CITY OF WATERTOWN, NEW YORK
AGENDA
Monday, May 15, 2017

This shall serve as notice that the next regularly scheduled meeting of the City Council
will be held on Monday, May 15, 2017, at 7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers,
245 Washington Street, Watertown, New York.
MOMENT OF SILENCE
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
ROLL CALL
ADOPTION OF MINUTES
COMMUNICATIONS
PRESENTATION
Western Boulevard Update
- Mark Budosh, Barton & Loguidice
- Justin L. Wood, City Engineer
PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR
RESOLUTIONS

Resolution No. 1 - Reappointment to the Empire Zone Administrative Board
— Robert Lawlor

Resolution No. 2 - Appointment to the Roswell P. Flower Memorial Library
Board of Trustees, Paul J. DiFabion

Resolution No. 3-  Finding that the Proposed Western Boulevard Construction
Project is an Unlisted Action and Will Not Have a
Significant Adverse Impact on the Environment

Resolution No. 4 - Approving Change Order No. 1 for Flower Memorial
Library HVAC System Replacement Project, General
Contract, Continental Construction, LLC

Resolution No. 5-  Approving Change Order No. 1 for Flower Memorial
Library HVAC System Replacement Project, Mechanical
Contract, Lawman Heating & Cooling, Inc.



Resolution No. 6 -

Resolution No. 7 -

Resolution No. 8 -

Resolution No. 9 -
ORDINANCES

Ordinance No. 1 -

LOCAL LAW

PUBLIC HEARING
7:30 p.m.
7:30 p.m.

7:30 p.m.

OLD BUSINESS

STAFF REPORTS

koo

NEW BUSINESS

Approving Change Order No. 1 for Flower Memorial
Library HVAC System Replacement Project, Electrical
Contract, J&R Electric Inc.

Approving the Contract with Davey Resource Group for
the City of Watertown Street Tree and Planting Site
Inventory Project

Authorizing the Sale of Surplus Parks and Recreation
Pickup

Authorizing the Sale of Surplus Police Car

Amending Section 310-56, of the Zoning Ordinance and
Section A322-4 of the Subdivision Regulations to Require
Consistency With the Standards of the City of Watertown
Stormwater Management and Erosion and Sediment
Control Law

2017-18 Operating Budgets
2017-18 through 2021-22 Capital Budget
Local Law No. 2 of 2017 — A Local Law Overriding the

Tax Levy Limit Established by New York General
Municipal Law 83-c

NYSDEC Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Annual Report
Request for Waiver of Fees for Use of the City Stage for 2017 Block Parties
Sale of Surplus Hydro-electricity — April 2017

NYS Office of the State Comptroller — Fiscal Stress Monitoring System
Public Meeting Notice — Long Range Transportation Plan



EXECUTIVE SESSION
Pending, threatened, or proposed litigation
WORK SESSION
ADJOURNMENT
Adjourn meeting to June 5, 2017 at 6:30 p.m. to vote on budget resolutions

NEXT REGULARLY SCHEDULED CITY COUNCIL MEETING IS MONDAY,
JUNE 5, 2017.



Res No. 1

May 10, 2017
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Sharon Addison, City Manager
Subject: Reappointment to the Empire Zone Administrative Board

The terms of James Fitzpatrick, Robert Lawlor and Peter Sovie on the
Empire Zone Administrative Board expire on May 31, 2017. Robert Lawlor has
expressed an interest in being reappointed.

Attached for City Council consideration is a Resolution reappointing
Mzr. Lawlor to a three-year term, such term expiring on May 31, 2020.



Resolution No. 1 May 15, 2017

RESOLUTION YEA AT
Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.
Page 1 of 1 Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.
Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.
Reappointment to the Empire Zone Council Member WALCZYK, Mark C.

Administrative Board — Robert Lawlor
Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.

Introduced by

RESOLVED that the following individual is reappointed to the Empire Zone
Administrative Board for a three-year term, such term expiring on May 31, 2020:

Robert Lawlor

1006 Holcomb Street
Watertown, NY 13601

Seconded by



Res No. 2

May 8, 2017
To: Members of City Council
From: Joseph M. Butler, Jr., Mayor
Subject: Appointment to the Roswell P. Flower Memorial Library Board,

Paul J. DiFabion

After consultation with the Roswell P. Flower Memorial Library Board President
Keith Caughlin and Library Director Yvonne Reff, I respectfully submit to you Mr. Paul J.
DiFabion in nomination to the City Council for its consideration. Mr. DiFabion will make an
excellent addition to this Board and has agreed to fill the unexpired term of Robert Dalton, such
term expiring on December 31, 2022. Mr. Dalton resigned this past January 31.

A Resolution is attached for City Council consideration.



Resolution No. 2

RESOLUTION

Page 1 of 1

Appointment to the Roswell P. Flower Memorial
Library Board of Trustees, Paul J. DiFabion

Introduced by

May 15, 2017

Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.
Council Member JENNINGS, Steven A.
Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.
Council Member WALCZYK, Mark C.
Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.

BE IT RESOLVED that the following individual is hereby appointed to the
Roswell P. Flower Memorial Library Board of Trustees to fill the unexpired term of Robert

Dalton, such term expiring on December 31, 2022:

Paul J. DiFabion
328 Bugbee Drive

Watertown, NY 13601

Seconded by

YEA

NAY




Res No. 3

May 10, 2017
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Sharon Addison, City Manager
Subject: Finding that the Proposed Western Boulevard Construction Project is an
Unlisted Action and Will Not Have a Significant Adverse Impact on the
Environment

The Western Boulevard Construction Project is progressing. As stated in
the attached report of CE2 Thomas Maurer, the City Council as Lead Agency must
respond to the questions in Part 2, and Part 3 if necessary, before it may vote on the
attached resolution. The resolution states that the Project will not have a significant
adverse impact on the environment.



Resolution No. 3 May 15, 2017

NAY

YEA
RESOLUTION
Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.
Page 1 0f 2 Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.
Finding that the Proposed Western Boulevard Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.

Construction Project is an Unlisted Action and Council Member WALCZYK, Mark C.

Will Not Have a Significant Adverse impact on the
Environment Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.

Introduced by

WHEREAS the City of Watertown (City) is progressing the Western Boulevard
Construction (Project), and

WHEREAS the Project has been classified as an “Unlisted Action” as determined in
accordance with the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) in 6 NYCRR Part 617.2
(ak), and

WHEREAS the City caused a letter and Part 1 of a Short Environmental Assessment
Form (SEAF) to be sent to other potentially “Interested” and “Involved Agencies” (as this term is
defined in the SEQRA Regulations found at 6 NYCRR Part 617), indicating the City’s desire to
serve as the “Lead Agency” (as this quoted term is defined in the SEQRA Regulations) and to
complete a coordinated review of the Project (in accordance with 6 NYCRR Part 617.6 (b)), and

WHEREAS a minimum of 30 calendar days were provided, and each of the potentially
Interested and Involved Agencies has agreed to, or raised no objections to, the City Council
serving as Lead Agency for the Project, and

WHEREAS pursuant to the SEQRA Regulations, the City Council has considered the
significance of the potential environmental impacts of the Project by (a) using the criteria
specified in Section 617.7 of the SEQRA Regulations, and (b) examining the SEAF for the
Project, including the facts and conclusions in Parts 1, 2 and 3 of the SEAF, together with other
available supporting information, including an Asbestos Survey Report (Barton & Loguidice,
D.P.C. (B&L) 2017), Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (B&L, 2017), and a Threatened
and Endangered Species Habitat Assessment (B&L, 2017), to identify the relevant areas of
environmental concern,




Resolution No. 3 May 15, 2017

NAY

YEA
RESOLUTION
Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.
Page 2 of 2 Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.
Finding that the Proposed Western Boulevard Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.

Construction Project is an Unlisted Action and Council Member WALCZYK, Mark C.

Will Not Have a Significant Adverse Impact on the
Environment Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council hereby establishes itself as
Lead Agency for the Project, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that based upon an examination of the SEAF and other
supporting information, and considering both the magnitude and importance of each relevant area
of environmental concern, and based further upon the City’s knowledge of the area surrounding
the Project, and such further investigation of the Project and its potential environmental impacts
as the City has deemed appropriate, the City Council makes the following findings and
determinations:

1. The Project is accurately described in the SEAF, and
The Project constitutes an “Unlisted Action” (as the quoted term is defined in the
SEQRA Regulations), and

3. No significant adverse environmental impacts are noted in the SEAF for the
Project and none are known to the City Council, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council hereby determines that the Project
will not have a significant adverse environmental impact, and will not require the preparation of
a Draft Environmental Impact Statement with respect to the Project, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that as a consequence of such findings and declaration,
and in compliance with the requirements of SEQRA, the City Council, as Lead Agency, hereby
directs Justin Wood P.E., City Engineer, to sign the SEAF Part 3 — Determination of Significance
indicating that a Negative Declaration has been issued for the Project, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council, together with the City’s Attorney
and B&L, are hereby authorized to take all actions, serve all notices and complete and execute all
documents required to give full force and effect to this determination, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Resolution shall take effect immediately.

Seconded by




Agency Use Only [If applicable]

Project:

Date:

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Impact Assessment

Part 2 is to be completed by the Lead Agency.

Answer all of the following questions in Part 2 using the information contained in Part 1 and other materials submitted by
the project sponsor or otherwise available to the reviewer. When answering the questions the reviewer should be guided by
the concept “Have my responses been reasonable considering the scale and context of the proposed action?”

No, or Moderate

small to large
impact impact
may may
occur occur

1. Will the proposed action create a material conflict with an adopted land use plan or zoning
regulations?

[\%)

Will the proposed action result in a change in the use or intensity of use of land?

(93]

Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of the existing community?

4.  Will the proposed action have an impact on the environmental characteristics that caused the
establishment of a Critical Environmental Area (CEA)?

Will the proposed action result in an adverse change in the existing level of traffic or
affect existing infrastructure for mass transit, biking or walkway?

1%

6. Will the proposed action cause an increase in the use of energy and it fails to incorporate
reasonably available energy conservation or renewable energy opportunities?

7. Will the proposed action impact existing:
a. public / private water supplies?

b. public / private wastewater treatment utilities?

8. Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of important historic, archaeological,
architectural or aesthetic resources?

9. Will the proposed action result in an adverse change to natural resources (e.g., wetlands,
waterbodies, groundwater, air quality, flora and fauna)?

10. Will the proposed action result in an increase in the potential for erosion, flooding or drainage
problems?

11. Will the proposed action create a hazard to environmental resources or human health?

OO 0UoodooOod
U O O OO0 00 O/d|mE

PRINT FORM Page 1 of 2




Agency Use Only [If applicable]

Project:

Date:

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 3 Determination of Significance

For every question in Part 2 that was answered “moderate to large impact may occur”, or if there is a need to explain why a
particular element of the proposed action may or will not result in a significant adverse environmental impact, please
complete Part 3. Part 3 should, in sufficient detail, identify the impact, including any measures or design elements that
have been included by the project sponsor to avoid or reduce impacts. Part 3 should also explain how the lead agency
determined that the impact may or will not be significant. Each potential impact should be assessed considering its setting,
probability of occurring, duration, irreversibility, geographic scope and magnitude. Also consider the potential for short-
term, long-term and cumulative impacts.

The proposed project consists of the construction of a new connector road from the Western Boulevard entrance
road into Stateway Plaza to the intersection of Gaffney Drive and Commerce Park Drive. The proposed
improvements include full depth reconstruction for the installation of a new asphalt pavement structure, curbing,
drainage improvements, sidewalks/pedestrian infrastructure, bicycle infrastructure, street lighting, rain gardens and
appropriate shrub and tree plantings.

The project will improve the access and the safety of the existing Western Boulevard travel corridor. This may resuilt
in increases in traffic volumes due to a safer, more efficient and formalized travel route. The improved roadway will
be built to service the anticipated traffic levels. The goal of the project is to improve access and traffic to the
businesses and provide a safer travel route. The project will not result in any adverse environmental impacts.

D Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation,
that the proposed action may result in one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts and an
environmental impact statement is required.

Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation,
that the proposed action will not result in any significant adverse environmental impacts.

City of Watertown
Name of Lead Agency Date
Joseph Butler Mayor
Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Tifle of Responsible Officer
I - S
Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signa'gfj% of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer)

PRINT FORM Page 2 of 2




CITY OF WATERTOWN
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
MEMORANDUM

DATE: 08 May 2017

TO: Sharon Addison, City Manager

FROM: Thomas Maurer, CE 2

SUBJECT: SEQRA Negative Declaration - Western Boulevard

As Lead Agency for the Western Boulevard Project, City Council must consider a
resolution that states the Project will not have a significant adverse impact on the

environment. Council must also complete Parts 2 and 3 of the Short Environmental
Assessment Form.

Ce:
Justin Wood, City Engineer
Elaine Giso



Res Nos. 4, 5,6

May 8, 2017
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Sharon Addison, City Manager
Subject: Change Orders for the Flower Memorial Library HVAC System

Replacement Project

On February 6, 2017, City Council approved several bids for the HVAC
System Replacement at the Flower Memorial Library, for a total bid award of
$1,121,270. Work is continuing on this project.

As detailed in City Engineer Justin L. Wood’s attached report, three
Change Orders have been submitted for a total increase of $41,516.27, bringing the total
of all three contracts to $1,162,786.27.

Attached for Council consideration are the three Resolutions for these
Change Orders as described in Mr. Wood’s report. Funding for this project was approved
on February 6, 2017 through a Bond Ordinance in the amount of $1,200,000. As the
project is still within budget, no additional action is needed to provide funding for these
Change Orders.



CITY OF WATERTOWN
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
MEMORANDUM

DATE: May 5, 2017

TO: Sharon Addison, City Manager

FROM: Justin Wood, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Flower Memorial Library HVAC Project — Change Order 1

The following memorandum summarizes a series of change orders (CO) which have affected
the contract price of the FML HVAC project, and require City Council approval. The CO’s
being presented at this time result in a net increase of $41,516.27 bringing the total contract
amount to $1,162,786.27 from $1,121,270.00 (an increase of 3.7%). These changes cover a
time period from the start of construction in early March to May 2017, during which an
immense amount of work was completed including demolition work on all three floors, and
installation of a majority of the new mechanical system.

A summary of the changes affecting each contract are as follows:

General Contract — Continental Construction Original Contract = $335.770.00
GC-001 Net Increase $14,909.70 Current Contract = $350,679.70

- Work includes a $958.00 credit for Value Engineering, and add’s for asbestos
abatement related to relocated duct work penetrations and pipe supports, and
reinforcement of the concrete floor slabs at ductwork penetrations due to the poor
condition of the slab.

Mechanical Contract — Lawman Heating and Cooling Original Contract = $549.000.00
MC-001 Net Increase $17,871.57 Current Contract = $566,871.57

- Work includes a $3,330.00 credit for Value Engineering, and add’s for replacement of
a poor condition cast iron sewer line exposed when the ceiling grid was removed,
relocation of domestic hot water piping and electrical conduits due to a conflict with
duct work, and utilization of heavier duty floor grills.

Electrical Contract —J & R Electric, Inc. Original Contract = $236.500.00
EC-001 Net Increase $8,735.00 Current Contract = $245,235.00

- Work includes a $824.00 credit for Value Engineering, and add’s for additional
electrical work necessary to replace an existing electric heater in the entrance vestibule
which recently failed, modify how new lights above the reception desk are installed to
minimize extensive asbestos abatement costs, relocate unforeseen electrical conduits
and wiring in the concrete floor slab which were discovered during floor penetrations.

cc: Amy Pastuf, Purchasing Manager
Yvonne Reff, Library Director
Jim Mills, City Comptroller



Resolution No. 4 May 15, 2017
YEA

NAY

RESOLUTION

Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.

Page 1 of 1
Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.

Approving Change Order No. 1 for
Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.

Flower Memorial Library HVAC System

Replacement Project, General Contract, Council Member WALCZYK. Mark C.

Continental Construction, LLC
Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.

Introduced by

WHEREAS on February 6, 2017, the City Council of the City of Watertown
approved the General Contract Agreement with Continental Construction, LLC, in the amount of
$335,770 for the general contract work for the Flower Memorial Library HVAC System
Replacement Project, and

WHEREAS Continental Construction, LLC, has now submitted Change Order
No. 1 for a credit of $958 for Value Engineering and add’s for asbestos abatement related to
relocated duct work penetrations and pipe supports in the amount of $14,909.70,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of
Watertown approves Change Order No. 1, a copy of which is attached and made part of this
Resolution, to the General Contract Agreement with Continental Construction, LLC, in the
amount of $14,909.70, bringing the total contract amount to $350,679.70, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that City Manager Sharon Addison is hereby

authorized and directed to execute the Change Order No. 1 document on behalf of the City of
Watertown.

Seconded by




AIA Document G701 - 2001

Change Order

PROJECT (Name and address). CHANGE ORDER NUMBER: 001 OWNER: B

Flower Memorial Library HVAC Reno DATE: 2017.05-05 .

229 Washington Strect ’ ARCHITECT: DJ
Watertown, NY 13601 ‘ CONTRACTOR:
TO CONTRACTOR (Nume and address): ARCHITECT'S PROJECT NUMBER: 2016-090 FIELD: @
Continental Construction, LLC CONTRACT DATE: 02/09/2017 )
PO Box 358 CONTRACT FOR: General Construciion OTHER []

2125 St Hwy 812
Ciouverneur, NY 13642

THE CONTRACT 18 CHANGED AS FOLLOWS:

{inchude, where applicable, any undisputed amouny astvibueable 1o previowsly executed Construction Change Directivesh
ADD $6,325.00 per proposal dated 0427/17:

~(2) penetrations through ashestos containing plaster on the Second Floor,

~Removal of approximately 2'%2' of asbestos containing sheer rock in Basement electrical room.
-Hanging of (2) unistruts into ashestos containing sheet rock as laid out by electrical contractor.

ADD $9,542.70 per proposal dated 05/04/17:
-Provide additional steel reinforcing at (8) penetration locations through the first floor slab,
-Provide additional steel reinforcing at {2) penetration locations through the second floor slab,

CREDIT $938.00 per proposal dated 0307/17:
~Delete HUM-2 Roof peaetration.

The original Contract Sum was 335.770.00

The net change by previously authorized Change Orders 0.00
The Contract Sum prior to this Change Order was 70.00

The Contract Sum will be increased by this Change Order in the amouont of
The new Contract Sum including this Change Order will be

Y 4% 4 Y O

350,679.70

The Contract Time will be unchanged by Zero (0) days.

The date of Substantial Completion as of the date of this Change Order therefore is

KOTE: This Change Order does not include changes in the Contract Sum, Contract Time or Guaranteed Maxinuni Price which have
been authorized by Construction Change Divective until the cost and time have been agreed upon by both the Owner and
Contractor, in which case a Change Order is executed to supersede the Construction Change Directive,

NOT VALID UNTIL SIGNED BY THE ARCHITECT, CONTRACTOR AND OWHRER.

Aubertine and Currier Architects, Continental Construction, LLC City of Watertown
Engineers & Land Survevors, PLLC
ARCHITECY (Firm name) CONTRACTOR (Firm name) OWHNER (Firm nome)
522 Bradley Street, Watertown, NY PO Box 358, 2125 St Hwy 812, 245 Washington St. Watertown, NY 13601
13601~ o Gouverneur, NY 13642
ADDRESS . N ADDRESS ADDRESS

%5 } f’l L
BY-7Signature) BY (Signanwrel BY Signature)
Patrick J. Currier Sr. Jake Schiszler Justhin Wood
{Typed namej g ; Typed name) {Tvped name}

sls] )

DATE : / DATE DATE

AlA Documert G701™ - 2001, Copyright €@ 1879, 1887, 2000 and 2001 by The American Institule of Architects. All rights reserved. WARNING: This Alp®
Ducument s f by LS. Copyright Law and indernetional Trosties. Unsuiborized reproduction or distribution of this 447 Dotument, of any
portion of i, may resul o sewere oivil aod oriming! penelties, and witl by pi ety the frars snieny possible under the low. This document was
produced by AlA software at 12:57:00 on 05M8/2017 under Order N0 9140794203 _1 which expires on 12/08/2017, and is not for resale.

User Notes: (1002473029




CITY OF WATERTOWN
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
MEMORANDUM

DATE: May 5, 2017

TO: Sharon Addison, City Manager

FROM: Justin Wood, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Flower Memorial Library HVAC Project — Change Order 1

The following memorandum summarizes a series of change orders (CO) which have affected
the contract price of the FML HVAC project, and require City Council approval. The CO’s
being presented at this time result in a net increase of $41,516.27 bringing the total contract
amount to $1,162,786.27 from $1,121,270.00 (an increase of 3.7%). These changes cover a
time period from the start of construction in early March to May 2017, during which an
immense amount of work was completed including demolition work on all three floors, and
installation of a majority of the new mechanical system.

A summary of the changes affecting each contract are as follows:

General Contract — Continental Construction Original Contract = $335,770.00
GC-001 Net Increase $14,909.70 Current Contract = $350,679.70

- Work includes a $958.00 credit for Value Engineering, and add’s for asbestos
abatement related to relocated duct work penetrations and pipe supports, and
reinforcement of the concrete floor slabs at ductwork penetrations due to the poor
condition of the slab.

Mechanical Contract — Lawman Heating and Cooling Original Contract = $549.000.00
MC-001 Net Increase $17,871.57 Current Contract = $566,871.57

- Work includes a $3,330.00 credit for Value Engineering, and add’s for replacement of
a poor condition cast iron sewer line exposed when the ceiling grid was removed,
relocation of domestic hot water piping and electrical conduits due to a conflict with
duct work, and utilization of heavier duty floor grills.

Electrical Contract —J & R Electric. Inc. Original Contract = $236.500.00
EC-001 Net Increase $8,735.00 Current Contract = $245,235.00

- Work includes a $824.00 credit for Value Engineering, and add’s for additional
electrical work necessary to replace an existing electric heater in the entrance vestibule
which recently failed, modify how new lights above the reception desk are installed to
minimize extensive asbestos abatement costs, relocate unforeseen electrical conduits
and wiring in the concrete floor slab which were discovered during floor penetrations.

cc: Amy Pastuf, Purchasing Manager
Yvonne Reff, Library Director
Jim Mills, City Comptroller



AIA Document G701" - 2001

Change Order

PROJECT (Name and address): CHANGE ORDER NUMBER: 001 OWNER:
Flower Memosal Library HVAC Re § 201705805 . K
229 Washingion Street  HVAC Reno PATE: 2017020 ARCHITECT:
Watertown, NY 13661 CONTRACTOR:
TO CONTRACTOR (Nume and address):  ARCHITECT'S PROJECT NUMBER: 2016-090 FIELD:
Continental Construction, LLC CONTRACT DATE: 02/09/2017

PO Box 358 CONTRACT FOR: Genera! Construction OTHER: L]

2125 8t Hwy 812
Gouverneur, NY 13642

THE CONTRACT I8 CHANGED AS FOLLOWS:
{include, where applicable, any andispuied amount aitriburable o previously execued Construction Change Divectives)
ADD $6,325.00 perproposal dated 04/27/17:

{2} penetrations through asbestos containing plaster on the Second Floor.

~Removal of approximately 2'%2' of ashestos containing sheef rock 1n Basement electrical room.

~Hanging of (2} unistruts into asbestos containing shoet rock as Taid out by electrical contractor.

ADD $9,542.70 per proposal dated 05/04/17:
~Provide addidonal steel reinforcing at (8) penetration lecations through the first floor slab.
-Provide additional steel reinforcing at (2) pencivation Tocations through the second floor slab,

CREDIT 5958.00 per proposal dated 03/07/17:
-Drelete HUM-2 Roof penetration.

The origival Contract Sum was

The net change by previously authorized Change Orders

The Coniract Sum prior to this Change Order was

The Contract Sum will be increased by this Change Order in the amount of
The new Contract Sum including this Change Order will be

350.679.70

APy LAY By A Y

The Contract Time will be unchanged by Zero () days.
The date of Substantial Completion as of the date of this Change Order therefore is

NOTE: This Change Order does not include changes in the Contract Sum, Contract Time or Guaranteed Maximum Price which have
been suthorized by Construction Change Directive until the cost and thine have been agreed upon by both the Owner and

Contractor, in which case a-Change Order is excouted to supersede the Construction Change Directive.

NOT VALID UNTIL SIGNED BY THE ARCHITECT, CONTRACTOR AND OWNER.

Aubertine and Currier Architects, Continental Construction, LLC City of Watertown
Engineers & Land Surveyors, PLLC
ARCHITECT (Firm name} CONTRACTOR (Firm name) OWNER (Firm name)
322 Bradley Sireet, \ygtem}wn, NY PO Box 358, 2125 St Hwy 812, 245 Washington St Watertown, NY 13601
136061 < Gouverneur, NY 13642
ADDRESS | ADDRESS ADDRESS

N ek

i fé? »«*““:t H r’igﬁ - " al
BY iSignature) BY (Sionawre) BY (Signonne}
Patrick J. Currier Sr, Jake Schivzler Justin Wood
(Typed name) ;3 - {Typed name) (Tvped name)

giejt }

DATE L A DATE DATE

AA Document G701™ « 2001, Copyright © 1979, 1987, 2000 and 2007 by The American inslitule of Architects, Al rights reserved. WARNING: This AlAY
Docwment is profecied by U8, Copyright Law and International Treaties. Unauthorized reproduction or distribution of this AIAY Dooument, or any
portion of B, may result in severe chil snd crmina! peasities. and will be prosecuted 1o the maximum extent possible under the Jaw, This document was
produced by AlA software 3t 125700 on GS0S/2017 under Order No. 8140794203 _1 which sxpires on 12/06/2017, and Iz not for resate.

User Notes: {1902473029)

1



ocument G709" - 2001

Work Changes Proposal Request

PROJECT (Nume und eddressh: PROPOSAL REQUEST NUMBER: 001
Flower Memorial Library HVAC

Reno

229 Washingion Sireet DATE OF IBBUANCE: (272872017
Watertown, NY 1360]

QWNER (Nare and addressi CONTRACT FOR: General Construction
City of Watertown

248 Washingion St CONTRACT DATE:

Watertown, NY 13601

FROM ARCHITECT (Nawme gud ARCHITECT'S PROJECT NURBER:
addressh 2016-000

Aubertine and Cuorrier Architects,
Enginesrs & Land Surveyors, PLLC
522 Bradley Street

Watertown, NY 13601

TO CONTRACTOR (Wame and
addressh

Continental Constroction, LLC
PO Box A58

2125 8t Hwy 812

Gouvernow, NY 13642

OWNER: [
ARCHITECT: X
CONSULTANT:[]
CONTRACTOR: [¥]
FIELD: (X

OTHER: [}

Please subunit an itemized proposal for changes in the Contract Sum and Contract Time for proposed modifications o
the Contract Docuents described herein, Within Three (3) days, the Comtractor must submit this proposal or notify

the Architect, i writing, of the date on which proposal submission is anticipated.

THIS IS NOT A CHANGE ORDER, A CONSTRUCTION CHANGE DIRECTIVE OR A DIRECTION TO PROCEED WITH THE

WORK DESCRIBED IN THE PROROSED MODIFICATIONS.

DESCRIPTION (Tnsert a wriiten descriprion of the Workh

DELETE all roof penetmtions and patching associated with HUM-2. Mechanical Contractor to install HUM-2 in
basement mechanical roon (001}, See attached RET 001 Humidifier Value Engineering for equipment details.

ATTACHMENTS (Lisr aticohod documenss that support deseriprion):
RF! 001 Humidifier Value Engineerin
REQUES?@D B‘r’ THE ﬁi’«‘i”ﬁ!’(&c}"

{i / P W gw w»w«»w

Pawrick I Currier Sr.. Registered Arcluiect, Partner

(S zgm.x wiel {Printed name and title)
AIA Dooumend GTEB™ - 2001, Lopyight & 1993 and 2007 by The Amenicen lnslitute of Architects. All n{zms reserved, WARMIRG: This AlA% iﬁ‘awmért is
peotanted by LB Copynght Law aad itamstions! Treatins. ¢ et repetadisction oy ik v of thds AIAR Dogument. o1 oy portion of i
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CITY OF WATERTOWN, NEW YORK

FLOWER MEMORIAL LIBRARY HVAC RENOVATION
REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

**Send RFI to Brian Krueger, Clerk of the Works, by email, fax,
or mail.
Phone: {315) 782-2005 Fax: {315) 782~1472
Email: bmkBaubertinecurrier.com

Contact Name: Andy Liendecker RFI #: |00t
Contractor: {awman Heating & Cooling, Inc. Date: [02/17/2017
Address: Phone: }315-646-2919
206 Ambrose Street Fax: 315-646-2920
Sackets Harbor, NY 13685 Email: |Andy@Lawmanhc.com
Specification No.:238415 Page No.:
Plan Sheet No.: Detail:

REQUEST: yye are proposing as a Value Engineering item that the Humidifiers be changed to an
electrode type and that HUM-2 be relocated from the roof {0 the basement. Please
see altached supporting documentation,

- Cut Sheels
- proposal letter

eley-1c) oclution (if applicable): . ,
Eroposed Seolutd £ icable) : poview and advise of how you would

like to proceed.

By 1 Andrew Liendecker Signature: iy Libnshiodbi
RESPONSE:
By: ‘ Signature:

After reviewing the response, does the contractor anticipate:
That a change order will be required? K Yes {INo
That there will be an increase in the cost of the project? {1Yes X No



PROPOSAL

CONTINENTAL CONSTRUCTION, LLC.
P.O. BOX 358, 2125 STATE HIGHWAY 812
GOUVERNEUR, NY, 13642

PHONE: (315) 287-3622

FAX: (315) 287-4007

522 Bradley Street

Proposal Submitted to: Phone: Fax: Date:
Aubertine & Currier 782-2005 782-1427 3717
Street: Project Name:

Flower Memorial Library

City, State, & Zip Code:

Project Location:

Watertown, NY 13601 Watertown
Attention: CC Project No.:
Brian Krueger 17004

We propose to furnish labor, materials, equipment, and our standard insurance {o:

Provide a credit to delete HUM -2 roof penetration in accordance with PR-1.

Labor $325
Material $121
Subcontract  $512
Total $958

sum of:

We propose to furnish material and labor - complete in accordance with the specifications for the approximate

$ 958.00 $Nine hundred fifty eight dollars and zero cents

Invoiced monthly with payment to be Net 30 days based upon work completed and materials stored on-site.

Respectfully submitted,
Continental Construction, LLC

s

/
I Sl

Yal
K,Kfacob Schiszler, Project Manager

Note: This proposal may be withdrawn by us if not
accepted within 15 days from the date shown above.

Al materials are guarantead to be as specified. Al work 1o be completed in & workmarn ke
manner according to stendard practices. Any alteralion or deviation from specificafions
nvolving extra cost wilt be executed only upon written orders and will become an extra
charge over and above the amount quoted hersin. All agreements contingsnt upon strikes,
accidanis, or Uelays beyond our contead. Owner o carry fire, tornado, and other necessary
insurance. Qur workers are fully sovered by workmen's compensation insurance.
Acceptance of Proposal -~ The above prices, specifications, and condifions are
satisfactory and are hereby accepled.  You are authorized o do the work as specified.
Payment will be made inaccordance with the terms above.

Authorized
Signature

Date of Acceptance;




Jacob Schiszler

From: ddesormeaux@riversideiw.com
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 10:55 AM
To: "Jacob Schiszler'

Subject: Flower Memorial Library

Per your request to deduct Humnidifier Roof Supports, we offer a credit of $121.00, no tex included.
Supports located between Columns D& Fand 1 & 2.
Please advise as to how we are to proceed.

David Desormeaux
Sales and Estimating

26 Water Streef
Gouverneur, NY 13642

Phone: 315-535-4864
Fax: 315-535-4936

hitp/fwww.riversideiw com

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.ayg.com
Version: 2016.0.7998 / Virus Database: 4756/14048 - Release Date: 03/02/17



44 County Route 9, Gouverneur, New York 13642 Phone (315) 287-3665, Fax (315) 287-3672

www.rsiroofing.com

Muarch 3, 2017

Continental Construction

PO Box 358

2125 Stote Highway 812
Gouverneur, New York 13642

Attn: Jacob Schiszler

Ref: Flower Memorial Library
Request for Change Order

info@rsiroofing.com

As requested we are providing the following pricing to delete flashing of 1 each roof curb (humidifier).

Please contact our office with any questions or concerns.

Sincerely, .-

-~

Labor 5335.00
Material $177.00

Total Credit 5 512.00

o

A 'y /(
C m ‘ / ,/ 1 - f
/ rpd Al it

Randy Bushaw
Vice-President

RB: kib

8 SECTION7 CONTRACTOR

©

NATIONAL
BOOFING
CONTRACTORS
ASSOCIATION



Work Changes Proposal Request

PROJECT (Name and address): PROPOSAL REQUEST KUMBER: 006
Flower Memorial Libyary HVAC

Reno

229 Washington Street DAYE OF 1SSUANCE: 2017-04-04
Watertown, NY 13601

OWNER /Name ond addressh: CONTRACT FOR: General Construction
City of Watertown

245 Washingion 5t CONTRACT DATE:

Waertown, NY 13601

FROM ARCHITECT Wame and ARCHITECT'S PROJECT NUMBER:
address): 2016-090

Aubertine and Currier Architects,
Engineers & Land Surveyors, PLLC
322 Bradley Street

Watertown, NY 13601

TO CONTRACTOR Name und
address):

Continental Construction, LLC
PO Box 338

2125 St Hwy 812

Gouverneur, NY 13642

A Document G709" - 2001

OWNER: []
ARCHITECT: [
CONSULTANT: [ ]
CONTRACTOR: [
FELD: ]

OTHER []

Pleasc submit an itemized proposal for changes in the Contract Sum and Contract Thne for propaesed modifications o
the Contract Documents described herein, Within Twao (2) days, the Contractor must submit this proposal or notify the

Architect, in writing, of the date on which proposal submission is anticipated.

THIS I8 NOT A CHANGE ORDER, A CONSTRUCTION CHANGE DIRECTIVE OR A DIRECTION TO PROCEED WITH THE

WORK DESCRIBED IN THE PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS,

DESCRIPTION (Insert a written description of the Work),

Provide pricing for the abatement of (2) penetrations required at Second Floor wall in room Pagsage 201 as indicated
in detail 2/A503., The sum of the {2} penetrations is approximately 5 sf of disturbance, coordinate size of penetrations

with Mechanical contractor,

ATTACHMENTS (List anached doctiments that support description).

Brian Krucger, Senior Architectural Project Manager

Eignature) j;/" (Printed name and title)

ALA Document G708 — 2004, Copyright © 1383 and 2001 by The American institte of A:ch:ie.ms A ﬁghts reserved, WARNING: This &1A% Document is

protected by U8, Copyright Law and Intermational Treatlos. Unauthorized reprod fribution of this AIA® Document, or any pertion of &, ousy
result i seviere civit and criming penalties, and wit be prosesuted ¢ the maximum {:xmm ;xsssm o under the frw. This docurend was proguced by AJA
soltwans gl 153738 on 04042017 under Crder No. 81407842031 which explires on 12062017, and is nol for resate.

{iser Notes:

(861827768)



Jacob Schiszler
TR

s s
From: - Brian Krueger <bmk@aubertinecurrier.com>
Sent: : Monday, April 24, 2017 9:42 AM
To: lacob Schiszler
Subject: FML Asbestos
Joke,

On the FRP for the ashestos penetrations for the second floor, could we have them adjust the prices to include an
additional location where a 24”x24" removal of sheet rock and hanging of an electrical panel to existing rock.

This is in the basement where the new electrical panel is going. Abatement team will remove sheetrock and EC will core
drili the holes as needed in that space.

Let me know if you have questions.
Thanks,
BK

rian Krueger | Architectural Senior Project Manager
YS WBE/DBE Certified | SBA Woman Owned Small Business (WOSB)

ubertine and Currier Archifects, Engineers, and Land Surveycrs PLLC
242 Bradiey Street | Watertown, NY 13601 ¢ 3
ffice: (318) 782~ 2095 Fax: (315) 782~ 1472




PROPOSAL

CONTINENTAL CONSTRUCTION, LLC.
P.O. BOX 358, 2125 STATE HIGHWAY 812
GOUVERNEUR, NY, 13642

PHONE: (315) 287-3622

FAX: (315) 287-4007

Proposal Submitted to:
Aubertine & Currier

Date:

4727117

Phone: Fax:

782-2005

Street:

522 Bradley Street

Project Name:
Flower Memorial Library

City, State, & Zip Code:

Project Location:

Watertown, NY 13601 Watertown
Attention: CC Project Ro.:
Pat Currier 17004

We propose to furnish fabor, materials, equipment, and our standard insurance fo:

Complete all work associated with Proposal Request 006 and email dated 4/24/17from Brian Krueger.

Subcontract $5,750
QH&P 10% $575
Total $6,325

sum of;

We propose 1o furnish material and labor - complete in accordance with the specifications for the approximate

$6,325.00%Six thousand three hundred twenty five dollars and zerc cents)

Invoiced monthly with pavment to be Net 30 days based upon work completed and materials stored on-site.

Respectfully submitted,
Continental Construction, LLC¢

g

/'v 7 L j' &

Al materiais are guarantsad to be as specified. Al work to be completad in-a workman fike
manner according to standard practices  Any sileration or deviation from specifications
involving exira cost will be executed only upan writlen orders and will become an extra
charge over and above the amourt quoted herein. All agreements contingent upon strikes,

e L, accidents, or delays beyond our control. Owner to-carry fire, tornado, and other necessary
f'{f{ y . v insurance. Qur workers are fully tovered by workmen's compensation insurance.
ey /f’j’/{ 7 / Acceptance of Propesal -- The shove prices, specifications, esnd condtions are
L T N satisfaclory and are horeby gccepted. You are sulhorized to do the work as specified
y :{' Jacob Schigziér P roject Manager Payment will bu made inaccordance with the terms above.
&
< N . B Authorized
Note: This proposal may be withdrawn by ug if not | signature
accepted within 15 days from the date shown above, Date of Acseptance;




Jacob Schiszler

From: Thomas Bronson <bronzecontractinglic®yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 8:29 PM

To: Jacob Schiszler

Subject: Re: FML Asbestos

$5750 to remobilize build the two minor tents come back to tear tents down and demobe.

THANK YOU!!

NYS Certified WBE (PENDING)
Thomas Bronson

Vice President

Phone: 315-806-5084

Fax: 315-896-5092

Cell: 315-368-7353

"Honesty & Integrity Backed By Competitive Pricing”

Mailing Address: 9106 PLANK RD Remsen, NY 13438
www,BRONZEContracting.com

__ Honesty & Infegrity Backed By Competitive Pricing

On Tuesday, April 25, 2017 9:49 AM, Jacob Schiszler <ischiszler@continentalconstructionlic com> wrote:

Yes.

Jacob Schiszler
Project Manager

Continental Construction LLC
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Document G709 - 2001

Work Changes Proposal Request

PROJECT (Namre and addressj: PROPOSAL REQUEST NUMBER: 009 OWNER: [
I};i::zer Memorial Library HVAC ARCHITECT: [
229 Washington Street DATE OF ISSUANCE; 2017-05-01 CONSULTANT: [}
Watertown, NY 13601 CONTRACTOR: [
OWNER (Name and address): CONTRACT FOR: General Construction FiEw:
City of Watertown OTHER: []
245 Washington St CONTRACT DATE: 201 7-02-09 R
Watertown, NY 13601

FROM ARCHITECY Name and ARCHITECT’S PROJECT NUMBER:

addresshs 2016-090

Auvbertine and Currier Archifects,
Engineers & Land Surveyors, PLLC
522 Bradley Street

Watertown, NY 13603

TO CONTRACTOR (Vame and
address):

Continental Construction, LLC
PO Box 358

2125 St Hwy 812

Gouverneur, MY 13642

Please submit an itemized proposal for changes in the Contract Sum and Contract Time for proposed modifications to
the Contract Documents deseribad herein, Within Three (3) days, the Contractor must subinit this proposal or notify
the Architect, in writing, of the date on which proposal submission is anticipated.

