AGENDA
CITY OF LAUREL
CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOP
TUESDAY, APRIL 21, 2026
6:30 PM
COUNCIL CHAMBERS

Public Input: Citizens may address the Council regarding any item of City business that is not on tonight’s agenda. The
duration for an individual speaking under Public Input is limited to three minutes. While all comments are welcome, the
Council will not take action on any item not on the agenda. Because of the Rules that govern public meetings, Council is not
permitted to speak in response to any issue raised that is a non-Agenda item. The Mayor may provide factual information in
response, with the intention that the matter may be addressed at a later meeting. In addition, City Council may request that a
particular non-Agenda item be placed on an upcoming Agenda, for consideration. Citizens should not construe Council’s
“silence” on an issue as an opinion, one way or the other, regarding that non-Agenda matter. Council simply cannot debate
an item that is not on the Agenda, and therefore, they must simply listen to the feedback given during public input. If a
citizen would like to speak or comment regarding an item that is on tonight’s agenda, we ask that you wait until the agenda
item is presented to the Council by the Mayor and the public is asked to comment by the Mayor.

Be advised, if a discussion item has an upcoming public hearing, we would request members of the public to reserve your
comments until the public hearing. At the public hearing, the City Council will establish an official record that will include
all of your comments, testimony, and written evidence.

General Items
1. Appointment of Bill Brew as the Police Captain for the Laurel Police Department.

Executive Review

2. Council: Resolution - A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City Of Laurel, Montana
Authorizing Correspondence To The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.

3. Planning: Resolution - A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City Of Laurel, Montana

Authorizing The Mayor To Enter Into Negotiations For A Professional Services Agreement

With Interstate Engineering Related To Limited-Scope Planning Services.

Public Works: Resolution - A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City Of Laurel,

Montana Authorizing The Mayor To Enter Into Negotiations For A Master Services Agreement

With Morrison Maierle Related To Engineering Services.

Planning: Resolution - A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City Of Laurel, Montana

Authorizing Property Owner Darrell Dyer To Apply For Annexation Of Property Less Than

2.06 Acres.

Public Works: Resolution - A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City Of Laurel,

Montana Awarding The Bid And Authorizing The Mayor To Execute All Contract And

Related Documents For The Purchase Of A Garbage Truck From Billings Peterbilt, Inc.

Ordinance - An Emergency Ordinance Of The City Of Laurel Temporarily Imposing A

Moratorium On Annexation Applications In Order To Evaluate Municipal Infrastructure

Capacity, Water System Demands, The Impacts Of Recent Changes In State Law, Compliance

With The Montana Land Use Planning Act, And The Proper Future Growth Plans For The City

Of Laurel.

Council Issues
8. Planning: MLUPA Updates
9. 4th of July Fireworks Discussion
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Other Items
Attendance at Upcoming Council Meeting

Announcements

The City makes reasonable accommodations for any known disability that may interfere with a person’s ability to participate
in this meeting. Persons needing accommodation must notify the City Clerk’s Office to make needed arrangements. To make
your request known, please call 406-628-7431, Ext. 5100, or write to City Clerk, PO Box 10, Laurel, MT 59044, or present
your request at City Hall, 115 West First Street, Laurel, Montana.




File Attachments for ltem:

1. Appointment of Bill Brew as the Police Captain for the Laurel Police Department.




LAUREL POLICE DEPARTMENT

215 West 15t Street, Laurel, MT 59044 Phone: 406-628-8737
Email: laurelpd@laurel.mt.gov
Chief of Police Jarred Anglin

March 30, 2026
Mayor Dave Waggoner

Re: Promotion of Bill Brew to Captain

Dear Sir,

I am writing to formally request your approval to appoint Detective Bill Brew to the position of
Captain/Assistant Chief for the Laurel Police Department.

Detective Brew has been serving as Acting Captain for the past six months and has consistently
demonstrated strong leadership, sound judgment, and a deep commitment to both the department
and the community we serve. During this time, he has taken on increased responsibilities
seamlessly, providing steady guidance to our personnel while effectively managing both
administrative and operational functions.

Detective Brew has been with the Laurel Police Department for 19 years and will reach his 20-
year anniversary this coming June. Over the course of his career, he has developed extensive
institutional knowledge and a proven track record of service. He has also served as a Task Force
Officer with the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) for several years, bringing valuable
experience, strengthening interagency relationships, and enhancing our department’s capabilities.

It is with the highest regard that I recommend Detective Brew be appointed to the position of
Captain of the Laurel Police Department.

Sincerely,
Jarred Anglin

Chief of Police
Laurel Police Department




File Attachments for ltem:

2. Council: Resolution - A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City Of Laurel, Montana
Authorizing Correspondence To The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.




RESOLUTION NO. R26-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAUREL,
MONTANA AUTHORIZING CORRESPONDENCE TO THE FEDERAL ENERGY
REGULATORY COMMISSION.

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel, Montana,

Section 1: Intent. The City of Laurel has determined that it is appropriate to
communicate with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) regarding
NorthWestern Energy’s move to change the 370 MW of generation received, at no cost, from
Puget Sound and Energy from rate based to market based (“Cost Based Tariff”), upon the
request of Montana Public Service Commissioner Brad Molnar. The City’s proposed
communication to FERC is attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein (“FERC
Correspondence”).

Section 2: Approval. The FERC Correspondence, a copy attached hereto and
incorporated herein, is hereby approved.

Section 3: Execution. The Mayor, CAO, and City Council are hereby given
authority to send the FERC Correspondence.

Introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council on the day of April, 2026, by
Council Member :

PASSED and APPROVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel the day of
April, 2026.

APPROVED by the Mayor the day of April, 2026.

CITY OF LAUREL

Dave Waggoner, Mayor

ATTEST:

Kelly Strecker, Clerk-Treasurer

R26- Approve FERC Correspondence




APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Michele L. Braukmann, Civil City Attorney

R26- Approve FERC Correspondence




Laurel FERC
YOUR HEADER

DATE
Sample letter

The Honorable Laura V. Swett Docket
ER26-129-002

Chairman

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

888 First St NE

Washington, DC 20426

Dear Charman Swett and Commissioners, Rosner, See, Chang and LaCerte,

The Laurel City Council represents a unique population, all of which are NorthWestern
Energy customers. Many work at the Railroad Switch Yard and the Cenex Refinery (the
largest refinery in Montana). For such a small community we consume a large amount
of energy and produce a large amount of energy. Most of our residents work regular
jobs and many are retired. Many of our businesses are small and struggling.

Our population growth is often people moving here to avoid the costs of living, or
retiring in, bigger cities. Our energy consumption will continue to increase along with the
rest of Montana. This with a backdrop of an ill-liquid energy market and stretched
capacity of rate-based energy and transmission up grades. Because of this we are
experiencing double-digit rate increases every few years.

With great concern we learned of NorthWestern Energy’s move to change the 370 MW
of generation received, at no cost, from Puget Sound and Energy from rate based to
market based (Cost Based Tariff). Removing this resource from the control of the
Montana Public Service Commission, and in service to all of NWE customers, to benefit
just a few new customers, is counter intuitive. Especially since, as our “default supplier”,
NWE’s only obligation is to serve their captive customers.

Commissioners, except for a few moderate days in late spring and early fall we are
often energy deficit and must go to the market to balance our energy consumption and
generation. Rate basing the 370MW mentioned would not only take us out of an illiquid
energy market, thus providing relief to a stressed grid, but also provide a capacity for
economic growth to all; not just a few or one data center. Yes, even the “new large load”
customers would benefit from rate basing this resource as indicated in NWE’s recent
Large Load Tariff filing with the Mt. Public Service Commission. If the Mt. PSC approves
NWE’s new Large Load Tariff legacy ratepayers could be paying for $2.1B in new
generation used only by data centers. Of course the attending rate decreases, if the




afore mentioned 370 MW are rate based, would help all as property taxes would drop
after a recent history of massive market value increases have driven property taxes

beyond the capacity of many on fixed incomes to pay.

Thank you for your consideration of this vital issue. We ask that you reconsider not only
your determination that NWE can avoid scrutiny by upholding their determination that
the capacity to generate 370MW in an energy deficit circumstance is of $0 value. We
also ask that you recognize that the generation being used is for the greatest good

when it serves all equally.

Sincerely,

Signature

Signature

Name

Name

Mayor

Deputy Mayor

____Signature

City Manager

ETC

Council Members in Support

Signature

Signature

Name
Lawyer, What ever

Teacher,




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

Northwest Western Colstrip 370Pu LLC ) ER26-129-001

REQUEST FOR REHEARING ON BEHALF OF NORTHWESTERN ENERGY’S
CAPTIVE MONTANA CUSTOMERS AS REPRESENTED BY MONTANA’S
INDEPENDENT PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSIONERS

Montana Commissioners Brad Molnar and Randall Pinocci (Montana’s Independent
Commissioners or ICs) respectfully request that the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) grant rehearing of the February 27, 2026 Order Accepting Tariff Revisions (Order).!
FERC relied on misleading information provided by Northwestern in response to a deficiency
letter; information that led FERC to believe that the jurisdictional asset being sold had no market
value and therefore Federal Power Act Section 203 approval was not required. The ICs recognize
the political pressure that was brought to bear in an attempt to persuade FERC to reach this
conclusion, but the fact remains that this asset has become very valuable. Had FERC directed
Northwestern to provide a current market value assessment rather than rely on unsworn statements
submitted by the very parties seeking to avoid FERC’s Section 203 jurisdiction, it would have
been obvious that Northwestern’s preferred valuation was suspect. The asset is an operating and
profitable steam generating plant with a current replacement cost of approximately $600M to
$800M. The only thing that made it valueless to utilities on the west coast was its fuel source - -
coal. That story has completely changed in the last year as even cursory research would

demonstrate.

! Order Accepting Tariff Revisions, North Western Colstrip 370Pu LLC, 194 FERC 4 61,251 (2026) (Order).
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FERC’s decision rests entirely on its misapplication of the rebuttable presumption that “the

2 In light of the relaxation of environmental controls

market price is the transaction price.”
applicable to coal plants, the exponential increase in demand being driven by artificial intelligence
and associated data center growth, and the need for reliable dispatchable generation to serve this
growing load, concluding that sale of a fully functioning coal plant with projected earnings in
excess of $30 million per year (according to the record) are obvious grounds not to rely on that
presumption. Is it any surprise to FERC, given the west coast’s irrational dislike of coal generation,
Washinton State legislation, and WUTC rulings, that Puget Sound would be “willing” to give away
its ownership share of the Colstrip assets?

FERC has an “affirmative duty to inquire into and consider all relevant facts.”® FERC must
consider arguments regarding its jurisdiction, or else it acts arbitrarily.* Because FERC defaulted
to the rebuttable presumption in light of record evidence and instead of conducting a common
sense review of the change in conditions since last Puget Sound sought to sell its share of Colstrip,
its decision is unjust and unreasonable.®

In lieu of rejecting the filing, FERC should have set the docket for hearing so that a
record could have been created to establish market value.

The ICs respectfully request that FERC grant rehearing and reject the filing or set it for

hearing to establish the market value of this asset to determine whether FPA Section 203 applies.

2 Order, P 42.

3 Scenic Hudson Preservation Conference v. FPC, 354 F.2d 608, 620 (2d Cir. 1965) (citing Mich. Consol. Gas Co. v.
FPC, 283 F.2d 204, 224, 226, 108 U.S. App. D.C. 409 (D.C. Cir. 1960).

45U.S.C. § 706(2)(A), (2)(C); Scenic Hudson Preservation Conference, 354 F.2d, 608, 620 (2d Cir. 1965) (citing
Mich. Consol. Gas Co. v. FPC, 283 F.2d 204, 224,226, 108 U.S. App. D.C. 409 (D.C. Cir 1960).

5 Scenic Hudson Preservation Conference, 354 F.2d, 608, 620 (2d Cir. 1965) (citing Mich. Consol. Gas Co. v. FPC,
283 F.2d 204, 224, 226, 108 U.S. App. D.C. 409 (D.C. Cir 1960).
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Specification of Errors and Statement of Issues

In compliance with Commission Rule 713(c)(1)-(2), the ICs identify the following issues with
the Order and explain that the Commission erred as follows:

1. Issue: Whether FERC erred by relying on a rebuttable presumption that the transaction
price is the market price despite record evidence to the contrary.

Answer: Yes, FERC erred. Record evidence demonstrated that the coal strip asset is
expected to produce at least $30 million in revenue per year. The threshold for FERC
jurisdiction under FPA Section 203 is $10 million. Clearly an asset that produces that
level of revenue is not worthless. Under the Administrative Procedure Act (APA),
federal agency actions are held as unlawful and set aside when they are “arbitrary,
capricious, an abuse of discretion, or otherwise not in accordance with law.”® FERC
has an “affirmative duty to inquire into and consider all relevant facts.”” The
Commission’s decision to ignore these facts was arbitrary and capricious.

REASONS FOR GRANTING REHEARING

At the center of this determination is the market value of Colstrip Units 3 & 4 driven in
part by their capacity to generate 370MW in a reliable manner. The plant was operational on the
day of the transfer. Profitable contracts had been negotiated so we must assume that this acquisition
is at a value greater than the $0 value claimed by the applicants. This is especially true because the
plant is totally equipped with very expensive pollution control devices that make it 100%
compliant with federal and state air quality standards. And has received recent upgrades.

Reliance by FERC on a rebuttable presumption that the acquisition price is the market
value ignored significant evidence that the asset is not valued at zero dollars. An appraisal of the
value would have at the very least reflected the revenue projected to be earned, the salvage value,
land value, and in this case contract value at a minimum. The only real question is whether the

market value of the transferred generation assets is above or below $10M.

65 U.S.C. § 706(2)(A).
7 Scenic Hudson Preservation Conference v. FPC, 354 F.2d 608, 620 (2d Cir. 1965) (citing Mich. Consol. Gas Co.
v. FPC, 283 F.2d 204, 224, 226, 108 U.S. App. D.C. 409 (D.C. Cir. 1960).
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FERC’s Rule, 18 CFR 33.1 (a) (ii), states that establishing a value of over $10M may be
done by “any means whatsoever”. Fortunately, there are many accurate methods. These are simple,
common, and accepted across the board in every segment of society.

Market Value

The highest price in terms of money which a property will bring in a competitive and open
market under all condition’s requisite to a fair sale, the buyer and seller, each acting prudently,
knowledgeably and assuming the price is not affected by undue stimulus.

There are several ways to value a business. Here are several that are commonly used:

Establishing a business’s value—often called “valuation”—is a blend of financial science
and market reality. In 2026, most professionals triangulate value using three primary approaches.
The Market Approach (Multiples)

This is the most common method for small to mid-sized businesses. It values a company
based on what similar businesses have recently sold for.

* Earnings Multiples: You multiply a specific profit figure (typically EBITDA—Earnings
Before Interest, Taxes, Depreciation, and Amortization) by an industry-standard
“multiple.”

* Example: If your EBITDA is $1M and your industry multiple is 5x, the enterprise value
is $5M.

* SDE: For very small “Main Street” businesses, owners often use Seller’s Discretionary
Earnings (SDE), which adds back the owner’s salary and perks.

The Income Approach (Discounted Cash Flow)

This method looks at the future rather than the past. It is the “gold standard” for companies
with high growth or predictable recurring revenue.

* DCF Analysis: It projects the business’s future cash flows (usually 5 years) and

“discounts” them back to their value in today’s dollars using a discount rate (to account
for risk and the time value of money).
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The Asset-Based Approach
This calculates the “liquidation” or “book value” of a company.
* Formula: Total Assets - Total Liabilities = Net Asset Value.
* It is generally used for under performing companies or those with significant physical
holdings (like real estate or heavy machinery).
Key Value Drivers in 2026
Modern buyers look beyond the balance sheet. Factors that increase your “multiple”
include:
* Data Maturity: Having clean, actionable customer data.
* Recurring Revenue: Subscription models are valued significantly higher than one-time
sales.
* Owner Independence: A business that can run without the founder is worth more.
Sources:
* Auxo Capital Advisors (2026): “How to Value a Business: Step-by-Step Guide”

* PwC (2026): “Global M&A Industry Trends”
* The Hartford: “Determining Your Business’s Market Value”

All that shows that there are many accepted ways to appraise a venture, but NWE chose
none. In fact, the only number they show for value is $0 and they do not substantiate that. Instead,
they chose to live in the past and ask the Commission to ignore present day reality, future contracts,
cash flows, and accept a self-serving narrative that market value is not achieved via an agreed to
price between a willing buyer and a willing seller. But rather established by a politically mandated
abandonment date and a bar to selling the asset for even $1.

In Commissioner Molnar’s discussions with industrial appraisers none found the market
value of $0 anything but laughable. None wish to be quoted for fear of political retaliation but all
said they would testify if subpoenaed.

The qualifier (first sentence after Market Value) in the examples above is virtually identical
to Montana’s definition of Market Value in Montana Code Annotated 15-8-111 (Exhibit A). (2)
(a) “Market value is the value at which property could change hands between a willing buyer and

a willing seller, neither being under any compulsion to buy or to sell and both having reasonable

knowledge of relevant facts.” Plainly PSE was under compulsion to not sell but rather to
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“abandon”. The State of Montana had to use a realistic, legal, example of “market value” and did
so properly placing that value at well over $100,000,000.

The relevant fact is that NorthWestern Energy was the last standing qualified entity capable
of receiving the Puget shares of the Colstrip Generating Plant because it could not be sold per
Washington State law as interpreted by the WUTC. And the Colstrip Owners Agreement granted
veto power over a transfer. Therefore, an asset-based approach (see above) was necessary to get
realistic market value. Which the Montana Department of Revenue did, and NorthWestern Energy
and Puget Sound and Energy should have presented to the Commission. (Exhibit B)

MCA 15-8-111 (2) (b) Plainly states that “If the department uses the cost approach as one
approximation of market value (emphasis added), the department shall fully consider reduction in
value caused by depreciation, whether through physical depreciation, functional obsolesce, or
economic obsolesce”. These are the same rationales given to FERC by the applicant, Puget Sound
and Energy, and Governor Gianforte but the definition of “depreciation” is different. FERC erred
when they accepted their story line instead of demanding facts based on an appraisal, with
NorthWestern having to provide the facts, not the Intervenors. In our original filing we clearly
demonstrated the inaccurate and self-serving nature of PSE’s historical rendition so shall not repeat
here.

Now we plead the established market value of PSE’s Colstrip holdings the day they
transferred to NWE from a factual and provable basis.

Montana Code Annotated 15-6-156 (2) (i) (a) (Exhibit A) in pertinent part shows that the
coal fired generation in question (2)(i)(a) is Class Thirteen Property and (4) shows the multiplier
to establish the tax bill to be determined at 6% of market value established by the Montana

Department of Revenue. The Commission’s own rules call for the establishment of market value
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with acquisition value to be a rebuttable presumption, not a replacement for proven market value.
Zero value is not common nor even logical. An easy rebut to the presumption would be an appraisal
based on “comparative sales”. This was never pursued though it would have established a
legitimate market value based on a willing buyer and a willing seller acting without compulsion.
No explanation as to “why not” is offered.

STATE’S LEGAL PROCESS

An email from Jonathan Rosling (Exhibit B), a utility appraiser for the Montana
Department of Revenue, indicates that the arguments shared with them, and eventually FERC,
regarding declining value were considered, and determinations made, in response to their
arguments. This was done during the assessments for Tax Year 2024. Assessments are made every
two years, so the 2024 market value assessment was used for the 2024 and 2025 tax bills though
the market for coal plants had increased per undisputed MEIC testimony, and the undisputed
testimony of the Independent Commissioners during the 2024 — 2025 timeline up to the day of
transfer and after.

The market value for PSE’s Colstrip holding established in 2024 including the plant and
pollution control equipment was $134,169,942 (Exhibit B). Because this is a two year cycle the
value on the day the plant and some environmental control equipment transferred to NorthWestern
Energy was $134,169,942. Puget and NorthWestern were only $134,169,942 off in their assertions
to FERC. Montana’s DoR market value determination was never appealed by PSE.

New numbers for the next assessment period are due March 31, 2026, the day after this
compressed deadline. We assume that NWE’s tax calculation for 2026 will not read Market Value
x 6% = Tax value $0 because the Colstrip Owners have veto power.

Because PSE negotiated their “declining value theory” with Mr. Rosling (Exhibit B) and

twice paid their tax bill since then the rebuttable presumption is that they were aware of this fact,
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decided to roll the dice, and withhold the facts from FERC to benefit NWE. NorthWestern Energy
is also centrally assessed, so knows that each such plant is taxed on Market Value after negotiation
with Mt. DoR. Crystal Lail, Chief Financial Officer of NWE, testified at a rate hearing mid 2025
that she had recently negotiated property tax determinations with the Mt. DoR. Facts do not
supplant facts. As to why NWE and PSE chose this high risk tactic remains a mystery. Perhaps a
fear of the WUTC motivated their actions. Perhaps not. But their motive is of zero value.

