of 1

Home Calculaie anolher tree

National Tree Benefit Calcuiator

Beta

Overall Eznaflks ‘ Stormemter E Preperty Value Energy } ArQuality | coz? } Aboutthe tmodel

3

The Trea Benefit Calculator allows anyone to calculate a Nirst-order approximation of the
bengfits Individual street-side trees provide, This loo! Is based on -Tree’s street tree
assessment ool talled STREETS. WIth minimal inpuls of location, species and {ree skze, Users
will get an understanding of the environmental and economic value trees provide on an
annual basls.

The Tree Benefit Calcwiztor |s intended o be simple and accessible. As such, this tool should
be considered a stariing point for understanding trees’ value in Ihe communily rather than a
scientlfic accounting of precise values. For more detalled information on urban and community
fores! assessmenls, visit the |-Tree website,

Credits!
+ The Hatlonal Tree Benellt Calcutalor was concelved and developed by Casey Trees and
Davey Treg Expert Co,

This too! Is powered by -Tree; the data generaling the results comes from the |-Tree
Tools GO ROW: bl iy lireelools orad

Signlficant text and graphical content was originally published by the USDA Forest
Service's Cen'er for Urban Forest Research through thelr Tree Guide series of
publications. Credit should be given to authors of these publications.

« Facis about personal carbon production based on driving and ftying courlesy of

Conservail emationa
= Forquestions about this toal, contact Mike Alonze (Casey Trees) or Scoit Maco {Davey
Tree Expert Co.)

The National Tree Benefit Calculator was cenceived and davelopad by
Caney Trees and Davey Tree Exper Co,

= . CaseyTrees

WAYHERGTE™ BE

http://www.treebenefits.com/calculator/Return Values.cfm?climatezone=Midwest

DAVEYZE

7/6/2012




Attachment D

206 Smitley et ul.: Protection of Ash Trees with Emamectin Bepzoute
{3
Arboriculure & Urban Forestry 2010. 36(5): 206-211 ARIORIGUTURE
URBAN, FORBSTIY

Multiple-year Protection of Ash Trees from Emerald Ash Borer
with a Single Trunk Injection of Emamectin Benzoate, and
Single-year Protection with an Imidacloprid Basal Drench

David R. Smiiley, Joseph J. Doccoly, and David L. Cox

Abstract. Green ush (Frocnss pesnsylvanica Marsh.) street lees ranping in size [rom 25 to 45 em dbh were trunk injecled with emnmectin Benzonte ot sotes:

ol 0.10-0.60 g 8if2 54 cm dbh ot three Michipon, U.S., locotions in 2005 or 2006. Tres health wos monitored by annwal conopy thinning and dieback rtjngs
for up to Tour yenrs afier a sinple treatment. Bronch somples wrre collected in the uutuma ond the bark removed to connt emerld nsh borer Larvae for mast
trentments overthe sume periad of time. A single trunk infection trentment ol emumeslkin henzoale ot the 0.1,0.2,0r 0.4 p ai rte gave 100% control oFememnld
ush borer larvoe in 98 of 99 trented trees far 2-3 years. Conepy rolings for resied trecs remuined simitor lar 24 years [ollowing tunk infection, while >50%

ol the eanurot trees died during the some period of lime, Ash tees thut reeeived § combinotion of on imiduclaprd trunk injection and an imidacloprid busa]
drenchor i onnucl imiducloprd base! drench hed similnrconopy rtings, but more lorvoe were foand inbranches from trees reeciving the pnnual bosolvrench,
Key Wards, Agrilus plunipennis; Ash; Emerald Ash Borer; Emamexiin Benzonte; Fmxinus; Trunk Injection.

Emerald ash borer {(EAB), Agrilns planipennis Foigmaire {(Co-
leoplern: Buprestidne) is native to Ching, Kores, Taiwaon, Japan,
Russin, end Mongolia (Hnack et nl. 2003; Bray et ol. 2007). It
was lirst discovered in North Americn in 2002 cfter urban ash
trees near Detyoil, Michigan, U.5., were observed 1o decline and
die at an unprecedented rate (Coppoert et al. 2005; Smitley et al,
3(}08). As of March 2010, EAB has been found 1a 13 U.S, siles
(Michigan, Ohio, Indiang, Hinois, Pennsylvanio, Kentucky, Wis-
consin, West Virginia, Muarytond, Virginia, Missour, Minnesols,
and New York), and twe Canodian provinces (Ontario and Qué-
bec) (USDA 2010j. Unlorunntely, EAB is causing nearly 100%
martality of ssh (Fraxinns spp.) trees in any growing environ-
ment ualess they are teated with efficacioss insectivides {Cop-
poert et al. 2005; Poland and McCullough 2006; Smitley et al.
200B). As EAB continues 1o spread, an incressing number of
municipalities ond private property owners face difficult deci-
sions about the remova! of ash trees or investment in insecticide
treatment of selected trees. Trunk injections of imidocioprid or
emamectin benzonte, and basal soil applicotions of imidacloprid
were adequately efficacious against emerald nsh borer when ap-
plied every year, but litie informntion is availible on more than
one yeor of contral following o single treatment (Coppaert et al.
2005; Herms el nl. 2009; Smitey el nl. 2010). Up until this time,
very [ew privale properiy owners and o smoll proportion of mu-
nicipalities have chosen to treat nsh shude Irees with insecticides,
mast likely because ity believe insecticide trentments are more
expensive than tree removel, or are not reliable for saving osh
trees, During the past five years, trunk injections of emomectin
benzonte have dramaically chenged the cost/benefit unalysis for
wrenting osh trees 0 protect them from EAR. Data presented in
this paper detail exiremely efficacious ungd consistent protection

over multiple yeors from a single applicution. This results in a
lower onnunl cost than previous ireatments, less injury to trees,
and improved environmental safety heenuse pll of the insecticide
is contnined within the iree, with the exception of any residue
that may be found in shed leaves (Kreutzweiser et nl. 2008).

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Trunk injection of emamectin benzonte was evaluated For con-
trol of EAB larvae for 2—4 years following o single treatment of
green ash (Fraxinns pennsylvonica Marsh.) street trees nt three
locations: Troy, Enst Lansing, and Adrian, Michipan. Emameetin
benzenle trentinents were compared with a control (nontrented}
remment ot ench location, and also with a siandard treatment
(inddacloprid wrunk injection pius imidacloprid busal soil drench)
al thee Adrion site. Efficacy ogainst EAB lnrvae was determined
by collecting branch samples ench sutumn snd removing the hark
to count lnrvae nnd new galledes. Branches, were pruned from
the upper one-third of the tree canopy between Septembier 15 and
November 4 each year. Three branches, ot least 1.0 m long and
with a dinmeter belween 4 and 12 cm, were removed From each
iree by city arborists using a bucket ruck, while additional crew
provided assislance from the pround. Branches in this size range
were chosen becouse in previous surveys the grealest density of
EAR Jarvne was found in branches with 1 diameter of 8—12 cm
{Marshall et ol. 2009). All of the trees in this study were healthy
al the start of testing, dend bronches were rarely encountered
with the eaceplion of the conlrol irees. When the canopy thin-
ning of control Irees caceeded 65% in July, sume branches of
Lhese rees were found to be entirely dead during brinch sampling
in sutump. In Seplember and early October, dead branches were
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avoided by only sampling branches with live lenves. In lote Oc-
tober or early November, nfter leaf nbscission, dead branches in
control trees were ovoided by scraping a patch of bark before cut-
ting a branch to make sure it was afive. In some cuses when il wos
wot possible to find three live hranches, only onc or two brunches
were sampled. IF no live bronches were found then the tree was
extluded from bronch sampling ond the number of replications
was reduced aecordingly. The first live branch found in the up-
per one-third canopy with o diameter of 4-12 cm was removed,
and the remaining two branches were chosen to be ns far oway
as possible from the first branch, and from each other, to main-
tnin conopy balance. Bark splits and emergence holes were not
considered in branch sumpling. Branch somples were dropped
1o the ground where side branchas and bwigs were removed.

