
RESOLUTION 78-30 
To Approve the Contract Between the Utilities Service Board 
and Black & Veatch fOr Engineering Services for PCB Removal 

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CO~1~10N COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
BLOOMINGTON, ~lONROE COUNTY, INDIANA, THAT: 

The Common Council approves the attached contract between 
the Utilities Service Board and Black and Veatch for engineering 
services relating to a study of alternatives for controlling 
PCB's in the southwest sewer and decommissioning the Winston 
Thomas treatment plant at a cost not to exceed $25,000. 

PASSED and ADOPTED by the Common Council of the City of 
Bloomington, Monroe County, Indiana, upon this'f~day of December, 
1978. ' 

Qr/,. .. ,... ..::}- /2Y~ ,.6'" 
~' - -; " 'I;)i' ~~, 
'/: ~.~...-t.,. :;;J4i .. ----

~)ghn F. Richardson, President 
(/ B1 oomi ngton Common Council 

SIGNED and APPROVED by me/upon thiS~ay of December, 1978. 

:t ~'?' g /t'") . > _ ;,oN 1/1 
(J..1i>?~ /"}j, t - /t c ( I ,p"'J/t~~ , /,/ 

.-···-cis X. McCloskey, Mayor ~ 
City of Bloomington 

SYNOPSIS 

The UtilIties Service Board has not yet approved the contract 
with Black & Veatch for engineering services relating to PCB removal, 
but because they would like to begin work on the contract at the 
beginning of January, they are asking that the Council pass this 
reso 1 uti on at its December 7 meeting. The USB is expected to approve 
the contract at its December 4 meetin9. Approval of the contract is 
requi red by Ordi nance 78-18 and Resolu.ti on 77-26. 



REVISED 

r3LACK 2< VE/\TCH 

COi"SU L TI!,-~G ENGINEERS 

REVISED 

CONTRACT FOR ENGINEERING SERVICES 

TEL: (913) 967·2000 
T,,:u-::x 42-6263 

1500 MF.ADOW LAKE PARKWAY 

M""ILINC; ADDRESS: P_O. BOX NO. 840$ 

K .. \NSAS CITY, MISSOURI 64114 

THIS CONTRACT, executed in duplicate this day of 
:J. bet-':;'7eeil the 'City of Bloomington, Indiana acting through its 

Utilities Service Board hereinafter called the City, and Black & Veatch, 
Consulting Engineers, of Kansas City, l-lissollri, hereinafter called the 
Engineer; 

\·\TITNESSETH: That in consideration of the mutual CQv("nants herein 
contained., the City he:r;eby agrees to employ the Engineer to pl.:rfonn 

~ngineering services hereinafter outlined in connection \<lith a stu(Iy of 
alternatives for controlling PCB in the Southwest SCI'/er and decommis­
sionill'S the H:Ln_ston Thomas treatment plant. 

SECTION I - SCOPE OF SERVICES 

,The Engineer agrees to perform all engineering services in connection 
~,;ith preparation of the study and report, and such supplemental services 
as may be requested. Description of the services to be performed includ~ 
the follouing: 

A. r' .... tVie\'l status of HestingholJ.Ge modificdtions to minimize 
PCB discltarge and confer with consultants retained by 
Hestinghouse or other interested parties. 

B.- -Revie;;'l available test data, including reports 'Hhich may be 
furnished by Westinghouse or other interested p2_rties. 

c. Rev.iew existing dra\,lings, reports, and other information 
from C~ty~ s files pertaining to design, con_struction, and 
maintenance of the, Southwest-- se'l:ver and Hinston Thomas treat­
ment plant. 

D. Consider available <?-lternatives for controlling PCB discharge 
from the Southwest se\Ver, including but not _limited to con­
ventional cleaning, cleaning with high pressure \·later, and/or 
solvents, s'lip-lining, and construction of replacement facilities. 

E. Consider available alternatives for dc(oTI1J1issioning the 
\·.,Tinston Thomas treatment plant, including disposal of 
accumulated dry solids, sediments in the tertiary lagoon, 
and buildings and other improvements. 

F. COllstder possJ_ble te:7l.porary use of the Hins'ton rl."llomas treatrr,ent 
plant to p:i_-ocess floH only from the SoutIr::,;est St2I:'ler after the 
D::Ll1r~lan Road treatl?:.2nt plant is in service. 



