
 
 

 
 
 

TENTATIVE AGENDA 

(Amended) 
 

REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
CITY HALL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
105 E. CENTER ST., SIKESTON 

 

Monday, January 31, 2022 
5:00 P.M. 

 
 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
 

II. RECORD OF ATTENDANCE 
 

III. OPENING PRAYER 
 
IV. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 
V. ITEMS OF BUSINESS 

A. 1st & 2nd Reading, Emergency Ordinance #6257, Amending Municipal Code Chapter 716 
- Wastewater Pretreatment 

B. Award North Industrial Park Farm Lease 
C. Appointment to Scott County Extension Council 
D. Interim Appointment to Tourism Advisory Board 
E. Approve Purchase of Used DPS Vehicle 
F. Approve Purchase of Two Pickup Trucks for Public Works 
G. Authorization to Proceed with 2022 Street & Drainage Improvement Program 
H. Briefing:  Online Reservations for Park Facilities 
I. Award Bid 22-25, Airport Fuel System 
J. Approve Dancler Field Lighting Bid 
K. Authorize Staff to Convert Two (2) Tennis Courts to Six (6) Pickleball Courts at the 

Complex 
L. Other Items as May Be Determined During the Course of the Meeting  

 
    VI. ADJOURNMENT 
 
Dated this 25th day of January 2022 
  
 

 Rhonda Council   
Rhonda Council, City Clerk 
 

The City of Sikeston complies with ADA guidelines.  Notify Rhonda Council at 471-2512 (TDD Available) to notify the City of any 
reasonable accommodation needed to participate in the City Council’s Meeting. 



1 

Council Letter 
 

 
Council Letter: 22-01-31 

  
Originating Department:  Board of Municipal Utilities 
 
To the Mayor and City Council: 
 
Subject:    1st & 2nd Reading, Emergency Bill #6257, Wastewater Pretreatment  
 
Attachments: 
 1.  Bill #6257 

 
Action Options: 
 A.  Approve Bill #6257 

B.  Other action as may be deemed appropriate  
 

Background: 
 
After our new discharge permit was issued, we needed to perform a Local Limits study of our 
system.  This was performed by Waters and Associates.  The outcome of this study showed a 
change in what limits our sewer plant can accept.  Some limits went up and some went down.  
We are also adding what is called a Mass Loading limit to give us more permitting flexibility with 
our industries.  This change is a regulatory suggested change.  Finally, there is some language 
changes in the submittals from industries.  The above referenced changes are to our pre-
treatment program and affect only those significant industrial users.  
 
This was approved by the BMU Board in July of 2021 but due to a delay caused by Covid it 
was not delivered to the City until now.  These changes are a requirement of the State for our 
permit.  I am requesting an emergency ordinance as the new permits for our industries are 
scheduled to become active in February. 
   

 

  
City of Sikeston 
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BILL Number 6257                                                   ORDINANCE Number 6257   
 
THIS BILL AS APPROVED SHALL BECOME EMERGENCY ORDINANCE NUMBER 6257 
AND SHALL AMEND CHAPTER 716, WASTEWATER PRETREATMENT, OF THE CITY 
CODE OF THE CITY OF SIKESTON, MISSOURI.  
 
THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SIKESTON, 
MISSOURI AS FOLLOWS: 
 
SECTION I:   This Ordinance shall be codified in Title VII, Chapter 716 of the Sikeston 
Municipal Code. 
 
SECTION II:  Section 716.080 (B) is amended to read as follows:  
 

Section 716.080.  Local Limits.  
 
B.  The following pollutant limits are established to protect against Pass Through and 

Interference.  Based upon the following Maximum Allowable Industrial Load (MAIL) 
calculations no person shall discharge wastewater to cause the combined treatment plant 
influent to contain in excess of the following daily maximums.  

 
 North Plant  
 
 Parameter   MAIL 
 Ammonia   72 lbs 
 BOD5    9123 lbs  

 total suspended solids  8960 lbs 
     
  
 South Plant 
 
 Parameter   MAIL 

ammonia    313 lbs   
arsenic     0.634 lbs  
BOD5    6605 lbs  

cadmium    0.025 lbs  
chromium    10.495 lbs  
copper     8.837 lbs  
cyanide     1.154 lbs  
lead     0.585 lbs  
mercury    0.141 lbs  
molybdenum    0.207 lbs  
nickel     3.690 lbs  
selenium    0.292 lbs  
silver     1.705 lbs  
total suspended solids  1749 lbs  

 zinc     2.628 lbs  
 

The above limits apply at the point where the wastewater is discharged to the POTW.  All 
concentrations for metallic substances are for total metal unless indicated otherwise.  The 
Director may impose mass limitations or concentration-based limitations which when all of 
the SIU’s are combined do not exceed the MAIL values above. 
 