The branches were bundled and lobeled for transport to Michi-
pan Sisle University's Entomology Field Reseurch Form in Enst
Lansing for processing. When branches were processed, o 0.65
m-long section in the center of each branch was morked for scrap-
ing. The circumference of each branch was recorded at both ends
of the scroped aren. Surface area of each branch sample was de-
termined by avernging the circumference of both ends, and us-
ing the formula For the surface aren of a cylinder (L2ait). EAB
galleries and farvae were counted afier clamping bronch seclions
between the ends of a modifed saw-horse and removing the burk
with n drawlmife and chisel. Branch snmples were processed in a
heated shed at the Entomology Field Research Farm. Annug) can-
opy thinning and dieback ralings were made in July ench year by
comparing the conopy of each mee wilh pholographs in various
stoges of decline [ram 0% (healthy) to §00%: {dead} in 10% incre-
menis (Smitley et al. 2008), Each tree was rated by two or three
individuals and nvernged across observations to oblain an annunl
defolintion raling. When study trees were mied ot >90% canopy
thinning and diebnck in July, they were excluded from branch
spmpling, ond the trees; were removed by the city during the winler,

Trentment mean; were compared ol ench test sile using
the peoeral linear medels procedure (PROC GLM) of SAS
9,1 (SAS 2003). Levene's test wos used as part of the GLM
procedere to test for homogeneity of varance. Percent dotn
were lransformed 1o orcsine square root (x) before onalysis.
Means were seporaled ot the P = 0.05 level using Tukey's op-
tion in the MEANS stalemenl. This pecforms o Tukey's stu-
dentized ranpe 1est (HSD) when group sizes are equal ond a
Tukey-Kramer test when group sizes ore unequal (SAS 2003).

Troy Site 2005-2006

Strect trees in a neighborhood in the norhem parl of Troy, MI,
were used for this test, These wrees were between 12 nnd 26-years-
old and runged in size From 18-61 cm dinmeler at brenst height
(dbh). The mean dbh was 35.6 cm. Trees in this lest were planted
ond mointained by the City of Tray. The trees were locnted be-
twaen the street and the sidewnlk, and were spaced a minimum
I3 m apun and in no cose did they overlap, Tree trunks were
measured and murked with a metal tag during the final two weeks
of April 2003. Lawns in the neighborhnod were well-muintuined
ond received paturnl roinfntl, but very few were irrigated. Trees
were grouped into 10 blocks of six trees bosed on [ocation in
the neiphborhood. Each treatment was replicated 10 times with
each replicale consisting of an individual tree, The treatments ot
this site consisted of fve mtes (0,10, 0.20, 040, (48, and 0.60

£ ai/2.54 em dbh) of emameciin benzoule farmuldted by Arbor-
jet, Inc. (Woburn, MA, U.5.) and Syngenta Crop Prolection, Inc.
(Greensboro, NC, U.5.) as o 4.0 % ME. Al tees receiving an em-
omectin treatment were tunk-injecizd on May 25, 2005 using the
Arborjet Tree [V™ system. The formulsied insecticide was diluted
1:1 with water and put into o boltle pressurized to 3.16 kg/em?® be-
fore being injected through four evenly spaced sites on the lower
trunk of ench 1est tree. All wented trees received a single trunk
injection treatment on May 25, 2005, with the exceplion of trecs
recelving the 0.1 g ni/2.54 cm vole, which were injected ngain
May 23, 2006, at the same rate. Control trees were nol injected or
treated with any insectieide. Canopy thinning nnd dieback ratings
were mede for ench e on Tune 27, 2003, and June 15, 2006,
05 previgusly deseribed. Upper branches were sumpled using »
buckel truck in October 2005, and the burk scraped as described,

East Lansing Site, 20052009
Greenashsirest trees in EnstLansing, M1, between 14 and 28-years-
old with o runk diameler between 25 and 61 cm (mean = 35.6 cm)
were maintained by the City of Fast Lansing, Trees were located
batween the streel nnd the sidewalk in seven different neighbor-
hoods and speced o minimum of 15 m opart to prevent canopy
overlap. Tree trunks were mensured and marked with & melal tng
during the first week of August 2005, Swudy trees were located in
well-maintnined lawns, but very [ew were irrignted. Treatmenls
were replicoted 10 imes with individun] ree replicates, A descrip-
tion of each of the four trentments in this test follows, including
the farmulation, type of application, mie, and spplicadon dote,
{1) TREE-lige {emamectin benzonle, Syngentt Crop Protec-
tion, Inc.) wes applied once al 10 ml/2,54 cm dbh (04 g ui) on
September 27, 2005. To opply using the Arhorjet Tree IV system,
emamectin benzoale wos diluted 1:1 with water and the solution
was pinced inlo a single pressurized 3.16 kefcm? bottle connected
1o four injection needles. At four evenly-spaced disinnces around
the trunk af o height of 2010 cm above the ground, four boles
were drilled into the supwoond and 2 plastic sepum (Arborjet #4
plug) was imserted, through which needles were placed for injec-
ton. (2) Emamectin benzoate wos applied once in spring 2007
at 2.5 mi254 em (0.1 g ai) dbh. Truak injections were made
with the Arborjet QUIK-jet™ micro-injector. The nember of in-
jection sites was determined by the formula: trunk cm dbh/5.08.
Undiluted emamectin benzonle was injecied in equnl amotmls
through plugtic sepia. A rate of 0.1 g 0i/2.54 cm dbh was injecied
on May 21, 2007. (3) Emamectin benzonte was trunk injecied
in spring 2007 at 5 ml/2.54 em dbh (0.2 g ai). Injections were
made once on May 21, 2007 with the micro-injector a5 previ-
ously described. One trec was dropped from the test after the first
year because the homeowner opplied nn additionnl insecicide
treatment. (4) Control treatment, these trees were not teoizd.
Annually in early July, and as previously described, can-
opy thinaing and diebnck rotings were mode for ench free.
When brnch sampling was included, the bronches were
pruned from the upper one-third of the e canopy between
September 19 and 26, 2006, October B and £2, 2007, ar No-
vember 4 and 10, 2008. Branches were collected, the burk re-
moved, and EAB lorvoe counted os previonsly described.
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Adrian Site, 2006-2009
Green nsh street irees in Addan, M, between 14 snd 2B-years-oid
and from 15-65 cm dbh {mean dbh = 43 cm in 2008), were se-
lecled lor this tesl. Test irees were located between the sireet and
the sidewall in fve different neighborhoods. All of the preen nsh
sireel lrees in Lhese neighborhoods were used io Lhe study if they
hod ot least a 15 cm dbh, pppeared to be relatively heallhy (Jess
than 25% canopy thinning and dieback in September 2005), and
were spoced ot Ieast 15 m oponl. Tree trunks were measured nnd
marked with o metnl tng during the first week of Scptember 2003,
Study trees were located in low-maintenance lawns, and very few
were irripated. Ench trentment was replicated 10 times with each
replicale consisting of on individial ree, Four insecticide trent-
menis and kwo control reatmenls were evaluated from June 2006
to July 2009. A descriplion of each treatment follows, including
lhe formulation, type of application, rale, and application dale.
(1) Emamectin benzoate wns applied once ot 10 mlf2.54
cm dbh (0.4 g ai)} on June 22, 2006. Trunk injections were
mude ns previously described in the East Laosing fest. (2)
Emnmectin benzoate, trunk injected aos described in treal-
menL (I). The only difference omong these two ireal-
ments is that bronch samples were collected and scroped
to count Inrvae for trentment {1) but not for trentment (2).
Unlike the previous two studies sites, {3) Imidncloprid 75 WE,
was npplied as o bosal drench at o rmte af 1.42 g aif3 54 em dbh.
Annonl trefilments consisled of the nppropriste amount of imidn-
cloprid mixed in 5.7 | of water ond poured around the base of the
tree within 70 cm of the trunk on June 27, 2006, Moy 24, 2007,
nnd June 3, 2008. {4) Imidacloprid 5% SL, formulated by Arbor-
jet and Bayer, wis trunk-injected using the Arbarjet Tree IV sys-
tem at a rate of 0.2 g i/ 2.54 em trunk dbh. The fermulaled insec-
licide was diluted 1:1 with waler and put into a battle pressurized
te 3.16 kgfem? before being injected through four sites on the
lower trunk of ench test tree on June 22, 2006. In odditon, trees
in trentment (4} nlso received nn imidacloprid bosal drench ot a
rate of 1.42 g ni/2 54 cm dbh on June 6, 2007, ond June 10, 2008,
‘Trees in trentments (5) and (G) were Icfl os untreated conbmols.
Conopy thinning and dieback ratings were mode [or
ench tree in early July of ench year ns previously described.
Upper branches from trees in threz treatments were col-
lected betwcen Oclober 15 and 19, 2007. The bork wos re-
moved and EAB larvae eounted os previously described,

RESULTS
Resulls from nll three locntions indicote o single tunk injection
treatment of ash trees up o 43 cm dbh in size, mode in Moy or
Iune with emomectin benzoote at 0,1-0.4 g 4i/2.54 cm dbh con-
sistently gives nearly 100% control of EAB larvae even under

intense pressure from EAB, Control trees declined ropidly at tesy

sites due to EAB infeslolion, poing from canopy Lthinning ratings
of 19% 10 549 in one year al Troy, 15% to 58% in four years
at Enst Lansing, and from 15% to 87% in three yeors ot Adrion,
while cunopy thinning ratings for asb Leees that were Lrunk-inject-
ed with emamectin remaied similer throuphout the test perod.