THIS 18 NOT A CHANGE ORDER, A CONSTRUCTION CHANGE DIRECTIVE OR A DIRECTION TO PROCEED WITH THE
WORK DESCRIBED IN THE PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS,

DESCRIPTION (Insert a wrinten description of the Work).
Provide cost to complete work indicated in Supplemental Drawings 9 through 13 (attached).
ATTACHRENTS (List attached documents that suppori description).

SD-9 Slab Support Details

SD-10 Slab Suppert Details
SD-11 Slab Support Details
SI3-12 Siab Support Detaily
SD-13 Siab Suppori Details

REQUESTED BY THE ARCHITECT:

P
oy age

Bran Krueger Senior Architectural Project Munage
(Signaturel (Printed name and fitle}

AlA Document G708 ™ ~ 2001, Copyright € 1893 and 2G0T by The American insblule of Archilects, All rights reserved. WARMING: This AJAT Document is
protected by VS, Copyright Low andd Iy innal Vreshies. Unauthonzed mps o or distibution of this A87 1 €, o ary postion of it mey 4
repidl 16 sovere oivl and orimingt pensliles, and will be prusecuted to the Seum pxdent ibsle uneder Har bee. This document was produsstd by Ala
software at 19041 o0 DSAOVA0TY under Crder NS T4OTS4203 1 which ewplres on 1206/2017. and & nof for resale

User Notes: {BOSO61 2388




THICKENED SLAB AT COLUMN *\ /—- THICKENED SLAB AT COLUMN

1 DOUBLE LBxBx". WELD TOPS AND 7
BOTTOMS TOGETHER WiTH 2" LONG
WELD EVERY 127

— "0 HOLES WiTH §%¢ "HILT" HIT-Z
ANCHOR RODS WITH "HILY" HIT=HY
200 ADHESIVE. EMBED 587 INTD
EXISTING SLAB

w>~.._jr.gr’)p
3?2
<IE GhiiG
N
NOTE: \EXIST!NG CONCRETE WALL
THIS DETAIL OCCURS IN THE TWO-WAY SLAB ALONG
THE SOUTH WALL BELOW THE GENECLOGY ROOM.
PARTIAL 1st FLOOR
FRAMING PLAN
F =
. 22 Bradley S
e DS SLAB SUPPORT DETAILS Walariowm,New Yo 1980
Phone: {315)782.2005
: FLOWER MEMORIAL LIBRARY Fax; @15)762:1472
e | BUILDING HVAC REPL. SYSTEM | et amrmmiee ||
WASHINGTON STREET ot [ S
| CITY OF WATERTOWN D e, B
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| —"EXISTING CONCRETE BEAM

H'8 HOLES

ANCHOR RODS WiTH "HLT"

- DOUBLE 16x6x)". WELD TOPS AND
BOTTOMS TOGETHER WITH 2" LONG
WELD EVERY 127,

WITH "¢ HILTE HIT-2
HiT~HY

fmm, enameEns | |
& LAND SURVEYORS, .
| B

34x24 200 ADHESIVE, EMBED 38" INTO
OPENING §" EXISTING SLAB
NOTE:
THIS DETAIL OCCURS IN THE TWO-WAY SLAR
ALONG THE WEST WALL NEAR THE ELEVATOR,
PARTIAL 1st FLOOR
FRAMING PLAN
P e THICKENED SLAB AT COLUMN
: 522 Bradley S
o SLAB SUPPORT DETAILS Watortoom, N Yone 13601
Phone: (315)782-2004
" FLOWER MEMORIAL LIBRARY Fax: (315)762-1472
e | BUILDING HVACREPL SYSTEM | i s
WASHINGTON STREET s o L o
1 CITY OF WATERTOWN i e S e
| JEFFERSON COUNTY, NEW YORK | "esmgomspmmstome
MBERTHE and CURRER ARCHITECTS, ENGINEERS & LAND SURVIEYORS, PULE




78"

EXISTING BEAM

EXISTING BEAM

NOTES:

i

C

WELDED TO STEEL
BEAM WiTH $"x6"
FILLET WELD BOTH
SIDES

REMOVE & PATCH FIREPRODFING
AS REQUIRED TO FASTEN NEW
ANGLES TO EXISTING BEAM
(TYPICAL (3) LOCATIONS)

COPE STEEL ANGLES AT TOP
ELANGE OF EXISTING STFEL
BEAMS AS NECESSARY, WELD T0
CLIP ANGLES WITH " FILLET
WELD AlL ARODUND.

NOTE:
THIS BETAL OCCURS IN THE SOUTHEASY
CORNER OF THE BUILDING

PARTIAL 2ND FLOOR
FRAMING PLAN

1. REMOVE & PAICH FIREPROOFING AS
REQUIRED TO FASTEN NEW ANGLES
T0 EXISTING BEAM (TYPICAL (3)
LOCATIONS)

2. COPE STEEL ANGLES AT TOP FLANGE
OF EXISTING STEEL BEAMS AS
NECESSARY. WELD 7O CLIP ANGLES

WITH " FILLET WELD ALL AROUND.

NOTE:

THIS DETAIL DCCURS APPROXIMATELY 8
FEET SOUTH OF THE ELEVATOR SHAFT
ALONG THE WEST WALL

J J ; 7-8"% .
7 <
= o &)
3 g g
. 2 g 5 'k
= > i 3 %3 §dT
z “ "] LoNG cUP ANGLE
& 3 %3 " e WELDED TO STEEL
LONG CUP ANGLE BEAM WITH {"x6”
///' WELDED TO STEEL L ; FILLET WELD BOTH
| BEAM WITH I'x6” = SIDES
FILLET WELD BOTH
| SIDES
e 2| |7
z 34x24 x&1 s
211 e 25| |7
—d
‘ , EXISTING BEAM
T 3 I3 I \ oz IR En s
LONG CLIP ANG 3 443 g7
¢ LE NOTES: LONG €LIP ANGLE

WELDED TO STEEL
BEAM WITH §"x5”
FILLET WELD BOTH
SIDES

PARTIAL 2ND FLOOR

FRAMING PLAN

/=10 13 =10"
ISSUE ONTES: SLAB SUPPORT DETAILS et Now Yore 13601
Phone: {318)782-2008
- FLOWER MEMORIAL LIBRARY Fax: (315)782-1472
PROJECTQ, 20190 BU;LD‘NG HVAC REPi“ SYSTEM mmmamwfmmbhh&dmww ‘
WASHINGTON STREET st b ew Yo S s vefion ol oYk St vy |

a CITY OF WATERTOWN e s b ot s .
| JEFFERSON COUNTY, NEW YORK T i Somvevons. FLLe
. ARERINE EROIHERRS & L e gﬂg&% em——




EXISTING BRICK
BEARING WALL

Ix4x6xS” LONG BENT
PLATE. CUT
HORIZONTAL NOTCH 6
INTO BRICK WALL

EXISTING BRICK
BEARING WALL
. v
Pdx6xS” LONG 5 z
BENT PLATE. CuT = o
HORIZONTAL £ 2
NOTCH 68" INTD & 17
BRICK WALL = =
W L33
L] "';\
i
G W ™ B BY .
ZE =3 I3 Iaxe
Eﬁi:‘%’ X LONG CUP ANGLE
- WELDED 1O STEEL
— i BEAM WITH §"x6"
- By FILLET WELD BOTH /\/
A q SIDES
1/8D-10
6'-0"%
——-/\F»- NOTE:

THIS DETAIL OCCURS IN {2)
LOCATIONS ON THE WEST WALL

1

L XISTING STEEL BEAM
WiTH CONCRETE
ENCASEMENT.  NCTCH
QUT CONCRETE FOR
STEEL CUIP ANGLE

3 1x3 <8 LONG

CLIP ANGLE WELDED TO
STEEL BEAM WITH 16"
FILLET WELD BOTH SIDES

SECTION DETAIL

L33 %" FILLET
WELD ALL AROUND
AT BOTH ENDS TO
CLIP ANGLES

Ygr=10"
PARTIAL 1ST FLOOR
FRAMING PLAN
=10
e SLAB SUPPORT DETAILS Watortarn, o var 19801
Phone: (315)782-2005
\ FLOWER MEMORIAL LIBRARY Fax (sps2-1472
| BUILDING HVAC REPL SYSTEM | mememmmeimire e |
WASHINGTON STREET | w i i b, |
CITY OF WATERTOWN S, |

| JEFFERSON COUNTY, NEW YORK

o

| A mm&msﬁm
- | & LAMD SURVEYDRS, PLLU

£ CORYRIGHT -
| e

i
AUBERTINE ond CURRIER ARCHITECTS, ENGIHEERS & LAND SURVEYORS, FLLG




_EXISTING BRICK
/ BEARING WALL
; ,

-

Sofd

Z =
o] &
fan]
(94 ]
& 2
& £
< 4]
(R >
(T8
60" }
NOTE:

l

FASTEN 2'-8" LONG
STEEL ANGLE TO
CONCRETE DECK WITH
(5) 4"¢x4” LONG
THILTT KWK SCREW
ANCHORS 88" 0.

EXISTING BEAM

THIS DETAIL OCCURS IN {4)
LOCATIONS TOTAL, (2) LOCATIONS ON
THE NORTH WALL AND (2) LOCATIONS
ON THE SOUTH WALL

PARTIAL 1ST FLOOR

A FRAMING PLAN

JEFFERSON COUNTY, NEW YORK

i SLAB SUPPORT DETAILS e o Y S
Phone: {315)782-2008
‘ FLOWER MEMORIAL LIBRARY Fax: (31517821472
™ | BUILDING HVACREPL SYSTEM | s cesmomee ||
WASHINGTON STREET e e e ey |
CITY OF WATERTOWN et o s e ot o, S o

¥ signolitts, s e

OM{T :
mmmmmmm‘wmmanwmmc

mmscn, ENGINEERS |
& LAHﬂ SURVEYM PI.LD |




PROPOSAL

CONTINENTAL CONSTRUCTION, LLC.
P.O. BOX 358, 2125 STATE HIGHWAY 812
GOUVERNEUR, NY, 13642

PHONE: (315) 287-3622

FAX: (315) 287-4007

Proposal Submitted to: Phone; Fax: Date:
Aubertine & Currier 782-2005  782-1427 54117
Street: Project Name:

522 Bradley Street Flower Memorial Library

City, State, & Zip Code: Project Location:

Watertown, NY 13601 Watertown

Attention: CC Project No.:

Brian Krueger 17004

We propose to furnish labor, materials, equipment, and our standard insurance {o;

All work associated with work change proposal request 009.

Labor $5,200
Material $3,098
OH&P %15 $1,244.70
Total $9,542.70

sum of.

We propose to furnish material and labor - complete in accordance with the specifications for the approximate

$9,542.70 $Nine thousand five hundred forty two dollars and zero cents

Invoiced monthly with payment to be Net 30 days based upon work completed and materials stored on-site.

Respectfully submitted,
Continental Construction, LLC

>
7 i
|74

Jacgb Schiszler, Project Manager

Note: This proposal may be withdrawn by us if not
accepted within 15 days from the date shown above.

Alt materials are guaranteed to be as specified. All work o be completed in a workman like
manner according lo standard practices. Any afleration or deviation from specifications
involving extra cost will be executed only upon written orders and will becoms an exira
charge over and above the amount quoted hetein, Al agreements contingent upon sirikes,
accidents, or delays beyond our control, Owner to carmy firg, fornado, and other necessary
insurance. Our workers are fully covered by workmen's compensation insurance.
Acceptance of Proposat -- The above prices, specifications, and condifions are
satisfaciory and are hereby accepled. You are authorized to do the work as specified.
Payment will be made inaceordance with the terms above.

Authorized
Signature,

Date of Acceptancs:




P.0O Box 539
8085 State Highway 12
Sherburne, NY 13460

Steel Sales Inc. - WBE / DBE Certified

May 03, 2017
12:48:05PM
Page 10f 2

Phone: 607-674-8363 Fax 607-674-97086
Website: www.SteelSalesinc.com

Quotation No. 503201701

Continental Construction, LLC Ship To
PO Box 358

Gouveneur, NY 13642

Bill To

ATTN:

Continenta! Construction LLC
245 Washington Street
Watertown, NY 13801
Phone: 315.287.3622

Customer P.O. # Flower Memorial HVAC
Contract:

Sales 1: House Account

Terms: 1%10-NET30

Quote Date: 05/03/2017
F.0.B.: Origin
Sales 2: Scoit Masewicz

Pecs Description Width

Due Date: 05/04/2017
Ship Via: Qur Truck

Price UM Extension Tax

1 6 X 6 X 1/2 HOT ROLLED ANGLE
ASTM - A36

1 6 X6 X 1/2 HOT ROLLED ANGLE
ASTM - A36

1 5 X 3 X 3/8 HOT ROLLED ANGLE
ASTM - A26

1 =+ 4 ¥ 3-1/2 X 3/8 HOT ROLLED ANGLE 20'9 182.00 $110.11 E $11011 T
ASTM - A36

3 ** 3412 X 3-1/2 X 5116 HOT ROLLED 20' ¢~ 432.00 $74.92 E 822476 T
ANGLE
ASTM - A36

1 1 QUART PRIMER GRAY PAINT 1.00 $5.74 E $574 T
INDUSTRIAL

50 Screw anc KH 12" x4 0.50 3145 & $72.50 T
HILT) KWIK Screw Anchors

38 Anchor Rod HILTI HiT-Z 5/8° x 8" 0.36 $3.80 E §13680 T

1 Hybrid Adhesive HY 200-R 11.102/330mi 0.05 35099 E $25485 T

1 3/8 HOT ROLLED PLATE 12 24" 30.64 $27.80 E $27.80 7
ASTM - A36

1 Fabrication & Procassing

1 “We appreciate your business, there is no
detivery charge for this order”

Total Weight

$24870 T

$133.10 T

$121.86 E B12186 T

186.00

0.01 $1,420.00 £ $1.42000 T

0.01 $0.00 E $0.00 €

1,332.587

Subtotal Non taxable
Subtotal taxable

$0.00
$2,754.32

Add sales tax if applicable
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Shopping Carl - Globalindustrial.com

Callus 7 days & week
1.888.978.7759

Click to Chat

togin | View Cart ] Contact Us f Teack Oréfer  Quick Order

2 ftums - (§343.90)

. Wetnoms Log ()]
Shop Categories Help Account Tools Lists

Shopping Cart

ftem itemn Number Prize Quantity Adid-ons C print Cert | Email c}mf»_ Save Ca?l :
168* X 12" Acrylic Coated Fiberglass Welding Curtain, TRAEH 2
Cold - BGS-24-1012 Subtotal (2 tems)
Sold By globalindus $343 90
Shipping: Usually ships in 12 1615 days *

Please note: When using PayPal, the
shipping address selected it PayPat will
tveaidide the one selected on the Glal

Industrial wabsite,
Need More Information?
. Rebatas and monm s avaiadls rough el For fuither Recently Viewed lterns

information about gur 30 Day Sanse

assisipnee, peass call 1-88 G- 35868 or cmaﬁ

Qur Commitinent to Security
Globalindustral.cony is dedicated m making
protact the foss. misuse and alters!
Layers {SSLY i 28l areas where your pevg

that you g
sraalion under cur control, including
ety I8 reguired,

Amex Express Checkout
Whers using Amax Exprass O
email addrass snd postal sdy
policy.

ot Amencs
55, 3!

Privacy Policy
siwait -m,sm-

sd o wotect

bi!:;) md&pf
3‘1!. 330!:7:‘»;«);:(;

i Sie

UPS Ground: 3
UPE Second £
LUPS Neat Bay A
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Resolution No. 5 May 15, 2017
YEA

NAY

RESOLUTION

Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.

Page 1 of 1
Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.

Approving Change Order No. 1 for
Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.

Flower Memorial Library HVAC System

Replacement Project, Mechanical Contract, Council Member WALCZYK, Mark C.

Lawman Heating & Cooling, Inc.
Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.

Introduced by

WHEREAS on February 6, 2017, the City Council of the City of Watertown
approved the Mechanical Contract Agreement with Lawman Heating & Cooling, Inc., in the
amount of $549,000 for the mechanical contract work for the Flower Memorial Library HVAC
System Replacement Project, and

WHEREAS Lawman Heating & Cooling, Inc., has now submitted Change Order
No. 1 for a credit of $3,330 for Value Engineering and add’s for replacement of a poor condition
cast iron sewer line exposed and other work in the amount of $17,871.57,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of
Watertown approves Change Order No. 1, a copy of which is attached and made part of this
Resolution, to the Mechanical Contract Agreement with Lawman Heating & Cooling, Inc., in the
amount of $17,871.57, bringing the total contract amount to $566,871.57, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that City Manager Sharon Addison is hereby

authorized and directed to execute the Change Order No. 1 document on behalf of the City of
Watertown.

Seconded by




Document G701" = 2001

Change Order

PROJECT (Nome and addressh CHANGE ORDER NUMBER: 001 OWNER: B4
Flower Memortal Library HVAC Reng s O3/03/

Watertown, NY 13601 CONTRACTOR: [X
TO CONTRACTOR (Name and address):  ARCHITECT'S PROJECT NUMBER: 2016-090 FIELD:
Lawman Heating & Cooling Ine CONTRACT DATE: o2/1772017

23791 Lawler Drive CONTRACT FOR: Mechanical Construction OTHER: L]

Watertown, NY 13601

THE CONTRACT 18 CHANGED AS FOLLOWS:
(Inctude, where applicable, any undisputed amount attributable o previpwsly execited Construction Change Divectives)
ADD 83.567.19 per proposal #002 dated 04/0572017:

-Remove existing CUH and provide new electric CUH in vestibule.

ADD $5.844.30 per proposal #0035 dated 04/28/2017:
~Remove existing cast iron sanitary Hne and replace with new schedule 40 PVC. Tastall cleanout on second Hoor,
-Remove abandoned sections cast iron pipe and connect o existing.
~Repiteh existing sanitary Hoe for positive flow.

ADD £8,130.08 per proposal #004 dated 05/02/2017:
-Remove section of existing domestic water piping and to provide new piping and reconnect existing fixtures as indicated in
Proposal Request #2004, Remove existing shandoned cast iron piping in basement where new docts will be located.

ADD $2.640.00 per RFI 003 and propesal 17-0039-FLOWER MEMORIAL LIBRARY WATERTOW dated 0472572017
-Provide alternate Hoor grilles with custom colors.

CREDIT $3,330.00 per RFI 001 dated 02/17/2017:
~frstall HUM-2 in basement in lelu of roof top installation,

The origival Contract Sum was 5 549,000.00
The net change by previously authorized Change Orders $ 0.00
"The Contract Sum prior to this Change Order was $ 549.000.00
The Contract Surm will be inereased by this Change Order in the amount of $ 17.871.57
The new Contract Sum including this Change Order will be $ 566.871.57

The Contract Time will be unchanged by Zero (0) days.
The: date of Substantial Completion as of the date of this Change Order therefore i3

NOTE: This Change Order does not include changes in the Contract Sum, Contract Time or Guaranteed Maximuom Price which bave
been authorized by Construction Change Directive until the cost and time have been agreed upon by both the Owaer and
Contractor, in which case g Change Order is executed to supersede the Construction Change Directive,

AlA Document GTDT™ . 2001, Copyright © 1678, 1887, 2000 and 2001 by The Amarican institute of Architects. All rights reserved, WARMING: Thig AIAY
Document s prolected by U5, Copyright Law and Imemational Treaties. Unputhorized reproduction or distribution of this AIA® Document, or sy
portion of [, may resull in savere civil and criminal penalties, and will be proseculnd to the maximum extent pressible goder the faw, This documentwas
praduced by AlA software at 09:55:17 on 05032017 under Order No.9140794203_1 which expires on 12/06/2017, and s not for resale.

User Notes; {1683588108)



NOT VALID UNTIL SIGNED BY THE ARCHITECT, CONTRACTOR AND OWNER,

Aubertine and Currler Architects, Lawman Heating & Cooling lnc City of Watertown
Engineers & Land Surveyors, PLLC
ARCHITECT (Firm nome) CONTRACTOR (Firm noame) QWNER (Frrm name)
322 Bradley Strest, Watertown, NY 23791 Lawler Drive, Watertown, NY 243 Washington St, Watertown, NY 13601
13601 o= - 13601
Aﬁ{)REx\‘SS } g{.{;&»”‘“‘” - ADDRESS ADDRESS

. - {w,gj‘jf%{w”m
BY Signanire) BY ¢(Signanire} BY (Signanee)
Patrick 1. Currier 81 Andy Liondecker Justin Wood
(Typed namgl | {Typed name} (Typed name}

5/3/i7

DATE /[ 7 DATE DATE

AlA Document G7017% - 2001, Copyright B 1978, 1987, 2000 and 2001 by The Amerdcan inslilule of Architests. Alf rdghts reserved. WARNING: This AlA®
Document i protecied by 1.8, Copyright Law and Intemationsl Treaties. Unauthorized repraductinn or distribution of this 8187 Document, or any
portion of it may resudt in severs oivil and criminal penalties, and will be prosesuted to the maximom extent possible under he law, This document was
prodused by AlA software at 09:85:17 an 050272017 under Order No 8140794203 _1 which expires on 1208/2017, and s not Jor resale.

User Notes: {1853588198;



CITY OF WATERTOWN, NEW

Contact Name: Andy Lisndecker RET #1001
Contractor 4@ ating & Gooling, Inc. Date: 1021772017
Address: Phone: |315-546-2018
206 Ambrose Sirset Fawx: 315-546-20920
Sackets Harbor, NY 12685 Emall: {Andvi@lawmanbo.com
Specification Wo.:238415 Pagse No.:
Plan Sheet No.: Datail:

EOUEST: . . I I o .
REQUEST. Wae ars proposing as a Valus Englneering ltem that the Humidifiers be changed {0 an
glectrode type and that HUM-2 bs relocaled from the roof fo the basement, Plsase
see allached supporting dosumentation.

Proposed Soluvtion (3f spplicablel): o . .
. =5 able): peview and advise of how you would

like to proceed.

By Andrew Lisodecker Signature: Oy racthn
RESPONEE:
By [Signatuze:

Lfter reviewing the response, does the contracior anticipate:
That a change ordey will be required? HYes O Mo
That there will be an Intresse In the cost of the project? (¥es H Mo




LAWMAN HEATING & COOLING, INC,

SYAC, PLUMBING, ELECTRICAL CONTRACTING

206 AMBROSE STREET PO, BOX 5599 SACKETS HARBOR, NY 13685 (3151 646-2919  FAY (215 5456.79;
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Submittal Package

Project Name: Watertown Library EL Option
Project Number:
Preparation Date: 2017/02/14

Locally Represented By: D.F Brandt, inc.
8152 Kirkville Road
Kirkville
New York
13082

Salesperson: Steve Brandt




LAWMAN HEATING & COOLING, INC.

HVAC, PLUMBING, ELECTRICAL CONTRACTING
206 AMBROSE STREET P.O. BOX 599 SACKETS HARBOR, NY 13685 (315) 646-2919 FAX(315) §f.6-29,20

05 April 2017

Aubertine & Currier Architects, inc.
522 Bradiey Street
Watertown, New York 13601

Attn:

Re: Flower Memorial Library HVAC Renovations
Watertown, NY
LHC #02-590 - HVAC

Gentlemen:

We present for your consideration our price quote for all materials, labor and equipment to perform the
following additional work:

Cost to complete work on basement, first, and second floors as discussed and illustrated in the
attached sketches. Work to include but is not limited to: alternate location of supply vertical at first and
second floors, revised ductwork layout to accommodate new vertical duct locations and resolve conflicts
on all floors, and revised orientation and location of the roof top unit.

Also, cost to demolish and dispose of existing CUH located at the Entry (125) and to provide new
unit as specified in the attached schedule. New unit to include all required mounting equipment and
hardware as well as all required controls.

PR #002
Materials: $1,800.00 Subcontractor: $600
Fittings, etc.

Labor:

Foreman $133.30
hr. @ 66.65

Pipefitter $568.60
hrs. @ 56.86

Subtotal $3,101.90
15% OH & P

Total $3,567.19

If you should have any further questions, please contact the undersigned.

Sincerely,

Lawman Hea/ging & Cooling, Inc.

/

/ ';/,v &/{;M—-_.h_, »

-
Andy Liendecker
Project Manager




“ATA pocument 6709" - 2001

Work Changes Proposal Request

PROJECT (Name and address):
Flower Memorial Library HVAC
Reno

229 Washington Sireet
Watertown, NY 13601

OWNER (Name and addressy:
City of Watertown

245 Washmgton St
Watertown, NY 13601

FROM ARCHITECT (Name and
address):

Aubertine and Currier Architects,
Engineers & Land Surveyors, PLLC
522 Bradley Street

Watertown, NY 13601

TO CONTRACTOR (Name and
address):

Lawman Heating and Cooling
206 Ambrose Street

Sackets Harbor, NY 13683

PROPOSAL REQUEST NUMBER: 602

DATE OF ISSUANCE: 03/17/2017

CONTRACT FOR: Mechanical Construction

CONTRACT DATE:

ARCHITECT'S PROJECT NUMBER:
2016-090

OWNER:
ARCHITECT:
CONSULTANT: []
CONTRACTOR:
FELD: [

OTHER: []

Please submit an itemized proposal for changes in the Contract Sum and Contract Time for proposed modifications to
the Contract Documents described heremn. Within Three (3} days, the Contractor must submit this proposal or notify
the Architect, in writing, of the date on which proposal submission is anticipated.

THIS IS NOT A CHANGE ORDER, A CONSTRUCTION CHANGE DIRECTIVE OR A DIRECTION TO PROCEED WITH THE
WORK DESCRIBED IN THE PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS.

DESCRIPTION (Insert a written description of the Work):

Provide cost to complete work on basement, first, and second floors as discussed and illustrated in the attached PDF,
Work to melude but is not limited to: alternate location of supply vertical at first and second Hoors, revised ductwork
layout to accommodate new vertical duct locations and resolve conflicts on all floors, and revised orientation and

location of the roof top unit.

Provide cost to demolish and dispose of existing CUH located at the Entry (125) and to provide new unit as specified
in the attached schedule. New unit to include all required mounting equipment and hardware as well as all required

controls, Mechanical confractor responsible for coordinating and installing controls for new unit.

Cost breakdowns shall be provided separately.

ATTACHMENTS (List attached documents that support description):

- Additional CUH Schedule

- Basement Ductwork Redesign Sketch

User Notes:

(1314153328)




Pt

Brian Krueger, Senior Project Manager

{Printed name and Hile)

1. Gopwly
¢ menth b




ELECTRIC CABINET UNIT HEATER SCHEDULE

UNIT MOUNTING SUPPLY ELECTRICAL BASIS OF DESIGN BASIS OF DESIGN
TAG LOCATION 1 arraNGEMENT | MW | "cem [VorreTrrmse ] ampe| MANUFACTURER | MODEL NUMBER REMARKS
CUH-1 ENTRY 125 HORIZONTAL 2 08 | 1 TRANE FORCE-FLO @

(1) WITH BOTTOM STAMPED INLET AND OUTLET
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41252017

ltem : Takeoff S Labor Mat Equip Subs
CSI Description . Qty Unit Hours Total Total Total
- Demo existing CUH 1.0 EA 500,  1,800.00
. Install New CUH 1.0. EA 5.00
;;;;;; Siemens Controls 1.0 | | 800
B | Cost for Ductwork Revisions on all 3 floors 1.0 o
| Foreman/ Superintendant 1.0 EA 2.00

Grand Total 12.00 1,800.00 600



Flower Memorial Library HVAC Renovations

Time & Material

LABOR RATE WORKSHEET
{ 1 Pield Order = Change Order

Contractor Name:

LAWMAN HEATING & COOLING, INC

Address:

206 AMBROSE STREET

SACKETS HARBOR, NEW YORK 13685

Telephone No:

315/646-2919

Date: 4/5/2047
Project No.:
COFOITEM:
County:

Add Work
Jefferson

Superintendent

LABOR RATE BREAKDOW! (For T & M Only, Usc a separate sheet for each Employes) Trade:

{T&M Onlyiem No.
{T&M Only}Employee Name:
{T&M Only}Soc. Sec. No.

REGULAR
BASE RATE

PREMIUM TIME
BASE RATE

A. WAGE RATE PER HOUR $34.19

$51.28

{* Kdentiies benefits paid }

=% 0L -
{ directdy tothe Employee) ¥ per hour

BENEFITS $ per hour
Vacation & Holiday
Health & Welfare
Pension

Annuity

Education / Apprentice Training
Supplemental Unemployment
Security Fund

B. TOTAL BENEFITS PER HOUR $ $20.61

$20.61

PAYROLL TAXES AND INSURANCE
FLCA./ Social Security  wp ot Maximm roquired by law} 0785 %
Medicare %
Federal Unemployment 008 %
State Unemployment {Upter fst, SRI000F base safary puid pee Employes por yoar. 3 091 %
Waorkman's Compensation Code: 470 %
Disability 001 %

C. TOTAL TAXES AND INSURANCE PER HOUR

{Up to o Maxdomm of 536,00 per-Bmploves peryear’y

All benefitsare patd directly to Employes,

Onty benefits identified by * above are paid directly to Bmployee, $34.19 tmes 34.65 o= $11.85

$17.77

$66.65

D. TOTAL LABOR RATE {(A+B+ ()=

$89.66

E. CONTRACTOR'S CERTIFICATION
1 certify that the labor rales, insurance enumerations, labor finge cnumerations and expenses are
correct and in accordance with actual and true cost incurred.

LTy

i S E—— Sworn before me

o ranreit

Signatorg,

Andy Liendecker

Netary Public

Project Manager

Prini Title

BDC 125 (Septts} {Combines BOT 125 and BOT 273)




LABOR RATE WORKSHEET

Flower Memortial Library HVAC Renovations Time & Material {1 FieldOrder  ~Change Order
Contractor Name: LAWMAN HEATING & COOLING, INC Date: 475/2017
Address: 206 AMBROSE STREET Project No.:
SACKETS HARBOR, NEW YORK 13665 COFOITEM: Add'l Wark
Telephone No: 315/846-2919 County: Jefferson
LABOR RATE BREAKDOW! (For T & M Only, Use a separatc sheet for each Employee) Trade: Sheetmetal
{T&M Only}itern No.
FT&M Only}Employee Name; REGULAR  PREMIUM TIME
{T&M Only}Soc. Sec. No. BASE RATE BASE RATE
A. WAGE RATE PER HOUR $27.46 $41.19
{ * Identifies benefits paid ) . o
BENEFITS { direcidy to the Employee) hi % per hour $ per hout
Vacation & Holiday
Health & Welfare
Pension
Annuity
Education / Apprentice Training
Supplemental Unemployment
Security Fund
B. TOTAL BENEFITS PER HOUR $ $19.89 $19.89
PAYROLL TAXES AND INSURANCE
FLCA. /Social Security i othe Masiomn soquicd by ) 0765 %
Medicare Yo
Federal Unemp]oymem Sp o & Maxiowm of $36.00 por Bivplose poryvar) 008 %
State {inempiﬂ}’mcnt {Lip s tst $8,30¢ of base salary goid per Employes peryeary .0a1 Yo
Workman's Compensation Code: 470 %
Disability 001 %
C. TOTAL TAXES AND INSURANCE PER HOUR
Al benefits are paid directly to Enaployee.
Only benefits identified by * above ure paid directly to Employee. $27.46  times 3465 %= $2.51 $14.27
D. TOTAL LABOR RATE (A+B+Cy= $56.86 $75.35

E. CONTRACTOR'S CERTIFICATION
i certify that the labor rates, insurance cnumerations, labor fringe enumerations and expenses are
correct and in accordance with actual and true cost incurred.

,,,,, Wy 3

R P

vty

Andy Liendecker

Sworn before me

Project Manager
Prang Titks

gty Public

BOC 128 {Sep6) (Conbines BDC 125 and BDRC 273)




N Guotation
Page 1 of 2

Siemens Industry, Inc.
Building Automation

Address ; 26 Market St
Cily State Zip:  Potsdam NY 13676
FAX Numnber :
Contact - Briar Martin
Contact Phone © 315-430-2446
Email : brian.martin@siemens.com
. . Date 4417
Flower Memonal Library - CUH
anmem Net 30
wenmns
Base Job Fiower
Attention: Andy Liendecker Name Memorial
Library
Base Job 440P-
Quote 1D:7625(c033-4350-412a-abbb-2c93693fc19e Number 212520

Statement of Work:

Siemens proposes fo provide labor and material for replacement of existing CUH.

. This work includes:
- Disconnect existing controls from CUH before removal.

- Reconnect controls after new CUH is installed and verify operation.

Please note that this assumes that the rewiring of the unit will not void warranty. Siemens will not be responsible for any
warranly issues related to mechanical equipment.

Please note that Siemens will require the assistance of factory startup rep to identify and labe! factory wiring and relays.

—




System Quote Price : $600.00

Applicable sales taxes are not included in this proposal. Sales tax will be billed at the time of invoicing as required by state law.

Siemnens standard Terms & Conditions are applicable to this proposal. # this proposal addresses a Change Order to an existing project, the Terms &
Conditions in effect for the existing Contract & Project {referenced above) are applicable to work covered by this proposal. Any modifications to either
Terms & Conditions format, or project related circumstances effecting Siemens ability o efficiently execute this work as planned, that become evident
after the date of this proposal, will cause us 10 re-evaluate our costs of implementation. If that exercise indicates a cost change to Siemens, we reserve
the right to re-quote this work to reflect the impact of those altered job conditions.

CUSTOMER REPRESENTATIVE ACCEPTED:

Siemens industry, inc.

By: By:
Name: Name:
Title: Title:
Date: Date:

StemenCuotation Expires on 5-23-17




Andy Liendecker

From: Ken Light <klight@mcsmms.com>
Sent: Friday, March 31, 2017 1145 AM
To: - Andy Liendecker

Subject: RE: FML Alternate Duct Layout
$1,800.00

From: Andy Liendecker [mailto:andy@lawmanhc.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 30, 2017 3:12 PM

To: Ken Light <klight@mcsmms.com>

Subject: RE: FML Alternate Duct Layout

o

From: Andy Liendecker [mailtoandv@lgwmanho.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 2:46 PM

To: Ken Light <klight@mosmms.com>

Subject: FW: FML Alternate Duct Layout

Go ahead snd glve me a prive

From: Andy Liendecker [mailioandy @lawnmanhecom
Sent; Wednesday, March 29, 2017 10:28 AM
To: 'Ken Light' <dlishi@mommecom>

Subject: RE: FML Alternate Duct Layout

Looks tike the celling mount version will,




LAWMAN HEATING & COOLING, INC.

HVYAC, PLUMBING, ELECTRICAL CONTHRACTING

AOSE 28R ECT PO, BOX 599 SACKETS HARBOR, NY 13685 {318 646-201% FAK (315 84

Aubertine & Currler Architects, ino.
522 Bradioy Street
Watartown, New York 13601

At

Ke Flower Memoriz! Library HVAC Renovations
Watertown, NY
LHC E02-580 - HYAC

Gentiemen:

We present for your consideration our price quote for all materisls, labor and gquipment 1o perform the
following additional work:

PR E003
item #1 — Remove existing cast iron sanltary Hne and replace with new schedute 40 PVC

Warerials:
Pipe, fittings, ete. 1,245.00
Fipefitter
40 hrs. @ 63,85 2.558.0G
Subtotal 3,803.00

LB70.45
$ 4,373.45

e #2 ~ Remove abandoned sections cast iron pipe and connect to existing
Pipefitter

4 birs, @ £3.95 25580

5% 0OH&P 3827

Total & 29417

i

i@
e o
o

s

e #3 - Repitch existing sanitary line

IB%OH& P
Toial

i yous should have any further questions, please contact the undersigned,
Sincerely,

Lawman Heating & Conling, Ing.
Andy Liendecker

Andy Uendecker
Frojact Manager

o Accounting / File



Memorial Library HY A Renovations

Flower

LABOR RATE WORKSHEET

o Cirdder

Tie & MMaterial {1 Frold Oeder

Clomiracion Nanws

LAYWMAN HEATING & COOLING, INC
Adidress: 208 AMBROSE STREET

SACKETS HARBOR NEW YORK 13685
315/848-2818

Aadl Work

County: Jetferson

BUOmby e g soparnte shoot for

LABOR RATE BREARKDOW? guw v

! IT&M Ouby i Umplovee
L UM Oy 1R0e, See. Mo,

Pipafitter

BASE HATEL

Ao WAGE RATE PER HOUR

546,28

B S pur bour

& per hour

L%
¥

soation & Holiday
i

Ponsion

Asimty

Supplomenial Dinemployient

Seeurity Fund

s

Ts PER HOUR
(R AN INSURAR

e e s

$20.61 $20.81

fal Security  ans

008 %

Flnemployment g

Linempt

481

AT0

o0t @i

3218

s

3485 e $18.73

{A+ Ry

$Bg8.62

& nhiterations,

wat the lubor e

i agcordan actual and froe cost incurred,

i
i

{abor fringe cnuimerations and expenss arg

Sworn bofore me
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LAWMAN HEATING & COOLING, INC.

HVAC, PLUMBING, ELECTRICAL CONTRACTING

206 AMBROSE STREET P.O. BOX 539 SACKETS HARBOR, NY 13685 (315) 646-2919  FAX (315) 646-2920
02 May 2017

Aubertine & Currier Architects, Inc.
522 Bradiey Street
Watertown, New York 13601

Attn:  Brian Krueger

Re: Flower Memorial Library HVAC Renovations
Watertown, NY
LHC H#02-590 - HVAC

Gentlemen:

We present for your consideration our price quote for all materials, labor and eguipment to perform the
following additional work:

PR #004
item #1 — Remove section of existing domestic water piping In basement, efc.
ftem #2 — Remove existing abandoned cast iron piping in basement, etc.

Materials:

Pipe, fittings, etc. 2,211.48
Foreman

4 hrs. @ 66.65 266.60
Pipefitter

56.4 hrs. @ 63.95 3,606.78
Subtotal £,084.86
15% OH & P 912.72
Total $ 6,997.58
Subcontractor:

Siemens 2,050.00
5% OH &P 102.50
Total $2,152.50
Grand Total $9,150.08

if you should have any further gquestions, please contact the undersigned.
Sincerely,

Lawman Heating & Cooling, Inc.