When distributed on a uniform concentration basis for the South Plant, the local limits will 
be set at the following daily maximum: 

 
 Parameter   UNIFORM 
     CONCENTRATION 

arsenic     0.124 mg/L 
cadmium    0.005 mg/L 
chromium    2.053 mg/L  
copper     1.728 mg/L  
cyanide     0.226 mg/L  
lead     0.114 mg/L  
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mercury    0.028 mg/L  
molybdenum    0.040 mg/L  
nickel     0.722 mg/L  
selenium    0.057 mg/L  
silver     0.333 mg/L  
zinc     0.514 mg/L 

 
BOD5, ammonia, Oil & Grease, and TSS shall be as outlined in the Sanitary Sewer 
Ordinance. 

 
SECTION III:  Section 716.330 (C) is amended to read as follows: 
 
Section 716.330.  Periodic Compliance Reports.  
 
C.  The BMU may reduce the requirement for periodic compliance reports [see Section 

716.330 A (40 CFR 403.12(e)(1))] to a requirement to report no less frequently than once a 
year, unless required more frequently in the Pretreatment Standard or by the [EPA/State], 
where the Industrial User’s total categorical wastewater flow does not exceed any of the 
following: 
 
1.  One Hundred Thirty (130) gallons per day, as measured by a continuous effluent flow 

monitoring device unless the Industrial User discharges in batches 
 

 2.  1.079 pounds BOD 
 
 3.  Lbs/day of any of the following pollutants (0.01% of the MAIL): 
 

a. Arsenic  0.00006 
b. Cadmium 0.0000025 

 c.  Chromium 0.00105 
 d.  Copper  0.00088 

 e.  Cyanide  0.00012 
 f.   Lead  0.00006 
 g.  Mercury  0.00001 
 h.  Molybdenum 0.00002 
 i.   Nickel  0.00037 
 j.   Selenium  0.00003 
 k.  Silver  0.00017 
 l.   Zinc  0.00026 

 
Reduced reporting is not available to Industrial Users that have in the last two (2) years 
been in Significant Noncompliance, as defined in Article IX of this ordinance.  In 
addition, reduced reporting is not available to an Industrial User with daily flow rates, 
production levels, or pollutant levels that vary so significantly that, in the opinion of the 
Director, decreasing the reporting requirement for this Industrial User would result in 
data that are not representative of conditions occurring during the reporting period. 

 
SECTION IV:  Section 716.430 (A)(1) and (A)(2) are amended to read as follows: 
 
Section 716.430.  Certification Statements.  
 

1.  Annual Certification for Non-Significant Categorical Industrial Users—A  facility 
determined to be a Non-Significant Categorical Industrial User by the Director 
pursuant to Section 716.040 GG(3)  and Section 716.210 C must annually submit 
the following certification statement signed in accordance with the signatory 
requirements in Section 716.040 C.  This certification must accompany an 
alternative report required by the Director: 

 
 
 

 Based on my inquiry of the person or persons directly responsible for 
managing compliance with the categorical Pretreatment Standards under 40 
CFR 403.12, I certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief that during 
the period from __________, ________ to ________, ________ [months, 
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days, year]:  
 

(a) The facility described as ____________________  
[facility name] met the definition of a Non-Significant Categorical Industrial 
User as described in Section 716.040 GG (3);  

 
(b) The facility complied with all applicable Pretreatment Standards and 
requirements during this reporting period; and (c) the facility never 
discharged more than 100 gallons of total categorical wastewater on any 
given day during this reporting period. 

 
This compliance certification is based on the following information. 
________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________ 

 
2. Certification of Pollutants Not Present.  Users that have an approved monitoring 

waiver based on Section 716.330 B must certify on each report with the following 
statement that there has been no increase in the pollutant in its waste stream due to 
activities of the User.  
 
Based on my inquiry of the person or persons directly responsible for managing 
compliance with the Pretreatment Standard for 40 CFR 403.12, I certify that, to the 
best of my knowledge and belief, there has been no increase in the level of ______ 
[list pollutant(s)] in the wastewaters due to the activities at the facility since filing of 
the last periodic report under Section 716.330.A. 

 
SECTION V:  Section 716.530 (B) is amended to read as follows: 
 
Section 716.530.  Administrative Fines. 
 