The death and removnl of some trees decreased Lhe number of
replications in the third end fourth yeer of this study ot the Enst
Lonsing and Adrinn siles. Two trees at the Troy sile and one lree
ol ench of the Easl Lansing ond Adrian sites were prematurely
removed by cily orbarists during the winter by mistake. The av-

ernpe orea of back sumpled per tree wes 1067 em®, end ranped
from 6§91 cm?® (o 3,741 cw®, depending on the size of the tree.

Troy Site, 2005-2004
Green osh street trees in Troy were of o unilonm size at the bepin-
ning af the test in June 2005 (29.2-30.5 = 6.5 cm dbh) (Table
I). Initial tree health ratings os messured by canopy thinning
were olso simlilar, with no differences omong treatmems with
the exceplion of trees receiving the highest rate of emamectin
benzoote. Ash trees in Lbot treatment siaded the test in June
2005 wilh o significantly higher level of conepy thioning (41.5
+ 26.0%) compared wilh contmol trees (19.0 + [4.798). This
hoppened despite n modom nssignment of trees to trentmeols.
All rates of emamectin benzonte {0.1-0.6 p ai/2.54 cm dbh)
were extremely effective when opplied as a trunk injection in late
May 2005. No lorvae were found in any of the branch snmples (30
branch seclions per trentment) collected in October 20035, despile
evidence of n moderate level of EAB tunneling injury Erom the year
belore {11.2 old polleries/m®} and inlense pressure from EAB in
2005 (59.2 live larvae/m?® in contral Lrees). Complete protection of
ash Irees from the trunk injections of emamectin at il tesied rates
in May 2005 was expressed the following summer {July 2008) in
cencpy lhinning rlinps thal were os good or better than the ini-
tinl mtings in June 2005 (16.7%—34.3% conopy Lhinning), Mean-
while, control rees declined ropidly in response 1o the extensive
dnmage crused by 59.2 larvae/m’, deteriomting to o menn mting
of 59.2% conapy thinning and dieback in June 2006 (Toble 1).

East Lansing Site, 2005-2009

Trees in the Eost Lansing site were of similar in size (28-38 +
10 cm dbh) as those evolunted in Troy, but trunk injeclion treat-
menls were initisgted ot nn earlier siige of EAR infestation,
when trees were slill in excellent bealth bosed on average rat-
inps of 7% to 179 canopy thinning (Toble 2). EAB density in-
creased four-fold in conlol trees from owinmo 2007 10 awiumn
2008, going from 6.9+9.4 to 28.7+21.5 lnrvne/m®, respectively.
In stark contrast, no lorvoe were found in branch somples eal-
lecied from rees that were runk injected with emumeclin benzo-
nte three years enrlier ol o e of 0.4 g 0l/2.34 cm in September
2005. The same trees continued [ooking heolthy throngh Aupust
2009, when they were roted ns boving 13.8 + 14.1% canopy
thinning, compored to 8 mean mting of 58.1 + 33.2% For con-
ol trees (Table 2). Emomectin trunk injections mode in May
2007 ot the 0.1 or 0.2 g 0if2.54 cm dbh mte also provided ex-
cellent proteciion, with no EAB larvae being found in branches
collected from treated trees in Oclaber 2007 or October 2008.

Adrian Site, 2006-2009

Green osh street Wrees in ol treotments were healthy at the be-
ginning of the test in July 2006 {14.2%—16% conopy thinning,
Tobie 3}). Trees in the 1wo control reatments remnined henlthy
in 2007 (10.3%—12% cunopy thinning), but declined rapidly in
2008 (58.3%—G4 % canopy thinning and dieback) in response to
intense pressure from EAB. Nearly all the ash trees jn both control
trentments were deod by Tuly 2009 (84.6%-89.5% canopy thio-
ning and dieback). During the same Lime period {2006-2009),
trees thot were trunk-injected with emomectin benzoate o1 0.4 g
ui254 em dbh in Jupe 2006 remained henlthy (Table 3). Trees
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receiving an annuoal boual drench of imidocloprid or o combina-
tion of imidacloprid bosal drenches and an imidacloprid trunk
injection nlso remained healthy during the test. Conopy mtings
made in Joly 2009 and branch samples in October 2008 indi-
cale nsh trees receiving a single trunk injeclion of emamectin
benzonic were well-protecled for ot lenst two years. Some EAB
larvee were found in branch samples from one emamectin-
trented tree in October 2007, bul no Jorvae were found in any
samples from emamectin trealed trees in October 2008 (Toble 3).

DISCUSSION
The authors of the study did nol determine how imporinnt
ndult moriality was compared with larvol mortality for tnink-
injected trees in this study. However, when the bork was re-
moved from hronches in Septernber and October live farvoe in
the emumectin-treated rees were not found, while dead EAB
Iarvoe were rorely found, sugpesting that aduit mortality, reduced
epplaying, nnd merality of young larvae nre the most likely
mechanisms of EAB conirol. Also, no EAB larvae were locoted

in emamectin-trealed wees, even when the trees were surround-
ed by heavily infested ash (2845 EAB larvae/m™). It is likely
that under these conditions some EAB lemales wonld Ay from
swrounding ash 1o deposit epgs on Lhe study trees, yet no lar-
voe in the emamectin trented trees were found. This supgesis
emuomectis is toxic to EAB larvae thet tunnel into treated trees.

Trunk injections of emameactin benzonte reduced the density
of EAB lorvoe foand in treated trees by nearly 160% compared
with control trees ot all three sites. In the longest-running test
ol the Enst Lansing site, n single tunk injeclion of emamectin
benzoate ol the 0.4 p ai/2.54 cm dbh mte applied to osh irees
with a 41 cm dbh gove 100% conwrol of EAB larvaie lor three
yenrs. This suppests ash trees of this size could be ndeguatzly
pratecied by making @ trunk injection tremtment ot the 0.4 g ai
mte once every three or four yenrs, Our resulls also showed trunk
injections a1 the 0.1 or 0.2 g ai/per 2.54 cm dbh mte guve ex-
cellent pratection of 38 cm dbh trees for two yenrs. Ash trees
could be protecied with trunk injections made ot the 0.1p ol mie
onice every two years. This is half the amount of 4i that would
be required to trent trees once every four years at the 0.4 ai rale.

Table 1. Troy, Michigon: emerald ash borer larval density In green ash steet trees and canepy thinning rafings of the same frees
tor 1.5 years after trunk injection af emaomectin benzoote ot rales of 0.10-0.60 g 0i/2.54 cm doh. Dolo are means + SD. Each
hreatment has 10 repilcations unless indicatad otherwlse under mean + SD as (n).