Andy Liendecker

Andy Liendecker

Project Manager

Alfrdr

Ce: Accounting / File




B/212017

“Grand Total

lterm Takeoff Mat Mat Mat Mat Mat Mat Mat Mat Mat
C8!1 Description Qty  Unit $/AUnit  Waste  Unit Conv Quantity Price Link Total Supplier
15107420 : Pipe, copper, tubing, solder, 3/4" diameter, type L, inc 1400 LF 351 LF _daco0 3.5 . 491,40 "
16107420  Pipe, copper, tubing, solder, 1" diameter, type L, inclu 80.0! LF 5.10 LF 60.00 510 306.00
15107420 ' Pipe, copper, tubing, solder, 2" diameter, type L. incly 800 LF | 14.05 LF 6000 1405
. 15107470 PCBO7 3/4 Press x Press 90° Elbow 15.0 Each 2.25 Each 15,00 225
15107470 PCBO7 1 Press x Press 80° Elbow 6.0 Each 4.50 Each 8.00 4.50
1 P 7 2 Press x Press 90° Elbow 6.0 Each 2490 1 Each 6.00 24.90
15107470 PC611 3/4 Press Tee 2.0 Each 357 Each 2.00: 387
15107470 : PC611 1 Press Tee 1.0 Each | 5.45 Each 1.00 645
16107470 PC611 1 x3/4 x 1 Press Tee 1.0 Each’ 1457 Each 100 14.51
18107470 PCB11 1x1x3/4 PressTee .. 1.0 Each: 9.57 Each 100 957
18107470 PS58570NS 3/4 BV 2 PRESS STUB NIB-SEAL 6.0 Each . 5221 Each 6.00 52.21 »
s ting Domestic pipe 10iEach. 10000 1.00 10.00 -




51212017

Labor
i ftem Takeoff Labor Labor Prod
C8! Description Qty  Unit Mix Prod Unit
718107420 | Pipe, copper, tubing, scider, 3/4" diameter, type L, ind 140.0; LF {Crew PLUM 0.1054 : hour / LF
- 15107420 | Pipe, copper, tubing, solder, 1" diameter, type L, inclu 60.0! LF CrewPLUM 0.1178 | hour / LF
: 15107420 | Pipe, copper, tubing, solder, 2" diameter, type L, incly 60.0) LF CrewPLUM 0.1906 | hour / LF
15107470 { PCBO7 3/4 Press x Press 80° Elbow 15.0 | Each | Crew PLUM 0.3440 | hour / Each
15107470 | PCB07 1 Press x Press 90° Elbow 8.0 | Each | Crew PLUM 0.3600 | hour / Each
15107470 : PC607 2 Press x Press 90° Elbow 6.0 | Each | Crew PLUM 0.4600 | hour / Each
16107470 PC611 3/4 Press Tee 2.0 Each | Crew PLUM 0.3500 | hour / Each
15107470 PC611 1 Press Tee 1.0 Each ! Crew PLUM 0.4000 | hour / Each
15107470 | PCB11 1 x 3/ x 1 Press Tee 1.0] Each ; Crew PLUM 0.5000 | hour / Each
15107470 | PC611 1 x1x3/4 Press Tee ] 1.0 | Each | Crew PLUM 0.5000 | hour / Each
15107470 | PSHB570NS 374 BV 2 PRESS STUB NIB-SEAL 6.0 | Each | Crew PLUM 0.6000 : hour / Each
Demo of existing Domastic pipe 1.0 Each | Crew PLUM 8.0000 | hour / Each
Foremen / Supervision 1.0 Each | Crew PLUM 4.0000 | hour / Each

Grand Total




LABOR RATE WORKSHEET

Flower Memorial Library HVAC Renovations Time & Material { ] Field Order  § Change Qrder
Contractor Name: LAWMAN HEATING & COOLING, INC Date: 5212017
Address; 206 AMBROSE STREET Project No.:
SACKETS HARBOR, NEW YORK 13885 COFO/TEM: Add't Work
Telephone No: 315/646-2919 County: Jefferson
LABOR RATE BREAKDOWT! (For T & M Only, Use a separate shect for each Employee) Trade: Superintendent
{T&M Only}liem No.
{T&M Only}Employee Name: REGULAR  PREMIUM TIME
{T&M Only}Soc. Sec. No. BASE RATE BASE RATE
A. WAGE RATE PER HOUR $34.18 $51.28
{ * Identifies bensfits paid ) , .
BENEFITS ( direc;ly © {h;e?im'm (i :L) * %4 per hour $ per hour
Vacation & Holiday
Health & Welfare
Pension
Annuity
Education / Apprentice Training
Supplemental Unemployment
Security Pund
B. TOTAL BENEFITS PER HOUR $ $20.61 $20.61
PAYROLL TAXES AND INSURANCE
F.LC.A. / Social Secur lf,)‘ {Ulp o the Maxioum requircd by law’} L0765 %
Medicare Y%
Federal [}ﬂ(’-iﬂpl oymem' {Up ta 8 Maxizam of $36.50 por Fragloyes per vear} 008 %
State Gnempioymem Up o T4, $8.508 of base salory paid per Eraployes per vear} 081 Yo
Workman's Compensation Code: 470 %
Disability 061 %
C. TOTAL TAXES AND INSURANCE PER HOUR
All benetits are paid direcily to Employee.
Only benefits identified by * above are paid directly to Lmplovee. $34.49  fimes 3485 Y= $11.85 $17.77
D. TOTAL LABOR RATE (A+B+C)= $66.65 $89.66

E. CONTRACTOR'S CERTIFICATION
I certify that the labor rates. insurance enumerations, labor fringe enumerations and expenses are

correct and in accordance with actual and true cost incurred.

Signaure

Andy Liendecker

Project Manager

Prini Tite

Sworn before me

Notary Public

BOC 125 ($eptd&) {Combiies BRC 125 and BDC 2733




Flower Memorial Library HVAC Renovations

Time & Matertal

LABOR RATE WORKSHEET
[} Fidld Order J Change Order

{T&M Only}item Ne.
{T&M Only}Employee Name:

Contractor Name: LAWMAN HEATING & COOLING, INC Date: 5/202G17
Address: 2068 AMBROSE STREET Project No.:
SACKETS HARBOR, NEW YORK 13885 COFQ/TEM: Add't Work
Telephone No: 315/646-2919 County: Jefferson
LABOR RATE BREAKDOW! (For T & M Only, Use a separate sheet for each Employee! Trade: Pipefitter

REGULAR  PREMIUM TIME

{T&M Only}Soc. Sec. No, BASE RATE BASE RATE
A. WAGE RATE PER HOUR $32.19 $48.28
¢ * identifies benefits paid ) S

BENEFITS { diretly to the Employee} * % per hour 3 per hour

Vacation & Holiday

Health & Welfare

Pension

Annuity

Education / Apprentice Training

Supplemental Unemployment

Security Fund
B. TOTAL BENEFITS PER HOUR $ $20.61 $20.61
PAYROLL TAXES AND INSURANCE

F.LC.A. 7/ Social Secur“}" {Up to the Maximam required by las.} 0765 %

Maedicare %

Federal Unemployment U to & Maximusn of $56.00 par Emploges por year 008 %

State Unemplcy ment {Mp to 151 $8.300 of buse salary pakd per Bmploses per sear) 091 Yo

Workman's Compensation Code: 70 %

Disability 001 %
C. TOTAL TAXES AND INSURANCE PER HOUR

All benefits are paid directly 1o BEmployee,
Only benefity identified by * above are paid directly to Employce. $32.18  times 34.65 %o $11.18 $16.73

D. TOTAL LABOR RATE (A+B+C)= $63.95 $85.62

E. CONTRACTOR'S CERTIFICATION

correct and in accordance with actual and true cost incurred.

Signature

Andy Liendecker

Project Manager

Print. Titls

I certify that the labor rates. insurance enumerations, fabor fringe enumerations and expenses are

Sworn before me

Notary Public

BDC 123 {Sepid67 {Combines BIX 125 and BDC 275




51212017

Subs o o
ftem Takeoff Subs Prod Subs Subs Subs Subs B
C8! Description Qty  Unit Prod Unit Hours $iUnit Total Name Code
T Samars T P —————— TR0 TroR00 ::

Grand Total

2,050.00




Work Changes Proposal Reguest

PROJECT (Napre and mildiess PROPOSAL REQUESY BUNBER: 004 owNER ]
Flower dMemorial Library HVAC ARCHITECT 54
Remo T
229 Washingion Sireel DATE QF ISBUANCE: 04252017 CONSULTANT ]
Wateriown. 3V 1360

Watertown, NY 13601 CONTRACTOR 5
COWNER Nasie and addressh: CONTRACT FOR: Mechanica! Construction FELDy [
Ciiy of Watertown -~
245 Washington 8t CONTRACT DATE: (2/172017 OTHER: L]
Watertown, NY 13601

FROM ARCHITECT (Mume ond ARCHITECT'S PROJECT NUMBER:

address) 2016-090
Aubertine and Currier Architects,

Engincers & Land Swrveyors, PLLC

§22 Bradiey Bireer

Watertown, NY 134601

%0 Cﬁﬁ?mﬁ. TOR (Name and

Lawman Heating ‘Am% Cooling

Yig 4@

206 Ambrose Stree

Sackels Farbor, ?‘5{ 13685
Please submit an Hemized proposal for changes in the Contraet Sum and Contract Time fr proposed modifications to
the Contract Documeats dé\mm?d herein, Within Three {3) days, the Contractor must submit s proposal or notify

&
ihe Architect, it writing. of the dale on which proposal submission is anticipated.

THIS 18 HOT A CHANGE ORDER, A CONSTRUCTION CHANGE DIRECTIVE OR A DIRECTION T0O PROCEED WiITH THE
NORK DESCRIBED IN THE PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS,

DESCRIPTION (Trsorr a wristen deseription of the Werk):

3 Remove section of exdsting domestic water piping in basement from water entrance/meter in room Mechanical 001
to exterior walle of Brorage room as shown on attached skeich. Remove branch piping where needed in basement
roomsicorridor ares assosiated with mam lines o :m:t;::mm@af:i ie new ductwork insiallation. Verily sizes of existing
Hoes in field New don _ : to accommod tsigtation and
shafl be sized hased o the stiached m,' work sketeh i '.:\ to recennect {0 mg fute wisting pipe at
locations shown on atiached shetel i

7}y Remowve existing abandoned cast iron sicam piping in bas
fe instadlation of new ductwork

next i siirs o acconunod

ATTACHMENTS (Livt anached documents that support descrivion:

Hasement Demolirion Sk
Basement MNew Work Sleich

v 2004 D,' The Ay

. A0 righis reserve
138 £od

sufware
tigor Notes:




& o

S Brian Krueger, Senior Project Managey
(Sinarae) Printed name and 54

of Arg

iy

saftwars under Order Mo 2140794

Heer Notes:
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CITY OF WATERTOWN, NEW YORK

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION
**Send RFI to Brian Krueger, Clerk of the Works, by email, fax,
or mail.
Phone: (315) 782-2005 Fax: (315) 782-1472
Email: bmk@aubertinecurrier.com

Contact Name: Andrew Liendecker RFI #: |003
Contractor: Lawman Heating and Cooling Date: [03/13/2017
Address: Phone: [315-646-2919
206 Ambrose Street Fax: 315-646-2920
Sackets Harbor, NY 13685 Email: |Andy@lawmanhc.com
Specification No.: 233700 Page No.:
Plan Sheet No.: Detail:

REQUEST: g e cifications call for Type S2 grilles to be Price Model 520D, which we
have submitted. We are concerned that this style grill will not hold up well
under floor traffic as these are typically used in a wall or hard ceiling.

: . . ,
Proposed Solution (if applicablel): g, 4itachment for proposed floor style

grill and grill schedule. The added cost
for these will be +/- $1000.

By: ISignature:
RESPONSE :
By: ‘Signature:

After reviewing the response, does the contractor anticipate:
That a change order will be required?
That there will be an increase in the cost of the project?

es No
es No

A



[AriceE

REGISTERS,GRILLES/DIFFUSER s

Date Printed: 3/13/2017

# 1Qty Model Tag Room Drawing Description Neck Size Border | Pattern | Fastening | Damper | Finish
1 1 LBPH "2 112 M-101 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 14.000, 5.000 { 1000 16A A 3 B12
2 1 LBPH 52 112 M-101 | Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 14,000, 5.000 1000 16A A 3 B12
3 1 LBPH R2 111 M-101 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 8.000, 4.000 1000 16A A 3 B12
4 1 LBPH S2 111 M-101 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 8.000, 4.000 1000 16A A 3 B12
5 1 LBPH R2 110 M-101 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 26,000, 10.000 1 1000 16A A 3 B12
6 1 LBPH S2 110 M-101 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 36.000, 5.000 1000 164 A 3 B12
7 1 LBPH R2 112A M-101 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 8.000, 4.000 1000 16A A 3 B12
8 1 LBPH 52 112A M-101 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 8.003, 4.000 1000 16A A 3 B12
9 1 LBPH 52 106 M-101 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 44.000, 6.000 | 1000 16A A 3 B12
10 1 LBPH R2 106 M-101 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grilie 48.000,12.000 1 1000 16A A 3 B12
11 1 LBPH 52 106 M-101 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 20.000, 5.000 { 1000 16A A 3 B12
12 1 LBPH R2 203 M-102 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 10.000, 8.000 | 1000 16A A 3 B12
131 1 LBPH 52 203 M-102 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 10.000, 8.000 | 1000 16A A 3 B12
14 1 LBPH $2 206 M-102 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 22.000,10.000{ 1000 16A A 3 B12
15 1 LBPH R2 206 M-102 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 22.000,10.000 1 1000 16A A 3 B12
16 1 LBPH S2 202 M-102 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 20.000,10.000 | 1000 16A A 3 B12
17 1 LBPH R2 208 M-102 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 12.000,8.000 { 1000 16A A 3 B12
18 1 LBPH S2 208 M-102 Heavy Duty Linear Bar Grille 12.000,8.000 § 1000 16A A 3 B12
Abbreviations:
1000:1" Border
16A |15 deg deflection, 1/4" O.C. spacing
3 iOpposed blade damper
B12 |White powder coat

Flower Library ADD LBPH
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Sulbn

LBPH - LINEAR BAR GRILLES (PRESSED CORE)

'"f

0" DEFLECTION

"‘f

== - : =
T L THE b1l —
o Tt ?21? —
S— THE I, || —
] i 18 )|
111 T T 1)
CORE STYLES
1/4 SPACING 1/2" SPACING 7 16& LSPPmG
O 15A 3/32"(2) BARS 0O 15B 3/327(2) BARS O 25B 3/16"(5) BARS 0 25C 3/16"(5) BARS
1(6) ¥(2) $(13)  #(2) £(13) &) FO1 &)
—
Y 2o el S [ O i B S [ Qg £ S T M gl it
IR IRRE 14 (28) LA L LU Lyes N RFET) LA U I r(0s)

0" DEFLECTION 7

0" DEFLECTION *

O B12 WHITE (STANDARD)

(OPTIONAL FINISHES AVAILABLE)

O 16B 1/8"(3) BARS 1 26B 3/16”(5) BARS 1 26C 3/16”(5) BARS
y(13)  §03) F(13) &) &0 &6
R 1ov g g Bl st Il B gy psi
ik alalalailo O HEEEER 0 HEHER - o) ' 'l
15 DEFLECTION | 15 DEFLECTION | 15 DEFLECTION ¥ 15 DEFLECTON |
0 27B 3/16”(5) BARS O 27C 3/16"(8) BARS
AORRAS e
Gl | R B
NOTES: T Ty 1§ (28) o
* EXTRUDED ALUMINUM CONSTRUCTION. T L el AL

7

30" DEFLECTION

300 DEFLECTION  #

BARS ARE FIXED AND PARALLEL TO LONG DIMENSION.
MAXIMUM LENGTH ONE PIECE CONSTRUCTION = 72" (1829).

2" (51) MINIMUM WIDTH FOR FRAMES 125, 187 & CPF.
SECTIONS CAN BE JOINED FOR CONTINUOUS APPEARANCE.
SCREW MOUNTING HOLES PER FACTORY STANDARD.
FACTORY TOLERANCE: +Vs2" (1) PER GRILLE SECTION.

® & 2 o o 8 e @

APPLICATIONS.
DESIGNED, SUPPLIED AND INSTALLED BY OTHERS.

WITH MOUNTING CHANNEL(S).
s REMOVABLE CORE.

¢ CORE ONLY REQUIRES ADDITIONAL SUPPORT BY OTHERS.

112" (38) MINIMUM WIDTH FOR FRAMES 750, 1000, 1000S, 1250 & CORE ONLY.

UNITS WIDER THAN 12" (305) ARE NOT RECOMMENDED FOR FLOOR
IF USED, ADDITIONAL STRUCTURAL SUPPORT MUST BE

* UNITS WIDER THAN 24" (610) ARE SUPPLIED IN MULTIPLE SECTIONS

ON ALL

¢« CORE CLIPS ARE SUPPLIED STANDARD

CORE CLIPS

LBPH GRILLES

* CORE STYLES 15B, 16B, 258, 26B, AND 27B NOT FOR FLOOR APPLICATIONS.

ALL METRIC DIMENSIONS ( ) ARE SOFT CONVERTED. IMPERIAL DIMENSIONS ARE CONVERTED TO METRIC AND ROUNDED TO THE NEAREST MILLIMETER.

PROJECT: FF'EE®
ENGINEER: /ﬁ(} LBPH
HEAVY DUTY
CUSTOMER: 216482 LINEAR BAR GRILLES
PRESSED CORE
SUBMITTAL DATE: SPEC. SYMBOL. 2014/12/11
SHEET 1 CF 3 REV Y

© Copyright PRICE INDUSTRIES LIMITED 2014

ittal Sheet




OA BORDER OPTIONS
NS
# (4)T * BORDER STYLE | BORDER WIDTH (A)
» 0O 1250 1%
L 2054 1250 5
” $(54) 1000 s
h { J 750 Y4 (19)
' STACK =
' DUCT SIZE — 1/8°(3)
l«—puct size
”I——O.A.
A r'—
% (4) ‘ I
KR BORDER STYLE | BORDER WIDTH (A)| OVERALL (0A)
“ 24(54) 0 10008 17(25) D + 1%'(41)
f STACK =
' DUCT SIZE — 1/8'(3)
l«—pucT size
“O";’ =NOM ~ 1/8°(3) [ BoRDER STYLE | BORDER WIDTH (A)| OVERALL (OA.)
O 125 e (3) D - 1/8°(3)
1§(32) } 0O 1.7 18" (5) D - 1/8(3)
20 (54) [ CORE ONLY N/A D
[ I
MOUNTING “*’L L 3/8(10) C] CORE ONLY o
ANGLE }«— DUCT SIZE SR
(BY OTHERS) le— 0.A.=NOM. SIZE
0.A.
A BORDER STYLE | BORDER WIDTH (A)| OVERALL (O.A)
O CPF 1Y (32 D+ 2'(51
24" (54) 7(52) S
H N » CONCEALED PLASTER FRAME
' (MILL FINISH FRAME)
! STACK = X
DUCT SIZE - 1/8°(3) TAPE & PLASTER TO FINISH
DUCT SIZE (BY OTHERS)
o FASTENING
{3 A = COUNTERSUNK SCREW
1 B - SPRING CLIP
DREERL IS S
¢ FOR SILL APPLICATIONS ONLY,
BORDERS 1000,1250 & CPF Z K NOT TO BE USED FOR CEILING
OR WALL INSTALLATION.
[ H - STRAIGHT HOLES |
AVAILABLE ON 750 FRAME.

s NOT AVAILABLE FOR 125, 187 &

CPF BORDER STYLES )
ALL METRIC DIMENSIONS ( ) ARE SOFT CONVERTED. IMPERIAL DIMENSIONS ARE CONVERTED TO METRIC AND ROUNDED TO THE NEAREST MILLIMETER.
PROJECT:

PFlEE®
ENGINEER: /%L LBPH
HEAVY DUTY
CUSTOMER: 216682 LINEAR BAR GRILLES
PRESSED CORE
SUBMITTAL DATE: SPEC. SYMBOL: 2014/12/11
© Copyright PRICE INDUSTRIES LIMITED 2014 SHEET 2 OF 3 REV Y




PROJECT:

ALL METRIC DIMENSIONS ( ) ARE SOFT CONVERTED. IMPERIAL DIMENSIONS ARE CONVERTED TO METRIC AND ROUNDED TO THE NEAREST MILLIMETER.

Arice

Subn

jittal

Sheet

0 C - CONCEALED MTG BRKT

1.5
ik

=g
=3

¢ FOR CEILING, SIDEWALL, FLOOR OR
SILL APPLICATIONS. WITH CORE STYLES
15A, 16A, 26C, OR 27C REMOVE CORE
FOR ACCESS TO CONCEALED BRACKET

FASTENING

O MP-DR
REVERSIBLE MOUNTING BRACKET

[

OR §° DRYWALL

SS— ¢ FOR DRYWALL APPLICATION.
LA AVAILABLE ONLY WITH CPF
BORDERS
R MOUNTING
* MAXIMUM WIDTH — FLOOR 12" (305) BRACKET
OR SILL 18 (457) |
ACCESSORIES
0 BOS - BLANK OFF SECTIONS 7 DV1 - DIRECTIONAL VANES
' (49) 14 (49)
I | ] I ~_t

* INACTIVE SECTION ¢/w BLANK OFF STRIPS

DIRECTIONAL VANES SPACED 17(25) o/c.
MIN. NOM. WIDTH 2" (51)
MAX. NOM. WIDTH 12° (305)

0 ves2

. 2'(51)

) ) 3%"
(89)
= e

VCS2 FLAP DAMPER SCREW DRIVER OPERATOR ON 3" (76)
THROUGH 8" (203) NOM. WIDTHS. FRICTION HINGE ON
172" (38) THROUGH 2%2" (64) NOM. WIDTHS.

0O DvVY/vess

Il
DV DIRECTIONAL VANES AND

VCS3 OPPOSED BLADE DAMPER
MIN. DAMPER WIDTH = 2'2" (64)

(
MIN. WIDTH = 3° (76) FOR 125, 187 & CPF FRAMES

[Arice’

ENGINEER: /19, LBPH
HEAVY DUTY
CUSTOMER: 216682 LINEAR BAR GRILLES
PRESSED CORE
SUBMITTAL DATE: SPEC. SYMBOL: 2014/12/11
© Copyright PRICE INDUSTRIES LIMITED 2014 SHEET 3 OF 3 REV Y
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- To: LAWMAN

" “Attn: Andy Liendecker

Job: 17-0039 - FLOWER MEMORIAL LIBRARY
WATERTOWN

Base Bid

Date; 1/26/2017

Quotation valid for 60 days
Salesperson: Jim Walker
Estimator; Elizabath DeSacia

Addendum: ¢

126 PRICE: REGISTER, DIFFUSERS AND GRILLES (S1,S2,R1,R2,E1) WITH WHITE FINISH, DAMPERS
ON REGISTERS ONLY, EXCLUDES PLASTER FRAMES AND SQUARE TO ROUNDS

ADD $200 FOR ANTIQUE BRASS FINISH ON 12 REGISTERS IN EXISTING BENCHES

48 NAILOR: FIRE DAMPERS STATIC TYPE B, 12" 20GA SLEEVE, RETAINING ANGLES, FUSIBLE LINK

1 AWV: LOUVER (LV-1) WITH KYNAR COLOR TO MATCH AND BACKDRAFT DAMPER

2 TWIN CITY FAN: GRAVITY VENT( SRV-1-2) WITH BIRDSCREEN, BACKDRAFT DAMPER AND 18"

CK 6412 Baird Avenue * Syracuse, NY 13206 » Phone (315) 471-0105

INSUALTED CURB
Net Lot.. $8,390.00
3 NAILOR: CONTROL. DAMPER LOW LEAK V BLADE, 120V ACTUATOR, SIDE MOUNTING PLATE
Net Lot... $610.00
Add to change 520D's mounted in the floor to LBPH linear bar grilles for floor mount.......... Net Add $ 805.00

Room schedule for the areas affected attached.

4-25-17

Add to change Lines 16-20, 22-26, 40-49 and 51-53 to LBPH bar grilles with custom color

Add to change line 32 from double deflection registers to 48" long x 3 slot with insulated plenums

.............................. Net Add $ 2,640.00

THANK YOU FOR YOUR BUSINESS
TERMS: Net 30; Sales Tax is NOT included;
Unless otherwise indicated all quotations are freight allowed F.O.B. Factory.
Product warranties are for parts ONLY unless noted otherwise. Standard ship



LAWMAN HEATING & COOLING, INC.

HVAC, PLUMBING, ELECTRICAL CONTRACTING
206 AMBROSE STREET P.O. BOX 599 SACKETS HARBOR, NY 13685 (315) 646-2919 FAX (315) 646-2920

Date: February 17,2017

Attn: Brian M. Krueger

We would like to propose Installing HUM-2 in the basement vs. the roof as well as change the type of Humidifiers from the resistive type specified to
electrode type.

By installing HUM-2 in the basement will have the following benefits to the owner:

. No roof penetration needed reducing potential for future leaks.
. Credit for less roofing and curb installation (General Contractor)
. Credit for no #3/0 wire from basement to roof. (Electrician)

D Less time on roof for Maintenance.

By switching to electrode steam humidifiers with disposable cylinders we can lower costs further. The reduced cleaning maintenance labor required by
the resistive steam humidifiers specified will more than offset the replacement cylinder costs of the electrode steam version presented here.
{Replacement cylinders will be about $160 ea.)

Also, the drain coolers specified on the design are not required with electrode humidifiers as they include internal drain water cooling to 140F.to comply
with plumbing code.

The electrode steam humidifier capacity breaks are slightly different than the resistive units:
HUM-1
Specified as 44.76 |b. /hr., 44.4 A at 208/3

Proposed: Nortec EL-050, rated 55 #/hr., 51.9A at 208/3
Electrical impact: none, since electrical is 60A breaker with (3} #6 conductors rated at 75A

HUM-2
Specified as 109.5 Ib. /hr., 133.2A at 208/3

Proposed: Nortec EL-150, rated 165#/hr., 155A
Electrical impact: circuit size is oversized with {3) #3/0 rated 225A. Breaker may need to jump one size from 175A specified

By installing HUM-2 in the basement there will be {2} 1-1/2" insulated copper pipes routed up through the existing chase, which does offset set some of
the eguipment savings.

If this value engineering is accepted the savings to the owner from the HVAC contract will be $3300.00

We have attached cut sheets for the electrode humidifiers for your reference, if you have any technical questions concerning the electrode steam vs.
resistive please contact:

Steve Brandt, P.E.
D.F.Brandt, Inc.
8152 Kirkville Road
Kirkville, NY 13082
PH (315)656-3884
FAX (315)656-8078
www.dfbrandt.com

All other questions can be directed to the undersigned.

Sincerely,

Lawman Heating & Cooling, Inc.

Andrew Liendecker
Senior HVAC Project Manager




Submittal Package

Project Name:

Project Number:

Preparation Date:

Locally Represented By:

Salesperson:

Watertown Library EL Option

2017/02/14

D.F.Brandt, Inc.
8152 Kirkville Road
Kirkville

New York

13082

Steve Brandt



1.0 Bill of Materials

Zone Tag Item Part Quantity
Number
HUM-1 El 050/208/3 EL Series 1
HUM-2 EL 150/208/3 EL Series 1
Feb 16,2017 Watertown Library EL Option Page 2




2.0 Product Browser Parts
2.1 Humidifiers

EL Series Electrode Steam Humidifiers

An electrode humidifier that produces sterile steam at atmospheric pressure from potable
water. To generate steam an electrical current is passed through the dissolved minerals in
potable water. The result; the water heats itself offering the highest energy efficiency of any
steam humidifier. Utilizing the patented P+l Auto-Adaptive Control, the system automatically
adjusts to incoming potable water conditions optimizing water usage. In turn, energy is
conserved due to low hot water drain rates.

Minerals removed during steam generation process accumulate in a disposable cylinder.
Replacing the cylinder is quick, easy and does not require any scraping or descaling
chemicals. The intelligent control system maintains steam generation efficiency until the end
of the cylinder life. Replacing the cylinder returns the humidifier to a like new condition.

Steam produced by the EL can be introduced into a duct or air handler using a short
absorption manifold (SAM-e) or single tube distributor (ASD, BSD, CSD) with the EL DUCT
model. For direct space applications steam can be distributed by using a built-on blower pack
(EL SPACE model) or a remote mounted blower pack. A remote mounted blower pack may
be powered by the humidifier itself (EL RMBP model).

FEATURES

» Touchscreen controller with intuitive color user interface.

+ Standard BMS communication protocols BACnet IP, BACnet MSTP (Slave) and Modbus.
Lonworks and BACnet BTL options available.

+ Standard embedded web interface for easy configuration and remote monitoring from any
computer with a web browser.

» USB interface for new software/feature upload and download of operational information.

» Modulating steam output of 20%-100% from any control signal type: Single or dual analog
demand, single or dual analog relative humidity sensor input, or digital control from a BMS.

+ Internal Drain Water tempering to 140°F (60°C) or less and 1 inch internal air gap for
backflow prevention to meet plumbing codes.
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+ Auto-Adaptive Control for accurate steam output (5% RH), efficient water use and peak
energy efficiency until end of cylinder life. , '

» Packaged unit in durable, corrosion resistant, powder coated cabinet with all service
connections conveniently located for easy installation.

» Zero right and left hand side clearance requirement for minimal installation footprint.

» Disposable cylinder for easy and economical maintenance.

+ Two year limited warranty or 30 months from ship date. Extended warranty available.

+ UL/CUL Listed.

OSHPD (seismic) certification of the EL

Note that the whole EL product line is certified for the seismic regulations covered by
OSHPD. This includes successful testing to ICC-ES AC156, valid up to an SDS (g) value of
2.77, and a z/h value of 1. In order for the OSHPD certification to be valid, the EL humidifiers
must be mounted as per the details in the Installation Manual (2582302).

Documentation can be found online, available to the public at
http://www.oshpd.ca.gov/fdd/Pre-Approval/OSP-0225-10.pdf

For more information, please contact the factory at 1.866.NORTEC1.
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Data Sheet
Product Name: EL 050/208/3
Product Number: EL Series

Performance Dimensions
Nominal Capacity 50.00 Ibs/h Height 30.70 in.
Rated Capacity 55.00 lbs/h Width 20.90 in.
Qutput Range Minimum 10.00 lbs/h Depth 15.80 in.
Rated Power 18.70 kW Net Weight 85.0 Ibs
Power Circuit \2/?(3)1:;22) IHz Full Weight 150.0 Ibs
Rated Current 51.90A Front Clearance 36.00 in.
Maximum Current 70.00 A Left Clearance 0.00 in.
Min. Water Pressure 30.00 psig Right Clearance 0.00 in.
Max. Water Pressure 80.00 psig Ceiling Clearance 12.00 in.
Controlled Circuits 1 Floor Clearance 24.00in.
Cylinders 1 Supply Water O D 0.5in.
Fill Rate 0.50 GPM Drain Water O D 1in.
Drain Rate 2.00 GPM Steam Outlet O D 1.75in.
Qty Steam Outlets 1
Condensate Return 0.38 in.
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Installation

NORTEC SERIES
EXTERNAL CONTROLS WIRING CONNECTIONS
LOW VOLTAGE TERMINAL STRIP

For all controller and transducer signals by others

WARNING: Failure to wire the controller
inaccordance withthe wiving diagram
supplied with the unitcould permanently
damage the electronies. Sucherrors will
voidthe unit warranty.

POWER TO CONTROLLER OR
TRANSDUCER BY OTHERS Transducers:
{ [ | I To be compiete with
Both inputs fo the Single T D ‘aE sensing element,
hurmidifier must be : Siggm s;;lna; power source and
the same type and : Input Input | 2 wire varying output signal.
output signal : oo : RH set point adjustment
: is made at unit keypad.
) : : RH set point and % RH
Secuny Loop =+ “““ "'l*“ : sensed are viewad on display
I Output signal across
Qther On 7 OF i 3 -4 and 3 -5 increase
Davice e . on RH rise
Blower i
Pack |
I Controliers (Humidistat):
High Limit I To be ;omp%ete with RH
Hurmidistat I g set point adjustment,
I 5 sensor circuit,
I I & sensing slement,
A Froving PO power source and
i g 2 wire varying output signal.
— i RH demand are viewed on
Qn/Off Control i { display
Humidistat i
EXTERNAL vy v + EXTERNAL Output signal across
................................... l ‘ 2 I 3 i 4 l 5 ] 6 1 7 ; 8 ] R 3-4and 3 -5 decrease
INTERNAL L F :}- -%- | | INTERNAL on RH rise
\
NOTE: #f no On/Off Controt \
is used then a field jumper Blower Pack
must be connected acruss Alr Proving
terminals 1 and 2 in order or Jumper
for the humidifier to operate.
ARy’ .
P NORTEC SERIES
e nor tec EXTERNAL CONTROLS WIRING CONNECTIONS
LOW VOLTAGE TERMINAL STRIPS
humidity.com Diagram No. 1509816 Rev.E Feb.11/2014
LW

- www.humidity.com -
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Schematics

Emptly Weight

85 Ihs

Full Weight

150 Ibs

Front Clearance

36 in.

Ceiling Clearance

12in.

Left/Right Clearance

Oin.

Floor Clearance

24 in.

Water Inlet Pressure

30-80 psig

Mounting Keyhole Y

2x0.25 (6.5) @

(%’24)“4

i
|
i
i

7,
(1

:
%)

e Optional

:Ej::
s

~nortec

humidity.com

J

- Optional, Steam
Outlet (Cylinder)
2 1.75 (45)

— Condensate Return
. @0.375 (9.5)

Mounting Bracket

Drain Connection -, +Primary
1.18 (30) @ Power

92
(233 |

1.3

7
dd

1)

Fill Connection -

2
i
3

(9

12NPT
- ALL UNITS IN INCHES (mm

EL Medium (050 to 100)
Physical Data & Dimensions
RevA  22-Oct-2015
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Wiring

o {€) In Module B

Module A

i b intercorments to (8) in Mostule B

DRIVER
BOARD A

i s o 2 ¢

H1 REMOTE RELAY

Internal fuse, driver board 24V supply (1A, slow-acting)

Internal fuse, driver board 230V supply (4A, slow-acting)

Jumper for activating the termination resistor for Modbus or BACnet MSTP network
Modbus connector {R.8485 interface)

Jumper for activating Modbus or BACnet MSTP communication via connector J6
Termination, Linkup system

Linkup connector

Main contactor, supply voltage

Low voltage terminal strip A

Rotary switch, module identification (Module A: 0)

Terminal block, supply voltage

EL Series Humidifier (Cylinder A)

g nortec | Wiring Diagram

Doc# 2581325 RevA 22-Oct-2015

humidity.com
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EL Series Electrode Steam Humidifiers

An electrode humidifier that produces sterile steam at atmospheric pressure from potable
water. To generate steam an electrical current is passed through the dissolved minerals in
potable water. The result; the water heats itself offering the highest energy efficiency of any
steam humidifier. Utilizing the patented P+l Auto-Adaptive Control, the system automatically
adjusts to incoming potable water conditions optimizing water usage. In turn, energy is
conserved due to low hot water drain rates.

Minerals removed during steam generation process accumulate in a disposable cylinder.
Replacing the cylinder is quick, easy and does not require any scraping or descaling
chemicals. The intelligent control system maintains steam generation efficiency until the end
of the cylinder life. Replacing the cylinder returns the humidifier to a like new condition.

Steam produced by the EL can be introduced into a duct or air handler using a short
absorption manifold (SAM-e) or single tube distributor (ASD, BSD, CSD) with the EL DUCT
model. For direct space applications steam can be distributed by using a built-on blower pack
(EL SPACE model) or a remote mounted blower pack. A remote mounted blower pack may
be powered by the humidifier itself (EL RMBP model).

FEATURES

» Touchscreen controller with intuitive color user interface.

« Standard BMS communication protocols BACnet IP, BACnet MSTP (Slave) and Modbus.
Lonworks and BACnet BTL options available.

- Standard embedded web interface for easy configuration and remote monitoring from any
computer with a web browser.

« USB interface for new software/feature upload and download of operational information.

« Modulating steam output of 20%-100% from any control signal type: Single or dual analog
demand, single or dual analdg relative humidity sensor input, or digital control from a BMS.
 Internal Drain Water tempering to 140°F (60°C) or less and 1 inch internal air gap for
backflow prevention to meet plumbing codes.

« Auto-Adaptive Control for accurate steam output (5% RH), efficient water use and peak
energy efficiency until end of cylinder life.

« Packaged unit in durable, corrosion resistant, powder coated cabinet with all service
connections conveniently located for easy installation.
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+ Zero right and left hand side clearance requirement for minimal installation footprint.
+ Disposable cylinder for easy and economical maintenance.

+  Two year limited warranty or 30 months from ship date. Extended warranty available.
« UL/CUL Listed.

OSHPD (seismic) certification of the EL

Note that the whole EL product line is certified for the seismic regulations covered by
OSHPD. This includes successful testing to ICC-ES AC156, valid up to an SDS (g) value of
2.77, and a z/h value of 1. In order for the OSHPD certification to be valid, the EL humidifiers
must be mounted as per the details in the Installation Manual (2582302).

Documentation can be found online, available to the public at
http://www.oshpd.ca.gov/fdd/Pre-Approval/lOSP-0225-10.pdf

For more information, please contact the factory at 1.866.NORTEC1.
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Data Sheet
Product Name: EL 150/208/3
Product Number: EL Series

Performance Dimensions
Nominal Capacity 150.00 lbs/h Height 30.70 in,
Rated Capacity 165.00 Ibs/h Width 39.40 in.
Output Range Minimum 30.00 Ibs/h Depth 15.80 in.
Rated Power 56.10 kW Net Weight 120.0 lbs
Power Circuit 208/3/60 Full Weight 2450 ibs
Vi(phase)/Hz
Rated Current 155.70 A Front Clearance 36.00 in.
Maximum Current 200.00 A Left Clearance 0.00 in.
Min. Water Pressure 30.00 psig Right Clearance 0.00 in.
Max. Water Pressure 80.00 psig Ceiling Clearance 12.00 in.
Controlled Circuits 2 Floor Clearance 24.00 in.
Cylinders 2 Supply Water O D (A) 0.5
Fill Rate 2x0.50 GPM Supply Water O D (B) 0.5
Drain Rate 2x2.00 GPM Steam Outlet O D (A) 1.75in.
Steam Outlet O D (B) 1.75in.
Qty Steam Outlets 2
Condensate Return (A) 0.38 in.
Condensate Return (B) 0.38 in.
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Installation

NORTEC SERIES
EXTERNAL CONTROLS WIRING CONNECTIONS
LOW VOLTAGE TERMINAL STRIP

For all controller and fransducer signals by others

WARNING: Failure to wire the controller
inaccordance withthe wiving diagram
supplied with theunitcould permanently
damage the electronics. Sucherrors will
voidthe unit warranty.

POWER TO CONTROLLER OR
TRANSDUCER BY OTHERS Transducers:
! { I 1 To be complete with
Both inputs fo the ; ] sensing element,
humidifier must be : S&‘Qg;? SD,E?; power source and
the same type and Input Input 2 wire varying output signal.
output signal » — RH set point adjustment
2 is made at unit keypad.
) RH set point and % RH
Secg;‘e’a&ﬁ“? — e : sensed are viewed on display
Quiput signal across
Other On 7 OFf 3-4and 3 - Sincrease
Device on RH rise
Blower
Pack { .
i Controllers (Humidistat):
High Limi f To be compiete with RH
igh Limit A .
Hurnidistat I g set point adjustment,
I 5 sensor cirouit,
N | I sensing element,
ég:e:g e I o power source and
i g 2 wire varying output signal.
onoit Control [T i RH demand are viewed on
tE ONirol i
Humidistat i ] T display
EXTERNAL v.Y " EXTERNAL Output signal across
............................... 11]2]3]4]5]6]7]8]9] " 3-4and3-5decrease
INTERNAL = ¥+ | INTERNAL on RH rise
+
NOTE: if no On/Off Cuntrol \
is used then a field jumper Blower Pack
must be connecled across Alr Proving
terminals 1 and 2 in order or Jumper
for the humidifier to operate.
gt §
P NORTEC SERIES
Ve nor tec EXTERNAL CONTROLS WIRING CONNECTIONS
. LOW VOLTAGE TERM STRIPS
humidity.com Diagrarn No. 1509816 Rev.E Feb. 112014
N W,

- www. humidity.com -
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Schematics

Empty Weight 120 Ibs

Full Weight 245 lbs

Front Clearance 38in.