 B.  Unpaid charges, fines, and penalties shall, after [______ (____)] calendar days, be 

assessed an additional penalty of [______ percent (____%)] of the unpaid balance, 
and interest shall accrue thereafter at a rate of [______ percent (____%)] per month. 
A lien against the User’s property shall be sought for unpaid charges, fines, and 
penalties. 

 

SECTION VI:    General Repealer Section:  Any ordinance or parts thereof inconsistent herewith 
are hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION VII:   Severability:  Should any part or parts of this ordinance be found or held to be 
invalid by any court of competent jurisdiction, then the remaining part or parts shall be 
severable and shall continue in full force and effect. 
 
Section VIII.  Emergency Clause. This ordinance is adopted as an emergency measure in 
order to comply with state regulatory requirements in a timely manner. 
 
SECTION IX:  Record of Passage: 
 
A. Bill Number 6257 was read the first time this 31st day of January 2022. 
 
B. Bill Number 6257 was read the second time and discussed this 31st day of January, 

2022, and voted as follows: 
 

Self   , Williams        , Teachout   , Merideth          ,  

Baker _______, and Turnbow       ,  

thereby being ___________,  

and becoming Ordinance 6257. 

C. Upon passage by a majority of the Council, this Bill shall become Ordinance 6257 and 
shall be in full force and effect. 
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Greg Turnbow, Mayor 

 
       
Approved as to form    
Tabatha Thurman, City Counselor  
 
  
       Seal / Attest: 
 
 
              

   Rhonda Council, City Clerk  
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Council Letter 
 

 
Date of Meeting:  January 30, 2022 
 

  
Originating Department:  City Manager 
 
 

To the Mayor and City Council:   
 
 

Subject: North Industrial Park Farm Lease Bids  
 
 

Attachment(s): 
 

1. BMU Memo 
2. Lease 

 
Action Options:     

 
1. Authorize Mayor to Execute Farm Lease with Brian Ray for North Industrial Park Farm  
2. Other Action Council May Deem Necessary.  

  
Background:     
 
The City of Sikeston owns approximately 239.15* acres of farmable ground in the North Industrial 
Park. As the BMU receives the farm rent from this lease, they manage the bidding of the lease, but 
the City Council must approve the lease as the property owner. The BMU recently advertised for 
bids on the farm lease and received the following bids:  

• Austin Byrd: $40,007.00/yr, or $167.29/acre 

• Mike McMillan $45,500.00/yr, or $190.26/acre 

• Brian Ray: $48,000/yr, or $200.71/acre 
 

Staff recommends awarding the bid and authorizing the mayor to execute a 5 year lease with Brian 
Ray. 
 
*The City owns an additional 62 acres which will be developed as an Agripark in partnership with 
the Sikeston Area Economic Development Corporation.  

   

City of Sikeston, MO 





FIXED TERM CASH FARM LEASE 

 

This lease entered into between The City of Sikeston, hereinafter referred to as (“Lessor”), and Brian 

Ray, hereinafter referred to as (“Lessee”), WITNESSETH: 

1. Lessor hereby leases unto Lessee and Lessee hereby hires and takes as Lessee, upon and 

subject to the terms and conditions herein set out, each of which the respective parties 

agree to keep and perform, the following farmland situated in Scott County, Missouri:  

See Exhibit “A” which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference. 

The Lessor and the Lessee understand that the acreage per plot is believed to be 

accurate by the number of cropland acres is not guaranteed. 

2. The term of this lease shall commence on the 1st day of February 2022 and extend through 

the 1st day of January 2027.  Provided, however, that the Lessee may cancel this lease for 

either years 2023 - 2026 upon written notice to Lessor of at least 90 days prior to the end of 

the current year. 

3. Lessee shall pay, as annual rental, the sum of $48,000, which is due and payable on or 

before July 1st of each year. 

4. The land shall be used for agricultural purposes only, and Lessee may use it for such crops as 

he may elect but no animals or livestock of any kind whatsoever are permitted.   

5. Any storage bins or similar equipment placed on the land by Lessee must be removed within 

ten (10) days after termination of the Lease.  Otherwise, they shall become the property of 

Lessor and if removed by Lessor, the Lessee shall bear the cost of removal. 

6. This lease shall not be assigned nor shall the land or any part thereof be sublet; nor shall the 

land be used or permitted to be used for any purpose other than as is above provided, 

without the written consent of Lessor. 