Trealment Trentmenl anas 2005 20505 1006

Dntes dbh {cm) Canopy Lorvoe Conopy

thinning () per m? thinning (%)

Emnnrneetin 5-25-05 + 00+36 165+ 134A a+0A 16.7 + 8.8
0.1 pf2.54 cm dbh 5-13016
Emameciin 5.25-03 300 +3.6 150+ 11.1AB oDxDA 26.7+ 150
0.20 pf2.54 cm dibh
Emumueetin 5-3545 305 +58 ANA £ AD 0+0A B2 +279
0.40 g/2.54 con divh
Emameciin 575-03 264 %64 168+ 132 AB a£0A 210+ |45
048 g2 54 cm dbh
Emamectin 5.35.05 304 £ 65 415+ 2608 0+0A 34.3+402(9)
0.60 gf2.54 cm dbh
Contral - 296 = 4.8 190+ 147 A 5927108 5433193

Means foHowel by iz same letier ant not sipaificamly different at = 0.05, by the Tokey-Kramer fest.

Table 2. East Lansing, Michigon: emerald ash borer larval densily In green ash streel hees and canopy thinning ratings of the
same frees far ane ta three years after o single tunk injection of emamectin benzoate ol a rale af 0.4 g alf inch dih on Seplem-
ber 27, 2005, or at 0.2 or 0.1 al/2.54 cm dbh on May 21, 2007. Dala are means + 50. Each heatment hos 10 replicalions unless

Indicaled ofherwise under the mean = S by {n).

Trentmen ‘Treatment 1006 dbh 2006 cunapy 2007 canopy 2007 Luarvae 3008 canopy 1008 lnrvee 2009 conopy
Dates {cm) Thinniog () thinning per m? Thinning (%)  prcod thinning (%)

Emameclin Seqpi. 2005 195+114 73zB9 128+ 148 Dx0A 193+ 17.0A D+0A 138+ 14A

irunk infection

0.4 p oifinch dbl

Emnmectin Moy 2007 292 x4.] 1.5+ 1.6 1732 13.5(%) 0x0A(9) 1ZBx8BA(M 0x0A(D) 31133A(0)

trunk injectioa

0.2 p nifinch dbh

Emameciln Muy 2007 MI+73 170+ 105 11.4=159 0+0A W0.8+294 A D=0 A 104 9.1 A (7}

trunk Injection

0.1 g nifinch dhh

Control - 87106 16.0£31.0 8.5 £27.9 69+9.4R 513x302B Jg7+1158R 58.1+332R
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Tobls 3. Adran, Michigan: emerald ash baret larval density In green ash street trees and canopy ihinning ralings of Ihe some
froes far 3-4 years ofter a single tunk Injection af emameciin benzaola on June 22, 2006, Dala dre maons = SD. Eoch tealment

has 10 replications unless shawn under the mean + 5D as (n).

Trealment Trestment 2{}0B dhh 06 ecanopy 2007 conopry 2007 Intvne 2008 canopy 2008 lorvee 3508 canopy
ntes {cm) thinning () thinning () perm? thinning {%) per m? thinning (%)

Emuameciln June IHIG 450814 144x£3,1A I.Ix680A - 1232104A - Tl 6TA

trunk injeeion

0.4 g vifinch dbk

Emumectin Tune 2006 4311234 160504 1LE£6IA 24+7,14A 130+ 127A(5) Bx0A (D) 3003B80A

trunk infeclion

Q4 g nifinch dbh

Imidneloprid Juac 2607 3B4+0BA 149£36A 1202494 - 135+£120A - 239 10.1A

1runk injeciinn + June 2007,

+sail 2008

imidnclopdd

Soijl June 2006, 39.6:150A  143+57A BAxADA lex6HA 330£358AB 57&56 303 = T10A

imidncloprid 2007, 2008 AB (4}

Control 1 - W34+ 169A - 120+151A - 583x365BC 233.6::39.4 B95 =114 B
B {8

Controf 2 - HI2 A 1562544 W3xT0A G2+66A M.O0+303C  27.7+389 Bl6 1208
B

* Means fol lowed by the same Jetter nre not significandy dilferent at £ = 0.05, by the Tukey-Kamer tes.

Ash rees receiving an annunl basal drench of imidacloprid or a
combination of an imidacloprid bosal drench and an imidacloprid
rrunk injection nlso nppenared healthy as determined by conopy
thinring ravings ot the end of the Adrinn test, but significantly more
EAB larviie {5.7 per m®) were found in imidacloprid-trested trees
comprred with emamectin benzonte-treated trees (0.0 per m®).

Protection of ash trees for 2—4 years following o single in-
seccide treatment completely changes the prognosis for ash
streel trees ond shode trees in North America after inyosion of
ememld ash border. Up until this time, insecticide treniment was
reserved for anly the most valushle trees because of the high cost
of moking frequent trunk injections. The multiple-year prolection
decumenled in ihis study reduces the prajected cost of saving
ash trees by ot least 50%, bringing trentments well within the
ranpe of muny homeowners and some cities or other municipali-
ties, For exumple, one con compare the cost of hiring an arhor-
ist 1o ment o 31.4 cm dbh ash ree with ornual runk injections
of IMA-jet (imidscloprid) ot the 8 mlf2.54 em dbb rale, 1o the
caost of hiring the same arborist to treat every other year of every
fourth year with TREE-fige (emameciln benzoute) at the 04 g
0i/2.54 cm dbh role. At the time of this writing the eost of the
imidecloprid insecticide to the arborist is USD 523,92 per yenr,
the cost of the emamectin henzodle insecticide is $26.13 per
year when Lresting every third year, ond $17.42 when lreating
every fourth year. Lobor costs vary depending on the arborist,
the number and size of trees being treated, and the [ocation of
the property. If one ndds n lshor cherge of 550,00 per trestment-
visit for the 31.4 cm dbh tree, then the total averoge cost per year
over a three-year period waonld be 573.92fyear for annunl imi-
dacloprid trunk injections, $51.13/yenr for emomectin benzoate
infections mede every third year, and $34.0%/year for emamectin
benzaale injectioas mode every fourth year. This brings the cost
of trunk injections into o much more proctical range for home-
ownlers, especinlly when weighed ngninst the cost of ree removal
which mey be more than 51,500 for a lnrpe tree (62.8 cm dbh).

Data from Troy, East Fansing, and Adrian, M, indicate
most of the osh trees in cities along the lending edge of the

contigeons EAR invusion front will perish within five years of

when the first wees are found to die from EAB. This wos cor-
tninly true for Troy, MI, and much of the Detroil Metropolitun
area where the first ash trees bepan to die in 2004, By 2009
nll of the ash trees were dead excepl ones that were protected
with insecticide trestments or where young lrees have sprouted
from the stumps of dead ones. Sprouting ash trees and the ger-
minslion of osh seed will punrntee the survivil of EAB, hut
populutions will be much smailer nfter the initial Gve ta eight
year period when unprolected ash trees perish. This meanns the
remoining osh trees will be easier 1a protect with insecticides.

Aclmowledgments. We npprecinie the assistanee of Temunce Davis Tor
supervising the fielt resepch, and the Cities of Troy, Enst Lansing, and
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suppored by Arborjet, Ine., Synpenta Crop Science, nnd the Michigan
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LITERATURE CITED
Bray, A.M., L.5. Bouer, LA, Houck, T. Poland, ond JJ1. Smith, 2007,
Invasion Genelics of Emerald Ash Borer (Agrilns planipeonis Foir-
muire) in North Ameriey, In: Proceedings from the Thinl Workshop
on Genetics of Bork Beetles and Associnted Microorpanisms, B.
Bentz, A, Cognoto, ond K. RalTa {(Eds.).

Cnppuert, D., D.G, McCullough, TM. Polnond, und N.W. Sicpert. 2005,
Emernld osh borer in North Americe: o research and regulutory chal-
lenge. Amercan Entomologist 51:152-163.

Hunek, RA., E Jendek, H. Liv, K.R. Marhant, T.R. Petrice, T.M. Po-
lond, and H. Ye. 2002, The eimerld ash borer: o new exolic pest in
Norh Americi. Newsletter of the Michigun Entomologieal Socicty
47:1-5.

Herms, DA, D.O. McCulloweh, D.R. Smitley, C.S. Sndof, R.C. William-
son, and BL, Nixan. 2009, Insecticide options for prtecting ash trees
from ememld ash borer. Nonh Central [PM Center Bulletin. 12 pp.