Ceiling Clearance 12 in.

Left/Right Clearance Gin,

Floor Clearance 24 in.

Water Inlet Pressure 30-80 psig

/. Optional, Steam
Cutlet (Cylinder)
 1.75 (45)

Condensate Return
20.375(9.5)x2 7}

Mounting Keyhole -
3x0.25 (6.5) @
~ Optional -~ Drain Connection
/ Mounting Bracket LU a2 118 (30) B x 2

9[_6 i . v ‘. CIarY -., o i - v,. ) Primary
1 (244)  Power
| S .

2.6
L (866)

91

35 . 5

(89) ,

Fill Connection -
112 NPT, x 2

L 28
(70) ALL UNITS IN INCHES (mm) §

EL Large (150 to 200)

o~ nOf tec Physical Data & Dimensions

humidity.com Rev A 22-0ct-2015
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Wiring

10 {0} in Module B

At

A
(v‘v—\

}

s e ﬁ interconinests to {8} in Module &

DRIVER
BOARD A

H1 REMOTE RELAY

or Supply
Mox, S0mA

Internal fuse, driver board 24V supply (1A, slow-acting)

Internal fuse, driver board 230V supply (4A, slow-acting}

Jumper for activating the termination resistor for Modbus or BACnet MSTP network
Modbus connector (R.5485 interface)

Jumper for activating Modbus or BACnet MSTP communication via connector J6
Termination, Linkup system

Linkup connector

Main contactor, supply voltage

Low voltage terminal strip A

Rotary switch, module identification (Module A: 0)

Terminal block, supply voltage

EL Series Humidifier (Cylinder A)

ﬂgnortec . Wiring Diagram

Doc# 2581325 RevA 22-Cct-2015

humidity.com
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Resolution No. 6 May 15, 2017
YEA

NAY

RESOLUTION

Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.

Page 1 of 1
Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.

Approving Change Order No. 1 for

Flower Memorial Library HVAC System Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.

Replacement Project, Electrical Contract, Council Member WALGCZYK, Mark C.

J&R Electric Inc.
Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.

Introduced by

WHEREAS on February 6, 2017, the City Council of the City of Watertown
approved the Electrical Contract Agreement with J&R Electric Inc. in the amount of $236,500
for the electrical contract work for the Flower Memorial Library HVAC System Replacement
Project, and

WHEREAS J&R Electric Inc. has now submitted Change Order No. 1 for a credit
of $824 for Value Engineering and add’s for additional electrical work necessary to replace an
existing electric heater in the entrance vestibule and other work in the amount of $8,735,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of
Watertown approves Change Order No. 1, a copy of which is attached and made part of this
Resolution, to the Electrical Contract Agreement with J&R Electric Inc. in the amount of $8,735,
bringing the total contract amount to $245,235, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that City Manager Sharon Addison is hereby
authorized and directed to execute the Change Order No. 1 document on behalf of the City of
Watertown.

Seconded by




WATA pocument 6701" - 2001

Change Order

PROJSECT (Name and address): CHANGE ORDER NUMBER: 001 OWNER: [
Flower Memorial Library HVAC Reno DATE: 2017-05-03 .
229 Washington Streef ARCHITECT:
Wateriown, NY 13601 CONTRACTOR:
TO CONTRACTOR (Name and addressi: ARCHITECT'S PROJECT NUMBER: 2016-080 FIELD:
J & R Electric. Inc. CONTRACT DATE: /1572017

15685 County Route 91 CONTRACT FOR; Electrical Construction OTHER: L]
PO Box 767

Prerrepont Manor, NY 13674

THE CONTRACT IS CHANGED AS FOLLOWS:
(Include, where applicable, any undisputed amount atiributable to previously excewted Construction Change Divectives)
ADD $768.00 per proposal 3607 dated 03/22/2017:
~Disconnect power to existing CUH in the Vestibule and provide new power supply connection 10 gew CUH to be installed by
Mechanical Contractor

ADD $1,900.00 per option #1 on proposal 3612 dated 03/29/2017:
-Remove existing light fixtures and install 3/4" finished plywood (4'%4% enclosure for Hght backer. Install fixtures as specified in
Coustruction Documents,

ADD $6,890.00 per proposal 3612 received on 047282017
-Provide additional work regarding the removal and relocation of elecirical conduits/cireuits and fire alarm conduits,

CREDIT $824.00 per proposal 3590Revi dated 03/1372017;
~Delete cleetrical connetion fo HUM-2 on roof top. Provide electrical conmection in muechanies] room (001) to proposed HUM-2

The original Contract Sum was $ 236,500.00
The net change by previously authorized Change Orders § 0.00
The Contract Sum prior to this Change Order was § 23650000
The Contract Sum will be increased by this Change Order in the amount of $ 8,735.00
The vew Contract Sum including this Change Order will be $ 24523500
The Contract Tane will beunchanged by Zevo (05 days.

The date of Substantial Completion as of the date of this Change Onder therefore is

NOTE: This Change Order does not include changes in the Contract Sum, Contract Time or Guaranteed Maximuwm Price which have

been authorized by Construction Change Directive until the cost and thme have been agreed upon by both the Owner and
Contractor, in which case a Change Order is executed to supersede the Construction Change Directive.

NOT VALID UNTIL SIGNED BY THE ARCHITECT, CONTRACTOR AND QWNER.

Aubertine and Currier Architects, 3 & R Elecivic, In¢. City of Waiertown -
Engineers & Land Surveyors, PLLC
ARCHITECT {Firm name) CONTRACTOR (Firm name) OWHNER (Firm name)
522 Bradley Street. Watertown, NY 15685 County Route 91, PO Box 767, 245 Washington St, Watertown, NY 13601
13601 e Pierrepont Manor, NY 13674
AﬁnRﬁsj o = ADDRESS ADDRESS
N A (e
BY (Signanire) BY (Signature) BY (Signature)
Patrick 1, Curdder Sy, Joel Bovee Justin Wood
(Tuped n mm);? {Typed numei {Typed namz)

<, ) i :}
DATE DATE DATE

AlA Document G704™ ~ 2001, Copyright © 1879, 1987, 2000 and 2001 by The American Institute of Architacls, Al rights reserved, WARNING: Thig Ala®
Cooument s profected by 1.8, Copyright Law and International Treaties. Unavthorized reproduction or distribution of this AIAT Document, or sny
portion of &, may resull in severe civil and prminal penalties, and will be prosecuted to the maxintse extent possible unday the law. This documant was
proguced by AlA sofoware at 08:53:04 on 08037207 7 under Order No 81407942031 which expires on 12/08/2017, and is not Tor resale.

User Notes: {1848514523)



‘ ‘ ELECTRIC

SR b el TELEPHONE 315 465-4163
PO BOX 767 FAX 315 465-4241
PIERREPONT MANOR, NY 13674 MOBILE 315 523-2803
jrelectricinc.com ’ E-mail jocl@jrelectricine.com

**PROUD EMPLOYER OF A DRUG FREE WORK FORCE**

PROPOSAL

To: Aubertine & Currier Prop. 3607
Attn: Brian Krueger 3/22/17

Project: Flower Memorial Library RFP002

J&R ELECTRIC, INC. has been engaged in applications like this project for over 25 years,
and exceeds the qualifications required for this project. We are affiliated with the IBEW (International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers) and NECA (National Electrical Contractors Association), which
results in a highly skilled drug free work force. We are pleased to provide a quote for the referenced
project, for your review and consideration.

We hereby propose to furnish all the material and perform all the labor necessary for the
electrical work associated with the above referenced project. All work will be done in a timely
manner; Installed per the National Electric Code and the following Scope of Work

Scope of Work:

Disconnect power supply to CUH located at entry 125. Make circuit safe for the installation of a new
CUH (by Others). Install new breaker sufficient for new CUH electrical load.

Exclusions:

OUR PRICE FOR THE ABOVE WORK IS:
Material $110.00
Labor $659.00




General Conditions:

1. All applicable taxes are included in our submission

2. The contractor shall not be held liable for errors or omissions in designs by others, nor inadequacies of materials and
equipment specified or supplied by others

3. Equipment and materials supplied by the contractor are warranted only to the extent that the same are warranted by the
manufacturer.

4. The contractor shall not be liable for indirect loss or damage

5. Unless included in this proposal, all bonding and/or special insurance requirements are supplied at additional cost.

6. If a formal contract is required, its conditions must not deviate from this proposal without contractor’s consent.

7. Anything (verbal or written), express or implied elsewhere, which is contrary to these conditions shall be null and void.
8. Any alteration or deviation from the above proposal involving extra costs will be executed only upon written orders, and
will become an extra charge over and above the proposal

9. Our employees are fully covered by Worker’s compensation insurance.

10. This proposal is valid for 90 days.

Thank you for the opportunity to quote you on this project. Please call me with any questions you may have.
315 523-2803

Respectfully,
Joel Bovee

Vice president
J&R Electric, Inc,



{ELECTRIC

N S TELEPHONE 315 465-4163
PO BOX 767 FAX 315 465-4241
PIERREPONT MANOR, NY 13674 MOBILE 315 523-2803
jrelectricinc.com E-mail jocl@irelectricine.com

**PROUD EMPLOYER OF A DRUG FREE WORK FORCE**

PROPOSAL

To: Aubertine and Currier Prop. 3590Revl
Attn: Brian Krueger 3/13/17

PROJECT: Flower Memorial Library RFPOO 1, Value Engineering for HUM 1 and 2

J&R ELECTRIC, INC. has been engaged in applications like this project for over 25 years, and
exceeds the qualifications required for this project. We are affiliated with the IBEW (International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers) and NECA (National Electrical Contractors Association); we are
also registered with the Federal CCR as a Women Owned Business. We are pleased to provide a
quotation for the referenced project, for your review and consideration.

We hereby propose to furnish all the material and perform all the labor necessary for the

electrical work associated with the above referenced project. All work will be done in a timely
manner; Installed per the National Electric Code and the following Scope of Work

Scope of Work:

DELETE clectrical contiction to HUM-2 on roof fop. Mechanical Contractor to mstall HUM-2 in basement
mechanical rocm (001). Electrical contractor to provide clectrical connection in mechanical romm (001} 10 proposed
HUM-2, See attached RFLOOT Humidifier Value Engincering for cyuipmont specs,

HE-1

Specified 55 44.76 b fhr., 44.4 A aL 208/3
Roposed: Morter EL-OB0, rated 55 #/hr,, 51,94 ot 208/3
Electrical impach: none, since electrical is 604 breaker with {3) #6 conductors rated st 754

We recommend replacing the 60A breaker with a 70A breaker for HUM-1. Specifications provided
indicate Maximum Current Rating is 70.00 A. Raceway and Conductors shall remain as specified.
There will be no cost impact for this change



HUM-2

Bpecified a5 10951k, fhr, 13328 3t 20873
Froposed: Norteo EL-150, rated 1652 /hw., 1584
Electrical impadcs: drouit size s oversized with £3) #3/0 rated 2284, Bresker may nesd tojump one size from 1754 sperified

We recommend replacing the 175A breaker with a 200 A breaker for Hum-2. Specifications provided
indicate Maximum Current rating is 200.00 A. Raceway and Conductors shall remain as specitied,
original circuit was oversized.

Overall footage for raceway and conductors remains the same as designed.

Cost Impact for this RFP is roof work. Final electrical connections will be done inside with non-
weather tight material, compared to weather tight material and additional labor for roof Installation.

Cost savings for this RFP will be $824.00

Please advise asap if this RFP is accepted, will need to get gear ordered soon.

OUR PRICE FOR THE ABOVE WORK IS: Cost breakdown

Material $208.00
Labor $616.00

General Conditions:

1. All applicable taxes are included in our submission

2. The contractor shall not be held liable for errors or omissions in designs by others, nor inadequacies of materials and
equipment specified or supplied by others

3. Equipment and materials supplied by the contractor are warranted only to the extent that the same are warranted by the
manufacturer.

4, The contractor shall not be liable for indirect loss or damage

5. Unless included in this proposal, all bonding and/or special insurance requirements are supplied at additional cost.

6. 1f a formal contract is required, its conditions must not deviate from this proposal without contractor’s consent.

7. Anything (verbal or written), express or implied elsewhere, which is contrary to these conditions shall be null and void.
8. Any alteration or deviation from the above proposal involving extra costs will be executed only upon written orders, and
will become an extra charge over and above the proposal

9. Qur employees are fully covered by Worker’s compensation insurance.

10. This proposal is valid for 90 days.

Thank you for the opportunity to quote you on this project. Please call me with any questions you may have.
315 523-2803

Respectfully,
Joel Bovee

Vice president
J&R Electric, Inc.




| R S B TELEPHONE 315 465-4163
PO BOX 767 FAX 315 465-4241
PIERREPONT MANOR, NY 13674 MOBILE 315 523-2803
jrelectricinc.com E-mail joel@ijrelectricine.com

**PROUD EMPLOYER OF A DRUG FREE WORK FORCE**

PROPOSAL

To: Aubertine & Currier Prop. 3607Revl
Attn: Brian Krueger 4/10/17

Project: Flower Memorial Library RFP002

J&R ELECTRIC, INC. has been engaged in applications like this project for over 25 years,
and exceeds the qualifications required for this project. We are affiliated with the IBEW (International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers) and NECA (National Electrical Contractors Association), which
results in a highly skilled drug free work force. We are pleased to provide a quote for the referenced
project, for your review and consideration.

We hereby propose to furnish all the material and perform all the labor necessary for the
electrical work associated with the above referenced project. All work will be done in a timely
manner; Installed per the National Electric Code and the following Scope of Work

Scope of Work:

Disconnect power supply to CUH located at entry 125. Make circuit safe for the installation of a new
CUH (by Others). Install new breaker sufficient for new CUH electrical load.

Labor Breakdown:  Journeyman Wiremen for 8.56 hours @ $77.00 per hour

Exclusions:

OUR PRICE FOR THE ABOVE WORK IS:
Material $110.00
Labor $659.00




General Conditions:

1. All applicable taxes are included in our submission

2. The contractor shall not be held liable for errors or omissions in designs by others, nor inadequacies of materials and
equipment specified or supplied by others

3. Equipment and materials supplied by the contractor are warranted only to the extent that the same are warranted by the
manufacturer.

4. The contractor shall not be liable for indirect loss or damage

5. Unless included in this proposal, all bonding and/or special insurance requirements are supplied at additional cost.

6. If a formal contract is required, its conditions must not deviate from this proposal without contractor’s consent.

7. Anything (verbal or written), express or implied elsewhere, which is contrary to these conditions shall be null and void.
8. Any alteration or deviation from the above proposal involving extra costs will be executed only upon written orders, and
will become an extra charge over and above the proposal

9. Our employees are fully covered by Worker’s compensation insurance.

10. This proposal is valid for 90 days.

Thank you for the opportunity to quote you on this project. Please call me with any questions you may have.
315 523-2803

Respectfully,
Joel Bovee

Vice president
J&R Electric, Inc.



ELECTRIC

4 srl TELEPHONE 315 465-4163
PO BOX 767 FAX 315 465-4241
PIERREPONT MANOR, NY 13674 MOBILFE 315 523-2803
jreleetricinc.com E-mail jocl@ivelecitivine com

**PROLUD EMPLOYER OF A DRUG FREE WORK FORCE**

PROPOSAL

To: Aubertine & Currier Prop. 3612
Attn: Brian Krueger 3/29/17

Project: Flower Memorial Library RFP0G03

J&R ELECTRIC, INC. has been engaged in applications like this project for over 25 years,
and exceeds the qualifications required for this project. We are affiliated with the IBEW (International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers) and NECA (National Electrical Contractors Association), which
results in a highly skilled drug free work force. We are pleased to provide a quote for the referenced
project, for your review and consideration.

We hereby propose to furnish all the material and perform all the labor necessary for the
electrical work associated with the above referenced project. All work will be done in a timely
manner; Installed per the National Electric Code and the following Scope of Work

Scope of Work:
3 Options for the Charge Desk/Reception Area Lighting
Option #1

Remove existing light fixtures and install % finished plywood (4'x4’) over opening,
plug fastening holes. Install the specified L71/L72 fixtures to plywood

Option #2
Remove existing light fixtures and install % finished plywood (4'x4") over opening
Install a 4°x4’ surface mount enclosure with 2 specified type L2 fixtures inside
(see cut sheets on pages 3-5)

Option #3
Leave existing light fixtures in place and install an 8-lamp retrofit kit

Exclusions:

Painting of any kind



OUR PRICE FOR THE ABOVE WORK IS:
Option #1 Cost add of $1,900.00
Option #2 Cost add of $1,092.00
Option #3 Cost savings of $3,800.00

General Conditions:

1. All applicable taxes are included in our submission

2. The contractor shall not be held lable for errors or omissions in designs by others, nor inadequacies of materials and
equipment specified or supplied by others

3. Equipment and materials supplied by the contractor are warranted only to the extent that the same are warranted by the
manufacturer.

4. The contractor shall not be lable for indirect loss or damage

5. Unless included in this proposal, all bonding and/or special insurance requirements are supplied at additional cost.

6. Ifa formal contract is required, its conditions must not deviate from this proposal without contractor’s consent.

7. Anything {verbal or written), express or implied elsewhere, which is contrary to these conditions shall be null and void.
8. Any alteration or deviation from the above proposal involving extra costs will be executed only upon written orders, and
will become an extra charge over and above the proposal

9. Our employees are fully covered by Worker’s compensation insurance.

10. This proposal is valid for 90 days.

Thank you for the opportunity to quote vou on this project. Please call me with any questions you may have.
315 523-2803

Respectfully,
Joel Bovee

Vice president
J&R Electric, Inc.




The Metalux® universal fiald Install surface mount kits altow for
numerous recessed fixture families from Eaton's Cooper Lighting
business to be installed in plenum-less spaces. {deal for retrofits, remodel
projects, or where a recessed fixture is preferred but plenum space is not
available. The surface mount kit works with 2'x 25, 2 &, V' d' and 1'%
2 Metalux, Fail-Safe, Corelite and Neo-ray product lines. See chart and
ordering information for specific availability,

SPE CAY

Metalux

Catalog B

B

Project

Comments

Prepared by

Construetion
The field install universal surface
rount kits feature snap-together
frame design constructed of die-
formed 20 gauge cold rotied steal,
Both 2' x 2’ and 2’ x 4 kits are
offered in two depths, a Shatlow
{4-15/16"} and Tall {5-1/16) to
accommodate an array of fixture
types and options. The 1 x 4" and
1 x 2" are only offered in a Tall (5-
1/16”} version, Composite end caps
provide simple snap on attachment
to housing for convenience. For
additional safety #10 screws

can be used if necessary at

pre-tap focations, Four access
plate knockouts provide flexible

inside

BK-24WS SK24WT SK-22-WS SK22WY

instaitation and supply connection.
A sat of four mounting points are
provided for surface mounting,

for pendant mourtt six mounting
points are provided for either two
ot four point suspension. Eaton
SCA {1727 0.1} suspension sets
{#8CA-48-8) are recommendad for
stern mounting,

Finish

Cuwsrable cold rolled steet housing is
finished in high reflectance white
using electrostaticaily appfied
polyester powder coat paint to
engure maximum rust inhibition,
End caps provide matching matte
white finish,

Complianee

Field install universal surface
mount kits are UL recognized
aceessories.

Mounting

Both versions are dasigned to
provide a means for surface or
pendant mounting,

Warranty
One year warranty.

SK-12
SK-14
SK-22
SK-24

2 X 2,2 X4, X4 AND
1 X 2 BURFACE MOUNT KITS

Fisid Install Version

& | ¥idin s 4" 740
B | Leagtn 244837 AV
| Helght S §-378Y

Cutside

r«m Inside —— e

0 owadtn | st IR D
B § Length | 481727 B4
FoLoMelgar B0 E— 5 R
H
f— i.ﬂ»-u 3 e
Outside — A mm o
fnside vt i i B
SK-14-WT  SK12WT | 3 7 :
A1 Width i 2 o
PRI (P @ ® £ GEBTIFICATION PATA
B Length T 481118 ER IS g cULus
¢ b Haeight &148" “i Damp Location Listed
Oustgide B B
! SHIPPING DATA
A Wit | 12318 | 123 °
o D Catalog No. V.
B | Length | 43748 | 28-WIE" 2 ! SK-Z2WS 121bs.
¢ | Haight | 6818 | 89 7o LS $K-24-WS 21 tbs.
i M SK-22WT 14 1ba.
Lu | J— . . SK26WT 24 bz,
! SK-14WT 131bs.
. SK-12WT Fiba.
_,ur%
fe911 ADF142942
B 2016-0316 13:45:47




2R, KA, VKA AND T X X BURPACE BOUNT KITS
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COMPATIRILITY MATREX

LR, KA, KA AND U M 2 SURFAGE MOUNT KiTE

Bhaliow Design .. Jall Design
ru x4 P x2 o :{’x?w\ TrA Ty
SK-22-WS SK-24WS SK22-WT SK24WT ) | SKUAWT | SK2wT

Motalux
Accord TS, T8, LED TH, T8, LED T8 T8, LED
Arcline TS, 78, LED T5, T8, LED T8, T4, LED
Cruzi LED LED LED
Encounter LED LED LED LED
GR 15,78, LED TH, TH, LED 15,78, LED
519 TE, T8 5,78 18,18
Ovation T8 T8 15,18 8,78
Parabolics* 5,78 T5, 18
SkyRidge** LED LED LED LED
Fall-Safe
CEOFA T8, TH T8, 18 5,78
CFE-2 18,78 75,18
VRGO T8, T8 15,18 TE, T8
MAE 18,78 T8, T8
MAD KEAL T4, T8
Corelite
Class E3 18,18, LED 15,78, LED
Class H1/Z3 15 T8 ki
Class R2/7Z2 5 ki TH
Clags RIX LED LED LED
Class RUZ3 T8, LED T8, LEC T8, LED
Divide LED LED LED
deo-ray
Fanestrs 208,232, 242, 272, LED 1 204, 234 244, 2V LED
Lumincus T8, LED T8, LED T8 18 16,18, LED
Symbio 292 a4
Metslux
Accord ELIW, EL14W EL7W, EL14W EL7W, EL1AW
Argling ELTW EL?W EL1aW EL14W ELTW, EL14W
Cruza ELIW ELIW EL1dw EL1AW EL?W, EL14W
Encountar ELIW ELTW EL14W EL1AW ELTW, EL14W BLIW
GR EL7W ELTW EL1awW ELIAW ELYW, EL14W
30 ELIW, EL1aW ELIW, EL14W EL7W, EL1aW
Ovation BL7W, EL14W ELTW, ELI4W ELIW, EL14W
Parabolics* ELTW, EL14W EL7W, EL1AW
SkyRidpe*> EL?W, EL14W ELwW, EL1AW EL7W, EL14W ELIW
Corefite
Closs E3 EL7W, EL14W EL7W, EL1gW
Class R1/Z1 EL7W, EL1aW EL7W, EL14W EL?W, EL14W
Class RUZ2 EL7W, EL1Aw ELTW, EL1AW EL?W, ELT4W
Class R2X EL?W, EL1AW BLIW, EL1aW ELTVY, ELT4W
Class H3/23 EL7W, BL14W ELTW, EL14W ELIW, EL14W
Divide ELAWN, EL14W ELYW, EL1aW SLIW, EL14W
Neo-ray
Fenesira ELYW, EL14W EL7W, EL14W
Luminous BLIW, EL1awW ELTW, EL14W
Symbio ELIW, EL1AW ELAW, EL18W BLIW, EL14W

*Covers 2P2G, 2EP3, ZHPZ, 21HP3, OpticaHP; 2PGAX does not fit kits
**SkyRidge 1" x 4" fixtura with curved reflector {*-C-“} does not fit the 1" x4’ ki without reguirement for special bracket, pleass submit PDR request for erder processing.

Note: Fail-Safe fistures with stmergency do riot it either kit size.

-

Powsriag Busingss Wotiwide

Eaton

1123 Highvaay 7 South
Peachiree City, (34 30768
2. 770-4854800

W gatn.comaighting

Specifications and
dimensions sudjEe! to
changs without msice,

ADF142942
20180315 1%48:47



W ELECTRIC

------ S R £, el TELEPHONE 315 465-4163
PO BOX 767 FAX 315 465-4241
PIERREPONT MANOR, NY 13674 MOBILE 315 523-2803
jrelectricinc.com E-mail joel@ijrelectricine.com

**PROUD EMPLOYER OF A DRUG FREE WORK FORCE**

PROPOSAL

To: Aubertine & Currier Prop. 3612
Attn: Brian Krueger 3/29/17

Project: Flower Memorial Library RFP003

J&R ELECTRIC, INC. has been engaged in applications like this project for over 25 years,
and exceeds the qualifications required for this project. We are affiliated with the IBEW (International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers) and NECA (National Electrical Contractors Association), which
results in a highly skilled drug free work force. We are pleased to provide a quote for the referenced
project, for your review and consideration.

We hereby propose to furnish all the material and perform all the labor necessary for the
electrical work associated with the above referenced project. All work will be done in a timely
manner; Installed per the National Electric Code and the following Scope of Work

Scope of Work:

L. Contractor to remove/relocate 17conduit from existing panel 1 within the boiter room that serves the exterior
pull box (exterior lights & timer). Circuit breakers within panel 1 are to remain and be labeled as spare. The circuits
routed to the exterior pull box are to be re-circuitedirelocated 1o existing panel LP1. Utilize existing cirouit breakers
made available during demolition for use in powering equipment removed from existing panel 1.

2. Within the boiler room the contractor s to refocate an existing %" conduit that is corvently preventing the
proposed mechanical duct work from being installed. Contractor to cut indo circuit, provide junction boxes, new
conduit, splice kits, and conductors as required to relocate the existing branch circuitry in conflict with the proposed
mechanical systems. Coordinate exact locationsiquantities in the field with the mechanical contractor construction

observer.
3, Contractor to relocate a fire alarm circuil within the basoment that is preventing the proposed mechanical

systems from being installed. The existing fire alarm system is fo remain operational at all times. All fire alavn cirouit
modifications are to comply with NEC 760. Upon completion of the fire alarm circuif relocation the fire alarm sysiem
is to be tested in accordance with NFPA 70, NFPA 72, local jurisdiction, and all adjustments made for a complete and
operable system. Coordinate exact locations/quantities in the field with the mechanical contractor and construction
observer.

4. Relocate 3 Existing Light fixtures in basement area that are preventing the proposed mechanical
systems from being installed

5. Relocate and existing % conduit that feeds one 120v and one 240 circuit on the first floor, that are
preventing the proposed mechanical system from being installed



Exclusions:

Painting of any kind
OUR PRICE FOR THE ABOVE WORK IS: [tem #1 Material $497.00

Labor $1,724.00

Item #2 No Cost Impact

Item #3 Material $289.00
NCC $587.00
Labor $2,077.00

Mem#4  Material  $86.00
Labor  $616.00

tem#5  Material  $251.00
Labor  8763.00

General Conditions:

1. All applicable taxes are included in our submission

2. The contractor shall not be held liable for errors or omissions in designs by others, nor inadequacies of materials and
equipment specified or supplied by others

3. Equipment and materials supplied by the contractor are warranted only to the extent that the same are warranted by the
manufacturer.

4. The contractor shall not be liable for indirect loss or damage

5. Unless included in this proposal, all bonding and/or special insurance requirements are supplied at additional cost.

6. If a formal contract is required, its conditions must not deviate from this proposal without contractor’s consent.

7. Anything (verbal or written), express or implied elsewhere, which is contrary to these conditions shall be null and void.
8. Any alteration or deviation from the above proposal involving extra costs will be executed only upon written orders, and
will become an extra charge over and above the proposal

9. Our employees are fully covered by Worker’s compensation insurance.

10. This proposal is valid for 90 days.

Thank you for the opportunity to quote you on this project. Please call me with any questions you may have.
315 523-2803

Respectfully,
Joel Bovee

Vice president
J&R Electric, Inc.




Res No. 7

May 9, 2017
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Michael J. DeMarco, Planner
Subject: Approving the Contract with Davey Resource Group for the City of

Watertown Street Tree and Planting Site Inventory Project

The City of Watertown was recently awarded $25,000.00 from the New
York State Department of Environmental Conservation’s Urban and Community Forestry
Grant Program to conduct a street tree and planting space inventory. The primary
inventory efforts will be focused on street trees and potential planting sites within the
street rights-of-way and will extend to park trees if funding allows. The objectives of the
project include updating the City’s existing street tree inventory in order to obtain an
accurate understanding of the health of the City’s community forest while providing the
City with key data about the state of the urban forest. The project will enable the City to
better prioritize our maintenance efforts and reduce the potential liability associated with
hazardous trees and will identify potential planting sites throughout the City.

On January 25, 2017 staff issued a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the
project. The RFP was sent to five (5) interested contractors and was also sent to a state-
wide list serve. Four (4) proposals were submitted to the Purchasing Department and
were publicly opened on February 27, 2017 at 3:00 pm, local time. Each of the
proposer’s costs is provided on the attached sheet showing a cost breakdown of services.

A proposal review committee consisting of staff from the City’s Planning
Department, Purchasing Department and IT Department reviewed the proposals for
compliance with the required specifications. All four (4) companies provided acceptable
proposals and each provided similar but slightly different pricing structures. However,
after considering Davey Resource Group’s (DRG) experience, as well as their pricing, it
was apparent that they would provide the best value to the City. It should be noted that
DRG also conducted the City’s last tree inventory in 1999. While DRG initially provided
a cost of $25,447 to conduct the proposed project, they have since agreed to lower their
cost to $25,000 to stay within the overall project budget. Based on these factors, it is the
Committee’s recommendation that the City Council accept the proposal from DRG and
enter into a contract with them for the project.

A contract between the City and Davey Resource Group has been
prepared and is attached for City Council consideration. The attached resolution
approves the contract and authorizes the City Manager to execute it on behalf of the City.



City of Watertown Street Tree and planting Site Inventory Project
Summary of Costs

Total Cost of
Proposer Cost of Inventory [ Cost of Report Project
DRG will
conduct the
Davey Resource project for
Group $ 22,347.00 | $ 3,100.00 $ 25,447.00 $25,000.00
Plan-It Geo $ 25,875.00 No charge $ 25875.00
Forecon $ 28,470.00 | $ 3,900.00 $  32,370.00
Wendel $ 32,625.00 | $ 2,750.00 $ 35,375.00




Resolution No. 7 May 15, 2017

NAY

RESOLUTION YEA

Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.

Page 1 of 1
Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.
Approving the Contract with Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.
Davey Resource Group for the ;
City of Watertown Street Tree and Council Member WALCZYK, Mark C.

Planting Site Inventory Project
Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.

Introduced by

WHEREAS the City of Watertown was awarded $25,000 by the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation through its Urban and Community Forestry Grant
Program to conduct Phase 1 of the City of Watertown Street Tree and Planting Site Inventory
Project and

WHEREAS on January 25, 2017 the City issued a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the
project, and

WHEREAS four (4) proposals were submitted to the City’s Purchasing Department on
February 27, 2017, and

WHEREAS City staff reviewed and scored the proposals and found Davey Resource
Group (DRG) to have proven ability and competitive pricing to complete the inventory within
the project budget, and

WHEREAS a contract has been developed for the project between the City of Watertown

and Davey Resource Group, a copy of which is attached and made part of this resolution,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Watertown,

New York approves the contract between Davey Resource Group, a division of The Davey Tree
Expert Company, to conduct the Phase 1 of the Street Tree and Planting Site Inventory Project
for an amount not to exceed $25,000, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager, Sharon Addison, is hereby
authorized and directed to execute the contract on behalf of the City.

Seconded by




AGREEMENT

THIS CONTRACT, in (3) three copies, is made and entered into this __ day of May,
2017 by and between the City of Watertown, New York, a municipal corporation of the
State of New York, hereinafter referred to as the “Owner” and Davey Resource Group, a
division of The Davey Tree Expert Company, hereinafter referred to as the “Contractor”.

Witness: The Owner and the Contractor agree as follows:

Article 1. DESCRIPTION. The Contractor shall supply all labor, materials and
equipment necessary to conduct The City of Watertown Street Tree Inventory Project as
described in the Contract Documents.

Article 2.  CONTRACTOR’S OBLIGATIONS. In consideration of the payments to
be made as hereinafter provided, and of the performance by the Owner of all of the
matters and things to be performed by the Owner, the Contractor agrees, at its sole cost
and expense, to perform all the labor and services and to furnish all labor, materials and
equipment necessary to complete, and to complete in good, substantial workmanlike and
approved manner, the work described in the Contract Documents, within the time
specified and in accordance with the terms, conditions and provisions thereof.

Article 3. OWNER’S OBLIGATIONS. The Owner agrees to pay and the Contractor
agrees to accept as full compensation for all work done, and materials furnished, if the
deliverables called for in the Contract Documents are accepted by the City the amount
stipulated in the Proposal made part of the Contract Documents in the total amount of
$25,000.00.

Article 4. CONTRACT DOCUMENTS. The following documents shall constitute
the Agreement between the parties:

1. City of Watertown, New York, REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS, Street Tree and
Planting Site Inventory, issued on January 25, 2017.

2. Davey Resource Group Proposal for the Street Tree and Planting site Inventory
Project, dated February, 2017.

3. Davey Resource Group Agreement for Specification of Work: GIS Based Public
Tree Inventory & Associated Services Specifications, Watertown, New York April
4,2017

4. This Agreement dated, May , 2017; and all interpretations of or addenda to
the Contract Documents issued by the Owner or its City Manager with the
approval of the Owner.

AGREEMENT
PAGE 1




The Table of Contents, Headings and Titles contained herein and in the above listed
documents are solely intended to facilitate reference to various provisions of the Contract
Documents and in no way effect, limit or cast light on the interpretation of the provision
to which they refer.

Article 5. If the Contractor fails to comply with any of the terms, conditions, provisions
or stipulations of this Contract, according to the true intent and meaning thereof, then the

Owner may make use of any or all remedies available to it under the Contract or at law.

Article 6. The Contractor shall comply at all times with local City codes and New York
State Department of Labor and OSHA Regulations.

Article 7. The Work will be substantially completed no later than October 31, 2017 as
detailed in the Project Request for Proposals.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties to this Agreement have hereunto set their
hands and seals and have executed, in (3) three copies, the day and year first above
written.

CITY OF WATERTOWN

By:

Sharon Addison, City Manager

CONTRACTOR

By:

Davey Resource Group, a division of The Davey Tree Expert Company
By:

AGREEMENT
PAGE 2




Res No. 8

May 10, 2017
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Sharon Addison, City Manager
Subject: Authorizing the Sale of Surplus Parks and Recreation Pickup

The Parks and Recreation Department has a 1997 Ford Pickup that is
either no longer useful or beyond repair and therefore no longer of value to the City.

As stated in the attached report of City Purchasing Manager Amy M.
Pastuf, the truck could be sold through Auctions International’s online website.

A resolution is attached for City Council consideration.



Resolution No. 8 May 15, 2017

RESOLUTION YEA | NAY

Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.

Page 1 of 1
Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.

Authorizing the Sale of Surplus Parks and Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.

Recreation Pickup
Council Member WALCZYK, Mark C.

Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.

Introduced by

WHEREAS the City of Watertown has a surplus 1997 Ford F350 Pickup, the
description of which is attached and made a part of this resolution, and

WHEREAS this pickup may have some value best determined by on-line auction,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Watertown, New York, that it hereby authorizes the sale, by on-line auction, of the surplus Parks
and Recreation pickup, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that final acceptance of such bids shall constitute
acceptance of the same by the City Council.

Seconded by



SURPLUS ITEMS

The following items are surplus to the City’s needs. This vehicle is located at the City DPW
Garage.

DESCRIPTION Department

Fleet #3-12, 1997 Ford F350 Pickup Parks and Recreation
VIN# 1FTHF36H4VED03244, Mileage 53,100




CITY OF WATERTOWN, NEW YORK

ROOM 205, CITY HALL
245 WASHINGTON STREET
WATERTOWN, NEW YORK 13601-3380
E-MAIL APastufl@watertown-ny.gov
®(315) 785-7749 &(315) 785-7752
Amy M. Pastuf
Purchasing Manager

MEMORANDUM
TO: Sharon Addison, City Manager
FROM: Amy M. Pastuf, Purchasing Manager
SUBJECT: Surplus Sale of Vehicle
DATE: 5/10/2017

The Purchasing Department is requesting City Council’s permission to auction a surplus vehicle
from Parks and Recreation through the Auctions International on-line website. The Department has
determined that the vehicle is either no longer useful or beyond repair and therefore no longer of value
to the City. This request is for the City Council to authorize the Purchasing Department to accept the
highest offer at time of sale provided the offer meets or exceeds the estimated scrap value.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Copy: Jim Mills, City Comptroller
Erin Gardner, Superintendant of Parks and Recreation

Enclosures

www.watertown-ny.gov



Res No. 9

May 10, 2017
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Sharon Addison, City Manager
Subject: Authorizing the Sale of Surplus Police Car

The Police Department has a 2009 Ford Crown Victoria that is either no
longer useful or beyond repair and therefore no longer of value to the City.

As stated in the attached report of City Purchasing Manager Amy M.
Pastuf, the vehicle could be sold through Auctions International’s online website.

A resolution is attached for City Council consideration.



Resolution No. 9 May 15, 2017

RESOLUTION YEA | NAY
Page 1 of 1 Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.
Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.
Authorizing the Sale of Surplus Police Car Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.
Council Member WALCZYK, Mark C.
Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.
Introduced by Total cvoveieie

WHEREAS the City of Watertown has a surplus 2009 Ford Crown Victoria, the
description of which is attached and made a part of this resolution, and

WHEREAS this car may have some value best determined by on-line auction,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Watertown, New York, that it hereby authorizes the sale, by on-line auction, of the surplus Police
Car, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that final acceptance of such bids shall constitute
acceptance of the same by the City Council.

Seconded by



SURPLUS ITEMS

The following item is surplus to the City’s needs. This vehicle is located at the City Police
Department.

DESCRIPTION Department
2009 Ford Crown Victoria, Police Department
VIN# 2FAHP71V119X131525, Mileage 129,050




CITY OF WATERTOWN, NEW YORK

ROOM 205, CITY HALL
245 WASHINGTON STREET
WATERTOWN, NEW YORK 13601-3380
E-MAIL APastuf@watertown-ny.gov
®(315) 785-7749 &(315) 785-7752
Amy M. Pastuf
Purchasing Manager

MEMORANDUM
TO: Sharon Addison, City Manager
FROM: Amy M. Pastuf, Purchasing Manager
SUBJECT: Surplus Sale of Police Car

DATE: 5/10/2017

The Purchasing Department is requesting City Council’s permission to auction one surplus
vehicle from the Police Department. The Department has determined that the vehicle is no longer useful
and beyond repair and therefore no longer of value to the City. This request is for the City Council to
authorize the Purchasing Department to accept the highest offer at time of sale provided the offer meets
or exceeds the estimated scrap value.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Copy: Jim Mills, City Comptroller
Chief Charles Donoghue

Enclosures

www.watertown-ny.gov



Ord No. 1

May 8, 2017
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Jennifer L. Voss, Senior Planner
Subject: Amending Section 310-56, of the Zoning Ordinance and Section A322-4

of the Subdivision Regulations to require Consistency With the Standards
of the City of Watertown Stormwater Management and Erosion and
Sediment Control Law

As a result of the Stormwater Management and Erosion and Sediment
Control Law adopted by the City Council in March, the City Zoning Code and
Subdivision law need to be amended to incorporate the new requirements of the law. The
Stormwater Law requires all applications for land development activities to include an
MS4 Compliance Permit, As-Built information, and a Stormwater Maintenance
Agreement. The Site Plan Application has been updated to include the new
requirements, along with a copy of the Stormwater Law. Additionally, all subdivision
applications that will result in the disturbance of more than one acre, or activities
disturbing less than one acre if they are a part of a larger common development, will be
required to comply with the standards of the Stormwater Management Law.