7. LESSEE SPECIFICALLY UNDERSTANDS AND AGREES THAT THE LESSOR IS CURRENTLY 

MARKETING THE PROPERTY FOR SALE OR LEASE TO NEW OR EXISTING BUSINESSES.  UPON 

NOTICE TO LESSEE, THE LESSOR HAS THE RIGHT TO IMMEDIATELY EXCLUDE ANY OR ALL OF 

THE ACREAGE COVERED BY THE LEASE.  IN THAT EVENT, THE LESSEE’S SOLE AND EXCLUSIVE 



COMPENSATION IS A REDUCTION IN RENT OR A REBATE IF ALREADY PAID OF $200.71 PER 

ACRE FOR THE NUMBER OF ACRES EXCLUDED.  LESSEE IS ENTITLED TO NO ADDITIONAL 

COMPENSATION REGARDLESS OF THE STAGE OF LESSEE’S CROPS OR FOR ANY LOST PROFITS 

OR CONSEQUENTIAL LOSSES. 

8. In the crop year 2026, the Lessee shall not plant any crops which would normally require 

harvesting after January 1, 2027. 

9. The Lessee shall maintain liability insurance covering its farming operation and naming the 

City of Sikeston as an additional insured and with a one-million-dollar aggregate.  The Lessee 

shall provide the City of Sikeston proof of said insurance coverage yearly. 

10. The parties agree that Lessee may apply lime at his own expense. The Lessee shall receive 

from Lessor compensation for the unexhausted value of any such limestone applied 

provided that Lessee shall have notified Lessor by writing signed by Lessee within ten (10) 

days of completion of the application of such limestone of the acreage involved, the amount 

applied, the name of the person from whom such limestone was purchased and the total 

cost of such limestone.  Any such limestone applied shall be deemed to have a useful life of 

five years. If the Lessee leaves the farm before the end of the five year period, the Lessor 

agrees to compensate the tenant pro rata for the unexhausted value for that part of the five 

year period not elapsed at the time the tenant leaves the farm.   

11. The Lessee may use any and all wells or other irrigation equipment that are present but 

same are taken “as is” with no representation or warranty whatsoever and with no 

obligation to repair or maintain on the part of the Lessor. 

12. The parties agree that the Lessee may apply limestone at his own expense. 

13. If any default is made in the payment of rent or any part thereof at the time provided, or if 

Lessee assigns or sub-leases, or abandons or vacates the land, or if after thirty (30) days’ 

written notice setting forth the default, default shall continue by Lessee in the performance 

of any other covenant, term or condition to be performed by Lessee, Lessor shall have the 

right to reenter and take possession of the land and the Lessee upon written demand shall 

peacefully surrender possession thereof to Lessor, and all rights and interests of Lessee to 

possession and control hereunder shall cease and terminate, but nothing herein contains 

shall affect Lessor’s right to the rental for the term herein specified.  Upon taking possession 



hereunder, Lessor may, at his election, terminate and end this lease upon giving Lessee 

written notice thereof, or Lessor may re-let the property and Lessee shall be liable for and 

will pay as it accrues the difference in the rental for the balance of the term. 

14. No waiver of any right to reenter or terminate, by acceptance of rent or otherwise, shall 

waive any subsequent right to reenter or terminate for any subsequent breach of any 

covenant, term, or condition of this lease. 

15. It is further mutually understood and agreed by and between the parties hereto that if suit 

be brought by the Lessor against Lessee to recover and rent, or for the breach of any 

agreement or condition herein contained to be performed by Lessee, or any summary action 

be brought by the Lessor for the forfeiture of this lease or to recover the possession of said 

premises, the Lessee shall pay all reasonable attorney fees for commencing or prosecuting 

said action, to amount that shall be ascertained and fixed by the Court, provided Lessor 

procures judgement in any such action. 

16. Any notice or demand provided for herein may be given to the party to be served by 

personal service or by registered or certified main addressed to Lessor at 105 E. Center, 

Sikeston, MO  63801, or Lessee at P.O. Box 111, East Prairie, MO 63845, or to such other 

address as either may from time-to-time file in writing with the other. 

17. Whenever the work “Lessor” is used herein it shall be construed to include the heirs, 

successors, assigns and personal and legal representatives of Lessor; and the work “Lessee” 

shall include the heirs, successors, assigns and personal and legal representative of Lessee; 

and the words “Lessor” and “Lessee” shall include the singular and plural, and the individual 

or business organization; subject always to the provisions herein contained, as to 

assignment or subletting. 