©2010 Internntiona] Sacivty of Arboriculture

I l AUF_20ESmibay_Sepii0lidd 210

arR4Rmo .ms:awul I




Arboriculture & Urban Forestry 36(5): September 2010

Kreutzwiser, D.R., K. Good, D.I. Cherrand, T.A. Scorm, and D.G.
Thompson. 2008, Are Jeaves that [ull fram imidacluprid-teated mo-
ple trees to contro! Asion longhomed beetles toxic (o non-torpet de-
composer oreanisms? Journal of Environmental Quulily 37:639-646.

Marshiall, J.M., A.J. Storer, L Fruser, and V.C. Mustro, 2002, A predictive
model for the defection of Agrilos plonipennis tarvae in ah trees.
Entomalogin Experimentalis ot Applicatn 133:1-16.

Paoland, T.M., und [1.G. McCullough, 2006. Emerld ash borer: invasion
of the vrban forest und the threot o North Americs's ush resource.
Joumnel of Forestry 104:1 18124,

SAS 2003. SAS 9.1. SAS Instilule inc. Cury, NC.

Smitley, D,, T. Duvis, und E. Rebek. 2008. Progression of ash canopy
thinninp ond diehack outwanl from Lhe initia! infestion of ememid
wsh borer {Coleoptzra: Buprestidoe) in Sowthenst Michigun. Joumnl
of Economie Enlemology 101:1643-1650.

Smitley, D.R., EJ. Rebek, R.N. Royolty, T.W. Davis, und K_F. Newhouse.
2010. Protection of individup] ash trees from emerald ash borer {Co-
icoptery: Buprestidne) with basnl soil upplications of imidacloprid.
Journo! of Ezonomic Entomology 103:119-126.

USDA APHIS. 2010, Cooperntive Emernld Ash Borcer Project. <httpe#/
www.emeraldnshborerinfo/files/MuliiState_EABpos.pdf>.

David R, Smitley (corresponding author)
Department of Emomology

Michigan Staie University

Euost Lansing, MI 48824, U.S.
smitley@ s edit

Josepl J. Doceolu
Arbarjet, Inc.

99 Blueberry Hill Road
Waburn, MA 01801, U.S.
Jjoedocrola®@arborjet.com

David L Cax

Syngenta Crop Pratection, Inc.
Tet1s Huntington Rd
Madera, CA 93634, 1.5,
denvid.cox@ sypgenta.com

Résumé. Des frines de Pennsylvanic {Frevinus penrssylvanica
Maursh,) de rue de 25 3 45 cm de DHP ont él¢ injectés nu lrone pvee du
benzoute d'pmomectine i des toux de 0,1 & 0,6 g d'ingridient ociif par
754 cm de DHF, e ce ou Michigan en 2005 ou 2006, La condition de
sonié des orbres o 21€ svivie en regord des toux de densité de lo cime
vt de dépérissement jusqu'h quatc ans apris un woitement unigue. Des
&chantillans de banches ont &1 récollées en nutomne ¢l 'éconce enlevie
pour folre un décompte des lorves ¢'agrile du frdne pour 1o pluport des
traitements durmnt In méme piriode. Une injection unigue dons Je tronc
de benzonte d"cmomecting & des fwux de 0,1 ou 0,4 g d"ingrdient actilf
u produit un contedle & 100% des Jorves d'ngrile du fiZne sur 98 des 99
orbres troitds dumnt une période de 2 a3 ons. Les cimes sont demeurées
similaires chez les uchres troités durant une période de 2 {4 4 ans oprits
I"injection duns le tone tandis que plus de 50% des orbres 1émoing mo-
uruieat ou cours de Ju mEme période. Les iénes qui onl regu une com-
binnison d'imidoclopsid pat injeciion dons le tone et par injection duns
{e 501 on por injection annuclle dens le sol avoient des cimes similuires,
mais plus de lorves ont &2 déconvertes deas les brunches des arbres qui
tecevaient des injectioas annuctles duns le sol.

Zusemmenfussung. Grilne Eschen ols StrallenbBume in der GellBe
yon 35-45 ¢cm Stammdurchmesser wurlen im Stomm mit Emomectin
Benzout in Roten von B, 10-0,60 g 0i/2,54 cm Stummdurchmesser un drei
verschiedenen Swndorten in Michigon, U.S. injiziert. Die Boumpesund-
fsit wurde Uherwacht dureh jlhrtiches Ausdilnnen der Krore und Bew-
eriung der Tatholzbildung filr bis zo 4 Juohren ooch einer Behundlung, m
Hethst worden Astproben gesammelt und bel den moisten Behandlungen
tuch die Rinde entfernt, um dic Larven des Eschenbohrers im gleichen
Zeitmurm zu zihien. Eine cinzeloe Stomminjektion mit Emamectin Ben-
zoot mil Roven von 8,1, 0,2 und 04 g oi erpob eine 100% Kootrolle der
Larven in 98 von 99 behondelien BBumen in 2-3 Jahren. Dic Kroncnbe-
werlung bei behiandellen Bilunen blieb dber fr 3—4 Juhre noch der Be-
hondlung glelch, withrend >50% der kontroilienen Biume im gleichen
Zeitmum obstorben. Eschen, die eine Kombinotion aus Imiducloprd-
Stamm-Injektiun und Imidocloprid-Wurzeloufpuss oder einen jihdichen
Tmidacloprid-Wurzelanfpuss erhizlien, hotien Uhnliche Kronenbilder,
pher es worden mehr Lorven in Asten von Bliumen gelunden, die einen
Jinrlichen Imidocloprid-Wurzeloulguss evhizlien

Resumen. Arboles de fresno (Frexiins pennsylvanica Marsh,) de
wmafios de 25 o 45 cm de DAP {eeron inyeetudos ol tconco con beazouto
de cmumestin o tasos de 0.10 - 0.60 p/254 cm de DAP en tres locali-
dandes de Michigan eo 2005 y 2006. Fue monitorendn lo solud de Ios dr-
botes por muerie descendente y oclareos de coph unuules por culiro niins
después del rutumiento. Se colecloron muestros de mmos en ol olofio y
In cortezn remaovidn pere contar Jos larvas del barrenoder esmentldn del
fresno para los tratomientos en el mismo perfodo. Un sabo tnuamiento de
inyececidn al troneo de benzooto de emomeetlin o une toso de 0.1, 0.2 a
0.4 g tip 100% de control de larvas det batrenudar esmenlda del fresno
en 98 de 99 drboles tratodos parn 2-3 afios, Los estados de Jos copas pam
[os drbales trutudos permanceieron simifares pom 2-4 wiios despoés de la
inyeccidn, mientas que >50% de los drbeles tramdos modd dumme el
mismo perfodo de Uempo, Los Ieenos que recibieron unw eombinocidn
de uup inyeceidn ol tronco de fmiducloprid y unm zanjs busnl de imido-
cloprid o un tratamiento anua! de 2unjo con imidecoprid luva estodos de
copn stmilures, pero sz encontraren mis lyvos en mmas de drboles que
recibivron zanjos anuuies,
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id ash borer {Agrilus planipennis
alrmaire), an invasive insect native to
~—Asia, has killed tens of millions of ash
rees in urban, rurai and forested settings.
This beetle was first discovered in 2002 in
southeast Michigan and Windsor, Ontario. As
of June 2009, emerald ash borer (EAB) infes-
tations were known to be present in 12 states
and two Canadian provinces. Many hom-
eowners, arborists and tree care profession-
als want to protect valuable ash trees from
EAB. Scientists have learned much about this
insect and methods.to protect ash trees since
2002. This bulletin is designed to answer
frequently asked questions and provide

the most current information on insecticide
options for controlling EAB.

If you elect to treat your ash trees, there are
several insecticide options available and
research has shown that treatments can be
effective. Keep in mind, however, that con-
trolling insects that feed under the bark with
insecticides has always been difficult. This is
especially true with EAB because our native
North American ash trees have little natural
resistance to this pest. In university trials,
some insecticide treatments were effective in

Herms, McCullough, Smitley, Sadof, Williamson, Nixan

some sites, but the same treat-
ments failed in other sites. Further-
more, in some studies conducted
over multiple years, EAB densities
continued to increase in individual
trees despite annual treatment.
Some arborists have combined
treatments to increase the odds of
success (e.g., combining a cover
spray with a systemic treatment).