CREDIBILITY

This is standard practice for NorthWestern Energy and being used on FERC. Not only the
lack of transparency but using time compression as a weapon against a full investigation. In a
recent rate case they uniquely rolled in four other rate cases all to be determined in a 9-month time
frame (the average time frame for one is 14 months) so they could declare their own rate increase.
That rate case also took 14 months.

NWE is in a merger application with Black Hills Energy. The last merger application went
on for 14 months and was for less than $3B. Adjusted for inflation it was still under $4B. The
combined stock value of NWE and BHE in the current merger request is over $15B. The hearing
date is set for 6 months at the request of NWE and Black Hills Energy. During this time there have
been protests that NWE has refused to answer substantive questions and in other ways impeded
the process to not allow full and robust discovery very similar to the requests to abbreviate the
public comment period so questions on this docket could not be raised. We are all victims when

this happens. See (EXHIBIT C)

This exhibit, filed by Attorney Monica Tranel, a utility attorney formerly employed by the
Mt. PSC, is twenty one pages of alleged efforts by NWE and BHE to use time compression, refusal

to answer questions, or to falsely answer questions, to sabotage efforts to build a robust evidentiary
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base from which the Mt. Commission can raise questions during the hearing and then make an
informed decision. This certainly mirrors the tactics of NWE in this docket. Two weeks ago
Commissioner Molnar raised similar issues and Commissioner Pinocci voted with him to have a
public work session on the proper response to these concerns.

The Commission of course could not have known about the possible nexus between the
acquisition and the merger outlined in Tranel’s filings because NWE withheld it from you. Now

that these statements are public, I am sharing them with you. This goes straight to credibility.

When a quasi-judicial body receives unsworn testimony the first question is if the
testimony is contrived or accurate. Please review commentator’s statements made during this

investigation.

With one exception, none of them, to our knowledge, ever filed anything with FERC. Yet
all filed within two days of the deadline, in theory, nullifying any counter points from being
offered. All mis-stated the effects of the transfer ie attributing the benefits of the transaction to
residential customers when in fact the benefits all flow to NWE’s investors, and new large
customers. All asked FERC to shorten the period of comment for both intervenors and the public
though it is doubtful they even knew of this possibility, or would have condoned it, if not coached
to do so. All requested a January 1, 2026 retroactive acceptance date. Logic dictates the conclusion
that the public commentors (all politicians) were coached to get a second, unchallenged, bite at the
apple and skew the public comment record.

If indeed coached the commentors were all put at risk for any future campaigns having
stood for having the low cost energy reserved for a data center and not for residential rate payers.
The political blow back on this would haunt NWE for years yet is apparently considered worth it

for a plant of zero value.
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Property taxes have been a huge issue in Montana for the past decade. Rapidly
appreciating market values being multiplied by the tax rate, have forced people to pay taxes on
unrealized capital gains without corresponding increases in income. This has been the conversation
around every pot-bellied stove and pickle barrel in Montana. Were these elected officials oblivious
to the deception their letters caused? Or was this just harmless street theater laid on the
Commission?

Governor Gianforte also attributed the benefits of selling this super low-cost electricity to
data centers as somehow providing services to residential rate payers. To put a fine point on this
he also states that the transfer of this “zero value” holding is “consistent with the assets fully
depreciated value.

Governor Gianforte is a seasoned, pragmatic, successful, businessman and a renowned
philanthropist.

While serving in Congress he was rumored to be the wealthiest congressman. But he might
not know that the full depreciation was not a stranded cost because the plant had reached its
depreciation schedule end, or that it was old and beyond repair. Rather the depreciation schedule
had been bought down to avoid stranded costs to whoever acquired it through abandonment. The
“buy down” was done by Washington ratepayers. The zero dollar valuation is in response to a
political mandate, not a market variable.

Governor Gianforte realizes that if one of his companies buys a warehouse and his
accountants put it on a twenty-year depreciation schedule, at the end of the schedule, it will be
depreciated out. And the same accountant will advise to purchase another warehouse to enjoy the

tax advantages.
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If the properties around the warehouse have gone up in value, Governor Gianforte will sell
the warehouse for more than he paid for it. But if the property around his warehouse has dropped
in value and/or the building has fallen into disrepair the appraisal may cause him to sell for less
than he paid for the building and land twenty years before. An appraisal will show him and the
buyer the current market value. At no point in this example would Governor Gianforte claim the
warehouse is fully depreciated so it must be abandoned and transferred to a new owner in a zero-
dollar transaction.

Yet Governor Gianforte, perhaps with the best of intentions, and NorthWestern Energy,
guided by avarice and greed, and Puget Sound Energy trying to keep former Governor Inslee and
the Insleeites happy, have indeed misled the Commission.

Commissioners Molnar and Pinocci are both seasoned political veterans and recognize that
political pressure is common, but often with low yield results for the governed. The political
pressure brought in this case championed the dismissal of solid, normal, appraisal tactics. The
Commission must reject the political comments and, rather, rule based on facts and law.

FURTHER ECONOMIC VALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

The market value of the Colstrip plant, $115,214,707, more than satisfies the need to fill
out a 203 Form. And Mt. DoR included $18,955,235 in pollution control equipment for a total
value of $134,169,942. Other value additions are unnecessary but highlight the purposeful
undervaluation presented by NWE and PSE to FERC.

NWE’s response to the deficiency letter shows receiving 25% of the water shares of Castle
Rock Lake to cool the plant. Water is a key component in operating a steam plant. Montana does

not tax water rights, so a market value was not obtained from DoR records.
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A true industrial audit would have given the water shares a market value. In the high plains
prairie eco system, where the Colstrip Plant is located, the value of water is very high. Twenty-
five percent of this 150-acre lake is possibly more than the $10M in question, every year.

Mt. DoR valued only $18,955,235 in pollution control equipment. The tax burden on such
equipment ranges from $0 to 3% of the market value. Much of the equipment does not qualify for
special tax consideration because the Dept of Environmental Quality has not certified it. Despite
the bureaucratic morass, it has value. Though not included in the “first blush” answer the values
total, not including the $19M mentioned above, $106,391,441, found on Page 4 of 8. EXHIBIT
B

Also found on page 4 of 8 are two pipelines and supplies to accommodate the plant valued
at $4,910,730. And two small substations, valued at $3,912,509. We do not know if the substations
transferred because PSE did not willingly account for transferred items. They may have been used
in the operation of the plant and the transmission system NWE leased. Plainly, listing the market
value of the items transferred was not considered supportive of their story line resulting in $0 in
value.

In NWE’s response to the deficiency letter was a listing of real estate parcels located in
Colstrip, Mt. The Rosebud County Forsyth Field Office reports 182 locations in Colstrip, Mt listing
PSE as owner or co-owner of the properties along with other owner interests in the plant. Mt. DoR
recommended we contact the Field Office to get the valuations, and the Field Office told us to
Contact the Mt. DoR. They then both told us to contact the Montana Office of Public Records
Request. All messages sent through the portal have gone unanswered as of this sending. With the
abbreviated time available the Independent Commissioners cannot provide the market value.

Though certainly a great market value exists. NWE and PSE had a year to do this. Exhibit D
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The market value is clearly over $10M. The total overage is not important but the lack of

transparency and the failure to provide documentation is.

COAL EXECUTIVE ORDER

In response to your deficiency letter NWE claims that putting the former PSE generation
in their hands, with a CBRT, would help keep the plants open and generating. And NWE states
that this outcome supports the EO supporting the continued use of coal generated electricity.
Commissioners Molnar and Pinocci offer an alternative view point while supporting EO 14621.

First the generation in anyone’s hands would keep it open in our energy-starved nation.
Second, if NWE acted like an Independent Power Producer and sold the electricity to their
residential customers for $21 MWh they would keep the plant open and make better money than
their short term sales will generate, by 25%. Why did they opt to not do this?

With the 370 MWh rate based, as originally intended, and blended with current supplies,
Montanans would enjoy the lowest residential and commercial rates in the nation. This would
give Montanan’s, the Montana legislature, and the Montana Public Service Commission every
incentive to protect the asset and keep it operational even in the face of renewed federal burdens.
We proudly stand in support of President Trumps statement during the recent State of the Nation
address that Data Centers should provide their own energy. Your ruling is the exact opposite of
that national goal.

MORE ON CREDIBILITY

Compare the above sentiments of NWE to the historical antics of NorthWestern Energy,
with many of the current top corporate officers still seated at the table.

Shortly after claiming financial reserves capable of securing the needs of the people of

Montana to become Montana’s default provider for their service area they declared bankruptcy.

22




This was due in part to the multiple fraudulent activities they engaged in before becoming the
default provider. The allegations were upheld by the Securities and Exchange Commission.

While Montanans strained under the cost of keeping NWE afloat during the bankruptcy
court proceedings NorthWestern offered to sell the original Colstrip Unit 4 (CU4) to a private
buyer for $403M after having acquired it for $185 two years before. They offered to rate base it
for $403M so Montanans would not have to risk being in the day-ahead market for 5-7 years while
a new gas plant was built. Then rate-base that plant. We rate based. The prospective buyer went
bankrupt the following year.

Under the recent FERC ruling NWE residential customers would remain paying $70 MWh
from Colstrip Unit Four and the cost-based customers will be paying 425% less, at $16.30 per
MWh, for generation from the same plant. The Commissions recent decision is not balanced.

In the midst of bankruptcy NWE offered to transfer our transmission lines to an Australian
Equity firm (Babcock and Brown) so they could use them as collateral and Montanans would have
to pay the never-ending interest. Application denied. Babcock and Brown filed Chapter 11 the
following year. At about the same time NWE offered to sell off our hydro generation system
(Montanans still strained under the costs of keeping NWE afloat in the bankruptcy proceedings).
We rate based the hydro system under duress for an estimated $200M over appraised value (there
remains some dispute on the amount of the overage because so much information was
contradictory) and a 5% “carbon tax”...ON HYDRO!

As pointed out in the Monica Tranel’s 350 filing the income of the 370 MW’s may simply
be uploaded to the umbrella group if the merger is approved by the Montana PSC and your tariff

is allowed to stand.

23




Montana’s Independent Commissioners firmly re-state that the best chance to keep CU
3&4’s generation online is for the Montana Public Service Commission to hold the generation as
rate based so the people of Montana can enjoy the benefits and protect them instead from allowing
the generation to become just another piece in the corporate chess game being played by NWE.

ADDENDUM

The comments of the Montana Public Service Commission were not withdrawn due
“inaccuracies”. No such blemish exists. We attest that the points made on the need to file an
accurate Form 203 are solid and perhaps could have avoided this dust up overvaluation and tariff.

To that end we attach the original PSC filing as our own. Addendum Exhibit D

We note that in an unpublished, closed door, meeting between PSC leadership and NWE
Governmental Affairs officers staff present remember that part of the presentation by NWE asking
the PSC to withdraw their comments was that in the last year the valuation of coal plants had
moved upward and they were afraid that if the Jan 1, 2026 deadline was missed PSE might cancel
the abandonment and take the plant back to capitalize on the new market. I remember the same
facts presented by PSC leadership in our meeting on this subject. Of course it was not possible

under Washington law and precedent on this subject.

CROSS SUBSIDIZATION

Definition: Cross-subsidization is a pricing strategy where a company uses profits from
high-margin products or services to cover the costs or losses of another product, service, or
customer segment. It allows firms to set lower prices in one market to gain competitive advantage

or increase affordability while maintaining profitability overall.
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Mentioned in the FERC order II Filling (6) is that NWE has a contract for regulation
product for the sales of it’s 370 megawatts from Colstrip 3 and 4. We are not aware of such a
“contract”.

Monica Tranell of 350 Law mentions in her Emergency Motions to Stay that in an investors
meeting NWE stated that with the addition of the Yellowstone County Gas Station, and the 370
Puget megawatts, NWE would have enough energy to serve it’s new large customers.

The Yellowstone gas plant is a rate-based, multi purpose, plant and provides regulation
products for Montana rate payers. NWE has admitted that they only charge the FERC Rate for this
service, even for wind energy exported from Montana to Seattle by Puget Sound and Energy. FERC
Rate does not cover costs borne by rate payers to service the new plants construction costs. This is
referenced on P6 (13) of FERCs rendition of MEIC’s arguments. MEIC and the IC agree on this
point. MEIC’s definition of cross-subsidization was and is correct in this context.

Plainly this is an illegal cross subsidization of NWE’s wind contracts. For NWE to say they
will use this same rate-based plant, without authorization, to serve those receiving what should be
low cost megawatts serving Montana’s captive customers, and have those ratepayers provide the
plant for the regulation product, without compensation, is impermissible cross subsidization and a
back handed slap. This is in contradiction with Commission comments on P 16 (42).

If the Commission does not want to call this cross-subsidization perhaps we can settle on
Forced Investment Without Dividends.

COMPETITIVENESS

Allowing NWE to sell electricity below $17 per MWh out of CU4 to new wholesale
customers is a distinct disadvantage to those that would also want to sell electricity to the same

customers. Those receiving the same power from the same plant and paying $70MWh are not
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competitive in selling their products to their customers as their competitor’s would be in selling
those products with an energy cost of $16.30.

FERC’s precedents set in Order 2222, rejecting requests to sell excess capacity in the PIM
auction thus protecting rate payers long term, FERC Rule 1920, and many more recent FERC
rulings/interactions supporting competitive markets to ensure positive outcomes by protecting
competitive energy markets are laudable. The single outlier is your ruling on ER26-129-001 in
which NWE is allowed self-dealing by totally ignoring the responsibility to provide a single factual
market-based valuation based on precedent and law.

We repeat, market valuation is not $0 because you won the asset in a poker game, received
it in probate, arm wrestled for it, pistols at dawn, knives at night, or a Slap Jack Tournament. It is
decided by determination of who would buy/sell for how much without interference. Any federal
court will find the same.

RATE BASED

The generation in question was rate based and paid for by the residential customers of
Washington State. The buy down of the depreciated cost was done by the rate based customers of
Washington State. It was rate based and assumed to be so by the Mt. PSC until the Commission
took that away and gave a market based determination without a single fact being given.

Because this was a rate based generation, held by a regulated utility and transferred to
another regulated utility it remained rate based until the recent determination. This should happen
only after a full investigation. Even a cursory investigation did not happen.

RELIEF SOUGHT

The Independent Commissioners of Montana appreciate this opportunity to find a legal and

logical way forward without having to seek judicial review in the 9™ District. While we share the
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belief that such review would not smile on a claim of zero value supported by withheld documents,
we prefer to keep this in the hands of professional regulators voting based on law and fact.

We ask that FERC acknowledge the transfer of the former PSE Colstrip holdings in
recognition of the complexities (created by NWE’s squandering of a year’s time) in compliance
and allow the transfer of the generation as rate based with clear authority for the PSC to review
and act upon the contracts already penned.

Because the first ruling was affected by documents not offered to have a fact based
outcome, we ask that the Commission invoke FERC Rules of Practice and Procedure Part 385 and
sanction both NWE and PSE for failure to provide necessary documents and direct each to
contribute $5M to Montana’s Energy Share not recoverable in rates.

In the alternative we ask that the transfer be deemed probationary while allowing NWE 30
days to file a factual Form 203 with the commission that establishes a defensible market valuation
as of January 2, 2026. And we then ask that the generation be returned to rate based as it was
originally transferred and intended.

While we appreciate the invitation of the FERC Commissioners for the Montana
Commission to protect Montana ratepayers from the fallout of their decision, we prefer to grant
said ratepayers the blessings of the lowest cost, reliable energy in America, and the economic
opportunities it presents. And having that protected by the Montana Public Service Commission.

Finally, we ask that FERC mandate NWE to produce all documents concerning the
discussion on why their current retail customers should not get the $16.30 electricity but their new

customers should.
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Time spent in court to decide if the value of a generation plant that can produce the lowest
cost electricity in the nation is zero dollars, is better spent working together pursuing our energy
destiny according to law, fact and precedent.

JURISDICTION
The Montana Commission is not aware that the Commission has any information as to who

shall receive the 370 MW short term. But in NorthWestern’s Integrated Resource Plan filed with
the Montana Commission it appears that it will all go to a Data Center located in Broadview, Mt.
in two years time. With this in mind we uphold FERC’s authority rule on the transfer the PSE
holdings to NWE as this is plainly an interstate issue. The rest seems to be, or soon shall be,

intrastate, which is the purview of the Montana Commission.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Brad Molnar

Bob Molnar

Randall Pinocci

Montana Public Service Commission
[MPSC address]

[email Bob]

[email Randall]

Attorneys for Montana Public Service
Commission

Dated March 30, 2026
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this day served the forgoing document upon each person
designated on the official service list compelled by the Secretary in this proceeding in accordance

with Rule 2010 of the Practice and Procedure, 18 C.F.R. 385.1010.

Brad Molnar,
Montana Public Service Commission, District 2

Dated at Helena, Montana on this 30th day of March 2026

Dated this 30" day of March, 2026.
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EXHIBIT A
MONTANA TAX LAW
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EXHIBIT B
EMAIL COMMUNICATION WITH THE MT DEPT OF REVENUE
IN PERTINENT PART
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EXHIBIT C

EMERGENCY MOTION TO STAY INVOLVING THE NWE MERGER AS
COORDINATED WITH ER26-129-001
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EXHIBIT D
ADDENDIUM OF MT. PSC ORIGINAL FILING
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EXHIBIT E

REQUESTS TO THE MONTANA OFFICE OF PUBLIC RECORDS
REQUEST
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File Attachments for ltem:

3. Planning: Resolution - A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City Of Laurel, Montana
Authorizing The Mayor To Enter Into Negotiations For A Professional Services Agreement With
Interstate Engineering Related To Limited-Scope Planning Services.
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RESOLUTION NO. R26-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAUREL,
MONTANA AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO ENTER INTO NEGOTIATIONS
FOR A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH INTERSTATE
ENGINEERING RELATED TO LIMITED-SCOPE PLANNING SERVICES.

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel, Montana,

Section 1: Intent. The City of Laurel is in need of the professional services of a
limited-scope Planner to assist in compliance with Montana law, and specifically, related to
MLUPA.

Section 2: Approval. The City intends to enter into negotiations for a Professional
Services Agreement with Interstate Engineering related to limited-scope planning services to
assist in compliance with Montana law, and specifically, related to MLUPA, as Interstate
Engineering was the highest-rated applicant for the planning services.

Section 3: Execution. The Mayor is hereby given authority to enter into
negotiations for a professional services relationship with Interstate Engineering and thereafter
present a proposed Professional Services Agreement to City Council for consideration and
possible approval.

Introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council on the day of April, 2026, by
Council Member :

PASSED and APPROVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel the day of
April, 2026.

APPROVED by the Mayor the day of April, 2026.