 

Dated: ____________________________________ Dated: _________________________________ 

CITY OF SIKESTON 

By:  _______________________________________ By: ____________________________________ 
        Greg Turnbow, Mayor          Brian Ray  
        “LESSOR”            “LESSEE” 
 



Exhibit “A” 
 
 

SIKESTON INDUSTRIAL PARK – FARM ACREAGE 
 
 

 
PLOT 1–  7.4 +/- ACRES 
PLOT 2–  47.5 +/- ACRES 
PLOT 3–  36.0 +/- ACRES 
PLOT 4-  12.00 +/- ACRES 
PLOT 5-  NA  
PLOT 6-  68.00 +/- ACRES 
PLOT 7-  39.00 +/- ACRES 
PLOT 8-  19.25 +/- ACRES 
PLOT 9-  10.00 +/- ACRES 

 
TOTAL  239.15 +/- ACRES 

 
239.15 +/- ACRES X $200.71            $48,000 
Annual Per Acre Cash Rent      Total Annual Rent 
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Council Letter 
 

 
Council Letter: 22-01-31 

  
Originating Department:  Department of Governmental Services 
 
To the Mayor and City Council: 
 
Subject:    Appointment to Scott County Extension Council  
 
Attachments: 
 None 

 
Action Options: 
 A.  Make appointment for 2-year term 

B.  Other action as may be deemed appropriate  
 

Background: 
The term of the City’s current appointee, Ryan Moxley, expires on February 28, 2022 and he is 
not eligible for reappointment due to other obligations he has with the Scott County Extension 
Council.  
 
The Extension Council is comprised of elected and appointed citizens, and partners with 
Missouri’s land-grant universities to deliver educational programs and research-based 
information to area residents.  It meets at 7 p.m. on the first Tuesday of the month at the Scott 
County Extension Center in Benton. 

 
Term:  March 1, 2022 through February 28, 2024 

 
Applicants:  (Must be a resident of Sikeston) 
            Christina King, 907 Davis Blvd.  
   

 

  
City of Sikeston 
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Council Letter 
 

 
 
Council Letter:   22-01-31 

  
Originating Department:   Department of Governmental Services 
 
To the Mayor and City Council: 
 
Subject:  Appointment to Tourism Advisory Board 
 
Attachments: 
          1.  None 
 
Action Options: 

1. Make one (1) interim appointment to Tourism Advisory Board 
2. Other action as Council may deem appropriate 

 
Background: 
  
Staff received notification that Audrey Hileman is no longer on the Tourism Board, leaving 
a position needing to be filled.  Ms. Hileman’s term was set to expire September 2024.    
 
We currently have the following applications in our Resource Bank: 
 
Derek Hale 
Jessica Merideth 
Holly Greene 
Michael Sadler 
Sam Gleason 
Lisa Russell 
Shantone Howard 
Hailey Driskill 

 
Council is asked to make an interim appointment to this advisory council.  This 
appointment will begin immediately with the term expiring in 2024.    

  
City of Sikeston 
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Council Letter 
 

 
Date of Meeting: 22-01-31  
 
Originating Department:  Department of Public Safety  
 
To the Mayor and City Council: 
 

Subject:  
 
Approve Purchase of Patrol Vehicle 
 
Attachments: 
 
 1.    State Contract Price Sheet 
 
Action Options: 

1. Approve Purchase of 2019 Patrol Vehicle 
 

Background:   
 
The Department of Public Safety is requesting approval to purchase one (1) used AWD Highway 
Patrol 2019 Dodge Charger at the price of $21,000.  This purchase will replace a 2015 Dodge 
Charger that was recently deemed irreparable due to damage sustained in a motor vehicle accident.  

City of Sikeston 





 

Council Letter 
 

Date of Meeting:   22-01-31 
  
Originating Department:  Public Works Department 
 
To the Mayor and City Council:   
 
Subject:   Award Purchase of Pick-Up Trucks for Public Works 
 
Attachments: 
 

1. Quotations from Don Brown Chevrolet – MoDOT State Contract Bid Amount 
 
Action Options:     
 

1. Award Bid 
2. Other Action Council May Deem Necessary 

 
Background:   
 
The Department of Public Works is purchasing two (2) 1 ton Chevy Silverado flatbed trucks with 
dump beds. One truck is for the Street Division and the other will go to the Parks Department. 
Don Brown Chevrolet of St. Louis holds the state contract. The total price for each vehicle with 
all attachments is $50,065.00.  
 
This purchase is included in the FY22 budget. Procurement of these trucks typically takes 3-6 
months.  
 
Staff requests Council approval to purchase these 2 vehicles.   

 

 
 

 

City of Sikeston 





 

Council Letter 
 

 
Date of Meeting:   22-01-31      
  
Originating Department:  Public Works Department 
 
To the Mayor and City Council:   
 
Subject:   Authorization to Proceed with CY2022 Street & Drainage Improvement Program 
 
Attachment(s):   
 

1. CY2022 Street Plan 
2. Pavement Repair Summary 

 
Action Options:     
 

1. Authorize Staff to Proceed with Street & Drainage Program for CY2022 including 
development of plans and specifications, and bidding of projects. 