C. Prep:1re opinions of probable cost for feasible alt2rnativ8s. 

11. PerI on!! comp2.Y2ttivc evalua.tioI:s and cost-effec1.:::lveness 
analyses for feasible alternatives. 

I. Confer with regulatory agencies as directed by the City 
regarding design concepts and scope of work for each 
feasible alternative) and obtain approval of recommended 
alternat-iv2s for both South\v2st se\'12r and \<JinstoD Thomas 
treatment plant. 

J. Prepare and present a formal report outlining the findings 
and recmmnendations, and deliver 25 copies to the City. 

K. Pre are contract documents, specifications, and esti~lates 
of Erobable cost for services and facilities, other t an 
seHer replacement or major construction work, required to 

__ implement the recomID,encled aiternatives. 

SECTION II - COHPENSATION 

For the sep.licE":s covered by this Contract, the City agrees to pay the 
Engineer a fee equal to t\vice payroll cost (defined as direct salary 
cost plus 25 per cent) plus reimbursable expenses at actual cost. 
Pc-riodic monthly pa)'E1ents shall be_ made to the Engineer by the City 
upon presentation of itemized invoices. 

The follmvlng are examples of reimbursable expenses that are included 
in billing limits: 

A. Travel, subsistence, and incidental costs~ 

B. Use of motor vehicles on a mileage or rental basis~ 

C. Telephone and telegraph costs. 

D. Reproduction of reports, dra\yings J and specifications~ 

E. Computer time charges including program use. cha:cges~ 

F. Charges of special consultants requested or authorized 
by the City. 

G. Rental charges for use of equipment~ including equipment 
ovmed by the Engineer. 

H. CosL: of acquiring any othe.r materials or services specifi­
cally for and applicable to only this project. 

The billing limits listed belm·, do not include any allm.,ance for loc2.l 
city taxes, license fees, or special state fee~ or taxes (other than 
state income taxes). Should local taxes or fees be applicable to the 
engineering ",,'ork or payments therefor, the amount of such fef's or 
taxes shall be a reimbursable expense. cmd billing li.rnits shall bE: 
increased by the amount of slu:h fees ox.- taxes. 
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SECTION III - CITY'S RESPONSIBILITIES 

It is mutually understood and agrcec th2t the Cit_y \'lill furnish, as 
required for the \'lOrk and not at the: e;.;:pcTIse of the Engineer, the 
follo~ving items: 

A. P-coperty, boundary, easement, right-of-\·,ay) topographic, 
and utility surveys, and property descriptions ",hen such 
information is required. 

B.. All exploratory- \vork, such as core borings) penetration 
tes-ts, soundings, and subsurface explorations; and laboratory 
tests and analyses. 

c. All maps, dra\'lings, records, audits) annual reports, and 
other data that are available in the files of the City and 
which may be use.ful in the \·mrk involved under--this Contrac"t. 

D. Access to public and private property, as _necessary, ,·,hen 
_required in conduct of field inv~stigations. 

E. Office desk space for the- Engineer's personnel during pre­
liminary investigations. 

sr:cnON IV - OTHER HATTERS 

It is mutually understood and agreed: 

A.- That ·the Engineer shall not be liable for delays resulting 
from causes beyoIld the reasonable control of the Engineer; that 
the Engineer has made no warranties, expressed or implied, l;vhich 
ar.e not expressly set forth in this Contract; and that under no 
circumstances will the Engineer be liable for indirect or COl1-

?equential damages. 

B. That a billing limit of $25,000.00 vJill not be exceeded without 
further authorizatioD& 

C. That the Engineer will advise the City l;.Jhen the total of monthly 
invoices approximates 80. per cent of the stipulated billing limit~ 

IN HITNESS i-t1-:lEREOF, the parties have executed this agreement on the date 
first above written. 
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CITY OF BLOQ;:!HlGTON, INDIANA 
UTILITIES SERVICr: BOAPJ) 

By ______ ~ __ _ 

By ______________ _ 

By ____ . 

BLACK & VEATCH, C9,Ilsulting Engin22.TE; 

r) _I-/,{/ -
By -c[7---Z /\_.lJ< 

_, ._.> F. 'K. <~"1~ :-='.C} 



COMMITTEE REPORT SHEET 

Legislative #: Appropriation Ordinance - Ordinance - Resolution ][-30 
Title: 

•. .:::;:::;,,,:..., 

Committee: -Joint Mtg. L Public FacilTties Community Development 

Submitted by: \\~M Jr. 
Meeti ng Date: -~-¥~"&""'J---~~~~-~ 
******************~ ******************************************************** 

Committee Recommendation: 

VOTE OF AYES: ~, NAYS: 0 , FOR..::J);J ~ RECOMt~ENDATION. 

******************************************************************************** 

s;g.a~re~~i of Council members: 
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