At its May 2, 2017 meeting, the City Planning Board adopted a motion
recommending that the City Council amend Section 310-56, paragraph A of the Zoning
Ordinance and Section A322-4 of the Subdivision Regulations to require consistency
with the Stormwater Management and Erosion and Sediment Control Law.

Attached is the report on the zoning text amendment prepared for the
Planning Board, along with an excerpt from its meeting minutes.

The attached ordinance adopts the amendments as required. The Council
must hold a public hearing on the ordinance before it may vote. It is recommended that a
public hearing be scheduled for 7:30 p.m. on Monday, June 5, 2017. A SEQRA
resolution will also be presented for City Council consideration at that meeting.



Ordinance No. 1

ORDINANCE

Page 1 of 2

Amending Section 310-56, of the Zoning Ordinance
and Section A322-4 of the Subdivision Regulations

to Require Consistency With the Standards of the City
of Watertown Stormwater Management and Erosion
and Sediment Control Law

Introduced by

May 15, 2017

Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.
Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.
Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.
Council Member WALCZYK, Mark. C.

Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.

BE IT ORDAINED where on March 6, 2017 the City Council adopted the
Stormwater Management and Erosion and Sediment Control Law which requires all applications
for land development activities to include an MS4 Compliance Permit, As-Built information, and

a Stormwater Maintenance Agreement, and

YEA

NAY

WHEREAS the City Zoning Code and Subdivision law need to be amended to

incorporate the new requirements of the law, and

WHEREAS the Planning Board of the City of Watertown reviewed the proposed
zoning text amendments to Section 310-56 of the Zoning Ordinance and Section A322-4 of the
Subdivision Regulations at its May 2, 2017 meeting and unanimously adopted a motion
recommending that City Council approve the amendments as proposed, and

WHEREAS a public hearing was held on the proposed zoning text amendments

on June 5, 2017, after due public notice, and

WHEREAS the City Council has made a declaration of Negative Findings of the
impacts of the proposed amendments according to the requirements of SEQRA, and

WHEREAS the City Council deems it in the best interest of the citizens of the
City of Watertown to approve the requested amendments,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of

Watertown that § 310-56 Submission of Site Plan and Supporting Data of the City Zoning

Code is hereby amended to add the following:

(10). A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as defined by, and
consistent with the standards of Chapter 260, the City of Watertown Municipal
Stormwater Sewer System Policy, where required.




Ordinance No. 1

ORDINANCE

Page 2 of 2

Amending Section 310-56, of the Zoning Ordinance
and Section A322-4 of the Subdivision Regulations

to Require Consistency With the Standards of the City
of Watertown Stormwater Management and Erosion
and Sediment Control Law

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED that § A322-4 General Requirements and

May 15, 2017

Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.
Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.
Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.
Council Member WALCZYK, Mark. C.

Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.

Principles of the Subdivision Regulations is hereby amended to add the following:

U. Where required, the subdivider shall provide a Stormwater Pollution

Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as defined by, and consistent with the standards of

YEA

NAY

Chapter 260, the City of Watertown Municipal Stormwater Sewer System Policy.

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED this Amendment to the City Code and Subdivions

Regulations of the City of Watertown shall take effect as soon as it is published once in the

official newspaper of the City of Watertown, or otherwise printed as the City Manager directs.

Seconded by




Ms. Fields then asked Staff if a special Planning Board meeting on May 16"
would allow Mr. Lundy to remain on schedule. Mr. Urda replied that a Planning Board vote on
May 16™ would allow Mr. Lundy to be on the City Council agenda for June 5™,

Ms. Fields then moved to table the request submitted by Patrick J. Scordo, P.E. of
GYMO, DPC on behalf of Mike Lundy of Lundy Development and Property Management for
the construction of a 4,280 square foot building addition and associated site improvements at 161
Clinton Street, Parcel Number 10-07-109.000.

Mr. Coburn seconded the motion and all voted in favor.

Mr. Urda then said that the Planning Board had officially scheduled a special
meeting for 3 p.m. on Tuesday, May 16™. Mr. Urda then asked Mr. Ross and Mr. Lundy to
speak with Staff after the meeting to establish an appropriate deadline for resubmission.

ZONING ORDINANCE TEXT AMENDMENT
SECTION 310-56 and SECTION A322-4

The Planning Board then considered a proposal to amend Section 310-56.
Submission of Site Plan and Supporting Data, paragraph A to require consistency with the
standards of the City of Watertown Stormwater Management and Erosion and Sediment Control
Law and to amend Section A322-4 of the Subdivision Regulations to require the subdivider to
provide a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as defined by, and consistent with the
standards of the City of Watertown Stormwater Management and Erosion and Sediment Control
Law.

Ms. Voss began by saying that the City had to adopt this law because of MS4
requirements and the City made the amendments that it was legally required to make, and now
the Planning Board would need to pass the stormwater regulations as part of the Site Plan
Approval process. Mr. Neddo asked whether this change affected the site plan for Clinton Street
that Mr. Lundy was working on. Ms. Voss replied that a SWPPP was one of the conditions for
the Clinton Street site plan.

Mr. Coburn then moved to recommend that City Council approve the proposal to
amend Section 310-56. Submission of Site Plan and Supporting Data, paragraph A to require
consistency with the standards of the City of Watertown Stormwater Management and Erosion
and Sediment Control Law and to amend Section A322-4 of the Subdivision Regulations to
require the subdivider to provide a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as defined
by, and consistent with the standards of the City of Watertown Stormwater Management and
Erosion and Sediment Control Law.

Ms. Fields seconded the motion and all voted in favor.

Mr. Rowell then moved to adjourn the meeting. Mr. Coburn seconded the motion
and all voted in favor. The meeting was adjourned at 3:52 p.m.
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Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project Information

Instructions for Completing

Part 1 - Project Information. The applicant or preject sponsor is responsible for the completion of Part 1. Responses
become part of the application for approval or funding, are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.
Complete Part 1 based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully
respond to any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information.

Complete all items in Part 1. You may also provide any additional information which you believe will be needed by or useful
to the lead agency; attach additional pages as necessary to supplement any item.

Part 1 - Project and Sponsor Information

Name of Action or Project:
Zoning Ordinance Amendment, Section 310-56 and Subdivision Amendment, Section A322-4

Project Location (describe, and attach a location map):
City of Watertown, Jefferson County, New York

Brief Description of Proposed Action:
The City is proposing fo amend Section 310-56, Submission of Site Plan and Supporting Data, Paragraph A of the Zoning Ordinance to require
consistency with the standards of the City of Watertown Stormwater Management and Erosion and Sediment Control Law and to amend
Section A322-4 of the Subdivision Regulations to require the subdivider to provide a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPP) as defined
by, and consistent with the standards of the City of Watertown Stormwater Management and Erosion and Sediment Control Law.

Name of Applicant or Sponsor: Telephone: 315-785-7730

City of Watertown Planning Department E-Mail: jvoss@watertown-ny.gov

Address:
245 Washington Street

City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Watertown New York 13601

1. Does the proposed action only involve the legislative adoption of a plan, local law, ordinance, NO | YES

administrative rule, or regulation?
If Yes, attach a narrative description of the intent of the proposed action and the environmental resources that l:l
may be affected in the municipality and proceed to Part 2. If no, continue to question 2.

2. Does the proposed action require a permit, approval or funding from any other governmental Agency? NO | YES
If Yes, list agency(s) name and permit or approval: L—_]
3.a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? acres

4. Check all land uses that occur on, adjoining and near the proposed action.
[JUsrban [JRural (non-agriculture) [JIndustrial []Commercial [JResidential (suburban)

[JForest [JAgriculture CJAquatic  [JOther (specify):
[CJParkland

Page1of3



5. Is the proposed action,

=<
2]
7]

2

/A

NO
a. A permitted use under the zoning regulations? |:|

b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan?

L]

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the predominant character of the existing built or natural
landscape?

s
=
@

[]

7. Is the site of the proposed action located in, or does it adjoin, a state listed Critical Environmental Area?
If Yes, identify:

8¢

=
=
7]

8. a. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels?

b. Are public transportation service(s) available at or near the site of the proposed action?

¢. Are any pedestrian accommodations or bicycle routes available on or near site of the proposed action?

IO L

9. Does the proposed action meet or exceed the state energy code requirements?
If the proposed action will exceed requirements, describe design features and technologies:

YES

10. Will the proposed action connect to an existing public/private water supply?

If No, describe method for providing potable water:

113 O BO0O08

11. Will the proposed action connect to existing wastewater utilities?

If No, describe method for providing wastewater treatment:

NO

12. a. Does the site contain a structure that is listed on either the State or National Register of Historic
Places?

b. Is the proposed action located in an archeological sensitive area?

L0 U g O g O

13. a. Does any portion of the site of the proposed action, or lands adjoining the proposed action, contain
wetlands or other waterbodies regulated by a federal, state or local agency?

b. Would the proposed action physically alter, or encroach into, any existing wetland or waterbody?
If Yes, identify the wetland or waterbody and extent of alterations in square feet or acres:

OOgO0 g O

L

14. Identify the typical habitat types that occur on, or are likely to be found on the project site. Check all that apply:

] Shoreline [ Forest [C] Agricultural/grasslands [CJEarly mid-successional

[] Wetland [[JUrban [ Suburban
15. Does the site of the proposed action contain any species of animal, or associated habitats, listed NO | YES

by the State or Federal government as threatened or endangered? D D
16. Is the project site located in the 100 year flood plain? NO | YES
17. Will the proposed action create storm water discharge, either from point or non-point sources? NO | YES

If Yes,
a. Will storm water discharges flow to adjacent properties? I:] NO DYES

b. Will storm water discharges be directed to established conveyance systems (runoff and storm drains)?
If Yes, briefly describe: DNO [CIves

[]
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18. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that result in the impoundment of NO | YES
water or other liquids (e.g. retention pond, waste lagoon, dam)?

If Yes, explain purpose and size: D

19. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the location of an active or closed NO | YES
solid waste management facility?

If Yes, describe: D D

20. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the subject of remediation (ongoingor | NO | YES
completed) for hazardous waste?

If Yes, describe: L___] r_—l

I AFFIRM THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF MY

KNOWLEDG
Applicant/spongor game: _, / 7 WGkl A L’\}’&M%ﬁ) Date: ‘3;; / o / IV
AL e | : | !
(% =

Signature: Lmﬁ*@ .

W
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Agency Use Only [If applicable]

Project:

Date: l

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Impact Assessment

Part 2 is to be completed by the Lead Agency.

Answer all of the following questions in Part 2 using the information contained in Part 1 and other materials submitted by
the project sponsor or otherwise available to the reviewer. When answering the questions the reviewer should be guided by
the concept “Have my responses been reasonable considering the scale and context of the proposed action?”

No, or Moderate

small to large
impact impact
may may
occur

1. 'Will the proposed action create a material conflict with an adopted land use plan or zoning
regulations?

2. Will the proposed action result in a change in the use or intensity of use of land?

3. Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of the existing community?

4. Will the proposed action have an impact on the environmental characteristics that caused the
establishment of a Critical Environmental Area (CEA)?

5. Will the proposed action result in an adverse change in the existing level of traffic or
affect existing infrastructure for mass transit, biking or walkway?

6. Will the proposed action cause an increase in the use of energy and it fails to incorporate
reasonably available energy conservation or renewable energy opportunities?

7. Will the proposed action impact existing:
a. public / private water supplies?

b. public / private wastewater treatment utilities?

8. Will the proposed action impair the character or quality of important historic, archaeological,
architectural or aesthetic resources?

9. Will the proposed action result in an adverse change to natural resources (e.g., wetlands,
waterbodies, groundwater, air quality, flora and fauna)?

10. Will the proposed action result in an increase in the potential for erosion, flooding or drainage
problems?

0O O ouoo| O o oo
L O O OOjdo o ojosdim g

11. Will the proposed action create a hazard to environmental resources or human health?

PRINT FORM ‘ Page 1 of 2




Agency Use Only [If applicable]

Project:

Date:

Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part 3 Determination of Significance

For every question in Part 2 that was answered “moderate to large impact may occur”, or if there is a need to explain why a
particular element of the proposed action may or will not result in a significant adverse environmental impact, please
complete Part 3. Part 3 should, in sufficient detail, identify the impact, including any measures or design elements that
have been included by the project sponsor to avoid or reduce impacts. Part 3 should also explain how the lead agency
determined that the impact may or will not be significant. Each potential impact should be assessed considering its setting,
probability of occurring, duration, irreversibility, geographic scope and magnitude. Also consider the potential for short-
term, long-term and cumulative impacts.

[:] Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation,

that the proposed action may result in one or more potentially large or significant adverse impacts and an
environmental impact statement is required.

Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above, and any supporting documentation,
that the proposed action will not result in any significant adverse environmental impacts.

City of Watertown
Name of Lead Agency Date
Joseph M. Butler, Jr. Mayor
Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer
Jennifer L. Voss, Senior Planner
Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer)

PRINT FORM Page 2 of 2




Public Hearings — 7:30 p.m.

May 10, 2017
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Sharon Addison, City Manager
Subject: Public Hearings for 2017-18 Operating Budgets and 2017-18 through

2021-22 Capital Budget

As part of the Budget review process, the City provides the public with an
opportunity to voice their opinions about the Proposed Budgets, both Operating and
Capital. Public Hearings on the Proposed Budgets, as well as the Local Law to override
the tax levy limit have been scheduled as follows:

Monday, May 15, 2017
7:30 p.m. 2017-18 Operating Budgets
7:30 p.m. 2017-18 through 2021-22 Capital Budget
7:30 p.m. Local Law No. 2 of 2017 — A Local Law

Overriding the Tax Levy Limit Established by
New York General Municipal Law §3-c



Local Law No. 2 of 2017 Mary 1, 2017

NAY

YEA
LOCAL LAW
’ Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.
Page 1 of 2 :
Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A
A Local Law Overriding the Tax . '
.. . Council Member MACALUSQ, Teresa R.
Levy Limit Established by New York
General Municipal Law §3-c Council Member WALCZYK, Mark C.
Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.
Total oo
Introduced by

Council Member Stephen A. Jennings

A local law to override the tax levy limits established by New York General Municipal
Law §3-c.

WHEREAS the City Council of the City of Watertown desires to override the limit on the
amount of real property taxes that may be levied by the City of Watertown pursuant to General
Municipal Law §3-c, and to allow the City of Watertown to adopt a budget for the fiscal year
beginning July 1, 2017 and ending June 30, 2018 that requires a real property tax levy in excess
of the “tax levy limit” as defined by General Municipal Law §3-c, and

. WHEREAS such override is authorized by the provisions of subdivision 5 of General
Municipal Law §3-c, which expressly authorizes the City Council to override the tax limit by
adoption of a local law approved by a vote of at least sixty percent (60%) of the City Council,
and

~WHEREAS a public hearing on this was held on May 15, 2017, at 7:30 p.m. in the City
Council Chambers, ’

BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WATERTOWN, NEW
YORK AS FOLLOWS:

Tax Levy Limit Override: The City Council of the City of Watertown, County of
Jefferson is hereby authorized to adopt a budget for the fiscal year 2017-2018 that requires a real
property tax levy in excess of the amount otherwise prescribed in General Municipal Law §3-c.

Severability: If any clause, sentence, paragraph, subdivision, or part of this Local Law
or the application thereof to any person, individual, firm or corporation, or circumstance, shall be
adjudicated by any court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid or unconstitutional, such order or
judgment shall not affect, impair, or invalidate the remainder thereof, but shall be confined in its
operation to the clause, sentence, paragraph, subdivision, or part of this Local Law or in its
application to the person, individual, firm or corporation or circumstance, directly involved in the
controversy in which such judgment or order shall be rendered.




Local Law No. 2 of 2017 Mary 1, 2017

YEA | NAY
LOCAL LAW
Council Member HORBACZ, Cody J.
Page 2 of 2
: Council Member JENNINGS, Stephen A.
A Local Law Overriding the Tax ~
.. . Council Member MACALUSO, Teresa R.
Levy Limit Established by New York
General Municipal Law §3-c Council Member WALCZYK, Mark C.
Mayor BUTLER, Jr., Joseph M.
TOtal oo

Effective Date: This local law shall take effect immediately upon filing with the
Secretary of State.

Seconded by Council Member Teresa R. Macaluso




May 11, 2017

To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

From: Sharon Addison, City Manager

Subject: NYSDEC Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) Annual
Report

The attached Annual Report has been prepared by the Jefferson County
Soil and Water Conservation District on behalf of the Jefferson County Stormwater
Coalition. This draft is available for the public to view on our website and at
Www.jcnystormwater.com.

The public is welcome to comment on this draft annual report until close
of business on May 22, 2017. The public is also welcome to comment at the May 15,
2017 Council Meeting.

At the close of the public comment period,, this draft will be signed and
returned to the Jefferson County Soil and Water Conservation District with all relevant
comments for formal submission to the NYSDEC.
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MS4 Annual Report Cover Page

MCC form for period ending March 9,

2|o0|1]7|

This cover page must be completed by the report preparer.
Joint reports require only one cover page.

Choose one:

SPD

x[]=[2[o] [T

O This report is being submitted on behalf of an individnal MS4.

Fill in SPDES ID in upper right hand corner.

Name of MS4 l I I l ’ ]

| |

OR

O This report is being submitted on behalf of a Single

(Per Part ILE of GP-0-10-002)
Name of Single Entity

Entity

HEEENEEEEEEEEERREREREENEEEEEEDE

OR

@ This is a joint report being submitted on behalf of a coalition.
Provide SPDES ID of each permitted MS4 included in this report. Use page 2 if needed.

Name of Coalition

lJefferson Counlty Stormwatért
Clolajlliftiifjoin J
| | i i |
SPDES ID SPDES ID SPDES ID
NlvIr|2|ola{s|s]7 niv|r|2]olals|elo] |n|v|r|2]0|a
SPDES ID SPDES ID SPDES ID
n|v|r|2|ola|s|6|s| [w|¥[r][2]o|a|s|e|1] [n|Y|r|2|o|a] | ||
SPDES ID SPDES ID SPDES ID
niy|r|2|ola]s|5]8 n|y|r|2][o|a|5]5]9] In|¥|r[2]0]|a B
SPDES ID SPDES ID SPDES ID
n|y|rR|2]|o|a|s|6|8] |n|Y|R|2]0]a | |wly|r]2]o]a] | ||
SPDES ID SPDES ID SPDES ID
n|y|r|2|ola]s]|6la N|Y|{r|2|0|a | [w[v[r[2]0]a !
SPDES ID SPDES ID SPDES ID
n|v|r|{2]0]a]sl6]2 N|Y|r|2]0|a n|v|r[2]0]a l

Cover Page 1 of 2
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MS4 Municipal Compliance Certification(MCC) Form

MCC form for period ending March 9, 2| 0 1] 7]
SPDES ID
Name of MS4| Jefferson County Stormwater Coalition ‘ ' N l Y ] R ] 2 l a |A } l ' l

Each MS4 must submit an MCC form.
Section 1 - MCC Identification Page

Indicate whether this MCC form is being submitted to certify endorsement or acceptance of:
O An Annual Report for a single MS4
O A Single Entity (Per Part ILE of GP-0-10-002)

@ A Joint Report
Joint reports may be submitted by permittees with legally binding agreements.

If Joint Report, enter coalition name:
J}effe;rsonl Clo

[ ||
| 1]

u

Clo all ilefi oln

|
HEREEEE

|
I
|

|
|
|

MCC Page 1
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MS4 Municipal Compliance Certification(MCC) Form

MCC form for period ending March 9, E 0 . G
SPDES ID .
Name of MS4 Gl of Watrann ' | In|¥[r[2]o]a]s]6]5]

Section 2 ~ Contact InfovrmaﬁOn

Important Instructions - Please Read

Contact information must be provided for each of the following positions as indicated below:

1. Principal Bxecutive Officer, Chief Elected Official or other qualified individual (per
GP-0-08-002 Part VLI).

2. Duly Authotized Representative (Information for this contact must only be submitted if a Duly
Authorized Representative is signing this form)

3. The Local Stormwater Public Contact (required per GP-0-08-002 Part VILA.2.c & Part VILA 2.c).

4. The Stormwater Management Program (SWMP) Coordinator (Individual responsible for
coordination/implementation of SWMP).

5. Report Preparer (Consultants may provide company name in the space provided).
A separate sheet must be submitted for each position listed above unless more than one position is
filled by the same individual, If one individual fills multiple roles, provide the contact information
once and check all positions that apply to that individual,
If a new Duly Authorized Representative is signing this report, their contact information must be
provided and a signature authorization form, signed by the Principal Executive Officer or Chief
Elected Official must be attached.

. For each contact, select all that apply:

® Principal Executive Officer/Chief Elected Official

O Duly Authorized Representative

O Local Stormwater Public Contact

O Stormwater Management Program (SWMP) Coardinator

SInfa e B TTTTTTTT]) [ (alelafilele R TTT 1T ]]
(el el Tl el T I T I T T LT T T T TT]
2 a5 o[lelplelale e e Jelelelelele [T T 1T T TT]
e e LTI nf) GBIl - [T
FelaTalalaleale e e e = [e]o ol e [ Jslol ] T T T T T 1T
[ibecNEEERERED BEEEOBECONNNENN

[_ MCC Page 2
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MS4 Municipal Compliance Certification(MCC) Form
MCC form for period ending March 9,| 2| 0| 1] 7|

SPDES ID
Name of MS 4[ Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition : l lN ] Y l R I 2 | OlA , i I !

Section 2 - Contact Information

Important Instructions ~ Please Read

Contact information must be provided for each of the following positions as indicated below:

1. Principal Executive Officer, Chief Elected Official or other qualified individual (per
GP-0-08-002 Part VL.J).

2. Duly Authorized Representative (Information for this contact must only be submitted if a Duly
Authorized Representative is signing this form)

3. The Local Stormwater Public Contact (required per GP-0-08-002 Part VILA.2.c & Part VIILA2.c).

4. The Stormwater Management Program (SWMP) Coordinator (Individual responsible for
coordination/implementation of SWMP).

5. Report Preparer (Consultants may provide company name in the space provided).
A separate sheet must be submitted for each position listed above unless more than one position is

filled by the same individual. If one individual fills multiple roles, provide the contact information
once and check all positions that apply to that individual.

If a new Duly Authorized Representative is signing this report, their contact information must be
provided and a signature authorization form, signed by the Principal Executive Officer or Chief
Elected Official must be attached.

For each contact, select all that apply:

O Principal Executive Officer/Chief Elected Official

O Duly Authorized Representative

O Local Stormwater Public Contact

O Stormwater Management Program (SWMP) Coordinator
© Report Preparer

First Name MI  LastName

Clhirliljs|tliinle Watkins

Title

JIC|Si{W|C|D E{xjeiciult|ilvie Dii|lrlejc|t]ojr

Address

PO 11319 21111j6(8 NIY|S Ritje 21312 Il I
City State  Zip
wialtle|r|t]|o|w|n I n|y]{1]3]e]o]1]-] |
eMail

cwatklns@centr}alny tiwiclb|c clo|m
Phone County
(315)’782-'2749 Jle|f|fle|r|s|o|n

L_ MCC Page 2
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MS4 Municipal Compliance Certification (MCC) Form
MCC form for period ending March 9,/ 2| 0|1 7|
SPDES ID
Name of MS4 {N}YlRlz O!A! l l l

Section 3 - Partner Information

Did your MS4 work with partners/coalition to complete some or all permit requirements during this reporting

period? ©® Yes ONo

If Yes, complete information below.
Submit a separate sheet for each partner. Information provided in other formats will not be
accepted. If your MS4 cooperated with a coalition, submit one sheet with the name of the
coalition. It is not necessary to include a separate sheet for each MS4 in the coalition.

If No, proceed to Section 4 - Certification Statement.

Partner/CoalitionName

}Ee £ fe[rSon Co!untlyl sitlo]|r m‘wta't'ler ' ,
Partner/Coalition Name (con't.) SPDES Partner ID - If applicable
[clolafali]efifofn] [ [ ] | [ L[] frfrlafo]

Address

[2lo] [Blolx| |afs]s] | | | HEN RERER
City State  Zip
wlalefe[r|tfo]w]n LU LD )] afsfsfolaf-[ ] 11 |
eMail

!c wla tlkliln s @[c-e’nitlr!a 1 n]yl .|t}wlc bic). clolm ] ’ l | l
Ph . .

(GIls)) [2Lel2) - 2[5 A s 8 oNo
What tasks/responsibilities are shared with this partner (e.g. MM1 School Programs or Multiple Tasks)?
e MM1 Miulljt|ijpilie Tlal|sik - Slele SIWIM|P

® MM2 |IMlujljtiiipilie Tlajsik - Siele S{W|M|P

& MM3 Miullltii|pll|e Tla|slk - Slel|e SIW|M|P

® MM4 |[Miull|t]ilpil]e Tlalsl|k - Siele SIW|M{P

® MM5 [M|ufll|t]|i|ip|lie Taskl— Slele SiWIM|P

omMs |M|ul1ltlilp|ile] |r]|als|k] |-] |s]e|e| |s|w|m|p]| | |

Additional tasks/responsibilities

O Watershed Improvement Strategy Best Management Practices required for MS4s in impaired
watersheds included in GP-0-08-002 Part IX.

MCC Page 3
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MS4 Municipal Compliance Certification(MCC) Form

MCC form for period ending March 9,/ 2| 0 ] 1(7

SPDES ID

Name of MSAI City of Watertown N I v

R

NEGE

Section 4 - Certification Statement

"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my
direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel
properly gathered and evaluated the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or
persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information,
the information submitted is, the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am
aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of

fine and imprisonment for knowing violations,"

This form must be signed by either a principal executive officer or ranking elected official, or duly

authorized representative of that person as described in GP-0-08-002 Part VLJ.

First Name Ml Last Name

slafal=lo[nl [T [TTTTT] [ [alefafz]s]e]n

Title (Clearly print title of individual signing report)
CitylManalgler ! ’ ll[

Signature

Date

|/

Send completed form and any attachments to the DEC Central Office at:

MS4 Permit Coordinator
Division of Water

4th Floor

625 Broadway

Albany, New York 12233-3505

L MCC Page 4



A' r- ; 1100364151
MS4 Annual Report Form

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9, 2| 0 l 117 I

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.
SPDES ID

Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition N Y lR 2 lO ] l t '

Name of MS4/Coalition

Water Quality Trends

The information in this section is being reported (check one):

O On behalf of an individual MS4
© On behalf of a coalition

How many MS4s are contributed to.this report? |. ’ 9] \

1. Has this MS4/Coalition produced any reports documenting water quality trends
related to stormwater? If not, answer No and proceed to Minimum Control Measure
One. OYes @&No

If Yes, choose one of the following
O Report(s) attached to the annual report

© Web Page(s) where report(s) is/are provided below
Please provide specific address of page where report(s) can be accessed - not home page.

URL
wiwiw| .|J|lcinly|s|t|olrim|wiajt|e|r] .[c|o|m

Water Quality Trends Page 1 of 1




4286299954

MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,{ 2| 0 l 1 l 7 }
If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.
SPDES 1D
Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition ]N lY lR 12 IO [ l l ] ‘

Name of MS4/Coalition

Minimum Control Measure 1. Public Education and Qutreach

The information in this section is being reported (check one):

O On behalf of an individual MS4
€ On behalf of a coalition

How many MS34s contributed to this report?

1. Targeted Public Education and Outreach Best Management Practices

Check all topics that were included in Education and Outreach during this reporting period:

@ Construction Sites O Pesticide and Fertilizer Application

® General Stormwater Management Information O Pet Waste Management

©® Household Hazardous Waste Disposal ® Recycling

® Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination O Riparian Corridor Protection/Restoration
® Infrastructure Maintenance € Trash Management

@ Smart Growth O Vehicle Washing

O Storm Drain Marking ® Water Conservation

@ Green Infrastructure/Better Site Design/Low Impact Development @ Wetland Protection

® Other: O None
Enginelelring SIWiP|P|P T‘r]alining ]l
Other

2. Specific audienées targeted during this reporting period:

® Public Employees @ Contractors

©® Residential ® Developers

® Businesses @® General Public
O Restaurants O Industries

® Other: @ Agricultural

Sitjuldlein|t|s 1
Other

MCM 1 Page 1 of 4




l 7870299856

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,
If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

el

MS4 Annual Report Form

Name of MS4/Coalitio

Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition

wiREBLTTT]

3. What strategies did your MS4/Coalition use to achieve education and outreach goals during
this reporting period? Check all that apply:

@® Construction Site Operators Trained
€ Direct Mailings

O Kiosks or Other Displays

O List-Serves

O Mailing List

O Newspaper Ads or Articles

® Public Events/Presentations

® School Program

© TV Spot/Program

® Printed Materials:
Locations (e.g. libraries, town offices, kiosks

lTlugIHill Clo

m ilsls i o|n

n |
New]s Lieltit|e|r 'll
|
|
® Other:
Siele atdldj . Sitjriajt|. Blelljo

#Trained | | | |4]6]
#Mailings | 6|5]0]
# Locations | | ]
#InList | | |
#InList | |
# Days Run | [
# Attendees IE
#Atendees | | | 2]3]0]

# Days Run ...
Total # Distributed D:D:E

® Web Page:  Provide specific web addresses - not home page. Continue on next page if additional space is

needed.
URL
wiwlw| .|Jicin|yis|t|ojrim|wla|t|e]lr cloim
URL
wiw|w watertlow ~lnily] .jglolvi/ ]
ijnjdle|x aspl'> I =7841 l I

MCM 1 Page 2 of 4



" r- 0704299955
MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,/ 2| 0| 1} 7 ,

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coalitio Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition N Y IR ‘2 lo ’ ’ { }
3. Web Pagecon't..  Provide specific web addresses - not home page.
URL
Educati!oln[Strategiesl:l {l I‘ [i

L
Black‘Ri[ver Wlaltlelrisihie|d Clojnifie|rie|nicle

Local’Golvt Ciojniflelrieinic|le

ijall l

14 ]h r ]E &|S CI lC{o n tlr a cltlo!rl T]rla iln ilnlgl ‘ l ]

Bli{~|mjo|n|tihil|y Ciojallii|t|ijoln Mielelt|i|n|g ‘

Mionjtih|l}|y Clojajiiijtliloln Ciojojr|diijnjajtijojr Mt!

SIW‘MIP ]SWPPP lT}rla inin]gl !D[uln]kllle! ICll
SW[MP flojr Mliujn|ijcii|plalliijtiije|s Diujnjk{l

URL

URL

L_ MCM 1 Page 3 of 4




I 6932504403 l

MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,/ 2| 0 ! 1! 7}

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.
SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coalitio Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition lN IY IR 12 'O l l I l l

4. Evaluating Progress Toward Measurable Goals MCM 1
Use this page to report on your progress and project plans toward achieving measurable goals

identified in your Stormwater Management Program Plan (SWMPP), including requirements in Part
HI.C.1. Submit additional pages as needed. .

A, Briefly summarize the Measurable Goal identified in the SWMPP in this reporting period.

Monitor the number of "hits" to the website.
Number of brochures, fact sheets and news letters "developed"”.
Number of people "trained".

B. Briefly summarize the observations that indicated the overall effectiveness of this Measurable
Goal.

The website is showing an increase in use by the public, .

MS4s have participated in Stormwater training provided by SWCD; and the Tug Hill Commission
has updates to stormwater in its newsletter, SWCD has updates on its facebook page, and the
coalition website has updates regarding storm water. are handing out newsletters to the public when
they stop in.

R L e S T e S L L AL LI .2 40 I - SOV DUt § Jy

C. How many times was this observation measured or evaluated in this reporting period?

0jo

{ex.: samples/participants/events)
1. D 2

D. Has your MS4 made progress toward this Measurable Goal during this reporting period?
® Yes ONo

E. Is your MS4 on schedule to meet the deadline set forth in the SWMPP? ® Yes ONo

F. Briefly summarize the stormwater activities planned to meet the goals of this MCM during
the next reporting cycle (including an implementation schedule).

The storm-water coalition will continue to add new material to the website. This will include
additional printed material with uploaded pdfs. The coalition will continue to host the 4hr contractor
training classes for erosion and sediment control. The coalition will work with SUNY JCC to add
stormwater questions to their annual survey of JC residents. The results will be used to help

determine the level of storm water understanding in JC. The coalition will involve municipalities in
sin movm borsenion ey Fonmm tlan wall ~irt oF il CUITAAD

MCM 1 Page 4 of 4
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MS4 Annual Report Form

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,/ 2

0

1| 7|

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

SPDES ID

Name of MS4/Coaliti on{ Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition

plefrfafof |11 ]

Minimum Control Measure 2. Public Involvement/Participation

The information in this section is being reported (check one):

O On behalf of an individual MS4
© On behalf of a coalition

How many MS4s contributed to this report?

9

1. What opportunities were provided for public participation in implementation,
development, evaluation and improvement of the Stormwater Management Program
(SWMP) Plan during this reporting period? Check all that apply:

@ Cleanup Events # Events l 2 l

® Comments on SWMP Received # Comments 0|

© Community Hotlines phone# ([3]1]5])[7]7[3]-|5]0]9]3]
phone# (|3]1]5])[6]2]9]-|4]o]5]2] phones ([3]1]5])|7]8]8]~|3]e]4]0]
Phone # ([315])783’-]8077| Phone# [ I) l | ]-—i ’ l
mne ([ L1 1) (L]~ L L] moner (L)L IJ-CILL]
mens ([ 1)L - 1L L] woeen (L)L L]-CLL]
Phonc# ) . Phone# ) | -

© Community Meetings # Attendees l 111 51

® Plantings sq.Ft. [4]2]0]0]o0]

O Storm Drain Markings #Drains

® Stakeholder Meetings # Attendees 412

O Volunteer Monitoring # Events {

@ Other:|B|R Ajn|njujall Wilajt|e|r|s|hje|d Cloln|f] .

2. Was public notice of availability of this annual report and Stormwater Management
Program (SWMP) Plan provided? ® Yes ONo

O List-Serve #In List i
O Newspaper Advertising # Days Run

O TV/Radio Notices # Days Run

® Other:|Ela|c|h miuinlijcliiplallii|t|y Mtg] Algenda[

©® Web Page URL: Enter URL(s) on the following two pages.
MCM 2 Page 1 of 6



r_ .1693183102
MS4 Anhual Report Form

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,/ 2| 0 l 1 ‘ 7 I
If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coalitio Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition ] IN lY IR ’2 lO l ] ’

2. URL(s) con't.:
Please provide specific address(es) where notice(s) can be accessed - not home page.
URL
lwww.jcnysto[rm!wlatert.coml]! ]' l]

URL

HEEEE

URL

L

URL

URL

URL

MCM 2 Page 2 of 6




' 3714183108

MS4 Annual Report Form

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,| 2

01117

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.
SPDES ID

Name of MS4/Coalitiol

2. URL(s) con't.:
Please provide specific address(es) where notices can be accessed - not home page.

URL

Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition ]

lrfrlzfof | ] ]

HEEE

|

||

| | ||

||

URL

| |

||

||

HENEEN

|

RN

NEEREEERERENENRERERENERRERRNEEEE

URL

EEEEERNEEE

URL

URL

URL

MCM 2 Page 3 of 6



I 5441172015
MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,{ 2 i 0|1 7]

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank,
SPDES ID

Name ofMS4/Coalition| Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition ‘ IN !Y lR [2 0 j ! ! } ]

3. Where can the public access copies of this annual report, Stormwater Management
Program SWMP) Plan and submit comments on those documents?

Enter address/contact info and select radio button to indicate which document is available and
whether comments may be submitted at that location. Submit additional pages as needed.

® MS4/Coalition Office © Amnual Report @ SWMP Plan @ Comments
Department
Jie|f| £ e|rlslo nl lcfolu}n tly] |S'o i]l] I&l Wla‘t e}r I l
Address
plo| |Blo|x| [1]3]9 l | ] ]
City Zip
wlalele e lelv[al [ TTTTT] [ (Elee-[111]
Phone

(B3lals)) l7lsl2)-[2]7]<]9]

O Librar O Annual Report O SWMP Plan O Comments

mn ] EERENEERERENEE

Zip

HEEEEREC NN

City

|
‘TTTHIT-

® Other ® Annual Report © SWMP Plan @ Comments
Address

Allil M{Si4 Clijtiyi/|{Tiolwin|{/|V|i(lil{a|g|e Hiallills
City Zip

L -

HEN
HEER
| L

{{(ann)innnfn

® Web Page URL: ® Annual Report @ SWMP Plan @ Comments

wiwiw| .| jlcinjylsitjolrimlw|aitie|r] .icioim

| | L]
|

Please provide specific address of page where report can be accessed - not home page.
O eMail O Comments

|1 || J

l__ MCM 2 Page 4 of 6




I 0614183104
MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,’ 2{0]1(7 ’

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES 1D blank.

SPDES 1D
Name of MS4/Coalition] Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition l N IY lR 210 t l l }

4.a. If this report was made available on the internet, what date was it posted?
Leave blank if this report was not posted on the internet. 0‘ 6[ / OI 1 I / 21 Ol ll 7)

4.b. For how many days was/will this report be posted? E 6

If submitting a report for single MS4, answer 5.a.. If submitting a joint report, answer 5.b..

S.a. Was an Annual Report public meeting held in this reporting period? ® Yes ONo
If Yes, what was the date of the meeting? / } / l ] l
If No, is one planned? OYes ONo

5.b. Was an Annual Report public meeting held for all MS4s contributing to this report during

this reporting period? ® Yes ONo
If No, is one planned for each? OYes ONo
6. Were comments received during this reporting period? OYes @®No

If Yes, attach comments, responses and changes made to
SWMP in response to comments to this report.

L_ MCM 2 Page 5 of 6
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MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,/ 2/ 0{ 1 7]

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.
SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coalition| *efferson County Storm Water Coalition !N IY |R |2 iO i I l [ l

7. Evaluating Progress Toward Measurable Goals MCM 2

Use this page to report on your progress and project plans toward achieving measurable goals
identified in your Stormwater Management Program Plan (SWMPP), including requirements in Part
II1.C.1. Submit additional pages as needed.

A. Briefly summarize the Measurable Goal identified in the SWMPP in this reporting period.

- Number of comments received from the public regarding the SWMPP.

- Number of comments received from the public regarding the Annual Report.
- Number of attendees at bi-monthly coalition meetings.

-Number of Calis to the Hotline.

B. Briefly summarize the observations that indicated the overall effectiveness of this Measurable
Goal.

The Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition prepared an annual report with public comments and
responses. Through stake holder meetings (coalition bi-montly and coordinator meetings),
newsletters, and the web site the public has been informed and allowed to participate in the SWMP
process. The Annual report and SWMP are posted on the website. There were no comments during
this repomng penod The number of attendees at coalition meetmgs is increasing and at the

e AT ke e - - L I . D L . L N S O Sy S &

R B e L I e . e ey

C. How many times was this observation measured or evaluated in this reporting period?

S
fex.: samples/participants/events)
D. Has your MS4 made progress toward this measurable goal during this reporting period?
® Yes ONo

E. Is your MS4 on schedule to meet the deadline set forth in the SWMPP?
® Yes ONo

F. Briefly summarize the stormwater activities planned to meet the goals of this MCM during
the next reporting cycle (including an implementation schedule).

The Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition will continue to prepare an annual report with public
comments and responses. The report will be available on the website.

The Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition will continue to prepare and implement the SWMP
with public comments and responses. The report will be available on the website.

The Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition will continue to hold bi-monthly coalition meetings

exslhhmen tha wasdlidion to vevalamesin nond Asvinemmendn Al ~avan o rvemr s bhm Annssennednd

MCM 2 Page 6 of 6



l 7368169281

MS4 Annual Report Form

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,| 2 l 0|17 [

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

SPDES ID

Name of MS4/Coalition Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition

lefrlafo] [ [ 1]

Minimum Control Measure 3. Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

The information in this section is being reported (check one):

O On behalf of an individual MS4
@ On behalf of a coalition

How many MS4s contributed to this report? 9

1. Enter the number and approx. percent of outfalls mapped: 1l1]4 |# 1{0}0 I%

2. How many of these outfalls have been screened for dry weather discharges during this

reporting peried (outfall reconnaissance inventory)?

[T ]e]

3.a.What types of generating sites/sewersheds were targeted for inspection during this

reporting period?

O Auto Recyclers

O Building Maintenance

O Churches

O Commercial Carwashes

O Commercial Laundry/Dry Cleaners
O Construction Vehicle Washouts
O Cross-Connections

O Distribution Centers

O Food Processing Facilities

O Garbage Truck Washouts

O Hospitals

O Improper RV Waste Disposal
O Industrial Process Water

O QOther:

O Landscaping (Irrigation)
O Marinas

O Metal Plateing Operations
O Outdoor Fluid Storage

O Parking Lot Maintenance
O Printing

O Residential Carwashing
O Restaurants

O Schools and Universities
O Septic Maintenance

O Swimming Pools

O Vehicle Fueling

O Vehicle Maint./Repair Shops
® None

Allil olultifiajlll

wielrije rielcjoln iin 210114

O Sewersheds:

MCM 3 Page 1 of 4
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This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,

MS4 Annual Report Form

2| o]1]7]

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

Name of MS4/Coalitio

Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition

SPDES ID

(y]¥|rlafof | [] ]

3.b.What types of illicit discharges have been found during this reporting period?

O Broken Lines From Sanitary Sewer

O Cross Connections

O Failing Septic Systems

O Floor Drains Connected To Storm Sewers

O Illegal Dumping
O Other:

O Industrial Connections

O Inflow/Infiltration

O Pump Station Failure

O Sanitary Sewer Overflows

O Straight Pipe Sewer Discharges

® None

HEEEEENENEENEEEEEEREEE

. How many illicit discharges/potential illegal connections have been detected during this
reporting period?

. How many illicit discharges have been confirmed during this reporting period? m

. How many illicit discharges/illegal connections have been eliminated during this reporting

period? [ 0 l
. Has the storm sewershed mapping been completed in this reporting period? @ Yes ONo
If No, approximately what percent was completed in this reporting period? 11o0l0 ] 9
. Is the above information available in GIS? ® Yes ONo
Is this information available on the web? ® Yes ONo
If Yes, provide URL(s):

Please provide specific address of page where map(s) can be accessed - not home page.
URL
DANC‘.lorg GI[S Appllicationsl

Cilufs|t|jojmie]|r jicisiwicid

Uls|ejr| :Jjjcls|wlcid P(W: jcs[wfcdlz ‘ [ ]
URL

www.jcnystormwater{.'coml

Mlalp|s ajrie alviajilliaibll]e iln SIW|M|P J

MCM 3 Page 2 of 4



l 5820169252

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,
If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

Name of MS4/Coalition|

8. URL(s) con't.:

MS4 Annual Report Form

Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition

|

SPDES ID

2

o[2}7]

Nefrfafo] | ] ]

Please provide specific address of page where map(s) can be accessed - not home page

URL

|

| |

||

[ 1]

| L]

HEEER

||
||
| |

HENEREEE

|

|

|

| ]

|

||

|

URL

9. Has an IDDE law been adopted for each traditional MS4 and/or have IDDE procedures been
approved for all non-traditional MS4s contributing to this report?

OYes ®No

10.If Yes, has every traditional MS4 contributing to this report certified that this law is
equivalent to the NYS Model IDDE Law?

OYes ®No ONT

11. What percent of staff in relevant positions and departments has received IDDE training?

MCM 3 Page 3 of 4

5[_0_195




' 9126383899 l

MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,/ 2| 0 ! 1| 7!

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.
SPDES ID

Name of MS4/Coalition| Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition !N IY IR l2 !0 l i ! ’ !

12. Evaluating Progress Toward Measurable Goals MCM 3
Use this page to report on your progress and project plans toward achieving measurable goals

identified in your Stormwater Management Program Plan (SWMPP), including requirements in Part
II1.C.1. Submit additional pages as needed.

A. Briefly summarize the Measurable Goal identified in the SWMPP in this reporting period.

Percent of outfalls mapped.

Percent of sewersheds mapped.

Percent of total storm sewer system mapped.
Percent of outfalls for which an outfall reconnaissance inventory has been performed.
Adoption and enforcement of local IDDE law or ordinance.

T T8 La® I EAnA 1 o T FUNVOIR, R (VIR & R L Pl S

T

B. Briefly summarize the observations that indicated the overall effectiveness of this Measurable
Goal.

The Coalition has identified and mapped 100% of the outfalls for the MS4 coalition.

The coalition has mapped 100% of the storm sewer-sheds for the MS4 coalition.

The Coalition has identified and mapped 100% of the Total storm sewer systems for the coalition.
The Coalition has re-conned 100% of the outfalls in 2014.

Many of the municipalities have adopted laws and procedures to deal with IDDE.

C. How many times was this observation measured or evaluated in this reporting period?

(ex.: samples/participants/events)

D. Has your MS4 made progress toward this measurable goal during this reporting period?
® Yes ONo

E. Is your MS4 on schedule to meet the deadline set forth in the SWMPP?
® Yes ONo
F. Briefly summarize the stormwater activities planned to meet the goals of this MCM during
the next reporting cycle (including an implementation schedule).

The remaining municipalities will develop a regulatory mechanism equivalent to NYS IDE model
law, and procedures to follow that law.
Each municipality will train their employees with regard to IDDE laws, policies, and procedures.

MCM 3 Page 4 of 4



r-_ 5624056356
MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9, 2| 0| 1|7

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coalition Yfferson County Storm Water Coalition IN IY R !2 lO } !

Minimum Control Measures 4 and 5.
Construction Site and Post-Construction Control

The information in this section is being reported (check one):

O On behalf of an individual MS4
® On behalf of a coalition

How many MS4s contributed to this report? 9

1a. Has each MS4 contributing to this report adopted a law, ordinance or other regulatory
mechanism that provides equivalent protection to the NYS SPDES General Permit for
Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities? O Yes ®No

1b.Has each Town, City and/or Village contributing to this report documented that the law is
equivalent to a NYSDEC Sample Local Law for Stormwater Management and Erosion and
Sediment Control through either an attorney cerfification or using the NYSDEC Gap
Analysis Workbook? OYes ®No ONT

If Yes, Towns, Cities and Villages provide date of equivalent NYS Sample Local Law.
0 09/2004 ©03/2006 ONT

2. Does your MS4/Coalition have a SWPPP review procedure in place? ® Yes ONo

3. How many Construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs) have been
reviewed in this reporting period? 0

4. Does your MS4/Coalition have a mechanism for receipt and consideration of public
comments related to construction SWPPPs? ®Yes ONo ONT

If Yes, how many public comments were received during this reporting period?

5. Does your MS4/Coalition provide education and training for contractors abeut the local
SWPPP process? ® Yes ONo

L MCM 4/5 Page 1 of 2



I 3951056357 l

6. Identify which of the following types of enforcement actions you used during the reporting
period for construction activities, indicate the number of actions, or note those for which you
do not have authority:

O Notices of Violation # | O No Authority
O Stop Work Orders # D::ED O No Authority
O Criminal Actions # l I i O No Authority
O Termination of Contracts # D:Ij O No Authority
O Administrative Fines # ‘ O No Authority
O Civil Penalties # O No Authority
O Administrative Orders # | | © o Authority
O Enforcement Actions or Sanctions # l ; I

® Other #1 | ] ] Jo] o Noauthority

L_ MCM 4/5 Page 2 of 2
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MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,/ 2/ 0| 1|7
If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coalition Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition lN ]Y R |2 {0 ] l l ]

Minimum Control Measure 4. Construction Site Stormwater Runoff Control

The information in this section is being reported (check one):

O On behalf of an individual MS4
@ On behalf of a coalition

How many MS4s contributed to this report? []:E'

1. How many construction projects have been authorized for disturbances of one acre or more
during this reporting period? 0 ‘

2. How many construction projects disturbing at least one acre were active in your jurisdiction
during this reporting period?

3. What percent of active construction sites were inspected during this reporting period? € NT
L1 lo]o

4. What percent of active construction sites were inspected more than once? ® NT

5. Do all inspectors working on behalf of the MS4s contributing to this report use the NYS
Construction Stormwater Inspection Manual? €@ Yes ONo ONT

6. Does your MS4/Coalition provide public access to Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plans

(SWPPPs) of construction projects that are subject to MS4 review and approval?
®Yes ONo ONT

If your MS4 is Non-Traditional, are SWPPPs of construction projects made available for
public review? ® Yes ONo

If Yes, use the following page to identify location(s) where SWPPPs can be accessed.

MCM 4 Page 1 of 3



l 7482169883

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,

MS4 Annual Report Form

2

0

1

7

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank,

Name of MS4/Coalition|

6. con't.:

Submit additional pages as needed.

Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition

© MS4/Coalition Office
Department

SPDES ID

lelrfzlo] [ ] ]

Jie

il I

elr

s{on

Address

P10

E

OoiX

113]9

City

Wila

e

r’t

|OWI'l

Phone

(BEEKOERE

O Library

Address

City

|
|

HEEEN
NN

Phone

(1

Il
| ]
| ]

)

|
|1 ]-

@ Other

Address

Eja

cih

City

Zip

Phone

(

|

® Web Page URL(s):  Please provide specific address where SWPPPs can be accessed - not home page.
URL
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MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9, 2 ‘ 0|1 7]

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.
SPDES ID

Name of MS4/Coalition| Yéfferson County Storm Water Coalition !N 'Y !R l2 lO I I ] { !

7. Evaluating Progress Toward Measurable Goals MCM 4
Use this page to report on your progress and project plans toward achieving measurable goals
identified in your Stormwater Management Program Plan (SWMPP), including requirements in Part

HI.C.1. Submit additional pages as needed.

A. Briefly summarize the Measurable Goal identified in the SWMPP in this reporting period.

- Development of procedures, activities and identify personnel to educate and train construction site

operators about requirements to develop and implement a SWPPP and any other requirements that

must be met within the Town's jurisdiction.

- A description of procedures for the receipt and consideration of information submitted by the

public and identify responsible personnel.
P R R A BN SF e e Al S

™ . P S N N T T S S T TNAER AT LA el

B. Briefly summarize the observations that indicated the overall effectiveness of this Measurable
Goal.

The MS4 has completed all measurable goals above except adoption of the Local Law.

C. How many times was this observation measured or evaluated in this reporting period?

0

(ex.: samples/participants/events)
D. Has your MS4 made progress toward this measurable goal during this reporting period?
® Yes ONo

E. Is your MS4 on schedule to meet the deadline set forth in the SWMPP?
® Yes ONo

F. Briefly summarize the stormwater activities planned to meet the goals of this MCM during
the next reporting cycle (including an implementation schedule).

The MS4 communities will develop and adopt a model local law for MCM4.

MCM 4 Page 3 of 3 __I



1048119251

MS4 Annual Report Form

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

Name of MS4/Coalitio Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition

SPDES ID

]y R

[ 1]

Minimum Control Measure 5. Post-Construction Stormwater Management

The information in this section is being reported (check one):

O On behalf of an individual MS4
@ On behalf of a coalition

How many MS4s contributed to this report?

9

1. How many and what type of post-construction stormwater management practices has your

MS4/Coalition inventoried, inspected and maintained in this reporting period?

# #
Inventoried Inspections

# Times

Maintained

O Alternative Practices l l I I i l I

O Filter Systems

L

|
|
O Open Channels [

|
O Infiltration Basins l
|

O Ponds

|
|
|
|
|
|

|
|

|
|
|

11

|

|
O Wetlands | l ] l ]
O Other L] ] ]

|

2. Do you use an electronic tool {(e.g. GIS, database, spreadsheet) to track post-construction

BMPs, inspections and maintanance?

3. What types of non-structural practices have been used to implement Low Impact

Development/Better Site Design/Green Infrastructure principles?

O Building Codes O Municipal Comprehensive Plans
O Overlay Districts O Open Space Preservation Program
O Zoning O Local Law or Ordinance

® None O Land Use Regulation/Zoning

O Watershed Plans O Other Comprehensive Plan

O Other:

@ Yes ONo

MCM 5 Page 1 of 3
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MS4 Annual Report Form

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,_
If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coalition] Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition , IN lY lR IZ [0 [ l I l

4a. Are the MS4s contributing te this report involved in a regional/watershed wide planning effort?
® Yes ONo

4b. Does the MS4 have a banking and credit system for stormwater management practices?
OYes ©No

4c. Do the SWMP Plans for each MS4 contributing to this report include a protocol for evaluation
and approval of banking and credit of alternative siting of a stormwater management practice?
OYes ®No

4d. How many stormwater management practices have been implemented as part of this system in this

reporting period? D:E:I

5. 'What percent of municipal officials/MS4 staff responsible for program implementation attended
training on Low Impace Development (LID), Better Site Design (BSD) and other Green
Infrastructure principles in this reporting period? I 5 O} 9,

MCM 5 Page 2 of 3
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MS4 Annual Report Form .
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,/ 2| 0 ll 7]

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.
SPDES ID

Name of MS4/Coalition] Jéfferson County Storm Water Coalition [N |Y IR l2 }0 1 { I J_J

6. Evaluating Progress Toward Measurable Goals MCM 5
Use this page to report on your progress and project plans toward achieving measurable goals
identified in your Stormwater Management Program Plan (SWMPP), including requirements in Part

NI.C.1. Submit additional pages as needed.

A. Briefly summarize the Measurable Goal identified in the SWMPP in this reporting period.

- Develop and certify a regulatory mechanism equivalent to the NYS DEC Sample Local Laws for
Storm-water Management and Erosion and Sediment Control.

- Initiate procedures for SWPPP review to ensure that post-construction storm-water management
practices meet the most current version of the state technical standards, for the inspection and
maintenance of post-construction management practices, for the enforcement and penalization of

B e T T, J . e Al Ll e A T B T I T U S ¢ NP JY o pes

B. Briefly summarize the observations that indicated the overall effectiveness of this Measurable
Goal.

The Coalition members have completed all measurable goals with exception to adoption of a local
law,

C. How many times was this observation measured or evaluated in this reporting period?
L[ [o
(ex.: samples/participants/events}

D. Has your MS4 made progress toward this measurable goal during this reporting period?
® Yes ONo

E. Is your MS4 on schedule to meet the deadline set forth in the SWMPP?
® Yes ONo

F. Briefly summarize the stormwater activities planned to meet the goals of this MCM during
the next reporting cycle (including an implementation schedule).

The MS4 will develop and adopt a local law.

MCM 5 Page 3 of 3




' 6894134836
MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,/ 2| 0| 1 7|
If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coalition Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition NiY |R}|2 |0 l ‘ , ]

Minimum Control Measure 6. Stormwater Management for Municipal Operations

The information in this section is being reported (check one):

O On behalf of an individual MS4

@ On behalf of a coalition
How many MS4s contributed to this report? j]__;}

1. Choose/list each municipal operation/facility that contributes or may potentially contribute
Pollutants of Concern to the MS4 system. For each operation/facility indicate whether the
operation/facility has been addressed in the MS4's/Coalition's Stormwater Management
Program(SWMP) Plan and whether a self-assessment has been performed during the
reporting period. A self-assessment is performed to: 1) determine the sources of pollutants
potentially generated by the permittee's operations and facilities; 2) evaluate the
effectiveness of existing programs and 3) identify the municipal operations and facilities
that will be addressed by the pollution prevention and good housekeeping program, if it's
not done already.

Self-Assessment

Operation/Activity/Facility
performed within the past 3

Operation/Activity/Facility Addressed in SWMP? years?
Street Maitenance.........ov.cevveeeeervcveivesveesvesssinreesrensnens ®Yes ONO .o OYes ®No
Bridge Maintenance..............c.ccooeeeveviesrereeeeeeseescerenens ®Yes ONoO ..o OYes ®No
Winter Road Maintenance...........coovvvevemveeceeveeieiserennne ®Yes ONO i OYes @No
Salt StOrAE....vvveericereeiinrerre vt et eve st renres ®Yes ONoO ..o, OYes ®No
Solid Waste Management...........cveveceevrverreineeneineens ®Yes ONO covvrvecvcenenn, OYes ®No
New Municipal Construction and Land Disturbance.. ® Yes ONo ... OYes ®No
Right of Way Maintenance.........ccoveeeeneeevevrvsscorenns OYes @®No ... OYes @No
Marine Operations.............ccocovvrevevrveueereresssseesnessenns OYes ®No ... OYes ®@No
Hydrologic Habitat Modification..........ccceeverervevrrienns OYes ®No ... OYes @No
Parks and Open Space............ccueevevereeireereerereeienenns ®Yes ONo ............. OYes ®No
Municipal BUilding.......c..coveovveoveeverecneeiereree e, ®Yes ONo ......... OYes ®No
Stormwater System Maintenance..........occoeveeveeneenenn. ®Yes ONo ..o OYes ®No
Vehicle and Fleet Maintenance............coovoveveveueenenn. ®Yes ONo . ... OYes @No
OBBET. ...ttt n st OYes ONo . ... OYes ONo

MCM 6 Page 1 of 3
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MS4 Annual Report Form

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9, 0|1
If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

Name of MS4/Coalitionl Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition

SPDES ID

lrfrfzfo] | [ ]

2. Provide the following information about municipal operations good housekeeping programs:

® Parking Lots Swept (Number of acres X Number of times swept)

® Streets Swept  (Number of miles X Number of times swept)

® Catch Basins Inspected and Cleaned Where Necessary

® Post Construction Control Stormwater Management Practices
Inspected and Cleaned Where Necessary

® Phosphorus Applied In Chemical Fertilizer

@ Nitrogen Applied In Chemical Fertilizer

® Pesticide/Herbicide Applied

(Number of acres to which pesticide/herbicide was applied X Number of

times applied to the nearest tenth.)

during this reporting period?

# Acres l 7.01

# Miles 2 5|3

#1 |1]e]7]5]
JEERELE

vuss. (T T5]0

#Lbs. | |a]1]7]4]

¢ e [ ] J2[o][ ]

3. How many stormwater management trainings have been provided to municipal employees
HERER

4. What was the date of the last training?

5. How many municipal employees have been trained in this reporting period? l 1|6

51/[0 1]~-/~2 01 6|

6. What percent of municipal employees in relevant positions and departments receive

stormwater management training?

l— MCM 6 Page 2 of 3
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MS4 Annual Report Form
This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,{ 21011 '7|

If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.
SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coalition! Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition } IN ‘Y }R 2 ‘ 0 | l l | '

7. Evaluating Progress Toward Measurable Goals MCM 6
Use this page to report on your progress and project plans toward achieving measurable goals

identified in your Stormwater Management Program Plan (SWMPP), including requirements in Part
HI.C.1. Submit additional pages as needed.

A. Briefly summarize the Measurable Goal identified in the SWMPP in this reporting period.

- Identification of the municipal operations and facilities that will be considered for inclusion in the
pollution prevention and good housekeeping program.

- A description of the pollution prevention and good housekeeping priorities to improve water
quality and existing facilities or operations in need of improvement.

- A description of management practices, policies and procedures that will be developed or modified.

L IR oo SV RIS A SRRy o o ST I L L A N T

PP N R

B. Briefly summarize the observations that indicated the overall effectiveness of this Measurable
Goal.

The coalition began identifying municipal operations and facilities to include in pollution prevention
good housekeeping.

C. How many times was this observation measured or evaluated in this reporting period?

0

fex.: samples/participants/events)

D. Has your MS4 made progress toward this measurable goal during this reporting period?
®Yes ONo

E. Is your MS4 on schedule to meet the deadline set forth in the SWMPP?
® Yes ONo
F. Briefly summarize the stormwater activities planned to meet the goals of this MCM during
the next reporting cycle (including an implementation schedule).

The MS4 will begin implementing MCM6 measurable goals:

- Identification of the municipal operations and facilities that will be considered for inclusion in the
pollution prevention and good housekeeping program.

- A description of the pollution prevention and good housekeeping priorities to improve water
quality and existing facilities or operations in need of improvement.

A Adncncimtine af cnnanmnmsnet menndinnn anlinian nnd cennsndcenn thnt il un davinlamad o v n A6~ S
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This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,{ 2| 0{ 1|7 l
If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coaliti orJ Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition I ]N ’Y 'R l 2 IO ’ ! {

Additional Watershed Improvement Strategy Best Management Practices

The information in this section is being reported (check one):

O On behalf of an individual MS4
® On behalf of a coalition I

How many MS4s contributed to this report?

0]

MS4s must answer the questions or check NA as indicated in the table below.

MS4 Description Answer Check NA (POC)

NYC EOH Watershed - - -
Traditional Land Use 1,2,3,4,5,6,7a-d,8a,8b,9 10,11,12 Phosphorus
Traditional Non-Land Use 1,2,3,4,7a-d,8a,8b,9 5,10,11,12 Phosphorus
Non-Traditional 1,2.77a-d,82,8b9 3,4,5,10,11,12 Phosphorus

Onondaga Lake Watershed - . - -
Traditional Land Use 1,6,7a-d,8a,9 2.3,4,5.8b,106,11,12 Phosphorus
Traditional Non-Land Use 1,6,7a-d,8a,9 2,3.4,5.8b,10,11,12 Phosphorus
Non-Traditional 1,6,72-d.83,9 2,3,4.5,8b,10,11,12 Phosphorus

Greenwood Lake Watershed - - -
Traditional Land Use 1.4,6,7a-d,8a,9 2,3,5,8b,10,11,12 Phosphorus
Traditional Non-Land Use 1,4,6,7a-,8a,9 2,3,58b,10,11,12 Phosphorus
Non-Traditional 1,4,6,7a-d,8a,9 2,3,5.8b,10,11,12 Phosphorus

Oyster Bay - - -

Traditional Land Use 1,4,72-d.9,10,11,12 2.3.5.6,8a,8b Pathogens
Traditional Non-Land Use 1.4,7a-d.9.10,11.12 2.3.56.8a.8b Pathogens -
Non-Traditional 1,4.7a-d.9 2.3.4,5.82,8b,10,11,12 Pathogens :

Peconic Estuary - - -
Traditional Land Use 1.4.72-d,82,9,10. 11,12 2.3.5.6.8b Pathogens and Nitrogen
Traditional Non-Land Use 1,4,7a-d,8a,9,10,11,12 2,3,5,6,8b Pathogens and Nitrogen
Non-Traditional 1,4,7a-d,8a,9 2,3,4,5,8b,10,11,12 Pathogens and Nitrogen

Oscawana Lake Watershed - - -
Traditional Land Use 1,4,6,7a-d,8a,9 2,3,5,8b,10,11,12 Phosphorus
Traditional Non-Land Use 1,4,6,7a-d,8a,9 2.3,58b,10,11.12 Phosphorus
Non-Traditional 1.46.7a-d.8a 9 2.3.58b.10.11,12 Phosphorus

L127 Embayments - - -
Traditional Land Use 1,2.3,4.7a-d.9,10,11,12 5.6,82,8b Pathogens
Traditional Non-Land Use 1.23.4.7a-d,9,10.11,12 5.6,8a,8b Pathogens
| Non-Traditional 1.2,3.4.72-d.9 5.6.8a.8b,10,11,12 Pathogens

1. Does your MS4/Coalition have an education program addressing impacts of
phosphorus/nitrogen/pathogens on waterbodies? OYes ®No ON/A

2. Has 100% of the MS4/Coalition conveyance system been mapped in GIS?
®Yes ONo ONA

If N/A, go to question 3.
If No, estimate what percentage of the conveyance system has been mapped so far. 0 }%
Estimate what percentage was mapped in this reporting period. 110/0(%

L Additional BMPs Page 1 of 3
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MS4 Annual Report Form

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,[ 2|01 { 7 l
If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID biank.

SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coalitio Jefferson County Storm Water Coalition N Y IR |2 {0 I l I

3. Does your MS4/Coalition have a Stormwater Conveyance System (infrastructure) Inspection
and Maintenance Plan Program? ®Yes ONo ONA

4. Estimate the percentage of on-site wastewater treatment systems that have been inspected
and maintained or rehabilitated as necessary in this reporting period? ol %

S. Has your MS4/Coalition developed a program that provides protection equivalent to the
NYSDEC SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities
(GP-0-08-001) to reduce pollutants in stormwater runoff from construction activities that
disturb five thousand square feet or more? OYes ®No ONA

6. Has your MS4/Coalition developed a program to address post-construction stormwater
runoff from new development and redevelopment projects that disturb greater than or
equal to one acre that provides equivalent protection to the NYS DEC SPDES General
Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities (GP-0-08-001), including

the New York State Stormwater Design Manual Enhanced Phosphorus Removal
Standards? ®Yes ONo ONA

7a.Does your MS4/Coalition have a retrofitting program to reduce erosion or
phosphorus/nitrogen/pathogen loading? OYes ®No ONA

7b.How many projects have been sited in this reporting period? l 0 l

7c. What percent of the projects included in 7b have been completed in this reporting period?
01%

7d.What percent of projects planned in previous years have been completed? 0{%

® No Projects Planned

8a.Has your MS4/Coalition developed and implemented a turf management practices and
procedures policy that addresses proper fertilizer application on municipally owned
lands? OYes ®No ONA

8b.Has your MS4/Coalition developed and implemented a turf management practices and
procedures policy that addresses proper disposal of grass clippings and leaves from
municipally owned lands? CYes ®No ON/A

Additional BMPs Page 2 of 3
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MS4 Annual Report Form

This report is being submitted for the reporting period ending March 9,| 2 OI 1 7]
If submitting this form as part of a joint report on behalf of a coalition leave SPDES ID blank.

SPDES ID
Name of MS4/Coalition| J¢fferson County Storm Water Coalition N {¥Y IR l2 l 0 I ' I

9. Has your MS4/Coalition developed and implemented a program of native planting?
®Yes ONo ONA

10. Has your MS4/Coalition enacted a local law prohibiting pet waste on municipal properties and
prohibiting goose feeding? OYes ®No ONA

11.Does your MS4/Coalition have a pet waste bag program? OYes ®No ONA

12.Does your MS4/Coalition have a program to manage goose
populations? OYes ®@No ONA

L_ Additional BMPs Page 3 of 3



CITY OF WATERTOWN, NEW YORK
PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT
Watertown Municipal Arena
600 William T, Field Drive
Watertown, New York 13601
parksrec@watertown-hy.gov

e
ERIN E. GARDNER

Phone (315) 785-7775 » Fax (315) 7857776 Scpurnfendent
Date: May 9, 2017
To: Sharon Addison, City Manager
From: Erin E. Gardner, Superintendent of Parks & Recreation
Subject: Request for waiver of fees for use of the City stage for 2017 block parties

A request to waive fees for construction of the City stage for the 2017 block parties has been
received by the City from the Watertown Local Development Corporation.

The block parties are scheduled for June 30", July 28" and August 25", 2017. Each time the
stage is built for this event, it costs the City $607.65 in labor. The total cost for labor for
constructing the stage for the three block parties total $1,822.95.

As Superintendent, | do not recommend waiving the above fees.

Vist us on the web at watertowr-ny.gov/rec or on Facebook at facebook.com/watertownparksrec13601



LOCAL DEVELOPMENT - 1 T
CORPORATION Donald W. Rutherford, CEO

April 28, 2017

Ms, Sharon Addison, City Manager
City of Watertown

245 Washington Street
Watertown, New York 13601

Dear Ms. Addison:

The planning for the Public Square Block parties are moving ahead nicely. | received the list of
items from Elaine Giso outlining certain requirements that need to be followed. 1distributed the list to
the committee and each will be complied with. As we move forward, compliance documentation will be
provided to the City.

After several discussions related to band set up, we respectfully request that the City allow us
the use of their stage. We request that the fee for the stage as well as the construction netting be
waived. The WLDC has a limited budget for the three events and by waiving the fees it will ensure we
have the financial resources to make these events successful.

In addition to our primary goal of creating excitement and bringing people downtown, we are
applying to make the block parties Yellow Ribbon events. By doing so, it will show the City’s support of
Fort Drum and in addition, bring soldiers and their families downtown that may not otherwise visit.
Yellow Ribbon events are promoted heavily on post. As such we are hoping for a large turn out by
soldiers and their families.

Thank you for your consideration and look forward to hearing back.

Donald W. Rutherford, CEO

Cc Mavyor Joseph Butler, Jr.
Councilman Mark C. Walcyzk
Councilwoman Teresa R. Macaluso
Councilman Stephen A. Jennings
Councilman Cody J. Horbacz

The Buck Building * 82 Public Square ¢ Watertown, New York 13601
Telephone: (315) 786-3494 » Facsimile: (315) 786-3495
watertownldc.com * arrivedowntown.com



May 3, 2017

To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: James E. Mills, City Comptroller
Subject: Sale of Surplus Hydro-electricity — April 2017

The City has received the monthly hydro-electricity production and
consumption data from National Grid. In comparison to last April, the sale of surplus
hydro-electric power on an actual to actual basis was up $132,185 or 23.78%. In
comparison to the original budget projection for the month, revenue was up $102,852 or
17.58%.

The year-to-date actual revenue is down $191,467 or 5.38% while the
year-to-date revenue on a budget basis is up $259,505 or 8.366%. Year-to-date revenue
finished at $3,364,111.

The attached spreadsheet shows the monthly revenues for this year and
last year along with the budgeted amounts. Revenues for the Fiscal Years’ 2011-12,
2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15 and 2015-16 have been included for historical perspective.



July
August
September
October
November
December
January
February
March
April

May

June

YTD

July
August
September
October
November
December
January
February
March
April

May

June

YTD

Total Budget

% Inc/(Dec)to

Actual 2011-12  Actual 2012-13  Actual 2013-14  Actual 2014-15  Actual 2015-16  Actual 2016-17 Variance Prior Year
$ 58,161 § 821 $ 382,759 § 286,952 § 321,539 § 73,815 §$ (247,724) -77.04%
$ 60,957 §$ 2,060 $ 115,769 § 293,338 § 11,805 % 278,611 $ 266,806 2260.14%
$ 269,071 $ 17,605 $ 48,478 §$ 38,778 $ 14,857 § 22,118  § 7,262 48.88%
$ 271,426 $ 261,082 $ 237,797 $ 296,432 § 260,804 $ 208,586 §$ (52,218) -20.02%
$ 248,928 §$ 105,694 § 473459 $ 331,977 § 393,589 § 396,753 § 3,164 0.80%
$ 446,292 §$ 356,383 $ 323,081 $ 502,018 §$ 542231 $ 470,259 $ (71,971) -13.27%
$ 145673 % 179,469 $ 240,183 - $ 246,137 § 380,018 §$ 481,938 $ 101,920 26.82%
8 95,930 § 160,026 $ 225,629 § 158,920 § 440304 $ 325,684 % (114,620) -26.03%
$ 342,560 % 338,154 $ 232,743 $ 154,182 § 634,598 § 418,328 $ (216,270) -34.08%
$ 294,811 § 551,360 $ 468,075 $ 577,742 % 555,833 § 688,018 § 132,185 23.78%
$ 417,317 $ 324,167 § 660,449 § 192410 §$ 275,751 § - 0.00%
$ 114,976 $ 474813 $ 421,856 $ 638,045 § 162,659 §$ - 0.00%
$ 2,766,103 § 2771633 $ 3830277 $ 3,716931 $§ 3993988 $§ 3364,111 § (191,467) -5.38%
Original Budget
2016-17 Actual 2016-17 Variance %
3 234,630 § 73,815 § (160,815) -68.54%
$ 143986 §$ 278,611 § 134,625 93.50%
$ 131,075 § 22,118 § (108,957) -83.13%
$ 346,050 $ 208,586 $ (137,464) -39.72%
$ 423485 §$ 396,753 § (26,732) -6.31%
3 371,356 §$ 470,259 §$ 98,903 26.63%
3 296,766 $ 481,938 $ 185,172 62.40%
$ 202,888 § 325,684 § 122,796 60.52%
$ 369,204 §$ 418,328 $ 49,124 13.31%
$ 585,166 § 688,018 §$ 102,852 17.58%
$ 479,886 §$ - 0.00%
3 375,508 $ - 0.00%
$ 3,960,000 § 3,364,111 § 259,505 8.36%



May 2, 2017

To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: James E. Mills, City Comptroller
Subject: NYS Office of the State Comptroller — Fiscal Stress Monitoring System

On April 17" the City received its fiscal stress score from the NYS Office of the
State Comptroller based upon the FY 2015-16 financial report. In January 2013 Comptroller
DiNapoli implemented a fiscal stress monitoring system to inform municipal leaders and
taxpayers of the economic and budgetary challenges facing their localities so that actions can be
taken to avoid a fiscal crisis. Based on the State’s review of the City’s FY 2015-16 Annual
Update Document the City is currently classified as “No Designation” based on a score of 5.0%.
The City received the same designation with a score of 11.3% based upon its FY 2014-15
Annual Update Document.

The State Comptroller’s fiscal stress categories are as follows:

Classification of Fiscal Stress Percentage of Total Points
Significant Fiscal Stress 65% — 100%
Moderate Fiscal Stress 55% — 64.9%
Susceptible to Fiscal Stress 45% — 54.9%
No Designation 0% — 44.9%

The monitoring system is intended to represent a systematic and objective methodology
for identifying the presence of stress conditions in local government. The system looks at
financial indicators and environmental indicators however only the scores of the financial
indicators determine a municipality’s level of fiscal stress. The financial indicators are based on
nine different calculations in the following five categories:

Year end fund balance
Operating deficits
Cash position

Use of short-term debt
Fixed costs



The City received points for the following financial indicators:

Indicator FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY

2015- | 2015- | 2014- | 2014-15 | 2013-14 | 2013-14 | 2012-13 | 2012-13
16 16 % 15 % of Points % of Points % of
Points of Points Points Points Points
Points

Assigned 0 0.00% 1 6.3% 1 6.3% 1 6.3% (1)

Unassigned Fund

Balance / Gross

Expenditures

(Combined Funds)

being less than the

same ratio for the

General Fund)

Number of 1 3.33% 1 3.3% 1 3.3% 0 0.0%

Operating Deficits

in Last 3 Years

Last 3 Years 1 1.67% 1 1.7% 1 1.7% 2 3.3%

Average Personal

Services and Fringe

Benefits / Net

Revenues

Total 3 5.00% 3 11.3% 3 11.3% 3 9.6%

(1) Due to areporting error contained in the FY 2012-13 Annual Update Document the unrestricted
assets of the Water Fund were reported on the wrong line. Had the error not occurred the City would
have had a high enough Assigned /Unassigned Fund Balance amount to have received zero points
for this indicator resulting in an overall score of 3.3%.

It is important to understand that where reference is made to “combined funds” the data
used was from the combination of the General Fund, Risk Retention Fund, Workers

Compensation Fund, Tourism Fund, Water Fund and Sewer Fund. Where reference is made to
“all funds” the data used was from the combination of the General, Risk Retention, Workers
Compensation, Tourism, Water, Sewer, Community Development, Library, Self-funded Health
Insurance, and Debt Service Funds. However in reality, all of these funds should be looked at
individually for financial stress and not on a combined level as each funds’ financial
resources cannot be combined to offset the stress one of the funds may be experiencing.

It is also important to look at the accompanying graphs that show where the levels were
set for municipalities to be assigned points towards a level of fiscal stress. For example assigned
and unassigned fund balance as a percentage of gross expenditures needs to get as low as 10% to
be assigned one point and be below 3.33% for all three points to be assigned. With the City’s
reliance on variable revenue sources (sales tax and sale of excess hydro-electricity) those levels
should be set much higher to truly indicate if the City is under fiscal stress.



The attached graphs are from the self-assessment tool created by the State Comptroller’s
Office for municipalities to use to monitor the financial indicators as well as show whether the

previous two years indicated any fiscal stress. Specific fund level data has been provided where
possible in the graph indictor headings.

More details on the State Comptroller’s Fiscal Stress Monitoring System can be found on
their website at: http://www.osc.state.ny.us/localgov/fiscalmonitoring/index.htm



http://www.osc.state.ny.us/localgov/fiscalmonitoring/index.htm

City of Watertown
220259000000
Fiscal Stress Summary

Indicator Scoring Summary

% Score
2014 11.3%
2015 11.3% . . Value Scores
2016 5.0% Flscal |nd|0at0r5 2015 2016 2015 2016
2017 2.9% based on 3year trend 1 Assigned & Unassigned FB/Gross Exp (General Fund) 26.9% 27.2% 1 0
Assigned & Unassigned FB/Gross Exp (Combined Funds) 25.8% 27.2%
2 Total FB / Gross Exp (General Fund) 37.4% 34.8% 0 0
100.0% Total FB / Gross Exp (Combined Funds) 95.3% 92.4%
3 # of Operating Deficits in Three Years or last year's deficit <= - 1 1 1 1
90.0% 10%
Significant Fiscal 4 Cash Ratio (Cash/Current Liability) 477.9% 409.7% 0 0
80.0% SiEss 5 Cash as a % of Monthly Exp 467.3% 412.7% 0 0
70.0% 6 Short Term Debt Issuance (Debt/Revenues) 0.0% 0.0% 0 0
' 7 0 0 0 0
60.0% Moderate Fiscal Short Term Debt Trend (consecutive debt or BN in last year)
Stress 8 Pers Srvc and Emp Benefits as a % of Revenues (3 yr avg) 68.5% 69.9% 1 1
50.0% Susceptible 9 Debt Service as a % of Revenues (3 yr avg) 5.1% 5.3% 0 0
Fiscal Stress
40.0%
30.0%
20.0% . .
11.3% 11.3% Environmental Indicators Value  Score
10.0% ’—Ni% 2 9% 1 Change in Population 1.2% 0
______ - 2 Change in Median Age -5.6% 0
0.0% 3 Median Age of Population 32.1 0
2014 2015 2016 2017 4 Child Poverty Rate 25.5% 1
5 Change in Child Poverty Rate -0.7% 0
6 Change in Property Value (4 year avg) 2.7% 0
The summary graph projects a fiscal stress score based on a three-year trend 7 Property Value Per Capita $43,622 0
analysis. This score is not based on data submitted by the municipality. The 8 Change in Unemployment Rate -0.6 0
predicted score is most reliable for municipalities which have followed a level 9 Unemployment Rate 5.9% 1
trend but is less reliable for municipalities with scores that do not follow a 10 Change in Total Jobs in County 0.3% 0
steady trend. 11 Reliance on State and Federal Aid 13.7% 0
12 Change in State and Federal Aid -9.2% 1
Financial information provided on this page is pulled from reports submitted by 13 Constitutional Tax Limit 16.8% 0
the municipality. OSC performs a formal review of the information on an annual 14 Change in Sales Tax Receipts N/A N/A

basis. However, OSC is unable to verify the accuracy of all the data elements
upon which an entity’s prior year fiscal stress score is based.

Note: Fiscal data may change after fiscal stress scores are released for a given
year. As aresult, the data presented in this workbook may vary from previously
released data.