2. Authorize Staff to Proceed with Assignment of Projects to Civil Engineering Consultants. 
3. Other action Council may deem appropriate 

 
 

Background:   
 
As we move into the new year, we continue to try to various methods to attack the many street 
and drainage issues.  While we have always tried to repair concrete pavement, we made a 
concentrated effort this year to hit more spots than ever.  Many of our streets that citizens say 
are ‘bad’ are not overall bad but have one or more bad spots.  By attacking these spots, we can 
give a street a longer life without a larger, more expensive project.  As we analyzed our 
pavement repair needs, we learned quickly that there was more than we could handle in house, 
so we decided to seek outside help.  The ‘pavement repair summary’ attached to this letter 
shows the areas we recently bid out, and Putz Construction from the Cape/Jackson area will 
begin working on these repairs in the near future with a project completion early spring 2022.  
We hope to continue to attack pavement repairs both in-house and with outside help in 2022. 

  
For our ‘normal’ yearly street program, you can find our list in the top green section on page 4 of 
the attached Street and Drainage Plan.  You will see in that list a variety of projects including:  
milling and asphalt resurfacing, concrete reconstruction, crack sealing and seal coats, ADA curb 
ramp improvements and more concrete pavement repair.  Like most years, we have over 
estimated so that we are already approved should bids come in favorable.   

  
The next section in purple is new this year.  After a lengthy Low-to-Moderate Income Survey by 
the staff at Bootheel Regional Planning, the City of Sikeston is now eligible to apply for CDBG 
street projects.  After lengthy discussions with the RPC staff, Lambert Engineering and the staff 

 
 

 

City of Sikeston 
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from Delta Asphalt, we are trying some experimental projects.  First, we wanted to focus on low-
to-moderate income areas for our projects.  Secondly, in some areas we wanted to begin 
working on the areas with the older WPA concrete.  For some of the streets we will be 
conducting some pavement repair, sealing some cracks and overlaying with asphalt.  Starting 
with this leveling course (1”) and following with a surface course (1 ¼ to 1 ½”).  We feel this may 
be just the solution we are looking for to extend the life of some of the WPA concrete streets 
which are structurally strong but have some severe cracking in many locations.  Should we be 
approved for this funding, it will add several projects to our plan for next year. 

  
Finally, you will find a section in blue which is for proposed projects to use the city’s ARPA 
funding (American Rescue Plan Act) which includes stormwater projects as an eligible project.  
You will see some project listed here that are some of our high priority areas that have the worst 
flooding, first and foremost, being the Anderson Area.  While most of the streets in town suffered 
flash flooding during this weekend’s storms, most of those areas drained down after about 30 
minutes.  Another item we hope to purchase with the ARPA funds is a new leaf collection truck.  
In many areas such as Allen Boulevard and the Linda/Foust/Holmes area, leaves are the main 
reason for water backing up on streets. 

  
Should we be able to secure all of the funding in the proposed plan, we will have one of the 
largest street and drainage programs that Sikeston has seen in a while, with over $2.5 million in 
projects.  I hope we can make it happen. 

  
While this will be a shot in the arm for the street department, we are still fighting a losing battle 
as streets are deteriorating faster than we can fix them.  We will continue to work to develop 
plans and seek funding from outside sources.  Thank you for your help as we strive to make 
Sikeston a better place through quality street maintenance projects. 
 



2022 Proposed Street Projects (Transportation Sales Tax)

Project Description Location Ward

Estimate for 

Constuction Only

Construction + 11% 

Engineering

Proposed 

Consultant

N. Scott Street (Mill & Resurface) W. Malone Avenue to W. North Street 1 $36,220.00 $40,204.20 Lambert
W. North Street (Mill & Resurface) Luther Street to N. West Street 4 $106,222.00 $117,906.42 Lambert
Baker Lane (Reconstruction) N. Kingshighway to Allen Boulevard 1 $188,160.00 $208,857.60 Waters
Shady Lane (Mill & Resurface) Ables Road to Oklahoma Street 2 $38,691.00 $42,947.01 Lambert
Comstock (Mill & Resurface) Crowe Street to cul-de-sac 2 $19,731.00 $21,901.41 Lambert
S. New Madrid/Trotter Intersection (Reconstruction) S. New Madrid/Trotter Intersection 4 $50,000.00 $55,500.00 Waters
Collins Drive (Mill & Resurface) S. Prairie Avenue to cul-de-sac 3 $14,889.00 $16,526.79 Lambert
Benton Street (Mill & Resurface) Warner Avenue to cul-de-sac 3 $53,500.00 $59,385.00 lambert
Seal Coat Glenn Area 3 $94,000.00 $104,340.00 Waters
Seal Coat Cardinal & Thrush 4 $16,000.00 $17,760.00 Waters