CITY OF LAUREL

Dave Waggoner, Mayor

ATTEST:

Kelly Strecker, Clerk-Treasurer

R26- Approve Negotiations for Professional Services Agreement with Interstate Engineering
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Michele L. Braukmann, Civil City Attorney

R26- Approve Negotiations for Professional Services Agreement with Interstate Engineering
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LUPA Planner

RFP Scoring Criteria
Date: _32 az‘ {éﬁtﬁ
i

7 Maximum
Criteria -7 Points
1 Project undersanding and approach 20
2 Qualifications and relevant experience 25
3 Community and engagement strategy 20
4 Recent and current work with the city 20
5 Capability to meet timeline 10
6 References and past performance 5
100
| * 3 4 s ¢
Firm:  [PATER. [Smadisy [S0) | dayzvgk onveP [ofD ]
Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Criteria Points Points Paints Paints Points Points

1 Project undersanding and approach 20 20 4 /5 24 )4 {17
2 Qualifications and relevant experience 25 a3 P 27> 717 f? = 0
3 Community and engagement strategy 20 12 ;‘,‘2 1A 17 {7 I
4 Recent and current work with the city 20 I/ r/ & g 3 -3
5 Capability to meet timeline 10 _},@ 8 7 b I3 j
6 References and past performance 5 i 3 4 A

Total: A 69 Lo YN 5’3{

Reviewer Name: * /| Hgmps 'U’é)ﬁﬂ Ak

Reviewer Signature:
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Date:

Criteria
1

VR wN

Criteria
1

DB wWwN

LUPA Planner
RFP Scoring Critpria

Project undersanding and approach
Qualifications and relevant experience
Community and engagement strategy
Recent and current work with the city
Capability to meet timeline
References and past performance

Project undersanding and approach
Qualifications and relevant experience
Community and engagement strategy
Recent and current work with the city
Capability to meet timeline
References and past performance

Maximum
Points
20
25
20
20
10
5
100
! v 4 2 & J
Firm: STARHLEL | SC D
Awarded Awarde Awarded Awarded  Awarded Awarded
Points Points Points Points Points Points
20 20 /9 /5 /7 F i A /%
25 24 20 zi 21 21 21
20 /9 iq ac J 4 Seo 2o
20 il /3 5 Y, 7 2
10 /0 i 8 & b 3
5 4/ 3 “ b 3 3
Total: 88 8, 73 74 7 i 7 @

Reviewer Name:( 1 AR A. Klee= sk

Reviewer Signature: Q\M&&M( =1 ﬁéa;(/én
T
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LUPA Planner

RFP Scoring Criteria
Date: Z#IZ, Z[Zg o

Criteria
1 Project undersanding and approach
2 Qualifications and relevant experience
3 Community and engagement strategy
4 Recent and current work with the city
5 Capability to meet timeline
6 References and past performance
Criteria
1 Project undersanding and approach
P Qualifications and relevant experience
3 Community and engagement strategy
4 Recent and current work with the city
5 Capability to meet timeline
6 References and past performance

Maximum
Points
20
25
20
20
10
5

—_—

100

|

—

4

Firm: | TaTErsr | gadiey | SC\

[doo [Tl DuwesP [OpD. |

Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded  Awarded Awarded

Points Points Points Points Points Points
20 9 ¥ I - 7
25 Z> Z[ pd =) Z22- e By 20
20 20 Zo 20 20 ol 20
20 T2 Z e (> = /o)
10 o) 3 ) T 9
5 4 <+ o7 _%’

Total: X7 *gt:} -7; RO 7'?1

Pe—
Reviewer Name: {TZPET SAANEPern]

Reviewer Signature;
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LUPA Planner
RFP Scoring Criteria

Date:

Criteria

1

A s WwN

Criteria
1

[sp RO L B R TV S

L f<=2 ¢

Project undersanding and approach
Qualifications and relevant experience
Community and engagement strategy
Recent and current work with the city
Capability to meet timeline
References and past performance

Project undersanding and approach
Qualifications and relevant experience
Community and engagement strategy
Recent and current work with the city
Capability to meet timeline
References and past performance

Reviewer Name:

R ,\‘,‘B&w n-e/

Maximum
Points
20
25
20
20
10 J&fw
5 M
100 ﬁ‘}
@ @41‘/ (D Pt A ®
frm: | Zazershl | STaiky, | sccr J!f--y_'[gﬁt] owk e | 0fD |
Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarde Awarded Awarded
Points Points Points Points Points Points
20 75 7. 20 2.0 29 20
25 20 ’e rs 29 200 L
20 /5 L0 /18 /0 /5 20
20 /0 /0 Vi) V(®] 5 s
10 O 0 /0 yiv -1 /0
5 5 5 5 < 3 s
Total: 25 ¢ 9 25 ¢8 §s

Reviewer Signature: m/\
L L4
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CITY HALL °
Lis . 15T City Of L 1
PLANNING: 628-4796 l aure
WATER OFC.: 628-7431

COURT: 628-1964 P.O. Box 10
FAX 628-2241 Laurel, Montana 59044

Laurel — Yellowstone City
County Planning Board
DATE: April 15,2026
TO:  Laurel Mayor and City Council
FROM: Laurel — Yellowstone City County Planning Board

Mayor and City Council:

The Laurel — Yellowstone City County Planning Board has reviewed the responses to the Laurel Montana
Land Use Planning Act (MLPUA) Request for Proposals to provide Planning Services related to
compliance with the MLUPA Act.

We received responses from six (6) very well qualified firms and upon review, it is the Recommendation
of the Laurel — Yellowstone City County Planning Board that the City enter contract negotiations with
Interstate Engineering as they are the most qualified firm in the opinion of the Planning Board.

Further, we request that this matter be scheduled for the City Council Workshop meeting on April 21,
2026, and for action on April 28, 2026, City Council Agendas. The Planning Board will ensure that a
representative of the Planning Board is in attendance to answer any questions.

Respectfully,

7@4&&4%/4 e b

Richard Klose, President
Laurel — Yellowstone City County Planning Board
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File Attachments for ltem:

4. Public Works: Resolution - A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City Of Laurel,
Montana Authorizing The Mayor To Enter Into Negotiations For A Master Services Agreement
With Morrison Maierle Related To Engineering Services.
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RESOLUTION NO. R26-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAUREL,
MONTANA AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO ENTER INTO NEGOTIATIONS
FOR A MASTER SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH MORRISON MAIERLE
RELATED TO ENGINEERING SERVICES.

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel, Montana,

Section 1: Intent. The City of Laurel is in need of the professional services of an
Engineering Firm to assist in assessment and engineering services for the City.

Section 2: Approval. The City intends to enter into negotiations for a Master
Services Agreement with Morrison Maierle related to engineering services, as Morrison
Maierle was the highest-rated applicant for the engineering services.

Section 3: Execution. The Mayor is hereby given authority to enter into
negotiations for a Master Services Agreement with Morrison Maierle and thereafter present a
proposed Master Services Agreement to City Council for consideration and possible approval.

Introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council on the day of April, 2026, by
Council Member :

PASSED and APPROVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel the day of
April, 2026.

APPROVED by the Mayor the day of April, 2026.

CITY OF LAUREL

Dave Waggoner, Mayor

ATTEST:

Kelly Strecker, Clerk-Treasurer

R26- Approve Negotiations for Master Services Agreement with Morrison Maierle
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Michele L. Braukmann, Civil City Attorney

R26- Approve Negotiations for Master Services Agreement with Morrison Maierle
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EMSA - Master Engineering
RFP Scoring Criteria

Date:

Criteria
1

~N U BwWw N

Criteria
1

N oOnm s W N

Reviewer Signature:

ReviewerName: A 1A/

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview

Recent and Current wark with the city

Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

Maximum

Points

20

20

20

15

10
5

10

100 H’w -ﬁ%\@

Firm: | Outsource | M-M | sDIArch | GRTWST [ AE2S [ INTSTATE |

Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Points Points Points Points Points Points

20 1! 20 ¥l 19 T 4 20
20 17 19 17 19 17 1%
20 /10 19 1l ¥ i 19
15 e 15 10 14 12 14
10 3 10 ) 3 ) =
5 / 5 / 5 / 5
10 &' J15) (p Zz T q

Totah: | 5Q 92 | =3 | 2] 75 |4y
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EMSA - Master Engineering

RFP Scoring Criteria
Date:
Criteria

1 General Experience and qualification of the Firm
2 Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
3 References Municiapalities served via MSA
4 Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview
5 Recent and Current work with the city
6 Location of Firm's Hedquarters
7 Effective and efficient services

Criteria
1 General Experience and qualification of the Firm
2 Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
3 References Municiapalities served via MSA
4 Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview
5 Recent and Current work with the city
6 Location of Firm's Hedquarters
7 Effective and efficient services

Reviewer Name:

Maximum

Points

20

20

20

15

10

5

10

100 [7 V\@

o,

Firm: | STAHLY [ kU | TRIPTREE| wwcC | IMEG | ]
Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Points Points Points Points Points Points

20 1% 19 19 177 17

20 K | 19 19 /7 g

20 1S 1 ¥ 19 117 1 §

15 1< [ 14 /2 /2

10 = g - of e

5 S = ) = >

10 S 4 3 7 s
2 91 Zi 771 KO

Reviewer Signature:

L
L
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EMSA - Master Engineering

RFP Scoring Criteria
Date: 225@?_0215
Maximum
Criteria Points

1 General Experience and qualification of the Firm 20
2 Experience and Qualifications Key Staff 20
3 References Municiapalities served via MSA 20
4 Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview 15
5 Recent and Current work with the city 10
6 Location of Firm's Hedquarters 5
7 Effective and efficient services 10

100

Firm: | Outsource | M-M | sSDIArch | GRTWST | AE2s | INTSTATE |
Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded  Awarded Awarded
Criteria Points Points Points Points Points Points
1 General Experience and qualification of the Firm 20 /7 /7 s /3
2 Experience and Qualifications Key Staff 20 [6 19 /3 [I/
3 References Municiapalities served via MSA 20 (& e d [ré, /2
4 Compliance with RFP and 50Q overview 15 /3 /3 12 1o
5 Recent and Current work with the city 10 = n ! {
6 Location of Firm's Hedquarters 5 5 E3 5 vd
7 Effective and efficient services 10 i E3 4 é
Total: Rl 7R 21 §0
Reviewer Name: i
' 7

_—
Reviewer Signature;




EMSA - Master Engineering
RFP Scoring Criteria

Date:

Criteria
1

~N v kR W

Criteria
1

~N ok W

G/ Aelb

General Experience and gualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedguarters

Effective and efficient services

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

Maximum

Points

20

20

20

15

10

5

10

100

Firm: | staHy | ku [ TRPTREE [ wwc | IMEG |

Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Points Points Points Points Points Points

20 /& A [ 'y &4

20 /S (6 Vi d /5" 1y

20 L& /a8 12 /6 s

15 /3 Pk o 2 lo

10 2 7 6 { [

5 5 5 2 d L

10 A 6 6 7 5
Total: |_nq | 78 6 69 67

Reviewer Name: MW

Reviewer Signature:

14 y
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EMSA - Master Engineering
RFP Scoring Criteria

Date:

Criteria
1

~N o s W

Criteria
1

~N o BN

Reviewer Name:

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and 50Q overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedgquarters

Effective and efficient services

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and 50Q overview

Recent and Current work with the city
Location of Firm's Hedquarters
Effective and efficient services

Maximum

Points

20

20

20

15

10

10 ~TU g

100 Q/‘iu*\” = A

i
Firm: [ Outsource | M-M [ SDIArch | GRTAWST | AE2S [ INTSTATE |
Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Points Points Points Points Points Points

20 ] 7 : 17 1 /0. [ 74
20 I 17 | ¥ 179 LS
20 | } 8 /7 [ (o (73
15 / /& [ < 7

10 T 4 O |3
5 i S 5 & 5
10 ! X | X i <
Total: < ‘ ’gé,

-....\S

%)
13

LA il

Reviewer Signature: % /
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EMSA - Master Engineering

RFP Scoring Criteria
Date:
Criteria
1 General Experience and qualification of the Firm
2 Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
3 References Municiapalities served via MSA
4 Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview
5 Recent and Current work with the city
6 ‘Location of Firm's Hedquarters
7 " Effective and efficient services
Criteria
1 General Experience and qualification of the Firm
2 Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
3 References Municiapalities served via MSA
4 Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview
5 Recent and Current work with the city
6 Location of Firm's Hedquarters
7

Maximum
Points
20
20
20
15
10
5
10
100
K 4
Firm: [ sTAHLY [ AU [ TRIPTREE | wwC | IMEG | ]
Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Points Points Pgints Points Points Points
20 /% | (o ra- [ /2 [ &
20 [ [ Lo . | ra /3
20 [ V] 21, /& el
15 L/ [ 4 F =S [ 2
10 oL 5 = ) =)
5 5 s > < £
10 5 & it Z A
Total: 71 BL{' & ‘-i}' .5 L

Effective and efficient services
Reviewer Name: /% ﬁ./b
/ U

[ W
Reviewer Signature:

53




EMSA - Master Engineering
RFP Scoring Criteria

Date:

Criteria
1

~N O e W

Criteria
1

~N W

Reviewer Signature: A_
P

Reviewer Name:

Hod )

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and S0Q overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and 50Q overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

Maximum

Points

20

20

20

15

10

5

10

100

Firm: | STAHLY | KU | TRIPIREE | WWC [ IMEG |

Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Paints Points Paints Points Points Points

20 (7 J72] T 17 i

0 Vo Lo IC: =] J5

20 (B 13 TS Lio o

15 13 | % (2 {) s

10 { 3 G 1) z

s [ - 5 4

10 2 . 7 i 7z
Total: | 777 /g7 ) | IR 2z -l

i 4 (L= I —

e Ubhdo "

™

el
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EMSA - Master Engineering
RFP Scoring Criteria

Date:

Criteria
1

~N o ;s WwN

Criteria
1

SN aon bR W

-2

General Experience and qualification of the Firm

Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and 50Q overview
Recent and Current work with the city
Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

General Experience and qualification of the Firm

Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview
Recent and Current work with the city
Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

Maximum
Points
20
20
20
15
10
5
10
100
Firm: [ Outsource | M-M | sDIiArch [ GRTWsT | AE2s [ INTSTATE |
Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Points Points Points Points Points Points
20 [z 14 jo (4 17 T
20 12 14 Lz 18 7 LD
20 s 14 B %) 7 li2
15 <" J: - I 13 \ 2
0 [ 7 1o 2| 2 7
5 4 5 o il Y 4
10 g 1= 2 o y
Total: | g Gp) U /%75 YRp) Tk
v S i

Reviewer Name: %#‘4/}-;“1‘/"‘
iy |

Reviewer Signature: /. /
P N

"
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EMSA - Master Engineering
RFP Scoring Criteria

Date:

Criteria
1

~N 0OV s W

Criteria
1

~N o n s wN

3-8-Ab

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and 50Q overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

Maximum
Points
20
20
20
15
10
S
10
100
Firm: | Outsource | MM __| SDIArch | GRTWST |__AE2s | INTSTATE |
Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Points Points Points Points Points Points
0 [T /5 z [T ] ]7 177
2 Z 15 Z /g' (Y 74
20 7 9 g / 7 /¥y
15 ) i3 ? /3 /3 3
10 0 G Vi 7 ) o
5 g 5 ) iz 5 &
10 A T~ A J b
Total: | AD (7 ) | AD /‘Z?)*x 9% 77

Reviewer Name: /yf/y&c-,wé,/%
::;?’L/ -

-

g . ) / = ,»"f)t“j_i_,__f-
Reviewer Signature: e
L &

T —
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EMSA - Master Engineering
RFP Scoring Criteria

Date:

Criteria

s~ N B W m

Criteria

~N Oy Bw N

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

Reviewer Name:

Maximum
Points
20
20
20
15
10
5
10
100
Firm: [ STAHLY | KU | TRIP TREE | IMEG
Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Points Points Points Points
20 181 I3 /5 /¥
20 /5 /4 /Y /Y P
| 22 /7 Vv ] B
15 /3 75 P /3 P
s 94 [
5 Lt : 5
10 £ P R/ b4
Total: B7) 1/29) 1 77 vé

Reviewer Signature:

29

-
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EMSA - Master Engineering
RFP Scoring Criteria

Date: #{g{ﬂ

Criteria
1 General Experience and qualification of the Firm
2 Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
3 References Municiapalities served via MSA
4 Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview
5 Recent and Current work with the city
6 Location of Firm's Hedquarters
7 Effective and efficient services

Criteria
1 General Experience and qualification of the Firm
2 Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
3 References Municiapalities served via MSA
4 Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview
5 Recent and Current work with the city
6 Location of Firm's Hedquarters
7 Effective and efficient services

Maximum

Points

20

20

20

15

10
5

10

100

Firm: | STAHLY | kU [ TRIPTREE [ wwC | IMEG |

Awarded  Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Points Points Points Points Points Points

20 ii i7 > i G

20 13 1 1, 13 [ 2

20 7, Ly il L 1 ¥

15 Iy 3 L 1 L)

> G 4 3 e G
5 4 4 2 % b

10 7 . o 3 3

Total: IR VAED, 245 Yy G

Reviewer Name:  JU/S24 é",ffr

Reviewer Signature:
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EMSA - Master Engineering
RFP Scoring Criteria

Date:

Criteria
1

~N O R WN

Criteria

~N O U R W N

Reviewer Signature:

Reviewer Name:

74929

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and SOQ overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

General Experience and qualification of the Firm
Experience and Qualifications Key Staff
References Municiapalities served via MSA
Compliance with RFP and S0Q overview

Recent and Current work with the city

Location of Firm's Hedquarters

Effective and efficient services

Maximum
Points
20
20
20
15
10
5
10
100
Firm: [ Outsource [ M-M__ | SDIArch | GRTWST | AE2S | INTSTATE |
Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Points Paints Points Points Points Points
20 fo 1% 3 i1 12 1
20 1 7 Y 1% 17 i€
20 i 17 3 ig L7 i$
15 & 13 i 13 ¥ Y
10 o S5 ¢4 9 i A
5 p ;i- | o V.,( =3
10 G 3 ; v i
Total: o | 7&? 41 54 7:’% 71
— L_;/ |

Jvsiio—Frkpr
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Laurel Engineering Selection MT‘I‘/W
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member w

Fim: _Wome220 Wi o e

Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points

Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score 27 out of 30
Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laure! funding and limitations,
\ Undexstanding of identified projects and future projects,
' Project\Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
ow they might prioritize project components.
Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

(Two minutes for response) Score out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) Score i out of 10

O Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
#d

with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

/ %{, Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score t D out of 10

Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) ' Score /| 2 out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score j out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score C:‘i_ out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and

ideas?
Total Score: q/out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member jﬂ(.ﬂ Hd(@
MM

Firm:

Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points

Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score_ 29 outof30
Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laure! Public Works,
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
e How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score <7 out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

CotterTfrom Laure - Connected #amiky 1 Frbndls
K- ¥elatiorships v help out communtly

Question 2: {Three minutes for response) Score 7 out of 10

Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience

with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks, How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Ground up helping Community | modeled/ Comple ¥ Systems pumps (it statons [ 9002 F (annig)

lurrent (onstruchon Of fank i Lockwood- fype of work we de j Mot brerspend o/ farx

Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score 9 outof10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?
Kurts - phimanr '
lofrer v Tyler = (2ads
Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score 9  outofl0

How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?
mvﬁalc issue wll] address tieir (xsus (¥ overstght
Colfa

berate Ftvong in hﬂmﬂdv jurpnse {sSues £P£:4- !'n-é(e!a/' Mrflyak hetore

Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score g out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transpaortation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?
Cohnection with MDT/ everyone o Same poge l"ﬂ?Mchnfs) WOFE wf BNSF 1o

Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score 3’ out of 10

What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of

Laucel fulihy plan WpdOks

Grop fvcused on wask Waiter -‘refro-/;}‘h;j based on new regou‘mmﬁ
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Question 7: {Four minutes for response) Score 2 out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

INpit < a,& n
ﬁsﬁrﬁ 7o Solufions Total Score: i / out of 100
feedback from tontectors

Wwhat went well what chelnt
2D Wodtling 40 “waaly qus b
1o et Yo weet 0eeds

@1‘%(?\‘(.’\1&:&
winker {rojter
~eyettd dive in

Traly tomived o Oustomer Sexvie 3 velgtonches
Trsled 0duier

CﬁWA dﬂﬁﬂ ) ?f,ople,

1L \otakons in Wr - 2025 people in Billewga
o W
D 0K WA
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Laurel Engineering Selection
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member
Firm: Morrisen & Mase le

Interview Format: 30 minutes tota!, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points

Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score _RY out of 30
Scare based on:
Understanding of City of Laure! funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
Overall fit and comfort level ta meet the needs of the City,
» How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response} Score __ & out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) Score 8 out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score_ [O out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project ar will it be someone else?

Question 4: (Three minutes for response} Score 8 out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: (Three minutes for response} Score 9 out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score 7 out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel
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Question 7; {Four minutes for respanse) Score 8 out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often
talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly

communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

o\

o

Total Score: 80 out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection W
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member \%a ﬁnty
Firm: _ Mprrison  Meerkt

Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points

Presentation: {10 minutes limit) Score olé out of 30
Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laure! funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
« How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score D outof 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: {Three minutes for response) Score & out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score 25 out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score E out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: {Three minutes for response) Score 8 out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon 6:  {Three minutes for response Score 8 out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laure!
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score CI out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

tatk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does yaur campany ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the graound” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

@
Total Score: 8 % out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member /7P 4({(;5#&9;/"

Firm: _sag M
Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points
Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score a5 out of 30

Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laure! funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
Qverali fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
s How they might prioritize project components.
o Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: {Two minutes for response) Score 3 out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to cur community.
How will this understanding of Laure! benefit our projects?

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) Score i out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: {Two minutes for response) Score j out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score ﬂ 3 out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a prablem in the design or construction?