As of 31-MAR-2017

No Designation

1. Summary




Total Fund Balance as a % of Gross Expenditures

Assigned/Unassigned FB as a % of Gross
(General Fund)

Expenditures (General Fund)

26.9% 27.2%

1 point

5%
5%

0%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Additional point if Combined Funds calculation < General Fund calculation.

0%

Additional point if Combined Funds calculation < General Fund calculation.

Operating Surplus (Deficit) / Gross Expenditures

1.8%

0.5% -

0.0% -

-0.5%
-0.4%

-1.0%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

No. of points = No. of years with a deficit in last 3 years or 3 points if last year has
deficit < -10%.

Cash Investment / Current Liability Cash as a % of Monthly Expenditures

467.3%

wom T

L g

1 point

\

2015 2016 2017

2015 2016 2017
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Short Term Debt as a % of General Fund Revenues

®

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Score for Indicator 7 (Short Term Debt Issuance Trend) is based on the no. of
consecutive short term debt issuances ending with most recent year filed.

Personal Services and Employee Benefits % of
Revenues

Debt Service as a % of Revenues

1 point

~
~ _0.0%

o
>

2016 2015 2016 2017
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Assigned/Unassigned FB as a % of Gross Expenditures Total Fund Balance as a % of Gross Expenditures
(General Fund) (General Fund)

27.2%

34.8%

1 point

City of All Cities  North Country ~ Medium

City of All Cities  North Country ~ Medium - o
Watertown Cities Upstate Cities

Watertown Cities Upstate Cities

Operating Surplus (Deficit) / Gross
Expenditures

0.6%

' .

T T
City of All Cities North Country Medium Upstate
Watertown Cities Cities

Cash Investment / Current Liability Cash as a % of Monthly Expenditures

409.7% 409.7%
429.8%

1 point

City of All Cities  North Country ~ Medium City of All Cities  North Country ~ Medium
Watertown Cities Unstate Cities Watertown Cities Upstate Cities
Indicator 4's Peer Group scores are based on the median instead of the
mean (average).
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Personal Services and Employee Benefits as a Debt Service as a % of Revenues
% of Revenues

1 point

64.4%

T
T T City of All Cities North Country Medium
City of All Cities North Country Medium Watertown Cities Upstate Cities
Watertown Cities Upstate Cities

Fiscal Stress Score (Weighted)

Susceptible FS

City of All Cities North Country Medium
Watertown Cities Upstate Cities
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City of Watertown

County:  Jefferson Fiscal Year: 2016
MuniCode: 220259000000 Stress Level: No Designation
Indicator Description Year Data Points Weight Score
1 General Fund Only 2016  Assigned Unassigned FB (Codes 915 & 917 General Fund) 10,712,322
Assigned and 3 Points <3.33% Last Fiscal Year Assigned Unassigned FB (Codes 915, 917, 924 Combined Funds) 13,692,258
Unassigned 2 Points >3.33% But < 6.67% Last Fiscal Year Gross Expenditures (General Fund) 39,402,875
Fund Balance 1 Point>6.67% But < 10% Last Fiscal Year Gross Expenditures (Combined Funds) 50,321,080 0
Assigned Unassigned FB / Gross Exp (General Fund) 27.2% 0 pts
Combined Funds Minus General Fund Assigned Unassigned FB / Gross Exp (Combined Funds) 27.2% 0 pts
1 Point = Combined Funds Calculation < General Fund
Calculation 50% 0.00%
2 General Fund Only 2016  Account code: 8029 (General Fund) 13,695,487
Total 3 Points < 10% Last Fiscal Year Account code: 8029 (Combined Funds) 46,480,345
Fund Balance 2 Points > 10% But < 15% Last Fiscal Year Gross Expenditures (General Fund) 39,402,875
1 Point > 15% But < 20% Last Fiscal Year Gross Expenditures (Combined Funds) 50,321,080 0
8029 / Gross Exp (General Fund) 34.8% 0 pts
Combined Funds Minus General Fund 8029 / Gross Exp (Combined Funds) 92.4% 0 pts
1 Point = Combined Funds Calculation < General Fund
Calculation
3 Combined Funds 2014  Gross Revenues (Combined Funds) 48,809,554
Operating 3 Points = Deficits in 3/3 Last Fiscal Years or a Deficit in the Last Gross Expenditures (Combined Funds) 49,027,578
Deficit Fiscal Year <-10% Deficit (Combined Funds) (218,024) 1 pts
2 Points = Deficits in 2/3 Last Fiscal Years 2015  Gross Revenues (Combined Funds) 49,372,416
1 Point = Deficit in 1/3 Last Fiscal Years Gross Expenditures (Combined Funds) 48,483,663 1 10% 3.33%
Deficit (Combined Funds) 888,753 0 pts
2016  Gross Revenues (Combined Funds) 50,632,724
Gross Expenditures (Combined Funds) 50,321,080
Deficit (Combined Funds) 311,644 0 pts
Deficit / Gross Expenditures (Combined Funds) 0.6% 0 pts
4 Combined Funds 2016  Cash and Investment Account Codes 200-223, 450, 451 17,312,909
Cash Ratio 3 Points < 50% Last Fiscal Year Net Current Liability Account Codes 600-626 & 631-668 Less 4,226,105 o
2 Points > 50% But < 75% Last Fiscal Year Codes 280, 290, 295
1 Point > 75% But < 100% | ast Fiscal Year Cash Investment / Current Liability 409.7% 0 pts 20% 0.00%
5 Combined Funds 2016  Account codes: 200, 201, 450, 451 17,308,159
Cashasa % of 3 Points <50% Last Fiscal Year Average Monthly Gross Expenditures (Total Gross/12) 4,193,423 0
Monthly 2 Points > 50% But < 100% Last Fiscal Year Cash / Avg Monthly Exp 412.7% 0 pts
Expenditures 1 Point > 100% But < 150% Last Fiscal Year
6 All Funds 2016  Short Term Debt Issued -
Short Term 3 Points > 15% Last Fiscal Year Total Revenues (General Fund) 38,879,935 0
Debt Issuance 2 Points > 5% But < 15% Last Fiscal Year Debt / Total Revenues (General Fund) 0.0% 0 pts
1 Point > 0% But < 5% Last Fiscal Year
7 All Funds 2014  Short Term Debt Issued - 0 pts 10% 0.00%
Short Term 3 Points = Issuance In Each of Last Three Fiscal Years or 2015  Short Term Debt Issued - 0 pts
Debt Issuance  Issued a Budget Note In Last Fiscal Year 2016  Short Term Debt Issued - 0 pts 0
Trend 2 Points = Issuance In Each of Last Two Fiscal Years 2016  Budget Note Issued No 0 pts
1 Point = Issuance In Last Fiscal Year
5. Detail 1of2



County: Jefferson
MuniCode: 220259000000

City of Watertown

Fiscal Year: 2016

Stress Level: No Designation

8 All Funds 2014 Personal Services and Employee Benefits 40,209,727
Personal Services 3 Points = Last Three Fiscal Year Average > 75% Total Revenues 58,289,660
and Employee 2 Points = Last Three Fiscal Year Average > 70% But < 75% Pers Svc & Benefits / Revenues 69.0%
Benefits as a % of 1 Point = Last Three Fiscal Year Average = 65% But < 70% 2015  Personal Services and Employee Benefits 41,452,817
Revenues Total Revenues 59,949,478 1
Pers Svc & Benefits / Revenues 69.1%
2016  Personal Services and Employee Benefits 42,707,646
Total Revenues 59,721,700
Pers Svc & Benefits / Revenues 71.5%
Average Pers Svc & Benefits / Revenues 69.9% 1 pt 10% 1.67%
9 All Funds 2014  Debt Service - Current Refunding 2,995,741
Debt Service 3 Points = Last Three Fiscal Year Average > 20% Total Revenues 58,289,660
asa % Revenues 2 Points = Last Three Fiscal Year Average > 15% But < 20% Debt Service / Revenues 5.1%
1 Point = Last Three Fiscal Year Average 2 10% But < 15% 2015 Debt Service - Current Refunding 2,983,946
Total Revenues 59,949,478 0
Debt Service / Revenues 5.0%
2016  Debt Service - Current Refunding 3,522,733
Total Revenues 59,721,700
Debt Service / Revenues 5.9%
Average Net Debt Service / Revenues 5.3% 0 pts
TOTAL 5.0%
General Percent Range
Fund Combined Funds (out of 29 max pts)
Gross Revenues = Revenues and Other Sources A A, FX, G, ES, EW Significant Fiscal Stress 65 - 100%
Total Revenues = Revenues Moderate Fiscal Stress 55 - 64.9%
Gross Expenditures = Expenditures and Other Uses Susceptible Fiscal Stress 45 - 54.9%
Total Expenditures = Expenditures No Designation 0-44.9%

Note: Fiscal data may change after fiscal stress scores are released for a given year. As a result, the data presented in this workbook may vary from previously released data.

As of 31-MAR-2017
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Introduction

Since the onset of the economic recession in December 2007, local governments and school districts
throughout the State and country faced new challenges that threatened their fiscal health. A growing
number of local officials, outside researchers and other interested parties have been sounding the

alarm over the financial threats to local governments. We have seen in other states, such as California,
Pennsylvania and Rhode Island, where local governments have filed for bankruptcy or radically reduced
or eliminated the services they provide. These challenges will continue to threaten the fiscal health of
local governments and school districts as the economy continues to recover from the Great Recession.

A first step in helping New York State local officials deal with these fiscal challenges is to identify
clearly those local governments and school districts that are moving towards, or are already in, fiscal
stress. Such monitoring of the fiscal health of local governments and school districts should allow for
early actions to prevent these entities from ending up in severe fiscal stress. The preventive actions —
ideally developed with active participation from citizens who will be affected — should result in less cost
and less disruption to vital services.

The State Comptroller has a constitutional and statutory function to examine and report on the financial
affairs and condition of local governments. As part of this function, OSC has developed a public fiscal
stress monitoring system that will identify local governments and school districts that are in fiscal stress,

as well as those showing susceptibility to fiscal stress. It is hoped that this Fiscal Stress Monitoring System
will identify for local officials the need to take actions in a timely manner that change their financial trends
for the better, with the least disruption and pain to citizens.

The data for monitoring system measures will be drawn OSC has developed a pUbl'(

from the information local governments and school
districts already submit to OSC. Therefore, this system

does not impose any additional reporting requirements. flscul stress monltormg
Before these measures were adopted and became final,
the proposed Fiscal Stress Monitoring System was System that will |dent|fy local

shared with all of the State’s local governments and
school districts for review and comment during a 60-day ; d h |
comment period. Over 85 local government and school governments and 5cnoo
district officials, as well as three affiliated organizations,

provided a wide variety of feedback on the proposed diStI"idS th(ﬂ' arein ﬁS(Ql STI’CSS,

system during this time. The comments were evaluated

and considered in finalizing the Fiscal Stress Monitoring :
System. A summary of the public comments and OSC’s as We" as those Showmg
responses, including the resulting changes that were

made, is contained in Appendix L. SUS(epTIbIhTy fo fiS((l| stress.
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Fiscal Stress Monitoring System

Overview

Fiscal stress is a judgment about the financial condition of an individual entity that must take into
consideration its unique circumstances, but can be generally defined as a local government’s or school
district’s inability to generate enough revenues within its current fiscal period to meet its expenditures
(budget solvency). In contrast, a fiscally healthy local government or school district is able to finance
services on an ongoing basis—meaning that the local government or school district can endure short-term
financial pressures (such as revenue shortfalls or unanticipated expenditures). Any attempt to identify or
predict fiscal stress must recognize that changes in behavior, the specific financial decisions made in a
locality, or unforeseen external events, can quickly change ongoing financial trends. These local actions
can impact the financial health of a locality or school district suddenly, either for better or worse.

The Fiscal Stress Monitoring System evaluates local governments (counties, cities, towns and villages)
and school districts based on both financial and environmental indicators.! The financial indicators
will be calculated using financial data that is filed in annual update documents (AUDs) by each local
government and in annual financial reports (ST-3s) for school districts. A score will be calculated for
each financial indicator to arrive at an overall score for each local government and school district, which
will then be used to classify whether the unit is in “significant fiscal stress,” “moderate fiscal stress,”

is “susceptible to fiscal stress,” or “no designation.” The classifications of “significant fiscal stress”
and “moderate fiscal stress” were developed so that a differentiation could be made between units that
were experiencing fiscal stress with differing levels of severity. The classification "susceptible to fiscal
stress" was developed to denote entities that are exhibiting some signs of fiscal stress, but to a lesser
degree than those entities classified in the

"moderate" or "significant" stress categories.

While there is no immediate cause for The FlS(Gl Stress Monltorlng System

alarm, in the short-term, some of these

entities could be vulnerable to movement  ayq|yqtes |ocal governments
into the “moderate” or “significant

categories should their financial situation

deteriorate. Alternatively, some entities (COUnTIeS, CITIBS, towns Gnd VI”(]geS)

in this category could move into the "no

designation" category should their financial und S(hOOl dlstrlds bused on both

situation improve.

financial and environmental indicators.

! Routine maintenance (e.g., incorporation of new account codes into relevant indicators) of indicator components may be
necessary periodically to reflect changing reporting standards or codes. These changes will only be made to keep FSMS
up-to-date, and will not change the basis of the indicators.
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Entities that do not accumulate the number of points that would place them in a stress category will
still receive a financial score but will be classified in a category of "no designation." This classification
should not be interpreted to imply that the entity is completely free of fiscal stress conditions. Rather,
the entity's financial information, when objectively scored according to the System criteria, did not
generate sufficient points to place them in one of the three established stress categories.

In addition to the stress and no designation categories there are two additional categories in the System.
In cases where a local government did not file its financial data for any of the most recent three fiscal
years ended as of the specified snapshot date, that entity will be classified as “Not filed.” In cases
where an entity did file its financial data but still has unresolved issues associated with that data as of
the snapshot date, such entity will be classified as “Inconclusive.”

The environmental indicators will be calculated using an array of sources, including data from the
United States Census Bureau, the New York State Departments of Labor, Taxation and Finance, and
Education, as well as financial data that is filed with the Office of the State Comptroller in AUDs.

A score will be calculated for each environmental indicator to arrive at a current overall score for

each local government and school district, which will be used to identify the units with negative
environmental conditions. Those units that have been found to have negative environmental conditions
will be notated in order of magnitude, as follows:

"HHH" - (comparable to the "significant” category in the financial indicator component)
"##" - (comparable to the "moderate" category in the financial indicator component)

"#" - (comparable to the “susceptible" category in the financial indicator component)

Once a local government or school district is evaluated based on both financial and environmental
indicators, it will result in the unit having a financial indicator classification and a separate
environmental indicator notation.

Over time, as entities continue to be scored on an annual basis, the System will allow interested parties
to track stress condition trends and get a better sense of where an entity is headed, so that decision
makers are not merely responding to a crisis. Instead, they are able to take a deliberate, long-term and
strategic approach to managing the affairs of their local government.

Particular attention should be paid to the fiscal score, how that score moves along the entire continuum,
and where it is in relation to the various stress categories. And, since local leaders will be able to ascertain
exactly how their score is generated and which indicator calculations are driving the accumulation of
points from one year to the next, they can direct their efforts towards fixing the problem with much
greater precision. Additionally, they can better explain their specific challenges to taxpayers.

Division of Local Government and School Accountability n




Local Government Financial Indicators

The Fiscal Stress Monitoring System for local governments consists of nine financial indicators within
five categories, outlined in the table below, including the calculation and purpose for each financial
indicator. An in-depth explanation of each financial indicator calculation has been included in
Appendix A.

Local Government Financial Indicators

Category Financial Indicator Purpose

To identify the amount of fund balance that is available in the

1. Assigned and Unassigned general, special revenue, and/or enterprise funds to provide

Fund Balance

1. Year-End a cushion for revenue shortfalls or expenditure overruns.
Fund Balance To identify the amount of fund balance that is available to be used
2. Total Fund Balance to fund operations, provide a cushion for revenue shortfalls or
expenditure overruns, and/or is reserved for specific future purposes.
2. Operating Deficits 3. Operating Deficit To identify local governments that are incurring operating deficits.
4. Cash Ratio To |dent|.fy 'gh(-? ability of the local government to liquidate
. current liabilities.
3. Cash Position - - — -
5. Cash % of Monthly To identify the ability of the local government to fund the ensuing
Expenditures fiscal year's operations from available cash.

To identify the amount of short-term debt that is issued to meet

6. Short-Term Debt Issuance obligations (cash flow).

4. Use of Short-Term Debt

7 _Srpeor:é-Term Debt Issuance To identify the trend in the issuance of short-term debt.

8. Personal Services and To identify the amount that revenues are restricted to be used for
Employee Benefits % Revenues | salaries and benefits.

5. Fixed Costs

9. Debt Service % Revenues To |dent|fy the amoupt that revenues are restricted to be used for
debt service expenditures.

Year-End Fund Balance — The level of a local government’s year-end fund balance can affect its
ability to deal with revenue shortfalls and expenditure overruns. A negative or low level of fund balance
can affect the local government’s ability to provide services at current levels. In addition, since fund
balance is the accumulated result of the local government’s financial operations over time, it is a strong
measure of financial condition and is not usually affected by short-term circumstances. Two financial
indicators were chosen in this category to evaluate the local government’s assigned and unassigned fund
balance level, and its total fund balance.

Operating Deficits — Annual operating results are a good measure of the local government’s recent
financial operations and the direction that its finances are headed. Local governments that have
multiple years of operating deficits or a significant operating deficit in one fiscal year can face financial
hardship. Additionally, multiple years of operating deficits are a reliable sign that the local government’s
budget is not structurally balanced — that its current revenues are not sufficient to support current
expenditures. One financial indicator was selected in this category to evaluate the trend of operating
deficits and determine whether the local government incurred a significant operating deficit in its most
recently completed fiscal year.
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Cash Position — Another way to evaluate fiscal health is to determine whether an entity has enough
cash to pay its bills on time. A local government with a low level of cash and short-term investments
may not be able to pay its current obligations (insolvency). The two financial indicators in this category
evaluate the local government’s ability to liquidate current liabilities and its ability to fund the ensuing
fiscal year’s operations from available cash.

Use of Short-Term Debt — Local governments in fiscal stress are more likely to issue short-term debt
in order to meet obligations. Increasing reliance on the issuance of short-term debt indicates that the
local government has cash-flow issues that are not being resolved. The two financial indicators in this
category evaluate the amount of short-term debt that was issued in the last fiscal year and the trend in
the issuance of short-term debt.

Fixed Costs — This category was selected because the level of a local government’s fixed costs
determines the local government’s flexibility in responding to economic changes. A local government
with a high level of fixed costs has more difficulty adjusting service levels if resources decline. These
two financial indicators determine the amount that revenues are restricted to be used for personal
services and employee benefits, and for debt service (both are of a fixed nature).

An explanation of the scoring of each financial indicator and the overall scoring has been included in
Appendix B. When calculating the financial indicators for local governments, the general fund” and
combined funds will be used for indicators one and two (two results for each indicator), the combined
funds for indicators three through five (one result for each indicator), and all funds, except the capital
projects fund, for indicators six through nine (one result for each indicator). The combined funds® that will
be used for each class of local government for indicators one through five are outlined in the table below.

Class Combined Funds
Cities General, All Water and All Sewer Funds
Big 4 Cities

(Buffalo, Rochester, Syracuse, & Yonkers) General, Dependent School District General, All Water and All Sewer Funds

Counties General, County Road, Road Machinery, Water, Sewer and All Enterprise Funds
Villages General, All Water and All Sewer Funds
Towns General Town-Wide, General Part-Town, Highway Town-Wide, Highway Part-Town,

All Water and All Sewer Funds
|

For indicators one and two, a result will be calculated for the general fund and a result will be calculated
for the combined funds, less the general fund result. For indicators three through five, one result will be
calculated for the combined funds. For indicators six through nine, one result will be calculated for all
funds, except the capital projects fund. The scores for each of the nine financial indicators will be used
to arrive at a current overall score for each local government.

The general fund calculation for indicators one and two for towns will consist of the general town-wide and highway
town-wide funds together (one combined result for each indicator), and will only consist of the general fund for cities,
counties, and villages.

We selected the combined funds for each class of local government by including the funds that are the most common for
each class and also the funds that generally account for the largest percentage of each class’s financial activity.
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Local Government Environmental Indicators

An in-depth explanation of each of the environmental indicator calculations has been included in
Appendix C. Eight categories including 14 environmental indicators* will be used for evaluating
demographic and economic factors affecting local governments. These indicators are outlined in the

following table, which includes the calculation and the purpose for each of the environmental indicators.

Category

Environmental Indicator

Purpose

1. Population

1. Change in Population
1990 to 2010

To identify local governments where total population has declined over
the last two decades or significantly declined over the last decade.

2. Age

2. Change in Median Age of
Population 2000 to 2010

To identify local governments where the median age of their residents
has increased.

3. Median Age of Population 2010

To identify the median age of the residents of a local government.

3. Poverty

4. Child Poverty Rate 2010

To identify the child poverty rate of the local government.

5. Change in Child Poverty Rate
2000 to 2010

To identify local governments where the child poverty rate has increased.

4. Property Value

6. Change in Property Value

To identify local governments where property values have declined.

7. Property Value Per Capita

To identify the property wealth of the local government.

5. Employment Base

8. Change in Unemployment Rate

To identify local governments where the unemployment rate has increased.

9. Unemployment Rate

To identify the unemployment rate of the local government.

10. Change in Total Employment
in County

To identify local governments that are within counties in which the
total employment in the county has declined.

6. Intergovernmental
Revenues

11. Reliance on State and Federal Aid

To identify the dependence of the local government on State and
federal funding.

12. Change in State and Federal Aid

To identify local governments where State and federal aid revenues
have declined.

7. Constitutional
Tax Limit

13. Constitutional Tax Limit Exhausted

To determine the extent to which a city or village has exhausted its
tax limit.

8. Sales Tax Receipts

14. Change in Local Sales Tax
Receipts

To identify counties where local sales tax receipts have declined.

Population — Changes in population can provide insight into the health of the local economy and

can pose challenges to a local government’s finances. Declining population in a local government

may affect property values and the associated tax base, which affects a local government’s revenues.
Additionally, despite the fact that population is declining, local government officials are often unable to

cut the associated costs since many expenditures, including debt service, personal services and employee
benefits, are fixed in the short term.

* All 14 environmental indicators will not be used to evaluate each class of local government. Appendix D contains a table
outlining the environmental indicators that will be used to evaluate each class of local government.
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Age — The age of the population provides important insight into the service needs within a community.
A local government with an increasing or already high median age may require additional services (i.e.,
public transportation and healthcare), resulting in additional expenditures. The two indicators in this
category are the current median age of the population and the trend in the age (whether the population
is trending older or younger).

Poverty — The level of poverty within a local government provides important insight into the service
needs within a community. The two indicators in this category are the current poverty rate — as
measured by the child poverty rate — and the trend in the level of child poverty. We specifically
selected the child poverty rate because this rate is a more accurate indicator of the actual poverty level
in a community.

Property Value — Property value is a useful sign of the health of a local economy and also may affect
real property taxes, which is one of the local government’s major revenue sources. A local government
with declining property values needs to increase its tax rate(s) in order to raise the same amount of real
property tax revenues. The two indicators in this category evaluate property wealth and the trend in a
local government’s property value.

Employment Base — The level of unemployment and the change in available employment provides
information on the economic activity of an area and also may affect a local government’s revenues. A
local government with an increasing unemployment rate, high unemployment rate, and/or declining
available employment indicates that its residents are experiencing reductions in personal income.
Therefore, the residents’ ability to support the local economy is diminished. This may result in a
significant decline in the local government’s revenues that are based on economic activity (i.e., sales
tax receipts). The three indicators in this category evaluate the unemployment rate, the trend in the
unemployment rate and the trend in the total employment in the county in which the local government
is located.

Intergovernmental Revenues — The extent to which a local government’s operations are supported
by intergovernmental revenues from State and federal sources can pose challenges to a local
government’s finances. A local government with a large dependence on State and federal funding can
have a greater revenue risk (vulnerability to reductions of such revenues) because the local government
does not control most intergovernmental revenues. The two indicators in this category evaluate the
local government’s current level of dependence on intergovernmental revenues and the trend in
intergovernmental revenues.

Constitutional Tax Limit — For purposes of the monitoring system, this category is applied to cities
and villages only. The extent to which a city or village has exhausted its constitutional tax limit reduces
its financing options. A city or village that has exhausted a significant amount of its constitutional tax
limit loses flexibility in its revenue structure and may not be able to sustain the current level of services
provided to its residents.
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Sales Tax Receipts — This category is applied to counties only, as this revenue source is not
allocated in a uniform manner to cities, towns and villages. The change in sales tax receipts (as an
indicator of consumer spending) can provide insight into the health of the local economy. Adverse
changes can pose challenges to a county’s finances. A county with declining sales tax receipts will
need to generate additional revenues to sustain the current level of services provided to its residents.
The effects of such change will vary according to the significance of sales tax as a portion of the total
revenues realized by a county.

A score will be calculated for each of the applicable environmental indicators to arrive at an overall

score for each local government. An explanation of the scoring of each environmental indicator and the
overall scoring has been included in Appendix D.

School District Financial Indicators

The financial indicators for schools are slightly different than for local governments, reflecting the
different operating environment for schools. Seven financial indicators within four categories were
developed for evaluating school districts, which are outlined in the table below. An in-depth explanation
of each of the financial indicator calculations has been included in Appendix E.

The Fiscal Stress Monitoring System does not evaluate/score districts created by special act or non-
operational districts. Special act schools are public schools created by special action of the State
Legislature, for the purpose of providing special education services to students who reside in child care
institutions. Non-operational school districts most often include districts that raise property taxes as a
mechanism to pay tuition in order to send students to other area schools.

Category Financial Indicator Purpose
To identify the amount of fund balance that is available in the
1. Unassigned Fund Balance general fund to provide a cushion for revenue shortfalls or
1. Year-End Fund expenditure overruns.
Balance To identify the amount of fund balance that is available to be used
2. Total Fund Balance to fund operations, provide a cushion for revenue shortfalls or
expenditure overruns, and/or is reserved for specific future purposes.
2. Operating Deficits 3. Operating Deficit To identify school districts that are incurring operating deficits.
4. Cash Ratio To identify the ability of the school district to liquidate current liabilities.

3. Cash Position To identify the ability of the school district to fund the ensuing fiscal

o :
5. Cash % of Monthly Expenditures year's operations from available cash.

To identify the amount of short-term debt that was issued to meet

6. Short-Term Debt Issuance obligations (cash flow).

4. Use of Short-Term Debt

7. Short-Term Debt Issuance Trend | To identify the trend in the issuance of short-term debt.
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Year-End Fund Balance — The level of a school district’s year-end fund balance can affect its ability
to deal with revenue shortfalls and expenditure overruns. A negative or low level of fund balance

can affect the school district’s ability to provide services at current levels. In addition, since fund
balance is the accumulated results of the school district’s financial operations over time, it is a strong
measure of financial condition and is not usually affected by short-term circumstances. Two financial
indicators were chosen in this category to evaluate a school district’s unassigned fund balance level
and total fund balance.

Operating Deficits — Annual operating results are a good measure of the recent financial operations
and the direction that a school district’s finances are headed. School districts that have multiple

years of operating deficits or a significant operating deficit in one fiscal year can face financial
hardship. Additionally, multiple years of operating deficits are a reliable sign that a school district’s
budget is not structurally balanced — that its current revenues are not sufficient to support current
expenditures. One financial indicator was selected in this category to evaluate the trend of operating
deficits and determine whether the school district incurred a significant operating deficit in its most
recently completed fiscal year.

Cash Position — Another way to evaluate fiscal health is to determine whether an entity has enough
cash to pay its bills on time. A school district with a low level of cash and short-term investments may
not be able to pay its current obligations (insolvency). The two financial indicators in this category
evaluate the ability to liquidate current liabilities and the ability to fund the ensuing fiscal year’s
operations from available cash.

Use of Short-Term Debt — School districts in fiscal stress are more likely to issue short-term debt in
order to meet obligations. A school district that increasingly relies on the issuance of short-term debt
indicates that the school district has cash-flow issues that are not being resolved. The two financial
indicators in this category evaluate the amount of short-term debt that was issued in the last fiscal year
as well as the trend in the issuance of short-term debt.

When calculating the financial indicators for school districts, only the district’s general fund will be
used. A score will be calculated for each of the seven financial indicators to artive at a current overall
score for each school district. An explanation of the scoring of each financial indicator and the overall
scoring has been included in Appendix .

Division of Local Government and School Accountability n




School District Environmental Indicators

Six environmental indicators within five categories will be used for evaluating other factors affecting
school district finances, which are outlined in the table below. An in-depth explanation of each of the
environmental indicator calculations has been included in Appendix G.

Category Environmental Indicator Purpose
1. Property Value 1. Change in Property Value To identify school districts where property values have declined.
2. Enrollment 2. Change in Enrollment To identify school districts where enrollment has declined.
3. Trend in First Budget Vote To identify school districts where their budget was defeated during
Being Defeated the first vote multiple times.
3. Budget Votes - - - — -
4. Change in Approval % To identify school districts where the approval percentage of their
First Budget Vote budget during the first budget vote has declined.
4. Graduation Rate 5. Graduation Rate % To identify the graduation rate of the school district.

5. Frge or Reduced 6. Free or Reduced Priced Lunch % | To identify an indicator of the poverty rate of the school district.
Priced Lunch

Property Value — Property value is a useful sign of the health of the local economy and also may affect
one of the school district’s major revenue sources (real property taxes). A school district with declining
property values needs to increase its tax rate(s) in order to raise the same amount of real property tax
revenues. This indicator evaluates the trend in a school district’s property value.

Enrollment — Changes in school district enrollment can provide insight into the health of the local
economy and can pose challenges to a school district’s finances. A school district with declining
enrollment may experience a decline in property values and the associated tax base, which may affect
a school district’s revenues. Additionally, despite the fact that enrollment is declining, school districts
are often unable to cut the associated costs since many expenditures, including debt service, personal
services, and employee benefits, are fixed in the short term.

Budget Votes — The level of community support for a school district’s budget directly affects the
school district’s ability to incur the expenditures that are anticipated. Additionally, because of the onset
of the tax cap starting with the 2012-13 fiscal year, the level of community support for a school district’s
budget will directly affect the school district’s ability to raise real property taxes, its major source of
revenue. The two indicators in this category identify school districts that had their budgets defeated
during the first vote multiple times, and school districts that have had a declining approval percentage
for the first budget vote.

Graduation Rate — Graduation rates may affect the school district’s expenditures. A low graduation
rate may indicate a school district has students with higher needs that require additional academic
services, resulting in additional expenditures for the district.
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Free or Reduced Price Lunch — The percentage of students eligible for free or reduced price lunch
is directly correlated with the poverty rate. A high percentage of students that are eligible for free or

reduced price lunch indicates a school district has students with higher needs that require additional

services, resulting in additional expenditures for the district.

A score will be calculated for each of the six environmental indicators to arrive at an overall score for

each school district. An explanation of the scoring of each environmental indicator and the overall
scoring has been included in Appendix H.

Internal Verification

There will be several steps of internal verification performed by OSC prior to finalizing a list of local
p p y p )
governments and school districts that will be classified as in “significant fiscal stress,” “moderate
fiscal stress,” or “susceptible to fiscal stress.” Specifically, for each unit initially identified, the data and
calculations that were used to determine these units’ classification (significant fiscal stress, moderate
fiscal stress, or susceptible to fiscal stress) will be reviewed and verified. The internal verification
b
process will also consist of verification of the data and calculations for a sample of units classified as

"no designation."

Should a local government or school district fail to file its Annual Update Document (AUD) and/or
ST-3, it will be classified as "Not filed" when scores for its peer group are released publicly. Should

a local government or school district fail to satisfactorily resolve any data issues uncovered during
the verification process, such entity will not receive a fiscal stress score and will be classified under
the category of "Inconclusive" when scores for its peer group are released publicly. A peer group, for
purpose of score releases, is defined according to entity class and/or fiscal year end date.

Dependent School Districts

School district information for the fiscally dependent districts (Buffalo, Rochester, Syracuse and Yonkers)
will be incorporated into the scoring of their respective cities. See pages 4-8 for discussion of local
government indicators.
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Assistance Provided to Local Governments

Once the Fiscal Stress Monitoring System has identified local governments and school districts
experiencing some level of fiscal stress, there is an array of services that OSC can provide to these units.
The services will be provided through the OSC regional office that has oversight responsibility for the
identified unit(s).

Budget Reviews — Review the unit’s budget prior to adoption by the governing board to ensure that the
significant revenue and expenditure projections are reasonable, and that the budget is structurally balanced.

Technical Assistance — Contact each unit to discuss the indicators that resulted in the fiscal stress
designation. Provide additional guidance to the unit via on-site technical assistance.

Multi-Year Financial Planning — Provide each unit with the information to access OSC’s on-line
multi-year financial planning tool. Provide any hands-on assistance the unit needs to fully utilize the tool
and develop a multi-year plan, identify its fiscal issues and develop a corrective action plan.

Publications and Resources — Provide units with a predetermined set of local government
management guides and other publications related to financial management (e.g., financial condition
analysis, multi-year financial and capital planning, etc.). Provide units with a five-year financial
comparison of the data filed in their annual update document/ST-3 in an Excel spreadsheet.

Training — Advise each unit about the full menu of training that OSC offers, including online training,
regional training, and association and conference trainings.

n Office of the State Comptroller * Thomas P. DiNapoli




Appendix A

Local Government Financial Indicator Calculations

The following contains an in-depth explanation of each of the financial indicator calculations:

Assigned and Unassigned Fund Balance — The general fund’s assigned fund balance, except for
assigned appropriated fund balance (account code 915 only), plus unassigned fund balance (account
code 917) divided by the general fund’s gross expenditures’ (EOU) during the same fiscal year. A
result will be calculated for the general fund. The combined funds’ assigned fund balance, except
for assigned appropriated fund balance (account code 915 only), plus unassigned fund balance
(account code 917 and account code 924 for enterprise funds) divided by the combined funds’ gross
expenditures (EOU) during the same fiscal year. A result will be calculated for the combined funds,
less the general fund result.

Total Fund Balance — The general fund’s total fund balance at fiscal year end divided by the general
fund’s gross expenditures (EOU) during the same fiscal year. A result will be calculated for the general
fund. The combined funds’ total fund balance at fiscal year end divided by the combined funds’ gross
expenditures (EOU) during the same fiscal year. A result will be calculated for the combined funds, less
the general fund result.

Operating Deficits — The combined funds’ gross revenues® (ROS) minus gross expenditures (EOU) at
fiscal year end divided by the combined funds’ gross expenditures during the same fiscal year (EOU).
One result will be calculated for the combined funds.

Cash Ratio — The total of the combined funds’ cash and investments (account codes 200-223, 450, and
451) at fiscal year end divided by the combined funds’ current liabilities (account codes 600-626, 631-
637, and 639-668 minus account codes 280, 290, and 295) during the same fiscal year. One result will be
calculated for the combined funds.

Cash as a Percentage of Monthly Expenditures — The total of the combined funds’ cash and
investments (account codes 200, 201, 450, and 451) at fiscal year end divided by the combined funds’
average monthly gross expenditures (EOU) during the same fiscal year. One result will be calculated for
the combined funds.

Short-Term Debt Issuance — The total of short-term debt (revenue anticipation notes (RANS), tax
anticipation notes (TANs), deficiency notes, and budget notes) that was issued during the fiscal year
divided by the general fund’s total revenues’ during the same fiscal yeat.

> “Gross Expenditures” consist of expenditures plus other uses (transfer activity) for any of the calculations in which
they are included.

¢ “Gross Revenues” consist of revenues plus other sources (transfer activity) for any of the calculations in which they
are included.

7 “Total Revenues” only consist of tevenues and not other soutces (no transfer activity) for any of the calculations in
which they are included. For Big 4 Cities (Buffalo, Rochester, Syracuse and Yonkers) “Total Revenues” includes

city as well as school district general fund revenues.
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Appendix A

Local Government Financial Indicator Calculations

Short-Term Debt Issuance Trend — Starting with the most recent completed fiscal year, the number
of consecutive years that short-term debt (RANs, TANs, deficiency notes, and budget notes) was issued
over the last three fiscal years.

Personal Service and Employee Benefits as a Percentage of Revenues — The total of all funds’
(except the capital projects fund) personal services expenditures and employee benefits expenditures
(expenditure object codes .1 and .8) at fiscal year end divided by all funds’ (except the capital projects
fund) total revenues during the same fiscal year. One result will be calculated for all funds (except the
capital projects fund).

Debt Service as a Percentage of Revenues — The total of all funds’ (except the capital projects
fund) debt service expenditures (expenditure object codes .6 and .7) net of current refunding bonds
(code V5792) at fiscal year end divided by all funds’ (except the capital projects fund) total revenues
during the same fiscal year. One result will be calculated for all funds (except the capital projects
fund). For the Big 4 Cities of Buffalo, Rochester, Syracuse and Yonkers, the denominator (“Total
Revenues”) includes General Fund Revenues of the city as well as its dependent school district.

n Office of the State Comptroller * Thomas P. DiNapoli




Appendix B

Local Government Financial Indicators Scoring

Local Government Financial Indicators Scoring

Financial
Indicator

Scoring - Points

Max.
Points

Scoring -
Weighted
Average

1. Assigned and
Unassigned
Fund Balance

General Fund Result

3 Points = Less Than or Equal to 3.33% Last Fiscal Year

2 Points = Greater Than 3.33% But Less Than or Equal to 6.67% Last Fiscal Year

1 Point = Greater Than 6.67% But Less Than or Equal to 10% Last Fiscal Year

0 Points = Greater Than 10% Last Fiscal Year

Combined Funds Result Minus General Fund Result

1 Point = Negative % When the General Fund % is Subtracted from the Combined Funds % for the Last Fiscal Year

2. Total Fund
Balance

General Fund Result

3 Points = Less Than or Equal to 10% Last Fiscal Year

2 Points = Greater Than 10% But Less Than or Equal to 15% Last Fiscal Year

1 Point = Greater Than 15% But Less Than or Equal to 20% Last Fiscal Year

0 Points = Greater Than 20% Last Fiscal Year

Combined Funds Result Minus General Fund Result

1 Point = Negative % When the General Fund % is Subtracted from the Combined Funds % for the Last Fiscal Year

50%

3. Operating
Deficit

Combined Funds Result

3 Points = Deficits in Three of Last Three Fiscal Years or a Deficit in the Last Fiscal Year Less Than or Equal to -10%
2 Points = Deficits in Two of Last Three Fiscal Years

1 Point = Deficit in One of Last Three Fiscal Years

0 Points = No Deficits in Last Three Fiscal Years

10%

4. Cash Ratio

Combined Funds Result

3 Points = Less Than or Equal to 50% Last Fiscal Year

2 Points = Greater Than 50% But Less Than or Equal to 75% Last Fiscal Year
1 Point = Greater Than 75% But Less Than or Equal to 100% Last Fiscal Year
0 Points = Greater Than 100% Last Fiscal Year

5. Cash % of
Monthly
Expenditures

Combined Funds Result (Villages and Towns)

3 Points = Less Than or Equal to 33.3% Last Fiscal Year

2 Points = Greater Than 33.3% But Less Than or Equal to 66.7% Last Fiscal Year
1 Point = Greater Than 66.7% But Less Than or Equal to 100% Last Fiscal Year
0 Points = Greater Than 100% Last Fiscal Year

Combined Funds Result (Cities and Counties)

3 Points = Less Than or Equal to 50% Last Fiscal Year

2 Points = Greater Than 50% But Less Than or Equal to 100% Last Fiscal Year

1 Point = Greater Than 100% But Less Than or Equal to 150% Last Fiscal Year

0 Points = Greater Than 150% Last Fiscal Year

20%

6. Short-Term
Debt Issuance

All Funds Result

3 Points = Greater Than 15% Last Fiscal Year

2 Points = Greater Than 5% But Less Than or Equal to 15% Last Fiscal Year
1 Point = Greater Than 0% But Less Than or Equal to 5% Last Fiscal Year

0 Points = 0% Last Fiscal Year

7. Short-Term Debt
Issuance Trend

All Funds Result

3 Points = Issuance in Each of Last Three Fiscal Years or Issued a Budget Note in Last Fiscal Year
2 Points = Issuance in Each of Last Two Fiscal Years

1 Point = Issuance in Last Fiscal Year

0 Points = No Issuance

10%

8. Personal
Services and
Employee
Benefits %
Revenues

All Funds Result

3 Points = Last Three Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 75%

2 Points = Last Three Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 70% But Less Than 75%
1 Point = Last Three Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 65% But Less Than 70%
0 Points = Last Three Fiscal Years Average Less Than 65%

9. Debt Service
% Revenues

All Funds Result

3 Points = Last Three Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 20%

2 Points = Last Three Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 15% But Less Than 20%
1 Point = Last Three Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 10% But Less Than 15%
0 Points = Last Three Fiscal Years Average Less Than 10%

Total

29

10%
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Appendix B

Local Government Financial Indicators Scoring

The categories will be given different weights to reflect their relative importance in measuring financial
stress. The total maximum number of points that a local government can receive is 29 points. If a local
government receives an overall score greater than or equal to 65 percent of the total points, it will be
considered in significant fiscal stress; if a local government receives an overall score greater than or
equal to 55 percent of the total points, but less than 65 percent of the total points, it will be considered
in moderate fiscal stress; if a local government receives an overall score greater than or equal to 45
percent of the total points, but less than 55 percent of the total points, it will be considered susceptible
to fiscal stress; and if a local government receives an overall score less than 45 percent of the total
points, it will be identified as "no designation."