West Wakefield (Mill & Resurface) 1 Ditch #4 to State Hwy BB 1/4 $74,518.00 $110,643.00 Lambert
ADA Modifications Various $50,000.00 $55,000.00
Miscellaneous Pavement Repair Various $50,000.00 $50,000.00

Subtotal $791,931.00 $900,971.43

1
 - West Wakefield inclusion based on 50/50 Match from Sikeston Special Road District - APPROVAL STILL PENDING

Potential Add-Alternate Projects for Additional Funds 
Stephens (Mill & Resurface) Gehrig to Campanella 2 $44,658.00 $49,570.38
Woodlawn (Pavement Repair/Overlay - No Milling) Tanner to Moore 1 $20,548.00 $22,808.28
Sikes Ave (Pavement Repair/Overlay - No Milling) Woodlawn to Hunter 1 $26,511.00 $29,427.21
Euclid Avenue (Mill & Resurface) Wakefield Avenue to Salcedo Road 1 $133,088.00 $147,727.68
Crowe Street (Mill & Resurface) Indiana Street to Ables Road 2 $122,074.00 $135,502.14
N. Kingshighway/ E. Center Street (Intersection Reconstruction) N. Kings/ E. Center 1 $50,000.00 $55,500.00
New Madrid Avenue/ North Street (Intersection Reconstruction) New Madrid / North Street 1 $50,000.00 $55,500.00
West Wakefield (Mill & Resurface) Ditch #4 to Euclid Avenue 1,4 $314,249.00 $348,816.39

$844,852.08

Based on:  Street & Drainage Budget $850,000.00
Ditch Maintenance Budget $50,000.00

$900,000.00

NOTES:  

2022 Proposed Projects for CDBG Grant - APPROVAL STILL PENDING

Project Description Location Ward

Estimate for 

Constuction Only

Construction + 19% 

Engineering/Admin

Hardin Street (Pavement Repair/Overlay - No Milling) Main to Kings 3 $83,693.00 $99,594.67
Matthews Ave (Pavement Repair/Overlay - No Milling) Main to Pine 2 $69,130.00 $82,264.70
E. Kathleen Avenue (Pavement Repair/Overlay - No Milling) Main to Pine 2 $69,130.00 $82,264.70
E. Kathleen Avenue (Pavement Repair/Overlay - No Milling) Main to Kings 1 $80,963.00 $96,345.97
E. Kathleen Avenue - Intersections Warner/East 1 $58,000.00 $69,020.00
S. Prairie Avenue (Pavement Repair/Overlay - No Milling) E. Malone to E. Gladys 1 $33,707.00 $40,111.33
S. Prairie Avenue - Intersection E. Kathleen 1 $48,000.00 $57,120.00
S. Frisco - Mill/Overlay Ruth to Murray 4 $58,789.00 $69,958.91
Kendall - Mill/Overlay South West to Handy 4 $12,082.00 $14,377.58
W. Gladys - Mill/Overlay South West to Handy 4 $12,552.00 $14,936.88
William St. - Mill/Overlay South West to Frisco 4 $20,365.00 $24,234.35
Daniel - Mill/Overlay South West to Frisco 4 $19,212.00 $22,862.28
Dover - Mill/Overlay Allen/Davis 1 $24,079.00 $28,654.01

Subtotal $589,702.00 $701,745.38

Proposed FY2022 Projects for American Rescue Plan Act Funds (Eligible Stormwater Improvements) - APPROVAL STILL PENDING

Project Description Location Ward

Estimate for 

Constuction Only

Construction + 15% 

Engineering

Stormwater Improvements/Additional Piping Anderson Area 2 $500,000.00 $575,000.00
Clean Out Lateral C South of City Limits US60 to St. Johns Main Channel 3 $80,000.00 $92,000.00
Stormwater Improvements South West / Murray Lane 4 $50,000.00 $57,500.00
Stormwater Improvements Goldbriar Area 1 $50,000.00 $57,500.00
Clean Out & Enlarge Culverts Under RR Track Greenbriar Ditch 1 $200,000.00 $230,000.00

Subtotal $880,000.00 $1,012,000.00

2022 - Street & Drainage Improvement Plan - City of Sikeston

Total of Additional Costs:

Mill/Resurface Estimates Based on $85/Ton Asphalt & $3/SY Milling
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Council Letter 
 