Question 5: {Three minutes for response) Score i out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score cj out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laure! '
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Question 7. {Four minutes for response) Score 9 out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure yaur
project engineering accommodates the day t¢ day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and

ideas?
Total Score: S 5 out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection + rk' J

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member )tm/ Ma o
Firm: A1 & pL

Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A

100 total possible points

Presentation: (10 minutes limit) 360 %f?*‘jﬂ‘r’a Score i out of 30

Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations, ‘/
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works, —
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
* How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding? ol

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score 8 out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) score /O outof10
Please elaborate on your or your firm's experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

FO P70 —~ L.oc«éu/woe,

Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score L0 out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

%aﬂza D&S“')v\ ELP’J’“

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score i out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

R

Question 5: (Three minutes for response} Score C? out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on

Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and generalstreet. maintenance?
Whaler G- Vol S roa ik, 52 P g;fUé'F

Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score ?{ out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score i out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly

communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

O(P"-’“ff'anwl Ajée.ﬂ_ajs Total Score: q & out of 100

g Mo k. D Zudrdyrss
"’7:.* j‘é,j ’4 r/ 4 r.SNJS
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Laurel Engineering Selection + J
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member Kﬁ.r quk"—g&“
Firm: G et W

Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points

1do gﬂa?[‘-“ 2
Presentation: (10 minutes limit) ?thg 7 o Score 2 out of 30

Score based on:

Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,

Understanding of identified projects and future projects,

Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,

Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City, ,
e How they might prioritize project components. vt teons *'W
¢ Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score 8 out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) Score Eé out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you

help guide us throug %g%ﬂwing and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score [C } out of 10
you the presinter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

,5 [[ina OSEiae

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score 2 out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score 3 out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?
PorT GreF
Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score 9 out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of

Laurel ESU g( 5 ;7‘_47#_# ‘fq.&-"\
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score 25 out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

thabDutadmconnectbenweenengneenngandfuncﬁon.Hourdoesyourcompanyenmneyour
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and

ideas?
Total Score: 6 [ out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member %’IT/ZJ’)WL/
Firm: j "t/
Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A

100 total possible points

Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score Z ﬁ out of 30
Score based on:

} (\l\ Understanding of City of Laure! funding and limitations,

Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,

@#QJ Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,

e How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score 5 out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) Score ;5 out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score fz out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

%
Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score !D out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel
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Question 7: (Four minutes for resbonse) Score out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and

ideas?
Total Score; {j ] out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member{_@é{&ﬂg;}i
i

Firm:  Ovea Wes

Interview Farmat: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points

Presentation: (10 minutes fimit) Score /7 outof30
Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Warks,
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
s How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score _ % out of 10
Tell us what you iike about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: (Three minutes for response} Score 8 out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score __to  outofl0
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someane else?

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score __ & out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a prablem in the design or construction?

Question 5: (Three minutes for response} Score 8 out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon 6:  {Three minutes for response Score 7 out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
taure!
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score 2 out of 10
fn the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

Total Scare: 7 3 out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member ,ﬁdzﬂac}mg

Firm: C-‘}reaz‘ west

Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points

Presentation: {10 minutes limit) Score A out of 30
Score based on;
onle ﬂw Shep Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
w/Speu'aéﬂvds Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Fundiing cg Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
503 millen in Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
3ra.w‘0a s How they might prioritize project components. -
cﬂ{byng/ e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?
interupt L
Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score 7 out of 10

Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.

How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?
¢ “footbal
8- smaM Communi relotionships
L« fod Billings- swaall « Wwo neignleor is
Question 2: hree minutes for response) Score g out of 10

Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
_W

help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.
£+ whedhouss .  amibiow v)s

L - Similéar project in Powell) pressure Zones, Cody pryec i, waler mm&ﬁhf
Question 3:  (Two minutes for response) Score__ §  outof10

Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?
L wawn Condact - Lhad tubking
4

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score 2 out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

: ~ Vesked bui Know pot perdect _
g: fl?ri‘funiue - womt f:f‘feaf- P Lothnwood Ave - a::{)asf on 'f/g

Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score 8 out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Wment of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

b desghated Tor Grovp = Cumbersonte

Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response score ¥ out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel

Lvro&ﬂ.nwu@( n groi
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score P out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your campany ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?
L ?14 fhere ie Odlonnact
have o fedk b boo’s
brosrshrm = goluhon
Cam# (gawe boots Yacwin ouf of

Qonvy
Learn Hrom workers

Knepw Sy.s:k:mﬂ-

[ “Try* and mwolve ‘G:‘l,,

put we're humon
Lanre! 5 WJ#J more ;Jmn o thers

Say4
8- a”rugz,h with Common Serse
doesni need %o be Complar.

Total Score: 7b out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Memberw;gac

Firm: Greels Weskt

Interview Format: 30 minutes tatal, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible paints

Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score '3.5- out of 30
Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
» How they might prioritize project components.
o Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ahility to secure grant funding?

Question 1: {Two minutes for response) Score ﬁ out of 10
Tell us what you like apaut Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: {Three minutes for response) Score EI out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Ywo minutes for response} Score _51 out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone eise?

Question 4. (Three minutes for response) Score 7 out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: {Three minutes for response) Score 8 out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Mantana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon 6:  {Three minutes for response Score I\Z out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel
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Question 7: (Four minutes for respanse) Score 2 out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function, How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

Total Score: &2 out of 100
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Laure{ Engineering Selection %w m #
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee " “ "‘7

embe )
Firm: M West

interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points

b
Presentation: ({10 minutes limit) Score ﬂ% out of 30
Score based on: K .
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and iimitations, 17 '16
Understanding of identified projects and future projects, C’-’ 30
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works, 32
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City, ﬁ

* How they might prioritize project components.
* Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: {Two minutes for response) Score 8 out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurei benefit our projects?

Question 2: {Three minutes for response) Score 8 out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system preojects.

Question 3: {Two minutes for response) Score Ogg out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: {Three minutes for response) Score 9) out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: {Three minutes for response) Score G out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon 6 {Three minutes for response Score q out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laure!
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score ? out of 10
in the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often
talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you witlingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen {o their viewpoints and
ideas?

Total Score: %w out of 100

q0
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Laurel Engineering Selection

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member joJr ﬂdd(ﬂ{
Firm: AE2S ¥
Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A

100 total possible points

Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score Qb out of 30
Score based on:

&bﬁ)\ Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
\p’ Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
\ w Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
S@t’ Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
W#’ w\w‘"} e How they might prioritize project components. —ﬂW-
v L W ol e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding? 2 b0 Sf“ﬂd
‘\'P\\lh“x UQ —_—
"3‘”“' ) Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score % out of 10
‘,b' \ Tell us what you like about Laure| and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
\P“‘ Q\"‘\ How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

e Nives e, %-.*‘h WY Lnoew Lawre\
D local I ofrenk ot pecy
Question 2:  (Three minutes for response) Score MO outof10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
. i ete—, .
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

D~ wndessiandw base\ne = dank s = Monen .~ Get .Somﬂ’mhg done - shreieh Yhe collor
phastal epproach Show pmanzss ca&nead/v)
Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score /0 out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, aE’Eu_a'uIy running the project or will it be someone elsg?

gen- hie e O wo-

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score f out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or constructiop_’.f

We're 50044 net Perfcot ~ otk Screen S5k

blon mystakes ¢ Fight ressurces
Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score ’ Z out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Wn

Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?
—_.,_,___-—-—'_'_—

i -,
(vt Sivng- Mang projecsS
Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score /0 out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of

Laurel  Mechamia] Prealment b 1) « Call FEkrences
N }Lcﬂ-'l—m:a 4104,« ZL&Z:; %P %Tk&ffﬁc:j s .
et wpgrade A Uvingelon it bugig it initg
fesigh aourd 8P Hous (fawre)
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score l& out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly

communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

Hands on Pﬁ:f
.0

belame aror Total Score: 90 out of 100
4 ran prirf\xcip' (3m)
Stadf s olone work
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taurel Engineering Selection

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Commnt:a ember "ﬂq@i‘“ %/ém;‘/
Firm:

Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A

100 total possible points

Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score %‘5 out of 30
Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations, , A
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works, 7
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City, @{
+ How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: {Two minutes for response) Score 2 out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: (Three minutes for response} 5 M '.) Score 9 out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: {Two minutes for response}) Score 6 out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score 9 out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score @ out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score q out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score E out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

Total Score: out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member //P Adern 445 .
Firm: A4F25

interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points

Presentation: ({10 minutes limit) Score 35 out of 30
Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
Overali fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
+ How they might prioritize project components.
¢ Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score 4 out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laure! benefit our projects?

Question 2:  (Three minutes for respanse) Score A out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’'s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: {Two minutes for response) Score __ 4 out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: {Three minutes for response) score 9 out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: {Three minutes for response) Score 5 out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation an
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon 6. (Three minutes for response Score C! out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel
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Question 7: {Four minutes for response) Score ﬂ out of 10
in the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommeodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and

ideas?
Total Score: i; & out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection ,
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member M‘ﬁ/ LJ%;/L ,/—’

Firm: 4 z ; §

Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points 2_0{

Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score %_ out of 30
Score based on:

Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,

Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,

y *V"7
4ﬁ(§. Understanding of identified projects and future projects,

447

Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
¢ How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score f Z out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) Score /D out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Two minutes for respanse) Score EE out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Scare g) out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

/(Eluestion 5: (Three minutes for response) Score 2 _outof10

What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on

Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?
%

LY
S
ﬂ Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score Q out of 10

What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently"used by the City of
Laurel

e
U
- VA 1/
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

Total Score: oyt of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection /
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member M 1'3“‘3/

Firm: AELS f
Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A

108 total possible points

Presentation: {10 minutes limit) Score ﬁ 2/ outof 30
Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Pulblic Works,
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
* How they might prioritize project components.
s Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ahility to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score 5 out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: {Three minutes for response) Score E‘ out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm's experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Two minutes for response} Score __ {0 outofi0
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: {Three minutes for response) Score 7 out of 10
. How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: {Three minutes for response) Score 'Z out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon & (Three minutes for response Score % out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel
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Question 7: {Four minutes for response) Score 8 out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

Total Score: 7é out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection /
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member /Cu‘{' Mr_i‘ ‘fwz‘o 2
[
Firm: Af'\ 3
=
Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points
C;—S— & ‘1“5
Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score 2 2 out of 30

Score based on:
- Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
— Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
— Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
— Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
* How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding? 93

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score " 2 out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects? C’,l,c,_. Me,‘f@-rv
RE . Pl e  hosasrt]

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) Score (lf) out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

I"fa'h-‘? -~ Pl ot a,&aﬁh-,,,c_b

Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score |9 outof10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?
Do/ &
¥ DTN S ,
Question 4: ’ {Three minutes for response) Score E, out of 10

How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?
gi!/:ruﬁ );;Lr’llq/dltz.

Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score G out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?
Bocel Sar Roliug B Foreh
Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score /O out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of

Laurel wﬁc‘g u/ci.)ﬂ@,f 8M5F -
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score E out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

_‘ s, WHRTY
];Zi ) G Cotrd Totascore:_ 8] outor100
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{aurel Engineering Selection /’/ “
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member LIDM enny/

Firm: KL'S /
Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible paints
Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score € out of 30

Score hased on:
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
s How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score E out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurei and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laure! henefit our projects?

Question 2; (Three minutes for response) Score 8 out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score i out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score 2 out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: {Three minutes for response) Score 6 out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Cluestivon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score 6 out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel
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Question 7: {Four minutes for response) Score 'Z out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly

communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

Total Score: 68 out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member !
Firm: K LI - Q‘ym v Mark
Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A

100 total possible points

Presentation: {10 minutes limit) Score E out of 30
Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
s How they might pricritize project components.
. mr outside funding and their ability to secure gran@

Question 1; (Two minutes for response) Score C? out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects? kme e of Sysfems

Staff - relabianships o M’S
-5malif'own:a.dvacark t+ steword bMﬁXI/W NS frav

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) Score 8 out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.
R 17 O Water reviews - been looking 0 fanks aZneacty oone prelem wok
M+ statf olep?h ~ vodeling - +eam Caazrshrp with €xp
Question 3: (Two minutes for response) score /0 out of 10
2 Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?
wa 1S PN . Mark tvend e
lja.:H' 157 m . Mearl N Sf'Wf_Sf'a# /ives hare
Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score g out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?
Re tonstradhion - Contracter det bl F = back inkp docd « Coorclunasddo ¥ ézja.( assitance
m- Colstrip problem - p"pebrﬂ‘sa,'_d-rﬁﬁ‘co‘ -plan v worke furough - H#owe cc for ‘proceduse
Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score G out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transporiation on MOT terti A carhrmns

Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?
Hjm METV‘E‘M (o R Towre -WWW% wel yasech il process-

Questiuon 6;:  (Three minutes for response Score q out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of

Laurel R - Not a lof of &p = John M Witn ol fne Evp- Ler!. Waste wader 9P

M- J’Wfaf Plﬁ( = CDN%U/I}‘%V&]ZE

keay o ﬁz‘;})mw.’,&hﬁ soluhons 1p Issinee-
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Question 7: (Four minutes for resbonse) Score q out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
s IESTHE aRLOTIITIN

communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
———— ——— i
ideas?

R . M M ;O W-: bM& mmﬁmw Total Score: 70 out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member /(uf}' ml !%G,ol

Firm: I LT
Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points
Presentation: (10 minutes limit) s { o aQr s Score__2S outof30
Score based on: 20 Grclopee - Bl KL

Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects, =~
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works, —
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City, —
e How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding? -

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score Ei out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?
Webocg wibn Hher SERS . Couhady~ — fost 8§ yma-s
Suadl Town Bonolz Lo companins a Lomered

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) Score 9 out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Cab‘dﬂ'lr; / h..,jj)w-._ SQIIW &%L - Me "*‘;‘"‘} S —I‘Ewk

— /. Sub.
Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score _[O  outofl0
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?
d_,:-_»\,
tark- B
Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score 7 out of 10
How have ou reacted when there has been a problem in the d sign or construction? e
CW o B WTEF st — s L Y el & e
. V %, = r('k.. & =
Cﬁ{SLﬁ cldadrhs i, - P J..,QT” @43 oty
Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score ?x out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes stor water mitigation, and general street malntenance?
e b = “"CT _E‘ Rm,,. s = 40w P \>C>L
Questiuon 6;:  (Three minutes for response Score %5 outof10

What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel. ?Ja,a-«-/-‘ﬂﬁ e Cipe e — Briay & Swho iba 'y T

o1 angw‘@:gv-—v ‘
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score 3 out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and

ideas? ;S G L L 35ies with o ty S#<SC

cnn, Y A‘M" -
5 . r Total Score: gf out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection y ]
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member %“#Ub‘”{"‘

Firm: L~
N

Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points

Presentation: (10 minutes limit) Score Jifl out of 30
Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
e How they might prioritize project components.
e Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score f Z out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) Score 0{ out of 10 \,D\/"‘m
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience (?,.;?oﬂ,
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Two minutes for respanse) Score out of 10 ﬂ! ot
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

(+
Score 6 Fh /1 4

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) out of 10 5”"“
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction? ol
Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score E i out of 10

What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questivon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score v outofl0
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laurel
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Scare out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations?" Do willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoi

o

ideas? -
_//

out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection % /%7 /
Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member ) "!/ anty

Firm: /(A

Interview Format: 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A
100 total possible points

Presentation: {10 minutes limit) Score &f! out of 30
Score based on: 38
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations, (b
Understanding of identified projects and future projects, ‘7

Project Manager rapport with the Laure! Public Works,
Overall fit and camfort level to meet the needs of the City,
* How they might prigritize project components.
s Da they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: (Two minutes for response) Score @ out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: (Three minutes for response) Score ﬁ out of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How wili you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Two minutes for response) Score !D out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: {Three minutes for response) Score [0 out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: {Three minutes for response) Score q out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questiuon 6:  (Three minutes for respense Score q out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
Laure]
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score 2 out of 10
tn the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and

ideas?
Total Score: Ei? out of 100
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Laurel Engineering Selection

Interview Questions and Scoring Criteria Committee Member /7~ /Wér"ﬂéc.cs e~
Firm: /L0
interview Format; 30 minutes total, 10 minutes presentation, 20 minutes Q&A

100 total possible paints

Presentation: {10 minutes limit) Score 25 outof30
Score based on:
Understanding of City of Laurel funding and limitations,
Understanding of identified projects and future projects,
Project Manager rapport with the Laurel Public Works,
Overall fit and comfort level to meet the needs of the City,
¢ How they might prioritize project components.
¢ Do they have ideas for outside funding and their ability to secure grant funding?

Question 1: {Two minutes for response) Score _ % out of 10
Tell us what you like about Laurel and how you, and your team, relate to our community.
How will this understanding of Laurel benefit our projects?

Question 2: {Three minutes for response]) Scare 9 aut of 10
Please elaborate on your or your firm’s experience with municipal water systems, experience
with the siting of new and maintenance of existing water tanks. How will you
help guide us through our upcoming and future water system projects.

Question 3: (Two minutes for response} Score 9 out of 10
Are you, the presenter today, actually running the project or will it be someone else?

Question 4: (Three minutes for response) Score ﬁ out of 10
How have you reacted when there has been a problem in the design or construction?

Question 5: (Three minutes for response) Score ﬂ out of 10
What is your experience with working with the Montana Department of Transportation on
Urban Routes, storm water mitigation, and general street maintenance?

Questivon 6:  (Three minutes for response Score 9 out of 10
What is your experience with a waste water system like the one currently used by the City of
taurel
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Question 7: (Four minutes for response) Score E out of 10
In the past there have been issues with putting engineered designs into practice, there is often

talk about a disconnect between engineering and function. How does your company ensure your
project engineering accommodates the day to day necessary operations? Do you willingly
communicate with the “boots on the ground” representatives and listen to their viewpoints and
ideas?

(‘\
Total Score: 37/ out of 100
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Laurel Master Engineering

Engineering Selection Interview Scoring Tabulation

Date: 08-/15 [26

PEAKS

PLANMNNG & CONBLILTING

Firm: L

Interview Scores:

Matt Wheeler

Jodi Melkay Motkas

Thomeas HiNey
Koz Mpglegare

~hAwaAf Moy

H

(Alternate)

Total:

M-M AE2S KL |GT WEST
Awarded Awarded Awarded Awarded
Points Points Points Points

is il 29 89
91 90 90 1k
&0 T& 632 3
92 871 3 37
3 4 3% 90
8 >4 37 y .5
53y 512 503 497

Selection Committee Recommends: M

Selection Committee Chair:

9 N
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File Attachments for ltem:

5. Planning: Resolution - A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City Of Laurel, Montana
Authorizing Property Owner Darrell Dyer To Apply For Annexation Of Property Less Than 2.06

Acres.
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RESOLUTION NO. R26-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAUREL,
MONTANA AUTHORIZING PROPERTY OWNER DARRELL DYER TO APPLY
FOR ANNEXATION OF PROPERTY LESS THAN 2.06 ACRES.

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel, Montana,

Section 1: Intent. The City of Laurel has received a request from Property Owner
Darrell Dyer, of 1736 W. Railroad Street, Laurel MT 59044, to apply for annexation of property
less than 2.06 acres. The property at issue is more specifically described as: Parcel Nos. 03-
0821-10-2-05-20-0000 and 03-0821-10-2-05-07-0000, Nutting Bros. Subdivision Block 6,
Lots 1-7. Each Parcel is 7,000 square feet, totaling acreage of 1.125 acres. Pursuant to
Resolution No. R08-22, Adopting the City of Laurel Annexation Policy, and Ordinance No.
008-02, Adopting Annexation Regulations for the City of Laurel for Incorporation in Chapter
16 of the Laurel Municipal Code, a property owner must submit a separate request to petition
for annexation of property less than 2.06 acres. The Property Owner’s request is attached
hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

Section 2: Approval. The Property Owner is hereby authorized to submit a Petition
for Annexation for the aforementioned property.

Introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council on the day of April, 2026, by
Council Member :

PASSED and APPROVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel the day of
April, 2026.

APPROVED by the Mayor the day of April, 2026.

CITY OF LAUREL

Dave Waggoner, Mayor

ATTEST:

Kelly Strecker, Clerk-Treasurer

R26- Authorize Property Owner to Submit Petition for Annexation
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Michele L. Braukmann, Civil City Attorney

R26- Authorize Property Owner to Submit Petition for Annexation
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CITY HALL

115 W. 157 ST. City Of Laurel

PUB. WORKS: 628-4796
WATER OFC.: 628-7431

COURT: 628-1964 P.O. Box 10
FAX 628-2241 Laurel, Montana 59044
Office of Planning Office of the Director of Public

Works

Date: April 17, 2026

To:  Mayor and City Council

From: Forrest Sanderson, AICP, CFM — Contract Planner
Re:  Annexation Request, Darrell Dyer

BACKGROUND:

On April 15, 2026, an annexation request for Lots 1 — 7, Block 6, Nutting Brothers Subdivision
was submitted to the City of Laurel. A portion of this request was an initial zoning assignment of
R-7500 to be overlaid with a Planned Unit Development (PUD). The request to annex half a block
is being presented to the City Council for consideration as required by City Council Resolution
R08-22.