Local Government Classifications of Fiscal Stress

Percentage of Total Points Classification of Fiscal Stress

55% — 64.9% Moderate Fiscal Stress
45% — 54.9% Susceptible to Fiscal Stress
0% —44.9% No Designation
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Appendix (

Local Government Environmental Indicator Calculations?

The following contains an in-depth explanation of each of the environmental indicator calculations:

Changes in Population 1990 to 2010 — The local government's total population from the 2000
Census-minus the local government's total population from the 1990 Census divided by the local
government's total population from the 1990 Census. Additionally, the local government's total
population from the 2010 Census minus the local government's total population from the 2000 Census
divided by the local government's total population from the 2000 Census.

Change in Median Age of Population 2000 to 2010 — The local government's total population
median age from the 2010 Census minus the local government's total population median age from the
2000 Census divided by the local government's total population median age from the 2000 Census.

Median Age of Population 2010 — The median age of the residents of a local government based on
the 2010 Census.

Child Poverty Rate 2010 — The child poverty rate of the local government based on the 2010 Census.
The statewide average poverty rate was 19.90 percent based on the 2010 Census.

Change in Child Poverty Rate 2000 to 2010 — The local government's child poverty rate from the
2010 Census minus the local government's child poverty rate from the 2000 Census.

Change in Property Value — The local government's full value of its real property minus the full value
for the prior fiscal year divided by the full value for the prior fiscal year.

Property Value Per Capita — The local government's full value of its real property divided by the local
government's total population as of the 2010 Census.

Change in Unemployment Rate — The unemployment rate for the local government minus the prior
year’s unemployment rate. For local governments for which an individual unemployment rate is not
available, the unemployment rate for the county that the local government primarily resides in is used.

Unemployment Rate — The unemployment rate for the local government. We compare the change in
the Statewide unemployment rate with the change in the local government’s unemployment rate for the
same time period. For local governments for which an individual unemployment rate is not available,
the unemployment rate for the county that the local government primarily resides in is used.

& Alllocal government environmental data is obtained internally unless otherwise noted below:
Census data is obtained from the United States Census Bureau.
Employment data is obtained from the New York State Department of Labor.
Sales tax data is obtained from the New York State Department of Tax and Finance.
Consumer price index is obtained from the United States Bureau of Labor Statistics
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Appendix (

Local Government Environmental Indicator Calculations

Change in Total Employment in County — The total employment in the county minus the total
employment in the county for the prior year. For each local government, we used the data for the
county that the local government most resides in.

Reliance on State and Federal Aid — All funds' (except the capital projects fund) State and federal aid
revenues (revenue account codes 3000 through 4999 minus account codes 3960 and 4960) at fiscal year
end for the current fiscal year divided by all funds' (except the capital projects fund) total revenues at
fiscal year end for the current fiscal year. One result will be calculated for all funds (except the capital
projects fund).

Change in State and Federal Aid — All funds' (except the capital projects fund) State and federal aid
revenues (revenue account codes 3000 through 4999 minus account codes 3960 and 4960) at fiscal year
end for the current fiscal year minus all funds' (except the capital projects fund) State and federal aid
revenues (revenue account codes 3000 through 4999 minus account codes 3960 and 4960) at fiscal year
end for the prior fiscal year divided by all funds' (except the capital projects fund) State and federal aid
revenues (revenue account codes 3000 through 4999 minus account codes 3960 and 4960) at fiscal year
end for the prior fiscal year. One result will be calculated for all funds (except the capital projects fund).

Constitutional Tax Limit — The city or village tax levy subject to the tax levy limit divided by its tax
limit. The tax limit is computed by multiplying taxable real property by a certain percentage enumerated
in the State Constitution.

Change in Local Sales Tax Receipts — The rate of change for local sales tax receipts for the most
recently completed calendar year minus the local sales tax receipts for the prior calendar year divided by
the local sales tax receipts for the prior calendar year. The local sales tax receipts represent the amount
that is distributed to counties on a monthly basis from OSC. The measure is calculated as the local
government’s rate of change for local sales tax receipts minus the rate of change in the consumer price
index (CPI) for the same time period as the change in local sales tax.
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Appendix D

Local Government Environmental Indicators Scoring

Local Government Environmental Indicators Scoring
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County City and Village
Environmental . . . . .
. ring - Poin - o .
Indicator il = Mol Max. schr':g d Max. afc.’":g d Max. a,c?”:tg d
Points | 59 = Points | y o9 = Points | y o9 e
Average Average Average
. 3 Points = Change Between 1990 and 2000 and 2000 and 2010 are Both Less Than
1. Change in 0% or Change Between 2000 and 2010 Less Than -10%
Population 2 Points = Change Between 2000 and 2010 Less Than or Equal to -5% 3 15% 3 15% 3 20%
1990 to 2010 1 Point = Change Between 2000 and 2010 Less Than 0% But Greater Than -5%
0 Points = Change Between 2000 and 2010 Greater Than or Equal to 0%
2. Change in 3 Points: Greater Than or Equal to 25%.
Median Age of 2 Points: Greater Than or Equal to 20% But Less Than 25% 3 3 3
Population 2000 | 1 Point: Greater Than or Equal to 15% But Less Than 20%
t0 2010 0 Points: Less Than 15% 10% 10% 10%
3. Median Age of 1 Point: Greater Than or Equal to 50 1 1 1
Population 2010 | 0 Points: Less Than 50
3 Points: Greater Than or Equal to 39.80% (Twice the Statewide Average)
o o ) !
4. Child Poverty 2 Points: Greater Tha: or Equal to 29.85% (One and Half Times the Statewide Average)
Rate 2010 But Less Than 39.80% 3 3 3
ate 1 Point: Greater Than or Equal to 19.90% (Statewide Average) But Less Than 29.85%
0 Points: Less Than 19.90% (Statewide Average) 10% 15% 20%
5. Fc’tl;‘\el‘:rgtz ::a(t:eh“d 1 Point: Greater Than 0% 1 1 1
0 Points: Less Than or Equal to 0%
2000 to 2010 o
3 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -4% or Change Between
6. Change in Last Two Fiscal Years Less Than -10%
) p gt Val 2 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -2% But Greater Than -4% 3 3 3
roperty value 1 Point = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -1% But Greater Than -2%
0 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Greater Than -1% 25% 30% 30%
3 Points: Less Than or Equal to $10,000.
7. Property Value | 2 Points: Greater Than $10,000 But Less Than or Equal to $20,000 3 3 3
Per Capita 1 Point: Greater Than $20,000 But Less Than or Equal to $30,000
0 Points: Greater Than $30,000
8. S::nmgelgnment 1 Point: Greater Than 0% 1 1 1
ploy 0 Points: Less Than or Equal to 0%
Rate
9. Unemployment | 1 Point: Greater Than Statewide Average o o o
Rate 0 Points: Less Than or Equal to Statewide Average 1 10% 1 10% 1 10%
0. g:lanlgel!: -Iljl(t,tlarll 1 Point: Less Than 0 1 1 1
ployme 0 Points: Greater Than or Equal to 0
County
11. Reliance on 3 Polints =Four Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 50%
State and 2 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 40% But Less Than 50% 3 3 3
Federal Aid 1 Point = Four Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 30% But Less Than 40%
P ; N
0 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than 30% 10% 10% 10%
12. (S::]aat:ga?l:‘ln 1 Point: Less Than 0% In Last Fiscal Year 1 1 1
. 0 Points: Greater Than or Equal to 0% In Last Fiscal Year
Federal Aid
PP 3 Points: Greater Than or Equal to 80% Last Fiscal Year.
13. $:nig::.lttlonal 2 Points: Greater Than or Equal to 65% But Less Than 80% Last Fiscal Year 0 0% 3 10% 0 0%
xLimi 1 Point: Greater Than or Equal to 50% But Less Than 65% Last Fiscal Year ° 0 °
Exhausted 0 Points: Less Than 50% Last Fiscal Year
: 3 Points: Less Than 0%
14. E:::Igseallr;s 2 Points: Greater Than or Equal to 0% But Less Than One Half the CPI Change 3 20% 0 0% 0 0%
A 1 Point: Greater Than or Equal to 1.35% But Less Than CPI Change ° ° °
Tax Receipts 0 Points: Greater Than or Equal to CPI Change
Total 27 100% 27 100% 24 100%




Appendix D

Local Government Environmental Indicators Scoring

The categories will be given different weights to reflect their relative importance in determining
environmental conditions. The total maximum number of points that a county, city, or village can
receive is 27 points. If a county, city, or village receives an overall score greater than or equal to 50
percent of the total points, it will be considered to have the worst environmental conditions, which
will be notated by "###;" if a county, city, or village receives an overall score greater than or equal to
40 percent of the total points, but less than 50 percent of the total points, it will be considered to have
the next level of negative environmental conditions, which will be notated by "##;" if a county, city,
or village receives an overall score greater than or equal to 30 percent of the total points, but less than
40 percent of the total points, it will be considered to have the last level of negative environmental
conditions, which will be notated by "#;" and if a county, city, or village receives an overall score less
than 30 percent of the total points, it will be classified as "no designation" for environmental conditions.

The total maximum number of points that a town can receive is 24 points. If a town receives an
overall score greater than or equal to 50 percent of the total points, it will be considered to have

the worst environmental conditions, which will be notated by "###;" if a town receives an overall
score greater than or equal to 40 percent of the total points, but less than 50 percent of the total
points, it will be considered to have the next level of negative environmental conditions, which will
be notated by "##;" if a town receives an overall score greater than or equal to 30 percent of the
total points, but less than 40 percent of the total points, it will be considered to have the last level of
negative environmental conditions, which will be notated by "#;" and if a town receives an overall
score less than 30 percent of the total points, it will be classified as "no designation” for environmental
conditions.
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Appendix E

School District Financial Indicator Calculations

The following contains an in-depth explanation of each of the financial indicator calculations:

Unassigned Fund Balance — The general fund's unassigned fund balance, except for reserve for tax
reduction (account code 917 only), divided by the general fund's gross expenditures’ (EOU) during the
same fiscal year.

Total Fund Balance — The general fund's total fund balance at fiscal year end divided by the general
fund's gross expenditures (EOU) during the same fiscal year.

Operating Deficits — The general fund's gross revenues'” (ROS) minus gross expenditures (EOU) at
fiscal year end divided by the general fund's gross expenditures (EOU) during the same fiscal year.

Cash Ratio — The total of the general fund's cash and investments (account codes 200-223, 450, and
451) at fiscal year end divided by the general fund's current liabilities (account codes 600-626, 631-637,
and 639- 668 minus account codes 280, 290, and 295) during the same fiscal year.

Cash as a Percentage of Monthly Expenditures — The total of the general fund's cash and
investments (account codes 200, 201, 450, and 451) at fiscal year end divided by the general fund's
average monthly gross expenditures (EOU) during the same fiscal year.

Short-Term Debt Issuance — The total of short-term debt (RANs, TANSs, deficiency notes, and budget
notes) that was issued during the fiscal year divided by the general fund's total revenues' during the
same fiscal year.

Short-Term Debt Issuance Trend — Beginning with the most recent completed fiscal year, the number
of consecutive years that short-term debt (RANs, TANs, deficiency notes, and budget notes) was issued
over the last three fiscal years..

! “Gross Expenditures” consist of expenditures plus other uses (transfer activity) for any of the calculations that they
are is included in.

10 “Gross Revenues” consist of revenues plus other soutces (transfer activity).

1 “Total Revenues” only consist of revenues and not other sources (no transfer activity).
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Appendix F

School District Financial Indicators Scoring

School District Financial Indicators Scoring

Financial Max Seolndl,
. Scoring - Points . Weighted
Indicator Points
Average
3 Points = Less Than or Equal to 1% Last Fiscal Year
1. Unassigned 2 Points = Greater Than 1% But Less Than or Equal to 2% Last Fiscal Year 3
Fund Balance 1 Point = Greater Than 2% But Less Than or Equal to 3% Last Fiscal Year
0 Points = Greater Than 3% Last Fiscal Year
50%
3 Points = Less Than or Equal to 0% Last Fiscal Year
2. Total Fund 2 Points = Greater Than 0% But Less Than or Equal to 5% Last Fiscal Year 3
Balance 1 Point = Greater Than 5% But Less Than or Equal to 10% Last Fiscal Year
0 Points = Greater Than 10% Last Fiscal Year
3 Points = Deficits in Three of Last Three Fiscal Years Less Than or Equal to -1% or a Deficit in the Last
3. Operatin Fiscal Year Less Than or Equal to -3%
) szicit 9 2 Points = Deficits in Two of Last Three Fiscal Years Less Than or Equal to -1% 3 20%
1 Point = Deficit in One of Last Three Fiscal Years Less Than or Equal to -1%
0 Points = No Deficits Less Than or Equal to -1% in Last Three Fiscal Years
3 Points = Less Than or Equal to 50% Last Fiscal Year
4. Cash Ratio 2 Points = Greater Than 50% But Less Than or Equal to 75% Last Fiscal Year 3
' 1 Point = Greater Than 75% But Less Than or Equal to 100% Last Fiscal Year
0 Points = Greater Than 100% Last Fiscal Year
20%
5. Cash % of 3 Points = Less Than or Equal to 33.3% Last Fiscal Year
' Monthlo 2 Points = Greater Than 33.3% But Less Than or Equal to 66.7% Last Fiscal Year 3
Ex en(}(itures 1 Point = Greater Than 66.7% But Less Than or Equal to 100% Last Fiscal Year
P 0 Points = Greater Than 100% Last Fiscal Year
6. Short-Term 3 Points = Greater Than 15% Last Fiscal Year
' Debt Issuance 2 Points = Greater Than 5% But Less Than or Equal to 15% Last Fiscal Year 3
Amount 1 Point = Greater Than 0% But Less Than or Equal to 5% Last Fiscal Year
0 Points = 0% Last Fiscal Year
10%
7. Short-Term 3 Points = Issuance in Each of Last Three Fiscal Years or Issued a Budget Note in Last Fiscal Year
’ 2 Points = Issuance in Each of Last Two Fiscal Years
Debt Issuance S : ) 3
Trend 1 Po!nt = Issuance in Last Fiscal Year
0 Points = No Issuance
Total 21 100%
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Appendix F

School District Financial Indicators Scoring

The categories will be given different weights to reflect their relative importance in measuring financial
stress. The total maximum number of points that a school district can receive is 21 points. If a school
district receives an overall score greater than or equal to 65 percent of the total points, it will be
considered in significant fiscal stress; if a school district receives an overall score greater than or equal
to 45 percent of the total points, but less than 65 percent of the total points, it will be considered in
moderate fiscal stress; if a school district receives an overall score greater than or equal to 25 percent
of the total points, but less than 45 percent of the total points, it will be considered susceptible to fiscal
stress; and if a school district receives an overall score less than 25 percent of the total points, it will be
classified as "no designation."

School District Classifications of Fiscal Stress

Percentage of Total Points Classification of Fiscal Stress

45% — 64.9% Moderate Fiscal Stress
25% — 44.9% Susceptible to Fiscal Stress
0% — 24.9% No Designation
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Appendix G

School District Environmental Indicator Calculations

The following contains an in-depth explanation of each of the environmental indicator calculations:

Change in Property Value — The school district's full value'* minus the school district's full value for
the prior fiscal year divided by the school district's full value for the prior fiscal year.

Change in Enrollment — The school district's enrollment for the most current fiscal year minus the
school district's enrollment for the prior fiscal year divided by the school district's enrollment for the
prior fiscal year.

Trend in First Budget Vote Being Defeated — In fiscal years prior to the 2012-13 fiscal year budget
vote, a majority of total votes had to be "yes" (more than 50 percent) or the budget would be defeated.
Starting with the 2012-13 fiscal year budget vote and budget votes in fiscal years after, a majority of
total votes had to be "yes" (more than 50 percent) or the budget would be defeated if it did not include
an override of the tax cap. Alternatively, a supermajority of total votes had to be "yes" (60 percent or
more) or the budget would be defeated if it included an override of the tax cap.

Change in Approval Percentage for the First Budget Vote — The approval percentage for the first
budget vote for the most current fiscal year minus the approval percentage for the first budget vote for
last fiscal year. The approval percentage consists of the total number of "yes" votes for the first budget
vote divided by the total number of votes cast for the first budget vote.

Graduation Rate Percentage — The total number of students that graduated divided by the number
of students that entered 9th grade four years prior. The number of students who graduated consists of
students who graduated within four years with a local diploma, Regents diploma, or Regents with an
advanced designation diploma.

Free or Reduced Priced Lunch Percentage — The total number of students in Kindergarten through
12th grade who are eligible for free or reduced priced lunch divided by the total K-12 enrollment for the
same year.

12 All school district environmental data is obtained from the New York State Education Department except for real
property data, which is obtained internally.
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School District Environmental Indicators Scoring

School District Environmental Indicators Scoring

Envi tal M Scoring -
nvironmenta Scoring - Points ax. Weighted
Indicator Points
Average
3 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -4% or Change Between Last Two
1. Change in Fiscgl Years Lesg Than -10%
Property Value 2 Po!nts = Four I_:lscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -2% But Greater Than -4% 3 30%
1 Point = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -1% But Greater Than -2%
0 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Greater Than -1%
3 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -3.5%
2. Change in 2 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -2.5% But Greater Than -3.5% 3 20%
Enroliment 1 Point = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -1.5% But Greater Than -2.5% ’
0 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Greater Than -1.5%
3. Trend in First 3 Po!nts = Budget Vote Defeated F!rst T!me Four of Last Four Fispal Years
' Budget Vote Being 2 Po!nts = Budget Vote Defeated I_:lrst Tlme Three of Last Fou_r Fiscal Years 3
Defeated 1 Point = Budget Vote Defeated First Time Two of Last Four Fiscal Years
0 Points = Budget Vote Defeated First Time One or None of Last Four Fiscal Years
3 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -9% Points and Last Fiscal Year 15%
Approval % Less Than 60%
4, Change in 2 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -6% Points But Greater Than -9%
Approval % First Points and Last Fiscal Year Approval % Less Than 60% 3
Budget Vote 1 Point = Four Fiscal Years Average Less Than or Equal to -3% Points But Greater Than -6%
Points and Last Fiscal Year Approval % Less Than 60%
0 Points = Four Fiscal Years Average Greater Than -3% Points
3 Points = Graduation % Below 1.5 Standard Deviations of That Fiscal Year's Average Graduation
Rate % in Three or More of Last Four Fiscal Years
2 Points = Graduation % Below 1.5 Standard Deviations of That Fiscal Year's Average Graduation
. o, | Rate % in Two of Last Four Fiscal Years o
5. Graduation Rate % 1 Point = Graduation % Below 1.5 Standard Deviations of That Fiscal Year's Average Graduation 3 15%
Rate % in One of Last Four Fiscal Years
0 Points = Graduation % Below 1.5 Standard Deviations of That Fiscal Year's Average Graduation
Rate % in None of Last Four Fiscal Years
3 Points = Three Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 75%
6. Free or Reduced 2 Points = Three Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 65% But Less Than 75% 3 20%
Priced Lunch % 1 Point = Three Fiscal Years Average Greater Than or Equal to 55% But Less Than 65% °
0 Points = Three Fiscal Years Average Less Than 55%
Total 18 100%
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Appendix H

School District Environmental Indicators Scoring

We recognize that there are instances in which some of the environmental indicators are not applicable
to each school district. For example, school districts that include only grades K-6 will not have a
graduation rate percentage and dependent school districts will not have budget vote data. When these
instances occur, the environmental indicators that are not applicable to the school district will not

be evaluated. Instead, the school district’s overall environmental indicator score will be calculated by
proportionately redistributing the weighted average for the environmental indicator categories that are
not applicable to the school district to the other environmental indicator categories that are applicable.
This will result in all school districts’ overall environmental indicator scores being equitable and
comparable to each other.

The categories will be given different weights to reflect their relative importance in determining
environmental conditions. The total maximum number of points that a school district can receive is

18 points. If a school district receives an overall score greater than or equal to 60 percent of the total
points, it will be considered to have the worst environmental conditions, which will be notated by
"HH#H;" if a school district receives an overall score greater than or equal to 45 percent of the total
points, but less than 60 percent of the total points, it will be considered to have the next level of
negative environmental conditions, which will be notated by "##;" if a school district receives an overall
score greater than or equal to 30 percent of the total points, but less than 45 percent of the total points,
it will be considered to have the last level of negative environmental conditions, which will be notated
by "#;" and if a school district receives an overall score less than 30 percent of the total points, it will be
classified as "no designation."
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Summary of Public Comments and Responses

The proposed Fiscal Stress Monitoring System was shared with all local governments and school
districts for their review and comment during a 60-day comment period. We want to thank all of the
individuals who submitted comments during the open comment period. We evaluated the comments
received and took them into consideration in finalizing the Fiscal Stress Monitoring System. The
following contains a summary of the public comments and OSC’s responses, including the resulting
changes that were made.

Early Warning System

We received comments that the Fiscal Stress Monitoring System is not an early warning system because
it provides information that local government and school district officials are already aware of. The
Fiscal Stress Monitoring System is in fact an early warning system because it identifies both local
governments and school districts that are currently in fiscal stress, and those that are susceptible to
fiscal stress. Admittedly, in this initial application of the indicators, those places that were already in
fiscal stress did not get the “early warning” when they first became susceptible to stress conditions. In
the future, we anticipate that most localities and school districts will be first identified as susceptible

to fiscal stress before the system identifies them as in fiscal stress. The Fiscal Stress Monitoring System
will provide information to both local officials and the public that can be used to allow for early actions
to prevent local governments and school districts from ending up in severe fiscal stress.

Bond Rating

We received comments that a local government’s and/or school district’s bond rating should be factored
in to the Fiscal Stress Monitoring System. Additionally, we received comments that the Fiscal Stress
Monitoring System is a duplication of work that is already performed by credit rating agencies. Bond
ratings were not factored into the Fiscal Stress Monitoring System because they are not available for

the vast majority of local governments and school districts. Also, for that reason, the Fiscal Stress
Monitoring System is not a duplication of effort.

Unique Local Factors and Intangibles

We received comments that the Fiscal Stress Monitoring System does not take into account local
governments’ and/or school districts” unique local factors and intangibles (i.e., financial management
practices). However, while there may be variations in such intangibles, they must eventually show up
and influence the financial information we are evaluating. Otherwise, they are variations that do not
have an impact on fiscal health.

Classification Terminology

We received comments that the “nearing fiscal stress” financial indicator classification should be
amended because it can be construed as always being negative with regard to the fiscal direction of

a local government or school district. After careful consideration, we have decided to amend the
“nearing fiscal stress” financial indicator classification to “susceptible to fiscal stress.” The classification
of “susceptible to fiscal stress” classifies units that are not currently in fiscal stress, but instead are
exhibiting conditions that could lead them into fiscal stress in the short run.
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Summary of Public Comments and Responses

Overall Financial and Environmental Score

We received comments that the report should contain more clarification as to how the overall financial
and environmental scores will be calculated. As a result, we have provided more information in the
report. The overall financial and environmental scores that will be used to determine the fiscal stress
classification and environmental indicator notation will be calculated as percentages. The reason the
scores will be calculated as percentages (i.e., 45.50 percent), instead of as total point amounts (i.e.,
11.35), is because the thresholds for determining the fiscal stress classification and environmental
indicator notation are based on percentages.

Weighted Average Scoring

We received comments that the report should contain more clarification as to how the weighted average
scoring is applied. As a result, we have included an example below of how the weighted average scoring
is applied. The example below is in relation to the financial indicators for local governments, but can

be used as a guide for applying weighted averages to the financial indicators for school districts and the
environmental indicators for both local governments and school districts.

Financial Indicator Categories

WCEDR A Operating Cash e Fixed Overall
Row Fund . e Short-Term
Deficits Position Costs Score
Balance Debt
1 | Maximum Category Score 8 3 6 6 6
2 | Town of "Example" Category Score 6 1 4 5 0

3 | Score as a % of Total (Row 2 divided by Row 1) 75.00% 33.33% 66.67% 83.33% 0.00%

4 | Assigned Weight 50.00% 10.00% 20.00% 10.00% 10.00%

5 | Weighted Score (Row 3 multiplied by Row 4) 37.50% 3.33% 13.33% 8.33% 0.00% 62.50%
I EEEEEEE———————————

In the example above, the Town of “Example” received an overall score of 62.50 percent, which was
computed by adding the weighted scores that were calculated for each of the five financial indicator
categories. The Town of “Example” would receive a financial indicator classification of in “moderate
fiscal stress” because it received an overall score greater than or equal to 55 percent of the total points,
but less than 65 percent of the total points.
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Summary of Public Comments and Responses

Funds Used for Each Local Government Financial Indicator

We received comments that the report should contain more clarification as to which funds are being
used to calculate each of the nine financial indicators for local governments. As a result, we have
included additional information in the report. When calculating the financial indicators for local
governments, the general fund and combined funds will be used for indicators one and two (two
results for each indicator), the combined funds for indicators three through five (one result for each
indicator), and all funds, except the capital projects fund, for indicators six through nine (one result for
each indicator). We selected the combined funds for each class of local government by including the
funds that are the most common for each class and also the funds that generally account for the largest
percentage of each class’s financial activity.

Calculation of Local Government Financial Indicators

We received comments that the report should contain more clarification regarding how to calculate

a result for each of the nine financial indicators for local governments. As a result, we have included
additional information in the report. For indicators one and two, a result will be calculated for the
general fund (step one), and one result will be calculated for the combined funds, less the general fund
result (step two). For indicators three through five, one result will be calculated for the combined funds.
For indicators six through nine, one result will be calculated for all funds, except the capital projects
fund. When multiple funds are used (combined funds or all funds, except the capital projects fund) for
each of the nine financial indicators, each of the separate fund’s data will be added together to come
up with one combined result. A separate result will not be calculated for each of the funds contained
within the combined funds and/or all funds.

Fund Balance Classifications

We received comments that the report should contain more clarification on the fund balance
classifications that are used for financial indicators one and two for both local governments and school
districts. As a result, we have attached a link to a bulletin on our website that outlines the various
classifications of fund balance (including both assigned and unassigned) and the account codes that are
applicable to each classification of fund balance. The bulletin can be found at:

http://osc.state.ny.us/localgov/pubs/releases/gasb54.pdf

Local Government Financial Indicator One (Calculation)

We received comments that financial indicator one for local governments should not include assigned
appropriated fund balance (account code 914). We considered these comments and performed
additional analysis to determine if this change would improve the financial condition evaluation of local
governments. Based on our analysis, we concluded that this change did improve the financial condition
evaluation of local governments. As a result, we amended financial indicator one for local governments
to consist of assigned fund balance, except for assigned appropriated fund balance, plus unassigned
fund balance divided by gross expenditures. Based on the amendment that we made to the financial
indicator calculation, we also amended the scoring thresholds for this financial indicator. The scoring
thresholds consist of the following: less than or equal to 3.33 percent (3 points), less than or equal to
6.67 percent (2 points), less than or equal to 10 percent (1 point), and greater than 10 percent (0 points).

Division of Local Government and School Accountability m




Appendix |

Summary of Public Comments and Responses

Local Government Financial Indicators Number One and Two (Funds)

We received comments that financial indicators one and two for local governments should look at more
funds than just the general fund (such as the water and sewer funds). Financial indicators one and two
for local governments do take into account more funds than just the general fund. Specifically, for
indicators one and two, a result will be calculated first for the general fund® only (step one — possible
0-3 points). There also is a second calculation for indicators one and two, which consists of calculating
a result for the combined funds. The combined funds vary by class of local government. For instance,
the combined funds for cities consists of the general, all water, and all sewer funds. Once the combined
funds result has been calculated (percentage), the general fund result (percentage) that was calculated in
step one will be subtracted from it (step two — possible 0-1 points). This calculation adds an additional
point if the combined funds have a lower percentage than the general fund percentage. The reasoning
behind this is that if the combined funds’ percentage is lower than the general fund’s percentage, it
could mean that the general fund is currently supporting the local government’s other operating funds
or may have to in the near future.

Fund Balance Trend Indicator

We received comments that an indicator should be developed that evaluates the change in a local
government’s and/or school district’s fund balance level (declining balance). We considered an indicator
that would evaluate the change in fund balance for both local governments and school districts.
However, we concluded that the operating deficit financial indicator that we had already developed
would indicate the change in a local government’s and school district’s fund balance level.

Scoring Thresholds for Local Government Financial Indicators

We received comments that the scoring thresholds for the local government financial indicators under
the categories of year-end fund balance and cash position should vary by class of local government.

We considered these comments and performed additional analysis (various scoring threshold scenarios)
to determine if these changes would improve the financial condition evaluation of local governments.
Based on our analysis, we concluded that there should be a variation between the scoring thresholds
for cities and counties versus villages and towns for cash as a percentage of monthly expenditures
financial indicator. As a result, we amended the scoring thresholds for this financial indicator for cities
and counties, but kept the original scoring thresholds for villages and towns. The amendments that
were made were increasing the scoring thresholds for cities and counties from less than or equal to 33.3
percent to less than or equal to 50 percent (3 points), from less than or equal to 66.7 percent to less
than or equal to 100 percent (2 points), from less than or equal to 100 percent to less than or equal to
150 percent (1 point), and from greater than 100 percent to greater than 150 percent (0 points). These
amendments were made based on the difference between cities’ and counties’ versus villages” and towns’
revenue cycles at the beginning of the fiscal year.

3 The general fund calculation for indicators one and two for towns will consist of the general town-wide and highway
town-wide funds together (one combined result for each indicator), and will only consist of the general fund for cities,
counties, and villages.
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Summary of Public Comments and Responses

Weighted Averages for Local Government Financial Indicators

We received comments that the weighted averages that were assigned to the local government financial
indicator categories of year-end fund balance, operating deficits, and cash position should be changed.
We considered these comments and performed additional analysis (various reallocations of weighted
averages between categories) to determine if these changes would improve the financial condition
evaluation of local governments. Based on our analysis, we concluded that the reallocation of weighted
averages between categories from the original weighted averages did not improve the financial
condition evaluation of local governments. As a result, we did not amend the weighted averages for the
local government financial indicator categories.

Gross Revenues, Gross Expenditures, and Total Revenues

We received comments that the report should contain more clarification as to the meaning of
gross revenues, gross expenditures, and total revenues that are included in the financial indicator
calculations. As a result, we have included additional information in the report. “Gross Revenues”
consist of revenues plus other sources (transfer activity), “Gross Expenditures” consist of
expenditures plus other uses (transfer activity), and “Total Revenues” only consist of revenues and

not other sources (no transfer activity).

Change in Local Sales Tax Receipts Environmental Indicator

We received comments that the change in local sales tax receipts environmental indicator should not
only be applied to counties, but also to any other local governments that collect sales tax receipts or
receive distributions from their respective counties because of its significance as a revenue source.
This indicator was only applied to counties because it was developed as an environmental indicator

to provide insight into the health of the local economy (consumer spending), and not as a financial
indicator. While we acknowledge that sales tax receipts are a significant revenue source for many local
governments, the Fiscal Stress Monitoring System does not evaluate individual revenues (i.e., real
property taxes, sales tax receipts, etc.) for financial purposes.

Tax-Exempt Property Indicator

We received comments that an indicator should be developed in relation to the total amount and

annual change in the total amount of tax-exempt property within a local government’s and/or school
district’s boundaries. We obtained tax-exempt property data from the New York State Office of Real
Property Tax Services, which we then analyzed to determine if it provided information that was useful
in determining a local government’s or school district’s level of fiscal stress. Based on our analysis, we
concluded that a tax-exempt property indicator does not provide information that correlates with a local
government’s or school district’s level of fiscal stress.
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Summary of Public Comments and Responses

School District Financial Indicator One

We received comments that financial indicator one for school districts should not include assigned
fund balance, but instead should only include unassigned fund balance. We considered these comments
and performed additional analysis to determine if this change would improve the financial condition
evaluation of school districts. Based on our analysis, we concluded that this change did improve the
financial condition evaluation of school districts. As a result, we amended financial indicator one for
school districts to consist of the general fund's unassigned fund balance, except for the reserve for tax
reduction (account code 917 only), divided by the general fund's gross expenditures.

Scoring Thresholds for School District Financial Indicators

We received comments that the scoring thresholds — under the categories of year-end fund balance and
operating deficits — for the school district financial indicators should be changed. We considered these

comments and performed additional analysis (various scoring threshold scenarios) to determine if these
changes would improve the financial condition evaluation of school districts. Based on our analysis, we
concluded that there should be changes in the scoring thresholds for financial indicators one and three.
As a result, we amended the scoring thresholds for these financial indicators.

Based on the amendment that we made to the calculation for financial indicator one, we also amended
the scoring thresholds for this financial indicator. The proposed scoring thresholds consisted of the
following: less than or equal to 0 percent (3 points), greater than 0 percent but less than or equal to 2
percent (2 points), greater than 2 percent but less than or equal to 5 percent (1 point), and greater than
5 percent (0 points). The amended scoring thresholds consist of the following: less than or equal to 1
percent (3 points), greater than 1 percent but less than or equal to 2 percent (2 points), greater than 2
percent but less than or equal to 3 percent (1 point), and greater than 3 percent (0 points).

We also made amendments to the scoring thresholds for financial indicator three. The proposed
scoring thresholds consisted of the following: deficits in three of the last three fiscal years of less
than or equal to -1.5 percent (3 points), deficits in two of the last three fiscal years that are less than
or equal to -1.5 percent (2 points), deficits in one of the last three fiscal years of less than or equal

to -5 percent (1 point), and no deficits in the last three fiscal years (0 points). The amended scoring
thresholds include: deficits in three of the last three fiscal years that are less than or equal to -1
percent, or a deficit in the last fiscal year that is less than or equal to -3 percent (3 points), deficits in
two of the last three fiscal years of less than or equal to -1 percent (2 points), deficits in one of the
last three fiscal years of less than or equal to -1 percent (1 point), and no deficits of less than or equal
to -1 percent in the last three fiscal years (0 points).

Evaluation and Scoring of Special Act Districts

We received comments that the financial indicators that were developed for school districts should be
different for evaluating and scoring special act districts. The Fiscal Stress Monitoring System will not
evaluate or score special act districts or non-operational districts.
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Summary of Public Comments and Responses

Weighted Averages for School District Financial Indicators

We received comments that the weighted averages that were assigned to the school district financial
indicator categories of year-end fund balance, operating deficits, and cash position should be changed.
We considered these comments and performed additional analysis (various reallocations of weighted
averages between categories) to determine if these changes would improve the financial condition
evaluation of school districts. Based on our analysis, we concluded that the reallocation of weighted
averages between categories from the original weighted averages did not improve the financial
condition evaluation of school districts. As a result, we did not amend the weighted averages for the
school district financial indicator categories.

School District Environmental Indicators

We received comments that each of the school district environmental indicators are not applicable to
each school district, and therefore, the scoring should be changed when evaluating school districts when
this is the case. We recognize that there are instances in which some of the environmental indicators are
not applicable to each school district. For example, school districts that include only grades K-6 will not
have a graduation rate percentage and dependent school districts will not have budget vote data. When
these instances occur, the environmental indicators that are not applicable to the school district will not
be evaluated. Instead, the school district’s overall environmental indicator score will be calculated by
proportionately redistributing the weighted average for the environmental indicator categories that are
not applicable to the school district to the other environmental indicator categories that are applicable.
This will result in all school districts” overall environmental indicator scores being equitable and
comparable to each other. Additional clarification has been added to the report in relation to this issue.

Weighted Averages for School District Environmental Indicators

We received comments that the weighted averages that were assigned to all of the school district
environmental indicator categories should be changed. We considered these comments and performed
additional analysis (various reallocations of weighted averages between categories) to determine if

these changes would improve the environmental condition evaluation of school districts. Based on our
analysis, we have amended the weighted averages that were assigned to the school district environmental
indicator categories. Specifically, we amended the weighted averages as follows: the enrollment category
has been increased from 10 percent to 20 percent, the budget votes category has been decreased from
25 percent to 15 percent, the graduation rate category has been decreased from 25 percent to 15 percent,
and free or reduced price lunch category has been increased from 10 percent to 20 percent.

Reporting Results

We received comments that the financial classification and environmental notation for each local
government and school district should not be publicly released until the preliminary results are
reviewed with the chief fiscal officer of each unit. The draft scoring will be shared with each local
government and school district that is identified as in or susceptible to fiscal stress for their review
before the list is finalized.
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Tel (607) 721-8306 - Fax (607) 721-8313

Division of Local Government and School Accountability m




For additional copies of this report, contact:

Office of the New York State Comptroller
Division of Local Government and School Accountability
110 State Street, 12th floor

Albany, NY 12236

Tel: (518) 474-4037

Fax: (518) 486-6479

or email us: Igsapaws@osc.state.ny.us

WWW.osc.state.ny.us

Like us on Facebook at facebook.com/nyscomptroller Orlgmal Date of Issue: January 2013
Follow us on Twitter @nyscomptroller Updated: October 2016



L

FOR THE LONG RANGE
TRANSPORTATION PLAN

6-7:30pm, Tuesday, 5/23

DULLES STATE OFFICE BUILDING
317 WASHINGTON STREET, WATERTOWN, NY 13601,

The 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan will describe the state of the reglon's
transportation system and Include proposed transportation facilities and
strategles. Public Input Is essentlal to the planning process to help shape future
mobllity In the reglon. The kickofT public meeting will give community
members an opportunity to learn a bout the WICTC, the 2045 LRTP, and share
thelr thoughts on the reglon’s existing transportation needs.

WATERTOWN JEFFERSDON COUNTY AREA TRANSEPORTATION COUNCIL
J15-TRE-2354 « HTTP://fWWW WICTC.ORG/
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