Our understanding of how EAB
can be managed successfully

with insecticides has increased
substantially in recent years. The
current state of this understanding
is detailed in the builetin. It is important to
note that research on management of EAB
remains a work in progress. Scientists from
universities, government agencies and com-
panies continue to conduct intensive studies
to understand how and when insecticide
treatments will be most effective.

If a tree has Jost more than 50 percent of its
canopy, it is probably too |ate to save the
tree. Studies have shown that it is best to
begin using insecticides while ash trees are
still relatively healthy. This is because most
of the insecticides used for EAB control act
systemically — the insecticide must be trans-
ported within the tree. [n other words, a tree
must be healthy enough to carry a systemic




insecticide up the trunk and into the branches
and canopy. When EAB larvae feed, their gal-
leries injure the phloem and xylem that make
up the plant's circulatory system. This inter-
feres with the ability of the tree to transport
nutrients and water, as well as insecticides. As
a tree becomes more and more infested, the
injury becomes more severe. Large branches
or even the trunk can be girdled by the larval
galleries.

Studies have also shown that if the canopy of
a tree is already declining when insecticide
treatments are initiated, the condition of the
tree may continue to deteriorate during the
first year of treatment. In many cases, the tree
canopy will begin to improve in the second
year of treatment. This lag in the reversal of
canopy decline probably reflects the time
needed for the tree to repair its vascular
systemn after the EAB infestation has been
reduced.

Scientists have learned that ash trees with low
densities of EAB often have few or no exter
nal symptoms of infestation. Therefore, if
your property is within a county that has been
quarantined for EAB, your ash trees are prob-
ably at risk. Similarly, if your trees are outside
a guarantined county but are still within
10-15 miles of a known EAB infestation, they
may be at risk. If your ash trees are more than
15 miles beyond this range, it is probably
too early io begin insecticide treatments.
Treatment programs that begin too early

are a waste of money. Remember, however,
that new EAB infestations have been discov-
ered every year since 2002 and existing EAB
populations will build and spread over time.
Stay up to date with current EAB quaran-
tine maps and related information at www.
emeraldashborer.info. You can use the links
in this Web site to access specific information
for individual states. When an EAB infesta-
tion is detected in a state or county for the
first time, it will be added to these maps.
Note, however, that once an area has been
quarantined, EAB surveys generally stop, and
further spread of EAB in that area will not be
reflected on future maps.

The economics of treating ash trees with
insecticides for EAB protection are com-
plicated. Factors that can be considered
include the cost of the insecticide and
expense of application, the size of the trees,
the likelihood of success, and potential

costs of removing and replacing the trees.
Until recently, insecticide products had to

be applied every year. A new product that

is effective for two years or even longer
{emamectin benzoate) has altered the eco-
nomics of treating ash trees. As research pro-
gresses, costs and methads of treating trees
will continue to change and it will be impor
tant to stay up to date on treatment options.

Benefits of treating trees can be maore difficult
to quantify than costs. Landscape trees typi-

' cally increase property values, provide shade

and cooling, and contribute to the quality of
life in a neighborhood. Many people are sen-
timental about their trees. These intangible
qualities are important and should be part of
any decision to invest in an EAB management
program.

it is also worth noting that the size of EAB
populations in a specific area will change
over time. Populations initially build very
slowly, but later increase rapidly as mare
trees become infested. As EAB populations
reach their peak, many trees will decline and
die within one or two years. As untreated ash
trees in the area succumby, however, the ocal
EAB population will decrease substantially.
Scientists do not yet have enough experi-
ence with EAB to know what will happen
over time to trees that survive the initial
wave of EAB. Ash seedlings and saplings are
common in forests, woodlots, and right-of-
ways, however, and it is unlikely that EAB will
ever completely disappear from an area. That
means that ash trees may always be at some
risk of being attacked by EAB, but it seems
reasonable to expect that treatment costs
could eventually decrease as pest pressure
declines after the EAB wave has passed.
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Insecticide formulations and application
methods that have been evaluated for control
of EAB are listed in Table 1. Some are mar-
keted for use by homeowners while others
are intended for use only by professional
applicators. The "active ingredient” refers to
the compound in the product that is actually
toxic to the insect.

Insecticides that can effectively control EAB
fall into four categories: (1) systemic insec-
ticides that are applied as soil injections or
drenches; {2) systemic insecticides applied
as trunk injections; (3) systemic insecticides

applied as lower trunk sprays; and (4) pro- Formulations included in Table 1 have been
tective cover sprays that are applied to the evaluated in multiple field trials conducted
trunk, main branches, and {depending onthe by the authors. Inclusion of a product in Table
label) foliage. 1 does not imply that it is endorsed by the

Table 1. Insecticide options for professionals and hemeowners for controlling EAB that
have been tested in multiple university trials. Some products may not be labeled for use in
all states. Some of the listed products failed to protect ash trees when they were applied at
labeled rates. Inclusion of a product in this table does not imply that it is endorsed by the
authors or has been consistently effective for EAB control. See text for details regarding
effectiveness.

_p_l_icatidﬁfl\ﬂ"éthod' . 5_'2;;'_Bt_ecomr__n_g_:n_ﬂed 'l‘l_ming,:." :

fessional Use Products

- Imidacloprid ©. 5o njection or drench - " Mid-fall and/or mid- to late 5hfing

lmldacloprld . Mid-fall and/or mid- to 'la_te' spring

. Early May to mid-June

']Ifr.‘ll'_dE_ICiOPr.i.d o :

~ Emamectinibenzoate . (Early May to mid-June

Ear[y May to Ij:‘_lid-J.Oné

Early M'ay to ‘_rnid-_.iﬁne :

a2 ap'ﬁlicatidﬁé-iat 4-week int’éh@_l;;_-_-

- first spray, should occurwhen

-Preventive bark a
foliage tover spra

. June in mid-Michigan)

Homeowner Formulation

Bayer Advantedf“;‘-_fl;ree & Shiub

Insect Control - Imidaclop_rid: o Sl drench_"”" h - " Mid-fall or mid- to late spring
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authors or has been consistently effective for
EAB control. Please see the following sec-
tions for specific information about results
from these trials. Results of some tests have
also been posted on www.emeraldashborer.
info.

Strategies for the most effective use of these
insecticide products are described below. It
is important to note that pesticide labels and
registrations change constantly and vary from
state to state. It is the legal responsibility of
the pesticide applicator to read, understand
and follow all current label directions for the
specific pesticide product being used.

Systemic insecticides applied to the soil

are taken up by the roots and translocated
throughout the tree. The most widely tested
soil-applied systemic insecticide for control of
EAB is imidacloprid, which is available under
several brand names for use by professional
applicators and homeowners (see Table 1).
Al imidacloprid formulations can be applied
as a drench by mixing the product with water,
then pouring the solution directly on the soil
around the base of the trunk. Dinotefuran
was recently labeled for use against EAB as a
soil treatment (in addition to its use as a basal
trunk spray discussed below). Studies to test
its effectiveness as a soil treatment are cur
rently underway in Michigan and Ohio.

Imidacioprid soil applications should be
made when the soil is moist but not satu-
rated. Application to water-logged soil

can result in podr uptake if the insecticide
becomes excessively diluted and can also
result in puddles of insecticide that could
wash away, potentially contaminating surface
waters and storm sewers. Insecticide uptake
will also be limited when soil is excessively
dry. Irrigating the soil surrounding the base
of the tree before the insecticide application
can improve uptake.

The application rates for the homeowner
product {Bayer Advanced™ Tree & Shrub
Insect Control) and professional formulations

of imidacloprid are very similar. Homeowners
apply the same amount of active ingredient
that professionals apply. However, there are
certain restrictions on the use of homeowner
formulations that do not apply to professional
formulations. Homeowner formulations of
imidacloprid can be applied only as a drench.
It is not legal to inject these products into the
soil, although some companies have mar-
keted devices to homeowners specifically for
this purpose. Homeowners are also restricted
to making only one application per year.
Several generic products containing imida-
cloprid are available to homeowners, but the
formulations vary and the effectiveness of
these products has not yet been evaluated in
university tests.