The property owner is Iron Creek Holdings LLC which is believed to be owned by Daryl Dyer.
The application materials contain a letter from the owner requesting variances to the minimum
area required for annexation 2.06 acres and to the requirements that all public infrastructure
adjacent to the areas to be annexed be extended by the developer. These documents are hereby
attached to and made part of this report by reference.

ANALYSIS OF REQUEST

City Council Resolution #R08-22 (March 4, 2008) and the Application Form establishes the
criteria and requirements for the annexation of property. Given that we are dealing with roughly
% of a Block the analysis will be limited to only those items of initial relevance.

Standard:

1. Only parcels of land adjacent to the City of Laurel will be considered for annexation. If
the parcel to be annexed is smaller that one city block in size (2.06 acres), the city council
must approve consideration of the request; the applicant must make a separate written
request to the city council stating their wish to annex a parcel of land less than one city
block in size. Once the council approves the request, the applicant can apply for
annexation.

Findings:
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The property requested for consideration is adjacent to the existing Laurel city limits;
The deeded property requested for consideration is 1.125 acres in size.

a. The City Council could accept that the deeded ownership is the standard for

annexation and decide on the question to approve or deny permission to move
forward.

C. Montana Annexation Law requires the City at the time of annexation to include in the
annexation the full width of all adjacent road rights of way.

a.

The adjacent rights-of-way include:
i. Hazel Avenue (60 x 300) 18,000 sq ft
ii. The Alley (20 x 300) 6,000 sq ft
iii. East 8™ Street (60 x 360) 21,600 sq ft
iv. East 7th Street (80 x 360) 28,800 sq ft
V. 74,400 sq ft + (1.125 x 43560) = (74,400 +49,005)/43560 = 2.8 +/-acres.

b. The full parcel to be annexed exceeds the established minimum, variance is not

necessary. Precedence for including adjacent rights-of-way for area calculations
was established in November 2024 with the Laurel Middle School rezoning
application.

A Survey showing all of the areas to be annexed into the city is one of the exhibit
requirements in the annexation process.

MOVING FORWARD

1. Admittedly, where Mr. Dyer is approaching the request as deeded ownership required for
annexation, much of what follows is a discussion of the additional materials that must be
supplied to formally request annexation into the City of Laurel.

2. The application does not adequately address the following items as required by Council
Policy other than to request that the developer not be required to improve Hazel Avenue:

a.

An extension of City Streets, Water, Sewer, Sidewalks, Storm Water, Curb and
Gutter and how the developer/owner intends to pay for these infrastructure
extensions;

b. An executed waiver of the right to protest the creation of SID’s;
c. Adequate discussion of the suitability of the proposed zoning for the property to be

annexed,;

A notarized signature from the record property owner authorizing the annexation
and requested initial zoning;

Adequate discussion of the subdivision process to create lots that conform to the
minimum district requirements and use limitations imposed by the Laurel Zoning
Regulations.

3. The application did include a fee for the consideration of annexation and zoning.

Dyer Annexation
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a. The fee is adequate for the application as presented but depending upon the decision
of the Council to proceed may not be adequate if the larger area included in the area
to be annexed.

b. Should the request to proceed with %2 Block annexation be disapproved by the
Council, the fees should be returned.

4. The request for variance to the Hazel Avenue Improvements in a preliminary process is
inappropriate at best and a violation of our various development regulations, and/or our
required public processes at worst. It also potentially carries a substantial future cost to the
city rate and taxpayers.

a. Our Annexation, Subdivision, and Zoning review processes are very public
processes each with an opportunity to request variance from the adopted standard.
These processes require a minimum of two public hearings (Planning Board/Zoning
Commission and City Council, notice to surrounding owners and the public in
general before any decision is made.

i. To deviate from these processes is NOT recommended.

b. If the City approves the annexation and does not require improvements to Hazel
Avenue, the city could well be on the hook to pay for the required water, sewer,
street, curb, gutters and sidewalks at some point in the future as the rights-of-way
are part of the city infrastructure.

i. If we assume that the required improvements cost $750,000 at 3% interest
over 30 years the cost to the city would be $1,147,933.41 or $38,264.44
annually. It is highly unlikely that the proposed residential development of
the property between taxes and user fees would amortize the debt.

RECOMMENDATION:

| have always told the City Council that annexation is a business decision. The developer/owner
has already determined that being in the city provides them greater benefits than the costs. It is
the duty of the City Council to determine if the addition to the request to proceed with annexation
of Lots 1 — 7, Block 6, Nutting Brothers Subdivision is in the best interest of the city.

Dyer Annexation
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To: City Council 4/15/2026
City of Laurel, Mt, 59044

Fm: Darrell Dyer

1736 W Railroad St

Laurel, MT 59044

Good morning,

| am requesting that property that | own be allowed to be annexed into the City. The parcel
numbers are 03-0821-10-2-05-20-0000 and 03-0821-10-2-05-07-0000.

Nutting bros. subdivision block 6 lots 1-7 each lot is 7000 sq feet.

Theses two parcels are platted lots within the nutting bros subdivision. The total acreage is
1.125.. There currently exist an active city sewer line that traverses north to south in the platted
alleyways adjacent to these lots. If the Initial request is approved then it would need to be
recognized that | be allowed to develop these lots as a multifamily project under a pud without

the improvement of the Hazel roadway.

Regards,

A U LC e
| Darrell Dyer  (
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CI1TY OF LAUREL, MIONTANA
REQUEST FOR ANNEXATION
AND PLAN OF ANNEXATION
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. All blanks of this application are to be filled in with explanation

by the applicant. Incomplete applications will not be accepted.

I

[\

Only parcels of land adjacent to the City of Laurel municipal limits will be considered for
annexation. “Adjacent to” also includes being across a public right of way. If the parcel
to be annexed is smaller than one city block in size (2.06 acres), the city council must
approve consideration of the request; the applicant must make a separate written request
to the city council stating their wish to annex a parcel of land less than one city block in.
Once the council approves the request, the applicant can apply for annexation.

Applicant landowner’s name:
Address:
Phone:

Parcel to be annexed: (If it is not surveyed or of public record, it must be of public record

PRIOR to applying for annexation.)
Legal description:
Lot size:
Present use:
Planned use:

Present zoning:
(Land which is being annexed automatically becomes zoned R-7500 when it is

officially annexed [City ordinance 17.12.220])

City services: The extension of needed city services shall be at the cost of the applicant
after annexation by the city has been approved. As part of the application process, each
of the following city services must be addressed with an explanation:

Water Service:

Location of existing main:

Cost of extension of approved service:

How cost determined:

Timeframe for installation:

Sewer Service:

Locatjon of existing main:

Cost of extension of approved service:

How cost determined:
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Timeframe for installation:
How financed:

Streets:
Is there any adjoining County ROW to the proposed
annexation:
Location of existing paved access:
Cost of paving:
How cost determined:
Timeframe for construction:

Other required improvements: Provide above information on attached
pages.

A map suitable for review of this application of the proposed area to be annexed must be
submitted with this application.

A written Waive of Protest must accompany this application, suitable for recording and
containing a covenant to run with the land to be annexed, waiving all right of protest to

the creation by the city of any needed improvement district for construction or

maintenance of municipal services. This Waiver of Protest must be signed by the

applicant prior to annexation by the city.

Requests for annexations are referred to the City-County Planning Board for
recommendation to the City Council. Within 30 days after receiving the properly filled
out application with all required accompaniments and after conducting a duly advertised
public hearing, the City-County Planning Board shall make recommendation to the City
Council as to this Request for Annexation. If more information is needed from the
applicant during the review of the application, such application shall be deemed
incomplete and the timeframe for reporting to the City Council extended accordingly, in

needed.

A non-refundable application fee of $300 + $25.00 per acre (80 acres or less); $300 +
$35.00 per acres (81 acres or more) must accompany the submission of this application.

The City Council of the City of Laurel, Montana, after review and consideration of this
Application for Annexation, found such to be in the best interest of the City, that it
complied with state code, and approved this request at its City Council meeting of

Form revised by City Attorney April 2008
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File Attachments for ltem:

6. Public Works: Resolution - A Resolution Of The City Council Of The City Of Laurel,
Montana Awarding The Bid And Authorizing The Mayor To Execute All Contract And Related
Documents For The Purchase Of A Garbage Truck From Billings Peterbilt, Inc.
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RESOLUTION NO. R26-

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAUREL,
MONTANA AWARDING THE BID AND AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO
EXECUTE ALL CONTRACT AND RELATED DOCUMENTS FOR THE
PURCHASE OF A GARBAGE TRUCK FROM BILLINGS PETERBILT, INC.

WHEREAS, the City of Laurel (hereinafter “the City”) is in need of a Garbage Truck
(a/k/a “Refuse Truck™) for the Public Works Department;

WHEREAS, the City has complied with its procurement policy and Montana law by
utilizing a competitive bid process to ensure the cost and company selected is in the best
interests of the City in both quality and price;

WHEREAS, the City sought bids from qualified companies from whom to purchase the
Garbage Truck by publicly advertising the bid pursuant to Montana law;

WHEREAS, the City received a responsive bid from Billings Peterbilt, Inc. in the
amount of $448,954.00;

WHEREAS, Billings Peterbilt, Inc. was the lowest qualified bidder, and such bid is
attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein; and

WHEREAS, the City currently possesses adequate funds to purchase the Garbage Truck
and/or can make appropriate and reasonable lending arrangements, and it is in the City’s best
interests to proceed with the purchase.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel,
Montana, that the City Council accepts the bid with Billings Peterbilt, Inc., and the Mayor is
authorized to execute all contract and related documents for the purchase of the Garbage Truck,
pursuant to the terms and conditions contained in the attached bid for the total cost of
$448,954.00.

Introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council on the day of April, 2026, by
Council Member :

PASSED and APPROVED by the City Council of the City of Laurel the day of
April, 2026.

APPROVED by the Mayor the day of April, 2026.

R26- Approve Bid for Garbage Truck Purchase
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ATTEST:

Kelly Strecker, Clerk-Treasurer

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Michele L. Braukmann, Civil City Attorney

R26- Approve Bid for Garbage Truck Purchase

CITY OF LAUREL

Dave Waggoner, Mayor
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CITY CLERK

CITY OF LAUREL
P.0.BOX 10

LAUREL, MONTANA 59044

FORM OF PROPOSAL (BID PROPOSAL)

The undersigned hereby submits the following proposal: Having carefully examined the
specifications entitled CONTRACT SPECIFICATIONS: _2026 or newer Refuse Truck for the
City of Laurel Public Works Department, as well as all other conditions affecting the bid, the
undersigned proposes to furnish all equipment and services necessary to complete the work
required.

150-180 days from PO received. CURBTENDER POWER PAK
Time and Date of Delivery

(INSERT DESCRIPTION OF BID ITEM(S)

Net FOB Laurel, Montana ¢ 448,954.00
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(OPTIONS OR PAYMENT PLANS, IF APPLICABLE)

By Dan Weimer

Title Sales Associate

Company BILLINGS PETERBILT, INC.

Date 4/8/2026

END: FORM OF PROPOSAL (BID PROPOSAL)

13
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CITY CLERK

CITY OF LAUREL
P.0.BOX 10

LAUREL, MONTANA 59044

INVITATION TO BID

RETURN TO: City Clerk, City of Laurel, P.O. Box 10, Laurel, Montana 59044

Please bid net prices at which you will agree to furnish required services. To receive
consideration, this form must be signed in full by a responsible, authorized agent, office,
employee or representative of your firm.

BID ITEM: 2027 PETERBILT 520 WITH CURBTENDER POWER PAK

Enter full Company Name and Address
BILLINGS PETERBILT, INC.

3255 N. FRONTAGE RD

BILLINGS, MT 59101

CONDITIONS AGREEMENT

We have read and agree to the conditions and stipulations contained herein and to the
Standard Terms and Conditions contained on the attached.

We further agree to furnish the services specified at the prices stated herein, to be
delivered to the location and that date set forth herein.

i Signature
.k- e
——Sales"/Associate
Title
4/8/2026
Date

END: INVITATION TO BID

10
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CITY CLERK

CITY OF LAUREL
P.0.BOX 10

LAUREL, MONTANA 59044

FORM OF AGREEMENT — PAGE 1

AGREEMENT, made on the 8TH day of April , 2026, by and between

the City of Laurel and BILLINGS PETERBILT, INC.

WITNESSTH that the above named company and the City of Laurel, for consideration,
hereinafter name agree as follows:

SCOPE OF OPERATION: The contractor shall provide material and equipment, perform the
work and do everything required by the specifications entitled:

CONTRACT SPECIFICATION:

TIME OF COMPLETION: Delivery of goods, equipment, and/or services shall be expected
within thirty (30) days of the award of bid.

FOLLOWING IS AN ENUMERATION OF THE CONTRACT BID

Intent and Scope of Operation
Call for Sealed Bids: Notice to Bidders
(Bid Bond/Performance Bond)
Instructions to Bidders
Contract Specifications
Standard Terms and Conditions
Invitation to Bid
Form of Agreement
Form of Proposal (Bid Proposal)

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this agreement to day and
year above written.

Contractor

By:
Title

11
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CITY CLERK

CITY OF LAUREL
P.0.BOX 10

LAUREL, MONTANA 59044

FORM OF AGREEMENT — PAGE 2

CITY OF LAUREL

BY:

MAYOR

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Approved as to form

END: FORM OF AGREEMENT

12
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GENERAL BIDDING GUIDELINES:

If bid specification is met than place a check in the column marked “YES". If it is necessary to bid
alternate equipment or to take exceptions to the specifications as set forth, this must be checked as

llNo” i

The Basis of Award shall be dependent on the most responsible bid submitted. Consideration will be
given to cash flow, purchase price, delivery dates, equipment service guarantees, parts and service
availability, parts and service location, analyses and comparison of equipment specification details, and
any other items of concern to the City of Laurel.

The purchaser reserves the right to reject any or all bids, to waive any informality in bids, or to accept in
whole or part such a bid as may be in the best interest of the City of Laurel.

The purchaser also reserves the right to reject the vehicle at the time of final inspection if the vehicle
does not meet any and/or all requirements of the final contract according to the personnel acting on
behalf of the department at the time of final inspection. These requirements include, but are not
limited to: performance, workmanship, service, quality and operation of the vehicle.

Please state the estimated delivery time after receipt of order in days: _150-180 days from PO

CHASSIS SPECIFICATION MARK YES OR NO IF
COMPLIANT OR NOT

ITEM DESCRIPTION YES NO

SINGLE RIGHT HAND DRIVE STEEL CAB YES- SINGLE RH DRIVE/ NO STEEL CAB

CUMMINS 350HP 1SX12 1450 FT-LB TORQUE PACCAR MX-11 400/1450

2 POSITION C BRAKE BY JACOBS 8

AUDIBLE & VISUAL ALARM/LOP, HT, LWL

RACOR 412R10 FILTER W/H20 PROBE & 12V ELEC HEAT

PHILLIPS 120V 1500W BLOCK HEATER

HEATER RECEPTACLE LOCATED IN RH CAB STEPS MOUNTED IN BUMPER X

1300 SQ. IN. SOLID ALUMINUM RADIATOR (NO PLASTIC TANK ENDS) -ALUM X-1242 SQIN

2-SPEED ENGINE FAN

EXTENDED LIFT COOLANT

STEEL COOLANT SUGE TANK W/SIGHT GLASS

16” TWO STAGE AIR CLEANER

BLACK, HOOD TYPE ENGINE AIR INTAKE

HORZ DPF W/LH VERTICLE SCR

PF & SCR SHIELDS X

VERTICLE SINGLE EXHAUST DIFFUSER STAINLESS STEEL X
X

se|l |2X[><]><| <] |=<

> PP X <

OVER-FENDER MTD., RH SIDE, 10-GAL CAPACITY UREA TANK7.3 GAL, LH SIDE
ALUM TURBO/EXHAUST PIPE DEBRIS SHIELD
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CUMMINS WABCO 18.7 CFM AIR COMPRESSOR 25.9 CFM PACCAR

DELCO REMY 12V 39MT STARTER MOTOR W/OCP

DELCO REMY 180 AMP, 2851 PAD MTD. ALTERNATOR 200 AMP

10 MINUTE ENGINE IDLE SHUTDOWN ENABLEDAFTER 3000 MILES

CRUISE CONTROL ENABLED

PTO REGEN INHIBIT THRESHOLD = 0 MPH

1200 RPM MAX IN PTO

PTO SET SWITCH = 1200 RPM

PTO RESUME SWITCH = 1000 RPM

PTO RAMP RATE INCREMENT = 500 RPM

ALLISON 4500 SERIES, 6-SPEED TRANSMISSION

ALLISON PUSHBUTTON CONTROLS

OIL TO WATER TYPE

TRANSMISSION OIL FILTER TUBE/DIPSTICK W/ LEVEL SENSOR

TRANSYND SYNTHETIC AUTO TRANSMISSION FLUID

SPICER 1810HD HALD ROUND DRIVESHAFT

PREP FOR CHELSEA 890/897 PTO CLEARENCE

MERITOR MFS-16 STEER AXLE, 16000# RATING PACCAR 20K

7500LB FLATLEAF 16,500 ROUND CAPACITY FRONT SUSPENSION

DOUBLE ACTING SINGLE — HEAVY DUTY FRONT SHOCK ABSORBERS
SCOTSEAL PLUS XL FRONT WHEEL SEALS

CR ZYTEL FRONT HUBCAPS

SYNTHETIC FRONT AXLE LUBRICANT

MERITOR 16.5 X 6 FRONT BRAKES 16.5X7

MERITOR AUTOMATIC FRONTAXLE SLACK ADJUSTERS

DUST SHIELD — FRONT BRAKES

INTEGRAL POWER STEERING W/ LEFT HAND RAM DUAL STEERING GEARS
STEEL FOUR QUART POWER STEERING RESERVOIR

MERITOR RT46-160 46,000LB REAR AXLE ASSEMBLY

5.63 REAR AXLE RATION

FFOUR WHEEL REAR AXEL LOCK

HENDRICKSON HMX-460 REAR SUSPENSION

4 SHOCK ABSORBERS ON REAR SUSPENSION

SCOTSEAL PLUS XL REAR AXLE SEALS

SYNTHETIC REAR AXLE LUBRICANT

MERITOR 16.5 X 7 Q PLUS REAR AXLE BRAKES

MERITOR AUTOMATIC REAR AXLE SLACK ADJUSTERS

DUST SHILD — REAR BRAKES

HENDRICKSON COMPOSILITE STEERABLE TAG, 13,500 LBS CAPACITY
SCOTSEAL PLUS XL TAGE AXLE SEALS

HENDRICKSON INTEGRAL TAG AXLE BRAKES

MERITOR AUTOMATIC TAG AXLE SLACK ADJUSTERS

BENDIXABS 45/4M

SINGLE 3/8” VARIABLE STEEL FRAME RAIL

3,529,000 FRAME RBM RATING ON MAIN FRANE SECTIONS3,336,000 WHOLE FRAME X
7-PIECE STEEL W/ALUM BOC X-MEMBER 3 PIECE
CHASIS WIRING TO BE SUPPORTED ON WIRING STUDS W/ STEEL P-CLAMPS X
HUCKSPIN RR SUSP & CROSSMEMBER X

3| XX | XI 3| 3| 3| 5| ¢ | 3| 5¢| 3| 5| 3¢ | | | 3] X | 3| ¢ | 3¢| 3¢ | >¢| ¢ | <] 3| 3¢| | >¢ | ¢ | x| x| 3| | | | x| | <[ X| x| x|x
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STEEL PAINTED FRONT BUMPER
TWO REMOVABLE TOW PINS IN FRONT BUMPER
RO 170 COMPLAINT BODY INTERFACE WIRING
75 GAL 26” DIA UNPAINTED ALUMINUM LH MOUNTED FUEL TANK 80 GAL
FUEL TANK BRACKET TO EXTEND UNDER FUEL TANK WITH 3” WIDE STRAPS
STEEL BATTERY BOX AND LID ALUMINUM BOX AND LID
3 GROUP 31 ECL 12V 2250CCA BATTERIES 3000 C.C.A.
BATTERY SHUTOFF SWITCH W/LOCKOUT
BENDIX DV-2 AUTOMATIC WET TANK DRAIN WITH HEATER
CENTRAL MANIFOLD W/PERCOCKS
BENDIX ADIP AIR DRYER W/HEAT
SINGLE SELF-CLEANING CAB ENTRANCE STEP
STEEL CAB WITH REAR CORNER CURVED WINDOWS FOR VISIBILITY
RUGGED STEEL CAB DOORS  ALUMINUM
LH & RH DOOR CHECK STRAPS FOR WIND
DUAL INTERNAL REGUALTOR POWER WINDOWS
SINGLE PANE REMOTE CONTROL MIRRORS W/HEAT
RETRACTABLE MIRROR ARMS
SINGLE DOWN VIEW MIRROR, LH SIDE
BRUSHED SS EXTERIOR GRAB HANDLE
TWIN AIR HORNS MOUNTED UNDER CAB 1 SINGLE AIR HORN
SINGLE ELECTRONIC HORN
HYDRAULIC TILT CAB WITH AIR ASSIST
BUG SCREEN MOUNTED BEHIND GRILLE
IMPACT RESISTANT FRONT POLYFENDERS
16” DIA. STEERING WHEEL, 2 SPOKE
TILT AND TELESCOPIC STEERING COLUMN
SEARS C2 AIR RIDE DRIVERS SEAT
SEARS C2 FIXED PASSENGER SEAT
MODURA SEAT COVERS, ASHPALT IN COLOR
ALUMINUM DIAMOND PLATE FLOOR ON DRIVERS SIDE
ASHTRAY MTD IN CONSOLE W/12V CIGAR LIGHTER
INTEGRAL HVAC WITH ROOF MOUNTED A/C CONDENSER
VOLTAGE & OIL PRESSURE INCLUDED IN VEHCILE DISPLAY
ELECTRONIC TACHOMETER
HOUR METER INCLUDED IN ON BOARD DISPLAY
GRAUDUATED, AIR CLEANER MOUNTED AIR INTAKE RESTRICTION
INDICATOR
OEM MOUNTED ELECTRONIC PTO CONTROL SWITCH
ELECTRONIC FUEL LEVEL
LED HEAD LAMPS
LED FRONT TURN SIGNALS
SELF-CANCELING TURN SIGNALS
AMBER LED ROOF MARKERS
DAYTIME RUNNING LAMPS
AM/FM RADIO MOUNTED IN OVERHEAD COMPARTMENT
ANTENNA — ROOF MOUNTED
2 DUAL CONE SPEAKERS

<X 2 X
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RADIO SHUT-OFF IN REVERSE

DRY TYPE ABC 5LB CAP MTD. IN CAB UNDER SEAT

22.5 X 9" STEEL HP, 5.25” INSET, 5SHH FRONT WHEELS

MICHELIN 315/80R22 XZY — 3 FRONT TIRES

22.5 X 8.25” STEEL HP, 5HH REAR WHEELS

MICHELIN 11R22.5H X DE M/S REAR TIRES

22.5 X 8.25” STEEL, HP, 6.18” INSET, 5HH TAG AXLE WHEELS
MICHELIN 11R22.5H XZY-3 TAG AXLE TIRES

STANDARD WHITE DPSS-NOOO7EX CAB PAINT

1 YEAR CHASSIS WARRANTY

5 YEAR EXTENDED ALLISON TRANSMISSION WARRANTY
5YRS/300K MILE EXTENDED CUMMINS WARRANTY PP2
5YR/300K MILE EXTENDED CUMMINS AFTERTREATMENT WARRANTY
DATALINK ADAPTOR TO HOOK TO CHASIS

CUMMINS SOFTWARE FOR READING CODES DAVIE FOR PACCAR
BEMDIX SOFTWARE FOR READING CODES

OEM TECHNICAL CALL CENTER FOR CUNTOMER AVAILABLE 24/7
MADE IN THE USA DENTON, TEXAS

Automated Side Loader Refuse Compactor

INTENT:

><><><><

PACCAR SAMRT LINQ

><x><><><><><><><><><><>(

These specifications describe a refuse collection body equipment with a mechanical device designed to
handle a variety of plastic refuse containers (or specify sizes and types of containers to be handled). The
body shall be capable of compacting and transporting refuse to a landfill or transfer station and
unloading the load by means of hydraulically raising the tailgate and then ejecting the refuse without

raising the body.

GENERAL TERMS:

All equipment furnished under this contact shall be new, unused and the same as the manufacture’s
current production model. Accessories not specifically mentioned herein, but necessary to furnish a
complete unit ready for use, shall also be included. Unit shall conform to the best practice known to the
body trade in design, quality of material and workmanship. Assemblies and component parts shall be
standard and interchangeable throughout the entire quantity of the units as specified in this invitation

to bid. The equipment furnished shall conform to current ANSI Safety Standard Z 245.1.

The bidder shall complete every space in the Bidders Proposal column with checjk mark to indicate if the
item being bid is exactly as specified. If any check marks are placed in the “NO” column, a detailed and
complete description of the deviation from specification must be supplied on a separate sheet labeled

“Deviations from Specification”.
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SPECIFICATIONS EXPLANATIONS

“SINGLE RIGHT HAND DRIVE STEEL CAB”-The Peterbilt in this bid will be a Right-Hand drive with
all controls on right hand side. The cab on the 520 will be an aluminum cab with fiberglass roof
cap. Peterbilt has been building the chassis with an aluminum cab since 1987. They are built with
crossmembers that create the strength of a steel cab, but the ability to change panels if it is
damaged, and resists against rust and corrosion better than steel. !
“CUMMINS 350HP ISX12”- the ISX12 is no longer in production and will now be the x-12. Peterbilt
does not use this engine in any of our COE configurations as we use the Paccar MX-11. This is our
own engine which in this case will be 400 HP and 1450 FT-LB and creates the ability to get
warranty work at the dealership without having to go between the chassis and engine builder.
“1300 SQ IN SOLID ALUMINUM RADIATOR (NO PLASTIC ENDS)- our radiator is 1242 SQ IN

“STEEL BATTERY BOX AND LID”- Our battery box and lid are aluminum. Saves weight and helps
with corrosion.

“STEEL CAB WITH REAR CORNER CURVED WINDOWS FOR VISIBILITY”- Our cab is aluminum, but
we do have curved windows in both rear corners of the cab.

«10 MINUTE IDLE SHUTDOWN ENABLED?”- this is something that we can do at 3000 miles.
EPA/CARB has made it be disabled for the first 3000 miles, once it hits 3000 miles we just turn it to
enabled. Until then, hitting the cruise control and bumping up idle 100 rpm will create it to idle.
“MERITOR MFS-16 STERR AXLE, 16,000# RATING- the front axle | will be using will be a PACCAR
FX-20, this will be a 20,000 rated front axle with wide track for tighter turning. This axle comes with
a 5-year 750,000-mile standard warranty.

“SINGLE 3/8” VAIRABLE STEEL FRAME RAIL”-our main frame rail will be 10.75"x3.5” x.375”. This
will be a 10 3/4” height, 3 12” top and bottom flange, and 3/8” thick. This rail is rated at 2,136,000
RBM. We then add an insert which adds another 1,200,000 RBM for a total throughout the entire
frame of 3,336,000 RBM.

“3,529,000 FRAME RBM ON MAIN FRAME SECTION- as described above, our frame rail will have a
3,336,000 RBM throughout the whole frame rail, not just a certain area.

«7_PIECE STEEL W/ALUM BOX X-MEMBER?”- Peterbilt runs a 3-piece cross member, steel frame
brackets with aluminum cross member. Stronger, safer, and not as many parts.

“MADE IN THE USA”- | am proud to announce that our chassis are built in Denton Texas at our
main factory.
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BODY CAPACITY AND DIMENSIONS: Exactly as Specified
YES NO  Offered

1. The body shali be brake-formed radiused “Chiseled” rounded
to permit maximum capacity.

2. The maximum capacity of the body including tailgate s
be, excluding hopper area: [Specify: 20, 24, 27, or31 cu.y.

3. The hopper shall be 4 cu yd.

4, The inside hopper width at front shall be 70”.

5. Theinside body width rear shall be 90”.

6. The outside body width shall be 96” (across rear post).

7. The outside body width shall be 98” (fenders)

8. The outside body width shall be 101" (hose guards).

9. The outside body height above chassis frame shall be 98”.

NINNNRNNANR N

10. The inside body height shall be 89.81".

11. The overall body length including hopper shall be:

20 cu yd Capacity Body — 210"

24 cu yd Capacity Body — 234"

27 cu yd Capacity Body — 258"

N

31 cu yd Capacity Body — 282"

12. The overall body length including hopper and lift arm shall be:

20 cu yd Capacity Body —230”

24 cu yd Capacity Body — 254"
27 cu yd Capacity Body — 278" F

31 cu yd Capacity Body — 302" ./

BODY CONSTRUCTION:

1. The body shall have a brake-formed radius design.

2. The body floor shall be flat. /
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3. The body floor thickness shall be 3/16” Hardox 450.

4. The body long sills shall be 6” @ 10.5 Ib/ft structural channel.

5. The body floor reinforcements shall be %4” ASTM A-715 GR 50
formed steel members.

6. The body sides and roof shall have a brake-formed radius design
providing superior structural strength to weight ratio.

7. The body sides shall be formed from a one-piece panel with no
vertical weld seams.

8. The body sides and roof steel grade shall be 10ga ASTM A1011
grade 80.

9. Front perimeter of the body will incorporate a external angle
4 7/8” x 3-7/8” x 10ga ASTM A-715 GR 50 internal bolster.

10. Rear perimeter of the body will incorporate an external 4” x
3 %” 7ga ASTM A715 GR 50 formed bolster.

11. A 10ga ASTM A715 GR 50 6” x 2-7/8" external crown rail shall
form the transition from the single piece side sheet to the roof
of the body.

12. Roof reinforcement shall incorporate a full length 4” x 2” x 4"
ASTM A500 GR b rectangle tube.

13. The body fenders shall be light weight material to reduce overall
weight.

14, Steel inner fender rub rail thickness shall be 3/16” Hardox 450.

15. The body shall include a bolt-on rear under ride guard as standard
equipment to meet Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulation
(49CFR393.86) Safety Reg., 40CFR393.86, TTMA RP No 41-02,
and SAE J682, Oct84.

HOPPER CONSTRUCTION:

1. The hopper shall have a minimum static capacity of 4 cu yd.

2.

Exactly as Specified

‘YES

NO

Offered
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10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

The hopper shall have a minimum dynamic capacity (displacement
rate) of 10.5 cu yd per minute.

The hopper floor must include a 1/8” Hardox 450 liner that
Extends into the body an additional 38”.

The hopper fioor steel grade shall be: AR450 Hardox, and be
3/16” thick.

The hopper sides walls steel grade shall be AR450 Hardox and be
3/16” thick.

A hopper access door shall be provided above the packing panel on
the street side of the body to permit access into the hopper area.

The hopper access door shall be equipped with a safety interlock
switch to disable all functions if the access door is opened.

The hopper access door dimensions shall be: 28” x 32", thickness
shall be 11ga ASTM A715 GR 50.

A hopper ladder with grab handles shall be located on the
street side of the hopper.

The hopper ladder shall be bolted on to the hopper.

The ladder must have and OSHA Standard 7” toe spacing
between the ladder rung and the side of the hopper.

A transverse sump shall extend the full width of the front hopper.
Two (2) 14” x 20” sealed sump access doors equipped with handles

and quick acting over center toggle latches shall facilitate clean
out of the sump.

A clean out tool option shall be provided to facilitate easy removal
of any accumulated debris from the hopper sump area.

A holder shall be provided on the body side to secure the clean out
tool in a stored position.

Exactly as Specified

YES

i

NO

Offered
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Exactly as Specified
YES NO  Offered

17. The hopper shall have aptional plastic gull wing hopper covers
to enclose the hopper during transport. /

18. The hopper cover shall be opened/closed by a single manual
control lever located on the right-hand side of the hopper wall.
an optional in cab controlled, air operated version is also available.

19. The hopper cover must have an interlock eliminating the ability to
dump a container if the hopper cover is closed.

20. Interior hopper side sheet shall extend into the body with no
welds at the hopper to body transition.

RN

PACKING MECHANISM:

1. Must have a manual super pack operation that allows the panel
to extend into the body to clear debris from the hopper area.

2. Packer hydraulic control must utilize a regeneration circuit
and include manual overrides for maintenance and repair functions.

3. The packing panel shall be 33” high x wide.

4. Asingle, centrally mounted, pack cylinder shall generate 83,000 Ibs.
of packing force. Two cylinder and/or continuous packing
mechanisms are not acceptable.

5. The packer shall be a platen type design, integral with body.

6. The packing panel shall compete an auto pack cycle in a maximum
of 13 seconds @ S800RPM.

7. Packing panel top thickness shall be %" ASTM A715 GR 50.

NIV NN NN DN

8. Packing panel face plate shall be 3/8” ASTM A715 GR 50

9. Packing panel shall be reinforced with a combination of structural
members for maximum rigidity.

10. The packing panel shall be guided by a single self-cleaning “T”
rail located in the center of the body.

R

£

11. “T” rail and thickness shall be: %:”, AR450 Hardox ultra high-strength,
high abrasion resistant steel plate.

. Y
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12.

13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Packing panel wear shoes thickness shall be }4” AR450 Hardox.

The packing mechanism shall use a single, double-acting telescopic
cylinder will be supported by self-aligning bearings on each end.
these will be 3-stage for 16-, 20-, 24- and 27-yard units.

Cylinder shall be centrally mounted above the hopper box.

Cylinder bore diameter shall be 6 %”.

The main cylinder sleeve shall be induction hardness and chrome
plated.

All stages of the sleeves must have metallic scrapers to protect
from internal contamination and damage.

The first stage of the cylinder shall be a 64” stroke.

The cylinder full eject stroke shall be:
20 cu yd Capacity Body — 3 stage with a stroke of 133.5”
24 cu yd Capacity Body - 3 stage with a stroke of 157.5"
27 cu yd Capacity Body — 3 stage with a stroke of 181.5"
31 cu yd Capacity Body — 3 stage with a strike of 205.5”

Maximum operation pressure shall be 3000 psi.

Inside width of packing panel shall be 70".

Inside height of packing panel shall be 33”.

The automatic packing cycle stroke shall be 52”.

Packing panel swept volume shall be 4 cu yd.

E. FULL EJECT — PUSH OUT:

1.

2.

The pack/eject panel shall be capable of a complete extend/
retract cycle in less than 30 seconds.

All eject controls shall be operated from inside the cab.

Exactly as Specified

YES

v

NO

Offered
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3. The pack/eject shall not be capable of extending into the body
during an auto pack cycle with the tailgate closed.

4. A lockout system shall be supplied to allow the ejector panel to
the ejection mode only with the tailgate is in the open position.

5. A lockout system shall be supplied to require the ejector panel
is in the home position before the tailgate can be lowered.

F. TAILGATE:

1. The tailgate shall be hydraulically operated, top hinge bustle type.

2. The tailgate shall automatically lock and unlock without the use
of additional locking cylinders, cables or manual turnbuckles.

3. The tailgate must use the operating system to remain closed and
pressurized in the locked position without the use of any external
control blocks or devices.

4. The tailgate locking mechanism shall utilize a progressive
inverter cam roller design.

5. Tailgate thickness shall be 10ga ASTM A715 GR 50.

6. The tailgate latch roller shall be fully supported by a horizontal
bolster around the lower perimeter of the tailgate.

7. The tailgate shall be operated by 2 cylinders.

8. Tailgate cylinders shall be chrome plated rod with 1 %" diameter
and 3” bore diameter.

9. Tailgate cylinder stroke shall be 36 %”.

10. Tailgate cylinder time at idle shall be 30 seconds.

11. The tailgate side sheets will have an integral rolled flange that
overlaps the perimeter of the rear tailgate sheet.

12. A rubber seal shall be installed on the tailgate and extend across

the entire bottom and vertically up each side a minimum of 60”.

Exactly as Specified
YES NO Offered
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13.

14,

15.

16.

A cab mounted light and audible alarm shall be provided to indicate
that the tailgate is unlocked.

Exactly as Specified
YES NO Offered

v

The tailgate noise control shall include a delayed action to guard
against accidental activation.

/

Self-contained horizontal tailgate maintenance safety props shall be
provided.

The tailgate shall have a wire harness with Deutsch IP 69K connections
between the body and the tailgate to isolate the tailgate wiring
from the body.

AUTOMATED LIFTING MECHANISM:

The lifting arm mechanism shall be capable of operating
simultaneously during any phase of packing operations with
full force and flow.

/

Lift arm shall be mounted directly to the chassis frame rail. Tip
to Dump units with the lift arm mounted to the body are not
acceptable.

The lift arm lower base weldment shall straddle both chassis
frame rails and be secured to its mounting brackets with four 1”
grade eight bolts.

% IN N

The lowest base weld mount shall be fully constructed of %" ASTM
A715 GR50 steel.

X

Arm must utilize hardened spherical self-aligning bushings at dump
pivot, tapered roller bearings at gripper pivots.

Arm must have an automatic container shake feature that allows the
inner boom to short stroke to be effective and easy on the arm
assembly.

The Lifting Arm mechanism must have a lifting capacity of 1,750 lbs.
at full extension and 2,000 Ibs. retracted.

The Lifting Arm mechanism must have no more than a 15” kick out
through the entire arc of the container lift.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

The Lifting Arm mechanism must be within the 96” road limit in the
travel position with the grippers in the full lowered position and
opened/home position.

No portion of the lift mechanism shall have less than 13” of ground
clearance in the stowed position.

Lift Arm extension from the side of the body must be horizontal in a
linear fashion. No swinging or arching of the lift arm is permitted.

Lift Arm mechanism shall have a reach of 84” from the side of the
body to the centerline of a 90-gallon container.

Lift Arm mechanism shall be capable of grasping a container located
6” from the side of the body.

Vertical dump height shall not exceed 120” above the truck frame
while dumping a 90-gallon container.

Container dump angle shall be a minimum of 45 degrees to insure
complete dumping of container contents.

Lifting mechanism shall be capable of a complete cycle, which
includes Grip-Lift-Dump-Un-Dump-Lower and Un-grip in a maximum
of 8 seconds including proportional cushioning.

The Lifting Arm must be constructed utilizing an Inner and Outer
Arm assembly.

The inner Arm must be 8” x 6” x 3/16” fabricated rectangular box
constructed of ASTM A500 Grade B.

The outer Arm assembly shall be 10” x 8” x 3/8” fabricated
rectangular box constructed of ASTM A500 grade B.

The inner arm assembly shall include upper and lower 3/8” AR450
Hardox roller bearing tracks.

The inner arm assembly shall glide in and out on six (6) 4” roller
bearings and four (4) plastic slide blocks to guide inner arm.

Roller bearings shall rotate on a eccentric pin roller adjustment to
allow compensation for wear and maintain the grippers parallel with
the ground. The trunnion will allow the rollers to have full contact
with the inner arm tracks.

Exactly as Specified
YES

NO Offered
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23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32

33.

34,

35.

Inner and Outer Arm pivot pins shall be 2” C1045 turn ground,
heat-treated and polished pins held with 2” self-aligning spherical
bearings.

Lift Arm must have a safety interlock to restrict dumping unless the
container is positioned over the hopper opening.

Lift Arm hydraulics shall be controlled by a 4-spool sectional valve
equipped with hydraulic pilot actuators for proportional spool

positioning.

Standard joystick lift function controls shall be proportional electric
over pilot operated hydraulic spools.

Solid state linear prox bar for boom angle and ultrasonic sensor for
boom in/out.

Dump and grip cylinders shall include internal linear position sensors
to provide position feedback to the control system.

Use of standard proximity switches for arm sensing shall not be
acceptable.

Arm must be equipped with an air actuated boom safety latch that
keeps the inner boom locked in the home position when notin use.

No air operation or controls may be used in the operation of the
arm except for arm safety latch operation.

Joystick shall be conveniently located to the left of the operator.

Joystick must be can-bus multi-functional operation for all

standard arm functions; including auto-grip-un-grip, packer function,

work lights, container shake feature. Selectable dead man function.

An ergonomically designed padded armrest shall be provided to
support the operator’s arm during joystick operation.

Two (2) additional control options shall be provided for the
operator; additional controls shall consist of a three (3) rocker
switch console located on the right hand window sill to allow
activation by the operator and a three (3) rocker switch console
with dead-man control located at the side of the operator’s seat
to be activated if the operator is standing outside of the cab.

Exactly as Specified
YES NO Offered

y

/L

N

-

i N i 5 VO W o S e N T

e

140




Exactly as Specified
YES NO Offered

36. An Automated Dump Cycle “Coordinator” option shall be provided. /

37. “Coordinator” shall allow the operator to manually reach and grip
a container, continued contact on arm lift switch shall cause the
container to be raised, dumped and lowered to the side of the

vehicle, un-gripped and the arm returns to the stowed/home
position.