Soil drenches offer the advantage of requir-
ing no special equipment for applica-

tion other than a bucket or watering can.
However, imidacloprid can bind to surface
layers of organic matter, such as mulch or leaf
litter, which can reduce uptake by the tree.
Before applying soil drenches, it is impor-
tant to remove, rake or pull away any mulch
or dead leaves so the insecticide solution is
poured directly on the mineral soil.

Imidacloprid formulations labeled for use by
professionals can be applied as a soil drench
or as soil injections. Soil injections require
specialized equipment, but offer the advan-
tage of placing the insecticide under mulch
or turf and directly into the root zone. This
also can help to prevent runoff on sloped
surfaces. Injections should be made just deep
enough to place the insecticide beneath the
soil surface {2-4 inches). Soil injections should
be made within 18 inches of the trunk where
the density of fine roots is highest. As you
move away from the tree, large radial roots
diverge like spokes on a wheel and studies
have shown that uptake is higher when the
product is applied at the base of the trunk.
There are no studies that show that applying
fertilizer with imidacloprid enhances uptake
or effectiveness of the insecticide.

Optimal timing for imidacloprid soil injec-
tions and drenches is mid-April to mid-May,
depending on your region. Allow four to

six weeks for uptake and distribution of the
insecticide within the tree. In southern Ohio,
for example, you would apply the product by
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mid-April; in southern Michigan, you should
apply the product by early to mid-May.
When treating larger trees (e.g., with trunks
larger than 12 inches in diameter), treat on
the earlier side of the recommended timing.
Large trees will require more time for uptake
and transportation of the insecticide than will
small trees. Recent tests show that imidaclo-
prid soil treatments can also be successful
when applied in the fall.

) oy am pnfin od Ty e mpmey S . T
irunk-Injsctsn Systemic Insecticidses

Several systemic insecticide products can
be injected directly into the trunk of the
tree including formulations of imidacloprid
and emamectin benzoate (see Table 1). An
advantage of trunk injections is that they can
be used on sites where soil treatments may
not be practical or effective, including trees
growing on excessively wet, compacted or
restricted soil environments. However, trunk
injections do wound the trunk, which may
cause long-term damage, especially if treat-
ments are applied annually.

Products applied as trunk injections are
typically absorbed and transported within
the tree more quickly than soil applications.
Allow three to four weeks for mast trunk-
injected products to move through the tree.
Optimal timing of trunk injections oceurs
after trees have leafed out in spring but
befere-EAB-eggs have hatched, or generally
between mid-May and mid-June. Uptake of
trunk-injected insecticides will be most effi-
cient when trees are actively transpiring. Best
results are usually obtained by injecting trees
in the morning when soil is moist but not
saturated. Uptake will be slowed by hot after
noon temperatures and dry soil conditions.

Dinotefuran is labeled for application as a
noninvasive, systemic bark spray for EAB
control. It belongs to the same chemical class
as imidacloprid (necnicotinoids) but is much
more soluble. The formulated insecticide is
sprayed on the lower five to six feet of the
trunk using a common garden sprayer and
low pressure. Research has shown that the
insecticide penetrates the bark and moves
systemically throughout the rest of the tree.

Herms, McCullough, Smitley, Sadeof, Willlamsen, Nixon

Dinotefuran can be mixed with surfactants
that may facilitate its movement into the tree,
particularly on large trees with thick bark.
However, in field trials, adding a surfactant
did not consistently increase the amount

of insecticide recovered from the leaves of
treated trees.

The basal trunk spray offers the advantage of
being quick and easy to apply and requires
no special equipment other than a garden
sprayer. This application technique does not
wound-the tree, and when applied correctly,
the insecticide does not enter the soil. -

Insecticides can be sprayed on the trunk,
branches and {depending on the label)
foliage to kill adult EAB beetles as they feed
on ash leaves, and newly hatched larvae as
they chew through the bark. Thorough cover
age is essential for best results. Products

that have been evaluated as cover sprays for
control of EAB include some specific formula-
tions of permethrin, bifenthrin, eyfluthrin and
carbaryl (see Table 1).

Protective cover sprays are designed to
prevent EAB from entering the tree and will
have no effect on larvae feeding under the
bark. Cover sprays should be timed to occur
when most adult beetles are feeding and
beginning to lay eggs. Adult activity can

be difficult to monitor because there are no

. Healthy ash trees that
have been protected
with insecticides
growing next to
untreated ash trees

killed by EAB.




EAB aduits must feed
on foliage before they
become reproduc-
tively mature.

effective pheromone traps for EAB. However,
first emergence of EAB adults generally
occurs between 450-550 degree days (start-
ing date of January 1, base temperature of
50°F), which corresponds closely with full
bloom of black locust {Robinia pseudoacacia).
For best results, consider two applications,
one at 500 DD, {as black locust approaches
full bloom) and a second spray four weeks
later.

Extensive testing of insecticides for control
of EAB has been conducted by researchers
at Michigan State University (MSU) and The
Ohio State University {OSU). Results of some
of the M5U trials are available at www.emer-
aldashborer.info.

Soi-Applied Systemie Ins
Efficacy of imidacloprid soil injections for con-
trolling EAB has been inconsistent; in some
trials EAB control was excellent, while others
yielded poor results. Differences in applica-
tion protocols and conditions of the trials
have varied considerably, making it difficult
to reach firm conclusions about sources of
variation in efficacy. For example, an MSU
study found that low-volume soil injections of
imidacloprid applied to small trees averag-
ing 4 inches in DBH (diameter of the trunk

at breast height) using the Kioritz applicator
{a hand-held device for making low-volume
injections) provided good control at one

site. However, control was poor at another
site where the same application protocals
were used to treat larger trees (13-inch DBH).
Imidacloprid levels may have been too low in
the larger trees to provide adequate control.
Higher pest pressure at the second site also
may have contributed to poor control in the
large trees.

In the same trials, high-pressure soil injections
of imidacloprid (applied in two concentric
rings, with one at the base of the tree and the
other halfway to the drip line of the canopy)
provided excellent control at one site. At
another site, however, soil injections applied
using the same rate, timing and application

method were completely ineffective, even
though tree size and infestation pressure
were very similar. |t should be noted that
recent studies have shown that imidacloprid
soil injections made at the base of the trunk
result in more effective uptake than applica-
tions made on grid or circular patterns under
the canopy.

Imidacloprid soil drenches have also gen-
erated mixed results. In some studies
conducted by MSU and OSU researchers,
imidacloprid soil drenches have provided
excellent control of EAB. However, in other
studies, control has been inconsistent. Expe-
rience and research indicate that imidacloprid
soil drenches are most effective on smaller
trees and control of EAB on trees with a DBH
that exceeds 15 inches is less consistent.

This inconsistency may be due to the fact
that application rates for systemic insecticides
are based on amount of product per inch of
trunk diameter or circumference. As the DBH
of a tree increases, the amount of vascular
tissue, leaf area and biomass that must be
protected by the insecticide increases expo-
nentially. Consequently, for a particular appli-
cation rate, the amount of insecticide applied
as a function of tree size is proportionally
decreased as trunk diameter increases.
Hence, the DBH-based application rates that
effectively protect relatively small trees can

- be too low to effectively protect large trees.

Some systemic insecticide products address
this issue by increasing the application rate
for large trees.

In an OSU study with larger trees {15- to
22-inch DBH), Xytect™ (imidacloprid) soil
drenches provided consistent control of EAB
when applied experimentally at twice the rate
that was allowed at that time. Recently, the
Xytect™ label was modified to allow the use
of this higher rate, which we now recommend
when treating trees larger than 15-inch DBH.
Merit® imidacloprid formulations, however,
are not labeled for application at this high
rate. Therefore, when treating trees greater
than 15-inch DBH with Merit® soil treatments,
two applications are recommended, either

in the fall and again in the spring, or twice

in the spring, about four weeks apart (for
example in late April and again in late May).
This is not an eption for Bayer Advanced™
Tree and Shrub Insect Control and other
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hemeowner formulations of imidacloprid,
which are limited by the label to one applica-
tion per year. Homeowners wishing to protect
trees larger than 15-inch DBH should con-
sider having their trees professionally treated.

Treatment programs must comply with any
limits specified on the label regarding the
maximum amount of insecticide that can be
applied per acre during a given year.