N

38. The Lifting Arm must utilize for (4) hydraulic cylinders. Cylinders shall

include:
Reach (In-Out) 1 %" bore x 66" stroke /
Lift { Arm Up-Down) 2 %4” bore x 26” stroke /.
Dump (Cart Dump/Un-Dump) 2 %" bore x 10" stroke 7
Grab (Grip/Release) 2 15" bore x 8 4" stroke /
GRIPPERS:

For Steel Grippers 30-110 Gallon Container

1. Grip/Release shall be actuated by a single, double-acting 2 5"
x 8 1%” stroke hydraulic cylinder with internal positioning sensor.

2. Gripper pivots shall incorporate receiver pockets to allow gripper
assemblies to be easily interchangeable.

3. Gripper pivot shafts shall be machined from SAE41142 quenched
and tempered cold drawn steel shafting.

4, gripper pivots shall pivot on tapered roller bearings.

5. Gripper gears shall be constructed from 1” thick AR500 material.

6. An infinitely adjustable pressure valve shall control the grip
pressure/radial force: Switch will be located on the control console.

7. Gripper shall be capable of handling 30 — 110-gallon containers
designed for automated collections.

8. Grippers shall have UHMW polyethylene rollers at the tip to protect
and assist in grasping the container.

L e T [ O VR Y
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Exactly as Specified

YES

For Belt Grippers 30-110 Gallon Containers

9. Gripper shall be capable of handling 30-110-gallon container
designed for automated collection.

NO Offered

10. Gripper shall have a stationary inner arm and a pivoting outer arm.

11. The pivoting outer arm shall provide tension using tensional sptings.

12. Gripper shall have a belt 4” wide and connected on each end with
three bolts.

13. grippers shall pivot on adjustable tapered roller bearings.

SN NNY

14. Grippers shall have UHMW poly thylene roller bearings.

Universal Grippers

15. The gripper shall be capable of grasping and dumping containers with /‘
capacities from 40-450 gallons with out the need to change grippers.

16. The grippers shall exert on éppropriate radial force on each size
container to firmly grip the container without dropping, damaging, or
contorting. This force shall be controlled by a switch on the control
panel.

Electronic Proportional Control System (EPC):

1. An electronic proportional control system shall be provided that
will give the operator the ability to “feather” the automated
lifting mechanism with gripping/un-gripping, extending/
retracting, raising/lowering, dumping/un-dumping the /
containers. (No Exceptions)

2. The automated lifting mechanism shall be controlled by an electronic
operated hydraulic directional control valve. The valve shall

respond to proportional outputs (PWM signals) from the /
controller. ¥

3. Positive linear sensors shall be incorporated into the system
to provide feedback of the paosition of the lift arm while raising, /

dumping and gripping the containers.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

The system shall consist of multiple electrical components
multiplexed together using SAE J1939 Canbus to provide a complete
and expandable system.

Must have a separate Canbus to communicate with the engine
and transmission.

Must have an engine monitoring system to protect from over
torquing or stalling the engine in high load operations.

A controller designed for mobile equipment with multiple digital
and analog inputs and outputs shall be mounted near the main
automated lifting mechanism hydraulic control valve.

Remote 1/0 shall communicate through the Canbus to provide
for the inputs and outputs not directly connected to the main
controller.

A color display will be provided in the cab convenient to the
operator. The display will feature a function key driven
menu system to access system functions.

The joystick will also include four momentary switches for
frequently used functions including pack start, container shake,
work lights and auto grip/un-grip.

A multi-functional joystick shall be provided. It will include two
proportional “axis” for extending and retracting the lift mechanism,
raising and lowering the loft mechanism and a proportional

rocker for closing and releasing the grippers.

The joystick will include a selectable hold-to-run switch to
prevent unintentional operation of the control.

An optional bank of four rocker switches shall be available to allow
lift mechanism operation from the curbside.

The menu system will include screens for the following:
e Factory setup (password protected) so the system can
be configured for the user’s needs.
e User setup to allow the user to change how specific
features operate.
¢ Input and output diagnostics for trouble shooting
the system.

Exactly as Specified
YES NO Offered
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e Lights, for turning on and off work and warning lights.

e Collection mode grouping the controls needed when
picking up containers.

e Unloading mode grouping the controls needed when
unloading the unit.

e Joystick operation showing the function of the joystick.

e Data collection showing counts of arm cycles, pack
cycles, eject cycles, pump run times and warnings.

e System warning messages will display over the operation
system.

HYDRAULIC SYSTEM

1. Hydraulic pump design must allow all hydraulic flow to be stopped

during emergency situations (ex: hose burst) using the E-Stop button.

NO EXCEPTIONS.

2. Hydraulic pump design must allow truck to be able to drive back to
its home base without any harm to the pump and without
spilling any fluid after engaging e-stop with no further modifications
to the system, (ex: removing PTO shaft). NO EXCEPTIONS

3. An Eaton load sensing, power on demand (POD) hydraulic system
featuring a variable displacement tandem piston pump driven by a
long-life drive shaft must be used. NO EXCEPTIONS

4. The hydraulic pump shall be driven by chassis transmission PTO,
direct mounted off engine crankshaft or a combination of both
depending on the chassis limitations.

5. Piston pump system must be expected to last the life of the body
(5-7 years) when properly maintained. NO EXCEPTION.

6. For maximum efficiency, the tandem load sense pump shall provide
only the flow required for proper operation.

7. No over-speed control shall be required. NO EXCEPTIONS.
8. The arm hydraulic control valve must be true pilot operated,

proportional post compensated style with manual over-rides for
each junction. NO EXCEEPTIONS.

Exactly as Specified

YES

NO Offered
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Hydraulic reservoir shall be a maximum capacity of 40 gallons to
reduce overall weight. The reservoir shall include internal baffling
to direct the oil flow for maximum heat.

A highly efficient light weight non-micro nucleation reservoir

must be used, specifically designed to incorporate a suction screen

without concerns of micro hucleation.

Hydraulic reservoir shall be equipped with a fluid level sight
glass and an in cab low lever indicator.

hydraulic reservoir shall be equipped with a temperature sender
so oif temperature can be monitored in the cab.

Hydraulic reservoir shall be located on street side and frame
mounted. System must be plumbed and sized sufficiently to
the pump inlet to assure optimum inlet conditions without the
need for augmented tank pressurization.

The hydraulic system shall incorporate a full flow 10-micron
absolute in-tank return line filter with replaceable element.

The hydraulic system shall incorporate a fill flow 10-microm tank
breather with replaceable element.

All hydraulic fittings shall be O-ring Face Seal (OFS) or O-ring
Boss (ORB).

All hydraulic components shall be adequately sized and resigned
to maintain appropriate hydraulic oil temperature.

Maximum hydraulic system pressure for the lift arm and pack
circuits shall be 3000 psi.

Hydraulic system must provide arm operational gear at engine
idle speed, RPM not to exceed 800. NO EXCEPTIONS.

An optional self-contained forced air to oil cooler shall be
available to ensure hydraulic oil temperature is regulated in high
ambient temperature as needed for running in extreme
environments.

Exactly as Specified
YES NO Offered
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LIGHTS:

1. LED stop, tail, clearance and reverse lights shall be provided in
accordance with FMVSS#108.

2. An upper bolt on light bar shall be provided.

3. Upper light bar shall contain two (2} if each 4” diameter stop/tail/
turn lights and 2” diameter clearance and side marker lights.

4. Lower light bar shall contain two (2) of each 4” diameter stop/tail/
turn and reverse lights.

5. All lights shall be sealed, Lexan covers and have flexible gasket
mounting.

6. Mid-body turn signals shall be provided.
7. Two optional LED work lights shall be available, operated by a

single push button switches on the in-cab joystick, one (1) light shall
illuminate the hopper and one (1) shall illuminate the lift arm area.

ELECTRICAL:

1. All electrical wiring shall be in protective looms.

2. All wiring harness shall be Deutsch automotive type connections
meeting IP67 specification connections.

3. The electrical system shall not have junction boxes or terminations
that do not use th IP67 specification connections.

4. All circuits shall be properly fused, and wiring shall be color coded
and numbered.

PAINTING:

1. The entire unit shall be properly cleaned of all dirt, grease, and weld
slag prior to painting.

2. The complete unit shall be painted with DuPont Imron Elite high
solids to a minimum of 3.5 mils.

3. The body shall be painted on color (specify) /'/'/75"’/2’

Exactly as Specified
YES NO Offered
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MANUALS:

One complete set of operators, parts and service manuals to be suppled /

for each refuse picker.

WARRANTY:

1. The bidder shall offer a one (1) year body warranty against defective
material or workmanship.

2. The bidder shall offer a two (2) year warranty on all hydraulic
cylinders against defective material or workmanship.

3. The bidder shall offer a three (3) year warranty on the following products
supplied by Eaton Corporation, tandem piston pump, hydraulic valves and
OFS fittings and hoses against defective material or workmanship.

4. The bidder shall offer a five (5) year structural warranty on the automatic
arm with no additional cost to the customer.
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File Attachments for ltem:

7. Ordinance - An Emergency Ordinance Of The City Of Laurel Temporarily Imposing A
Moratorium On Annexation Applications In Order To Evaluate Municipal Infrastructure
Capacity, Water System Demands, The Impacts Of Recent Changes In State Law, Compliance
With The Montana Land Use Planning Act, And The Proper Future Growth Plans For The City
Of Laurel.

148




ORDINANCE NO. 026-__

AN EMERGENCY ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LAUREL TEMPORARILY
IMPOSING A MORATORIUM ON ANNEXATION APPLICATIONS IN ORDER TO
EVALUATE MUNICIPAL INFRASTRUCTURE CAPACITY, WATER SYSTEM
DEMANDS, THE IMPACTS OF RECENT CHANGES IN STATE LAW,
COMPLIANCE WITH THE MONTANA LAND USE PLANNING ACT, AND THE

PROPER FUTURE GROWTH PLANS FOR THE CITY OF LAUREL.

WHEREAS, the purpose of this Emergency Ordinance is to preserve the status quo and
temporarily suspend annexation proceedings while the City puts a plan in place to evaluate the
capacity of its infrastructure, including potable water supply, water storage, and municipal
service capabilities, to assess the impacts of recent changes to Montana law affecting municipal
land-use regulation, and to ensure proper future growth plans for the City of Laurel;

WHEREAS, this Emergency Ordinance is adopted pursuant to Mont. Code Ann. 87-5-
104, as follows:

7-5-104. Emergency ordinance. In the event of an emergency, the governing
body may waive the second reading. An ordinance passed in response to an
emergency shall recite the facts giving rise to the emergency and requires a two-
thirds vote of the whole governing body for passage. An emergency ordinance
shall be effective on passage and approval and shall remain effective for no more
than 90 days.

WHEREAS, the City makes the following legislative findings, related to this
Emergency Ordinance:

1.

The City of Laurel is responsible for providing safe potable water and municipal
services to residents within the city limits.

The City currently has known infrastructure constraints within its water system,
including limited water storage capacity and areas dependent upon temporary
booster infrastructure.

Engineering analysis and planning documents have identified the need for
additional infrastructure improvements.

The City is presently evaluating long-term water demand associated with
significant industrial and municipal users within the City.

Recent amendments to Montana law, including 876-2-345 MCA, have altered
municipal land-use authority and may increase development pressure.

Ordinance No. 026-__ Emergency Ordinance Re Annexation Moratorium
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

The City is presently undertaking actions to be fully compliant with the Montana
Land Use Planning Act (MLUPA) §76-25-101 et seq. It is anticipated that it
will take up to 24 months for the City to become fully compliant with the Act.
Failure to be fully in compliance with MLUPA by May 17, 2026, exposes the
City to serious liability when considering potential annexations, initial zoning
assignments and subdivisions as additions to the City.

The City believes that the following planning, in part, is necessary, in order to
ensure proper annexation and services to City of Laurel residents: (a)
engineering staff certify water capacity; (b) storage impact is analyzed; (c) fire-
flow requirements are confirmed; (d) service extension costs are identified; (e)
emergency response service demands are evaluated; (f) infrastructure demand
related to commercial and residential properties is evaluated; and (g) all other
City service demands are evaluated and assessed, prior to any other approved
growth within the City.

Properties contiguous to the City that may be eligible for annexation include
substantial tracts of undeveloped land.

Preliminary estimates indicate potential annexation requests could involve
approximately 50 to 60 blocks of developable land, if not more.

Municipalities that annex property must provide municipal services to annexed
areas.

The City must ensure infrastructure can safely serve both existing residents and
future development.

Immediate annexation consideration could jeopardize safe and reliable
infrastructure.

The City has not completed current engineering confirmation of available
potable water reserve for additional annexed territory.

The City is presently evaluating contractual water obligations involving major
industrial consumption, including anticipated long-term municipal demand
impacts.

Emergency services delivery capacity for certain contiguous growth areas has
not been fully verified.

Annexation without immediate engineering verification may impair service
reliability to existing residents.

Ordinance No. 026-__ Emergency Ordinance Re Annexation Moratorium
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17. Municipal emergency medical, police, and fire response impacts for newly
annexed territory require updated review.

18.  Temporary delay is necessary to prevent commitment of municipal services
before capacity is known.

19.  The City requires time to arrange to conduct engineering review, infrastructure
review, and policy evaluation.

20.  This Emergency Ordinance is not directed at any particular development
proposal, and it applies citywide to all annexation requests equally without
regard to applicant identity, land use type, or pending proposal.

21.  This Emergency Ordinance shall not be applicable to any developer who
currently holds a valid/unexpired City Council issued Approval for Conditional
Annexation, Preliminary Subdivision Plat, or Initial Zoning Assignment.

WHEREAS, effective immediately upon passage, the City shall not accept, process,
review, or approve any annexation petition, application, or request;

WHEREAS, this Emergency Ordinance is effective immediately upon passage and
approval and shall remain in effect for ninety (90) days unless earlier repealed by the City
Council,

WHEREAS, this Emergency Ordinance requires a two-thirds vote of the whole
governing body;

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that this Ordinance is necessary for the immediate
preservation of public health, safety, and welfare and shall take effect immediately upon
passage, and the City Council waives a second reading of this Emergency Ordinance.

PASSED and ADOPTED on first reading (second reading waived) at a meeting of the
City Council on the ™ day of April 2026, upon Motion by Council Member

APPROVED BY THE MAYOR on the __ ™ day of April 2026.

CITY OF LAUREL

Dave Waggoner, Mayor

ATTEST:

Ordinance No. 026-__ Emergency Ordinance Re Annexation Moratorium
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Kelly Strecker, Clerk-Treasurer

Ordinance No. 026-__ Emergency Ordinance Re Annexation Moratorium

152




File Attachments for ltem:

9. 4th of July Fireworks Discussion
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SPECIAL EVENT & RIGHT-OF-WAY PERMIT APPLICATION

PARADE, GATHERING, PROTEST, WALK, RUN, DEMONSTRATION, ATHLETIC
EVENT, SPEECH, EXHIBITATION, OR MOTORCADE

The organizer of a special event must fill out the application and return it to the City of
Laurel no less than 30 days prior to the start of the event. A non-refundable application fee
of $35 will be charged, unless otherwise waived by the Mayor upon request of the Applicant.

For any questions with regard to the legal scope and extent of the Special Event requirements,
please refer to the Laurel Municipal Code for further explanation.

WHAT IS AN EVENT?

Laurel is a city that celebrates special events and values the civic and economic benefit that
special events bring to our community. From major community events and sporting events to
community-based festivals, parades, and athletic activities, the City of Laurel is proud to many
of events each year.

An event is any organized activity involving the use of, or having impact upon, public property,
public facilities, parks, sidewalks, or public roadways in a manner that varies from its normal and
customary land use.

The following pages include the City of Laurel’ Special Events & Right of Way Permit
Application and instructions developed to guide you through the permit process. It is our goal to
assist event organizers in planning safe, inviting, and successful events that create a minimal
impact on the communities/neighborhoods surrounding the events.

Thank you for contributing to the spirit and vitality of our City through the staging of your event.
Best wishes for a successful event!

PERMIT PROCESS

The permit application process begins when you submit a completed Special Event Permit
Application and the appropriate application fee to the City of Laurel. Keep in mind that receipt

1
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of your application should in no way be construed as final approval or confirmation of your
request. A representative of the City Clerk/Treasurer’s will contact you upon receiving the
application and thereafter will serve as your primary point of contact for the processing or your
application. Copies of the application are forwarded and reviewed by all affected City
Departments and/or public agencies. You may be contacted individually by these departments or
agencies if they have specific questions or concerns about your event. Throughout the review
process you will be notified if your event requires any additional information, permits, licenses,
or certificates. Delays in providing these items often delay our ability to finish our review
process and approve your application in a timely manner.

If you request that particular fees be waived in relationship to your Special Event, including the
permitting fee and other fees, please identify what fees you seek to have waived, for the Mayor’s
consideration. All approval on fee waiver is within the sole discretion of the City Mayor.

EVENT APPROVAL CONSIDERATIONS

The following conditions will be considered by the City when determining if an event will be
allowed:

* Promotes the community as a whole

* Provides positive civic and economic benefit

»  Weighs impacts on neighboring businesses and properties

»  Weighs impact on public uses

* Considers frequency of closures

» Considers the event’s financial impact

» Evaluates performance regarding previous permit conditions

» Liability exposure for the City and/or the Applicant
EVENT PRIORITY

Applications for Special Event Permits are generally processed in the order of receipt, and the
use of a particular area is generally allocated in the order in which fully executed applications are

received, and in accordance with considerations City Administration uses in deciding on the
issuance of a permit as set forth below.

CITY OF LAUREL NON-DISCRIMINATION STATEMENT

The City of Laurel does not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, religion,
disability status or age in provision of services.
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SPECIAL EVENT & RIGHT-OF-WAY PERMIT APPLICATION

PARADE, GATHERING, PROTEST, WALK, RUN, DEMONSTRATION, ATHLETIC
EVENT, SPEECH, EXHIBITATION, OR MOTORCADE

Name of Event: q 4 Q‘r :s;g!;‘ P E;m La @CL‘S

Applicant Name/Chairperson: (4 y $ nat r I

Name of Organization: | ‘ation

On-site Contact: K(#ghg&ﬂn_n_ On-site Cell Phone: %€ -5£/- 5% 11. [0k -£9-]129Y

Mailing Address: E, 0 Bﬂ}g 1191

City/State/Zip: la../g,l; MT 5904y

Work Phone: Yo£- 8¢ |- §%29 Email:éﬂ&cﬁd@mgj[; o)

Brief Event Description: | i €

Event Location/Address:ZZﬂmp:m_?act

Event Website if applicable: h!/A

Event Date: LI :Sgl.f 2&36
Start Time: 07700 End Time: mza&‘

Road Closure Begins: _3_::2]3’,_25_ Road Closure Ends: § ;!;4‘ 2£
Set-Up Begins: &Mﬂm Clean-Up Ends: 8 J. b, 262 /200

Estimated Attendance:

This Event is: Z Open to the General Public Open by ticketed Admission
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CITY SERVICES

The City of Laurel does not provide amenities such as portable washrooms, sound systems,
tables, chairs, tents, canopies, barricades, or other equipment. For waste disposal facilities,
applicant may choose to contact the City of Laurel’ Solid Waste Division, 406-628-7431.

Dumpsters are required at events serving food and beverage.

How many dumpsters are you providing?

Delivery Location?

Date and Time dumpsters are to be picked up?

Applicants are responsible for cleaning and restoring the site after the event. Please pick
up all trash including paper, plastic, bottles, cans, and event marketing signs. Assessment
for clean-up will be charged to the event organizer.

For events that require barricades. the applicant must secure safe and sufficient barricades and
ensure that all attendees are appropriately protected in the barricaded area from incoming traffic.

SAFETY AND SECURITY

Certain events require a security detail. Your security plan must be attached and approved by
the Laurel Police Department.

Who will be providing security for this event? ZQVQQ lﬂwr}gc Fre Q‘%Pi‘ &50‘.;“};0”
Dates & Times for security to be on site? () 202 4/ ). [[5 , 202z — & ), !(} ; gag‘é)/gao

To inquire about Laurel Police Department Extra Duty Officers and rates, please call the Police
Chief, Stan Langve 406-628-8737 Email: slangve@Laurelmt.gov

VOICE/MUSIC AMPLIFICATION

Applicant is required to identify use of any music or sound amplification equipment, including
hours of usage and anticipated area effected by music/sound.

Start Time: JO Q¢ Finish Time: 000 ]
Anticipated Equipment: Cutdoor <Speaber for Svewt Frfigic < P

157




VENDORS

A vendor is anyone who is serving, selling, sampling, or displaying food, beverages,
merchandise, or services.

Does the event include vendors?