Emamectin benzoate * In several inten-
sive studies conducted by M5U and OSU
researchers, a single injection of emamectin
benzoate in mid-May or early June pro-
vided excellent control of EAB for at least
two years, even under high pest pressure.
For example, in a highly-replicated study
conducted on trees ranging in size from 5-
to 20-inch DBH at three sites in Michigan,
untreated trees had an average of 68 to 132
EAB larvae per m? of bark surface, which
represents high pest pressure. In contrast,
trees treated with emamectin benzoate had,
on average, only 0.2 larvae per m?, a reduc-
tion of > 99 percent. When additional trees
were felled and debarked two years after the
emamectin benzoate injection, there were
still virtually no larvae in the treated trees,
while adjacent, untreated trees at the same
sites had hundreds of larvae.

In two OSU studies conducted in Toledo

with street trees ranging in size from 15-

to 25-inch DBH, a single application of
emamectin benzoate also provided excel-
lent control for two years. There was no sign
of canopy decline in treated trees and very
few emergence holes, while the canopies of
adjacent, untreated trees exhibited severe
decline and extremely high numbers of emer-
gence holes.

One study suggests that a single injection of
emamectin benzoate may even control EAB
for three years. Additional studies to further
evaluate the long-term effectiveness of
emamectin benzoate are underway. To date,
this is the only product that controls EAB for
more than one year with a single application.
In addition, in side-by-side comparisons with
other systemic products (neonicotinoids),
emamectin benzoate was more effective.
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Imidacloprid * Trunk injections with imidaclo-
prid products have provided varying degrees
of EAB control in trials conducted at different
sites in Ohio and Michigan. in an M5U study,
larval density in trees treated with Imicide®
injections were reduced by 60 percent to 96
percent, compared to untreated controls.
There was no apparent relationship between
efficacy and trunk diameter or infestation
pressure. In another MSU trial, imidacloprid
trunk injections made in late May were more
effective than those made in mid-July, and
IMA-jet® injections provided higher levels of
control than did Imicide®, perhaps because
the IMA-jet® |abel calls for a greater amount
of active ingredient to be applied on large
trees. In an OSU study in Toledo, IMA-jet®
provided excellent control of EAB on 15- to
25-inch trees under high pest pressure when
trees were injected annually. However, trees
that were injected every other year were not
consistently protected.

EAB larvae damage
the vascular system of
the tree as they feed,
which interferes with
movement of systemic
insecticides in the

In a discouraging study conducted in Michi-
gan, ash trees continued to decline from one
year to the next despite being injected in
both years with either Bidrin (Inject-A-Cide
B®) or imidacioprid. The imidacloprid treat-
ments consisted of two consecutive years of
Imicide® (10% imidacloprid) applied using
Mauget® micro-injection capsules, or an
experimental 12% formulation of imidaclo-
prid in the first year followed by Pointer™
(5% imidacloprid) in the second year with
both applied using the Wedgle™ Direct-
Inject™ System. All three treatment regimes
suppressed EAB infestation levels in both
years, with Imicide® generally providing

best control under high pest pressure in

both small (six-inch DBH) and larger (16-inch
DBH) caliper trees. However, larval density
increased in treated and unjreated trees from
one year to the next. Furthermore, canopy
dieback increased by at least 67 percent in all
treated trees {although this was substantially
less than the amount of dieback observed

in untreated trees). Even consecutive years
of these treatments only slowed ash decline
under severe pest pressure. In another MSU
study, ACECAP® trunk implants (active ingre-
dient is acephate) did not adequately protect
large trees {greater than 15-inch DBH) under
high pest pressure.

tree.




Studies to date indicate that systemic basal
trunk sprays with dinotefuran are about as
effective as imidacloprid treatments. MSU
and OSU studies have evaluated residues

in leaves from trees treated with the basal
trunk spray. Results show that the dinotefuran
effectively moved into the trees and was
translocated to the canopy at rates similar to
those of other trunk-injected insecticides, and
faster than other soil-applied neonicotinoid
products.

As with imidacloprid treatments, control of
EAB with dinotefuran has been variable in
research trials. In an M5U study conducted

in 2007 and 2008, dinotefuran trunk sprays
reduced EAB larval density by approxi-
mately 30 percent to 60 percent compared
to‘the heavily infested untreated trees. The
treatment was effective for only one year

and would have to be applied annually. In
general, control is better and more consistent
in smaller trees than in large trees, but more
research is needed with larger trees. Studies
to address the long-term effectiveness of
annual dinotefuran applications for control of
EAB are underway.

Frotactive Cover Spravs

MSU studies have shown that applications
of Onyx™, Tempo® and Sevin® SL provided
good control of EAB, especially when the
insecticides were applied in late May and
again in early July. Acephate sprays were less
effective. BotaniGard® (Beauvaria bassiana)
was also ineffective under high pest pres-
sure. Astro® (permethrin) was not evaluated
against EAB in these tests, but has been
effective for controlling other species of
wood borers and bark beetles.

In another MSU study, spraying Tempo®
just on the foliage and upper branches or
spraying the entire tree were more effective
than simply spraying just the trunk and large
branches. This suggests that some cover
sprays may be especially effective for con-
trolling EAB adults as they feed on leaves

in the canopy. A single, well-timed spray
was also found to provide good control of
EAB, althdugh two sprays may provide extra
assurance given the long period of adult EAB
activity.

It should be noted that spraying large trees
is likely to result in a considerable amount of
insecticide drift, even when conditions are
ideal. Drift and potential effects of insecti-
cides on non-target organisms should be
considered when selecting options for EAB
control.
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= Insecticides ca'h effectively protect ash trees f_ro'm EAB.

= Unnecessary insecticide applications waste money. If EAB has
not been detected within 10-15 miles, your trees are at low
risk. Be aware of the status of EAB in your location. Current.
maps of known EAB populations can be found at www.emer-
aldashborer.info. Remember, however, that once a county is
quarantined, maps for that county are no longer updated.

# Trees that are already |nfested and showing signs of canopy
decl:ne when treatments are initiated may contmue 1o declme
improvemnent in the second year due to“frrh'e lag assocrated

/- with vascular healing. Trees exhibiting more than 50 percent
canopy decline are unlikely to recover even if treated

= Emamectin benzoate is the only product tested to date that
controls EAB for more than one year with a single application.
It also provided a higher level of control than other products
in side-by-side studies. :

=" Soil drenches and injections are most effective when made at
the base of the trunk. Imidacleprid applications made in the
spring or the fall have been shown to be equally effective.

= Soil injections should be no more than 2-4 inches deep, to
avoid placing the insecticide beneath feeder roots.

= To facilitate uptake, systemic trunk and soil insecticides
should be applied when the soil is moist but not saturated or
excessively dry. o

= Research and experience suggest that effectlveness of insecti-
cndes has been less consistent on larger trees. Research has
not been conducted on trees larger than 25-inch DBH. When
“treating very large trees under high pest pressure, it may be
.- necessary to consider combining two treatment strategies.

 Xytect™ soil treatments are labeled for application at a
" higher maximum rate than other imidacloprid formulations,

and we recommend that trees larger than 15-inch'DBH be
treated using the highest labeled rate. Merit® imidacleprid
“formulations are not labeled for use at this higher rate. When
treating larger trees with Merit® soil treatments, best results
will be obtained with two applications per year. imidacloprid
formulations for homeowners (Bayer Advanced™ Tree &
Shrub Insect Control and other generic formulations) can be
applied only once per year.

<7 Homeowners wishing to protect trees larger than 15-inch
DBH should consider having their trees professionally treated.

£ Treatment programs must comply with any label restrictions
on the amount of insecticide that can be applied per acre in a
given year.
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The Cooperative Emerald Ash Borer Program

For more information and to order
additional copies of this bulletin:

www.emeraldashborer.info/

The Ohio State University EAB Outreach Team

www.ashalert.osu.edu

Purdue Extension

www.entm.purdue.edu/eab/

University of Wisconsin

www.entomology.wisc.edu/emeraldashbaorer/

University of lllinois

ipm.illinois.eduflandturf/insects/

University of Minnesota

www.extension.umn.edu/issues/eab/
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