If the event will have food vendors, please check the following that apply:

Served Sold Catered Prepared Outdoors

An applicant having any food service must contact Riverstone Health Department at
406-247-3200 for approval of any food preparation or service including health inspections.
Applicant must show a plan for clean-up and grease removal. Fire Code requires a fire
extinguisher at each cooking location.

ALCOHOL
Will alcoholic beverages be served at the event? No _X_Yes

If yes, please identify insurance being obtained to reduced liability exposure for alcohol
consumption. Submit the Open Container Form, if applicable, to the Police Department at City
Hall, 115 W. 1% Street or phone 406-628-7431.

The Laurel Police Department reserves the right to revoke the special event permit if those in
attendance become unruly, if property is damaged, or for other reasons that adversely affect the
public health, safety, and welfare of the citizens of the City or those people attending or
participating in the special event.

SITE PLAN

Provide a Site-Plan sketch of the event. Please attach to the Special Event & Right of Way
Application. Include maps, outline or diagram of the entire event venue including the
names of all street or areas that are part of the venue and the surrounding area. The plan
should include the following information (if applicable):

[J Tents, Canopies (X) [0 Stages or Amplified Sound (SO)
[0 Food Vendors (FV) [0 Trash Receptacle (TR)
[0 Beverage Vendor (BV) [0 Barricades (B)
[d Alcoholic Beverage Vendors (A) [0 Trailers, Vehicles (V)
O Portable Toilets (T) [ Fire Lane (FL)
O Fire Hydrants (FH) [0 Generator/Electricity (E)
O Curb Cut-Outs (CC) [0 Location of First Aid (FA)
5
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The area requested must be reasonably suited relative to the accessibility, size and nature of the
proposed special event. The event must accommodate the special needs of disabled persons
whose rights are protected under the Americans with Disabilities Act and who choose to
participate in the event. ADA ramps may not be blocked during any time.

Location of First Aid must be advertised to attendees, in a manner that reasonably informs
attendees where to seek First Aid.

TRAFFIC PLAN/TRAFFIC CONTROL

O Road Race [0 Procession
O Parade O Other
O Bike Race/Walk

Please attach Route and Traffic Control plan.

Your route and traffic and control plan must include the required information listed below,
and any other additional information that you believe applies to your event:

OO The proposed route to be traveled including the requested starting and termination point.
Please also clarify the direction of movement of your event. Include assembly and
staging areas.

[0 Routing plans for traffic. Illustrate a plan to include roads that you are requesting to be
closed to vehicular or other traffic for your event. Include planned arrangements to
resolve conflicts with people trying to reach hotels, their own residences, businesses,
places of worship and public facilities including public transportation such as busses.

[0 Whether the event will occupy all or a portion of the street(s) requested for use. Please
note for fun runs if participants will be on paths or sidewalks instead of the street.

[0 Proposed locations for barricades, signs, security, and volunteers. Modifications to this
portion of your Route and Traffic Control Plan may be required by the City of Laurel
after initial submission of the application.

[J Where runs or walks cross a public street, clearly indicate how many course flaggers will
be used and where they will be stationed to control traffic.

[J The provision of a twelve foot (12°) wide unobstructed emergency access lane on closed
streets or as approved by the Laurel Fire Department.

[ Event organizers must maintain pedestrian access on public sidewalks, unless an
alternate plan is approved
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[J A white temporary water base pavement paint can be used on the streets to mark the
course. If the paint does not come off the pavement within a month after the event, the
applicant will have to pay to have it removed.

[0 Placement of parking meter tags: Applicant must post “No Parking” signs along city
roads where public parking spaces exist within the event site. “No Parking” signs must
be posted with at least 24 hours notice of the event closure. Fines may apply if signs are
not taken down by the end time stated on the applicant’s approved permit. Contact the
City of Laurel Public Works Department, 406-657-8279 fees may apply.

Please note: The City of Laurel has final discretion over your Route and Traffic Control
Plan including but not limited to, the placement and number of all barricades, signs,
security, traffic flaggers, and volunteer locations.

RESIDENT AND/OR BUSINESS NOTIFICATION

Events that require road closures, or may cause disruption for City of Laurel residents,
businesses, churches, etc., must notify the affected parties one month prior to the event. Notices
must reflect the date(s), day(s), time(s), and location(s) of the event, types of activities taking
place during your event and the event organizer’s contact information. The notice must give
detour or alternate route information if normal access is affected. Also, the notice must give City
contact information to contact in the case of comments or concerns regarding the event. Proof of
the notice delivery shall be in the form of a sign-off sheet submitted to the City of Laurel.
Include a sample of the notice and a list of recipients with your application.

INDEMNIFICATION

In consideration for permission to conduct its activity as requested, applicant/organization
expressly assumes all risks incident to or in connection with the permitted activity. Any property
damage or bodily injury arising out of or in connection with the permitted activity shall be the
sole responsibility of the applicant/organization. Applicant/organization agrees to and shall
indemnify, defend and hold the City harmless from and against all losses, liabilities, damages,
costs, expenses including litigation costs and reasonable attorney’s fees, judgments or
settlements whatsoever incurred by the City resulting from any claim, demand, action, cause of
action or suit arising from or relating to the negligent or intentional acts or omissions of
applicant/organization’s officers, volunteers, employees, vendors, agents, contractors,
subcontractors and others acting on behalf of applicant/organization.
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INSURANCE

Attach applicable insurance information, including a copy of Applicant’s Certificate of

Coverage. Z

Applicant Signature

Please send completed application to:

City of Laurel
Clerk/Treasurer

115 W. 1st Street
P.O.Box 10

Laurel, MT 59044
406-628-7431
bmoorman@laurel.mt.gov

T8 P o A

Date
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SPECIAL EVENT PERMIT APPLICATION

CITY OF LAUREL

APPROVALS
Title Signature Date
Public Works Director
Police Chief
Ambulance Director
Fire Chief
City Attorney

Mayor
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Laurel Police Department

215 W. 15t Street, Laurel, MT 59044
P.O. Box 10, Laurel, MT 59044
(406)628 8737 » Fax (406)628-4641 * E-mail: laurelpd@Ilaurel.mt.gov

OPEN CONTAINER

REQUEST FORM
Date and Time of Event: Location:
Contact: DOB:
(Person Applying for Permit)
Address: Phone:

Agency (if applicable):

(include mailing address and phone number)
Description of Event: (Include the name of any live music/band that will be amplified.)

I, the Undersigned, acknowledge that | have read this permit carefully, and | fully understand that
I am responsible for this permit. | further understand that | must have this permit at the event
location and that it is my responsibility to ensure that no minors (anyone under 21 years of age)
are served alcohol. | further understand that | must keep open containers in a specified area. It is
further understood that this permit may be voided by any law enforcement officer based on any
complaints received or violations of any ordinances or codes committed by any member of my
party. | further understand that a law enforcement officer may contact me to view the permit. |
agree that | am fully and solely responsible for any use of this permit by myself and any attendees
to any event that | am hosting. | hold harmless and fully indemnify the City of Laurel from any
events resulting from use of this permit.

| agree to abide by the above conditions of this permit.

Signature of Permit Holder Date

(Department Use Only)
I this request
(Approve/Disapprove) Laurel Police Department Date

163




164

W0J39INSUTA}ISI| W @ 00T ESEE-VET (90V) uos.eq [gor aauelnsul AYD sS[IAI[  LIN ‘AMD SB[IN
00ZT-¥59 (90%) 4BSWIS ssoy *au| ‘@aueunsu| Ayuno) sdij|iyd LA ‘B3 BN
002T-€62(90Y) poom wol "oU] ‘AJUR3y POOM [SeWoyl 1IN "Aqg

WOJ'3JUBINSUIUMOISIM3|@d1aq|0SI5| 85 S-8€S (90Y) 81aqjos 102§ 9JUBINSU| UMOISIMIT| 1IN ‘UMOISIMDT
JoU UMOISIMI| @D IUWd T€€2-3€5(90V) J0A1d Rey BDUBJNSU| BUBIUOI [BJIUAD | LAl ‘UMOISIMIT
W03 1soMoUAEd @ATUZ1B |3 0ZCr-85L(90%)| Ayl ALeyd 2oueInsU| 1SS MAURed| LN ‘|[odsi[ey
J'[euoneusmiUIgny@uosuyol Twwel| zzi-95/(90v) | uosuyor Iwwej| [euolieusdIu[ gNH| LW ‘[l2dstey
WOd SISALI Pl @SIT1119} €0zz-25S(90¥)| 1PMP|oD 1a] ddUBJNSU| UBpPJOS 1 ‘uepior
Wi02'930NDbssauISNq@AS I 8zvSs-c2v (901) JIPOH AIsLy| 9JUBINSU| UOSCOH 1IN ‘uosqoi
[ Woopopoy@zuimuD £9£9-592 (90¥) | 8J0qZ1IM Wiy Aoualy a5ueinsul possoy 1IN 2JAeH
WO SUWPI@!1pol 99€v-7£9(90¥) Asusal] por ddUueJNsSU| BUBIUO-PIN| 1INl ‘UOIMO|IEH
€YSE-€9€ (90%) upsno|  yiegezi3 9Jueunsujsapauied| 1A ‘uoljiweH
SG9¢-£9€(90%) lspuo) Awy jeuoljeusaiu| gnH| LA ‘uoljiweH
Szee-t6T(907) poom 13 ALle sos11dJa1u3 pOOM [ LIA ‘s||ed 3ealn
Wi03"33uelInsul|[oMs503 0005-19Z(90%) 198UlIS euuyor Aouady |lems30)| 1IN ‘Si|ed 1ea49
Ul @pue|oq TLEO-€S¥(907) puejog [SIEY; Aduasy puejog| 1IAl ‘s|jed 1eal9
JoU JUOWaU @ paliuneyiio 96£6-8¢¢ (90¥) | ®ys08uag CRIRE] A1jeay 'gadouednsu| pallun| LW ‘Mo3se|D
19U oMogUeI @ 1101 LtSz-9v€ (90%) [ suopeSeH ua9|I) 9oueJinsu| Ajuno) pngasoy 1IN "Yihsiog
0D'[EUOIRUIRIUIGNY @SNYZIYIS Jal | T0Z-289 (90%) | SN¥ZH|Y2S Haf |[euOllBUIBIU| gNH 1IN 'siuu3
T01S-€89(90%) [2550D BUUY [euoijeusaiul gNH LA ‘uo|]i@
v,2T-€L8(90¥) yedy 3IpuAl 3JUBINSU| 1S9 18949 111N ] jueg i)
€97€-8.7(907) lojAeN|  uouueys 9JUBJNSU| 1S3\ 184D IARST| LN ‘peJuOo)
W03 35UeINSUO|[IASPUBWI@BISNS | T9ES-CCE(90T)| JoulRdys alsng Aouady @oueJnsu| ajjinapuey| 1IN ‘snqwnjo)
wod 1jines| @ Jalies-1uoL TLL5-99%(907) 49]13eS luoyl 8oUueJnsuU| }s3/\, 18aJD 11IAe37| 1IN ‘nesjoy)d
Wi0J [EUCIIeUISIUIqNy @ UeWUT9IW | 22 C-ZSE (907) uewuj NN [euolieussiulgNH| LA ooulyd
WO0I 1SOMO UAE sog/-cz/ (90t) paay ETFIEIE] 9Jue.ansu| 3s9 s uled 1IN @11ng
W0J9JUBINSU|[SUEp @ WO} TSzi-78s (90Y) s|@lueq woy 9JUBJINSU| S[3lueq 1IN @31ng
Wod'|lewd @sdsoqape] 8097-9¢¥ (90%) s380g oper| ‘ou|‘sadiasRs3URINSUISNpeOJg| 1IN ‘Snpeoug
IPUSUIAIUS YO W @AIUSYI WD 5/05-98S(90¥%)| AtusHOW ulg aoueansuj AJuaHIN| LA "uewzog
W0J'9JUBINSUNISIMIST@ASURRPT | TTTS-285(907) AsuepQ AL U] 1S9 IS414| LN ‘uewszog
W00 USSoAd @seyd €9T0-2SZ (90%) U9B0A alldeyd 9JUBINSU| U3ZaA Jo1ad 1IN sauijjig
006T-8€2{90V) 2MO03S Aou] doueINSU| IS dUAey 1IN ‘s8uljig
08T¥-¢S9(90¥) | ®|PPiuieq euueag douesnsu|a|[pluleq| LA ‘ssuljjig
vTOP-7E€6(90%) | IPIWYIS 8lnfr 9dueJnsuj A9y | LA “4equul] Sig
£09/-/£8(90%) 320s3§ EpUBLIY aouelnsuj1sepauied| LN odo48ig|
1987-8£.(90%) ss3oq sper 9J01S ddue.NsU| LN “Jaxeq

auoyd 10B31UC) aweN Aoualdy uojjes’o




165

U lWEsU|[eruuaiuad 0€0£-99¢ (90y) [ ueladdiz sinr "JU| ‘3dUeJNsU| [elUUSIUB) | 1IN ‘puasuUmMo]

[ WoD IsoMmauARd@sSewoyy S00S-///(90%)| sewoyl "EYE] soueinsu|1sapBuied| 9||IASUBARIS
Wwod'sulzliess @ piaep TTV1-€€7 (907) Z}19S |Aeq AJUS3Y 9JueJnsu| 23195 1IN “Aaupis

WoS 1IIAed | @>}JED-SIAET} 10Z5-¥EV(90Y) J1B) SiAed] 3JUeJnsU} 1S9\ 183D 111AeST] 1IN “Aq[3ys

JoU IUO WL U @ UEpaj|omd] 7Stz-287(90D) 3JJom Alisd AduaBy s|plueg-24 oM 1 ‘Aaqoos
wod'juowsugyoyliuaisw 6292-/8Y(90V) Yoluais e aJuelnsu| Jeis JeA|IS 1Al ‘A9q02S
IO SIOAPIW @ UOSONWESEI[SSI] | §50Z-€Z€(90%) | ospnwes BIISSO[ dnpunoy joadjuednsu| A)| 1A ‘dnpunoy
W0J-9oUeInNsuldoysiq@uuigqod T¥€5-9/9 (90%) UosPN uiqoy S9D]AJBS 8dueansu| doysig 1Al ‘'ueuoy
00€Z-9% (90Y) e3ys,0 ysor [euoljeuJaiu| gnH 93po7 pay

08£8-£88(90%) Jayseug yiegd dJueJnsu| 1sapmauied 1N ‘uosjod

7L€5-€88(90V) doysig 333d S9J|A4RS dJuesnsu| doysig LN ‘uos|od

06TT-99/ (90%) [uosdwoy] peyd| ‘seieldossy 1gsuljjod/uosdwoy]| ‘poomAius|d

0S0¥-87/(90Y) sesueH a1q9aq@ aJueJnsu|1samauled| LA 'B[nossIN

WO 'AJusge|[soWEM 30! 0820-v€Z(90¥) | HeyAuay [0[ Aduady [PYIUN V' M| LN ‘AUDSIIN




DATE (MM/DD/YYYY)

acoro™ CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE

PRODUCER
Sample Insurance Agency THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE
2.0. Box 0000 CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY

. THE POLICIES BELOW.
Your City, Your State ZIP

INSURED
INSURERS AFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC#
ABC, Inc. INSURER A:  XYZ Insurance Company
Address INSURER B:
City, State Zip INSURER C:
INSURER D:
INSURER E:
COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER: REVISION NUMBER:

THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD INDICATED, NOT WITHSTANDING ANY
REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN. THE
INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS, EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. AGGREGATE LIMITS SHOWN
MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

msr |asot POLICY EFFECTIVE DATE | POLICY EXPIRATION
R |isko TYPE OF INSURANCE POLICY NUMBER (MM/DD/VY) DATE (MM/DD/VY) LIMITS
Al X |GENERAL LIABILITY XXXXXX DATE DATE  |eacHoccURRENCE | $1,000,000
COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY
X
CLAIMS MADEMOCCUR
GEN:L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER AGGREGATE $2,000,000

o]
POLICY PROJE! LOC

SAMPLE
INSURANCE ’ $1 Million

Minimum Required

CERTIFICATE | Or Totaling $2 Million

OCCUR
CLAIMS MADE
DEDUCTIBLE
RETENTION

DESCRITION OF OPERATIONS/LOCATIONS/VEHICLES/EXCLUSIONS ADDED BY ENDORSEMENT/SPECIAL PROVISIONS
City of Laurel is listed as a primary additional insured.

*Confirmation required at time of event that aggregate limits have not been exhausted.

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION
. SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF,
Clty of Laurel THE ISSUING INSURER WILL ENDEAVOR TO MAIL@DAYS WRITTEN NOTICE TO THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER

NAMED TO THE LEFT, BUT FAILURE TO DO SO SHALL IMPOSE NO OBLIGATION OR LIABILITY OF ANY KIND
UPON THE INSURER, ITS AGENTS OR REPRESENTATIVES
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CONTACT PHONE NUMBERS:

Below please find a list of contacts that you might need when planning your event.

Laurel Police Department: (parades, extra duty officers) — 628-8737
Laurel Volunteer Fire Department: (fire lanes, Fire Code issues) — 628-4911
Public Works Director: (black roll-a-way garbage cans) — 208-1885
Finance Office: (park permit, shelter reservation, alcohol permit) —628-7431
Billings Construction Supply: (barricades, porta-potties) - 248-8355
Cotter’s Squatters: (porta-potties) — 628-5989

Mountain West: (barricades) - 259-0199

Urapeein: (porta-potties) — 252-3040

Television Media: KTVQ 2-252-5611

Television Media: KULR 8 -656-8000

Newspaper Media: Billings Gazette - 657-1200

Newspaper Media: Laurel Outlook — 628-4412

Newspaper Media: Yellowstone County News — 348-2650

Laurel Chamber of Commerce: 628-8105
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eri—— LAURVOL-02 JJACOBS
i CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE g

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.

IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must have ADDITIONAL INSURED provisions or be endorsed.

If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement. A statement on
this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).

PRODUCER License # 979004

HUB International Mountain States Limited
35456 Gabel Road

Unit 3

Billings, MT 69102

_ﬁgﬂpﬂ Hallie Belcourt

| PHONE, Exq: (406) 371-8432 | A% no):(406) 652-7838
| Lo hallie.belcourt@hubinternational.com

INSURER(S) AFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC #
INSURER A - National Union Fire Insurance Company of Pittsburgh, PA|{9445

INSURED

Laurel Volunteer Fire Department Association
PO Box 1191
Laurel, MT 69044

INSURERB :
INSURER C :

INSURER D :

| INSURERE -

INSURER F :

COVERAGES

CERTIFICATE NUMBER:

REVISION NUMBER:

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,

EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

INSR

POLICY EFF | POLICY EXP

) TYPE OF INSURANCE AR POLICY NUMBER | (MM/DDIYYYY) LMITS
A | X | COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY EACH OCCURRENCE s 1,000,000
| cLamswaoe [ X ] occur VFNU-TR-0016602-06 4/16/2026 | 4/16/2026 | DAMIACE TORENTED i
MED EXP {Any one person) $ 5’000
- PERSONAL & ADV INJURY | § 1,000,000
GEN'L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER: GENERAL AGGREGATE $ 3,000,000
X | pouicy SECT Loc PRODUCTS - COMP/OP AGG | $ 3,000,000
OTHER: $
A | AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY _mﬂsmem LMt 5 1,000,000
ANY AUTO VFNU-TR-0016602-06 4/16/2026 | 4/16/2026 | BoDILY INJURY (Per person) | §
OWNED (X | §CHERULED
AUTOS ONLY AUTOS BODILY INJURY (Per accident) | $
HIRED NON-OWNED PROPERTY DAMAGE
X B S oy [ X | ROTSIUNTD (Per accident) $
$
A | X |umereLtauns | X | occur EACI O LRENCE 3 1,000,000
EXCESS LIAB CLAIMS-MADE 'VFNU-TR-0016502-06 4/16/2025 | 4/16/2026 | , - ~o-ca1e N 1,000,000
DED | | RETENTIONS g
WORKERS COMPENSATION PER OTH-
AND EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY "y R Rume || &F
ANY PROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUTIVE E.L EACH AGCIDENT $
OFFICERIMEMBER EXCLUDED? N/A
{Mandatory in NH) E.L DISEASE - EAEMPLOYEE §
If yes, describe under
DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS below E.LDISEASE - POLICY LIMIT | §

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS / LOCATIONS / VEHICLES (ACORD 101, Additional Remarks Schedul

may be hed if more space is required)

CERTIFICATE HOLDER

CANCELLATION

Laurel Volunteer Fire Department Association
PO Box 1191
Laurel, MT 59044

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE

THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WiLL BE DELIVERED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS.

AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

i

ACORD 26 (2016/03)
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