 
Date of Meeting  22-01-31 
 
Originating Department:  Public Works    
 
 
To the Mayor and City Council: 
A 
 

Subject:  Briefing- Online Reservations for Park Facilities 
  
Action Options: 

1. Other action the City Council deems appropriate. 
 

Background: 
 
The Parks and Recreation Department oversees all rental agreements for the Clinton Building at 
the Recreation Complex and for park pavilions located at various city parks.  According to our 
current Clinton Building and park pavilion rental procedure, a potential user must call the Parks and 
Recreation office for assistance to inquire about availability and pricing.  They may also visit the 
City’s website to view pricing but viewing availability is not an option.  If someone would like to 
make a reservation, we can assist them over the phone, or in person, then process their payment 
through the Collector’s Office at City Hall.  As our department continues to evolve, we have 
identified a need to become more user friendly to meet the demands of users wanting to make 
reservations for park facilities.   
 
Bookeo is a booking software that is designed for online facility reservations. Bookeo allows users 
to view a master calendar of all available reservation dates and processes payments at no 
additional charge to the user or the City.  A Bookeo subscription costs $39.99 a month which totals 
$479.88 per year. There is not a contract fee, and the Parks and Recreation Department is able to 
cancel the subscription at any time.   
 
The Parks and Recreation Department’s desire to subscribe to Bookeo would assist in alleviating 
the amount of phone calls from users who are only seeking information on date availability and 
pricing.  Our current protocols would still be in place for those that want to speak to someone about 
reserving a park facility and making in person payments, while Bookeo provides quick efficiency. 
 
The Parks and Recreation Department is seeking to implement online reservations of park facilities 
beginning Tuesday, February 1, 2022. 

    

City of Sikeston 



 

Council Letter 
 

Date of Meeting:   22-01-31 
  
Originating Department:  Public Works Department 
 
To the Mayor and City Council:   
 
Subject:  Authorization to Award Bid #22-25, Airport Fuel System 
 
Attachment(s):  

1. Engineer’s Recommendation and Bid Results 
2. Project Plans and Specifications Certification 

 
Action Options:     
 

1. Award Bid 
2. Other Action Council May Deem Necessary 

 
Background:   
 
Staff opened bids for the Airport Fuel System on January 25, 2022. One bid was received from 
Mid-State Petroleum Equipment, Inc of Hallsville, MO.  

 
Waters Engineering has reviewed the bid and has recommended award. The bid of $802, 
402.20 is below the engineer’s estimate. The overall project cost with design and construction 
engineering is projected at a total of $892,961.57 with $829,962 coming from Federal NPE 
Funds and a local match of $61,000. 
 
We request council award the project to Mid-State Petroleum Equipment, Inc contingent upon 
MoDOT concurrence in award.  
 

 

 
 

 

City of Sikeston 



Waters Engineering, Inc.
Civil Engineering and Land Surveying
Post Office Box 567        E-mail: main@waterseng.com
908 S. Kingshighway        (573) 471-5680
Sikeston, Missouri 63801        Fax: (573 ) 471-5689

January 25, 2022

Mr. Jay Lancaster, PE
Public Works Director
City Hall
Sikeston, MO 63801

Re: Airport Fuel System
Project 20-077B-2
Recommendation for Contract Award

Dear Mr. Lancaster:

Bids were opened on this date for your new airport fuel system.  Direct mailing were made to 9 contractors
know to bid such projects.  The bid was placed on the MoDOT website and was also provided to the
Construct Connect and ePlan plan rooms.

We had 5 contractors take bid documents, but we only had 1 bidder.  Our recommendation for award of
a construction contract follows:

1. Recommendation for Award.

The only bid was from Mid-State Petroleum Equipment, Inc., of Hallsville, MO, in the amount of
$802,400.20.

Our estimate was $830,000 which was based on the low bid of $755,000 in December, 2020, for
a similar system at Coles County Memorial Airport, plus 10 percent.

The bid received is therefore below our project estimate, and should be considered to be
reasonable.  The proposal from Mid-State Petroleum Equipment, Inc. was fully responsive to the
request.  

We recommend that the City seek approval from MoDOT-Aviation to award a contract to Mid-
State Petroleum Equipment, Inc., in the amount of $802,400.20.

2. Project Expenses.

The project expenses to finish the project would be as follows:

                                 Project Item                           Amount    

Construction  $802,402.20
Design Engineering 56,559.37
Construction Engineering     34,000.00

Total Project Expenses  =  $892,961.57



Mr. Jay Lancaster
January 25, 2022
Page 2

3. Project Financing.

The project would be completed through the following financing sources:

FUNDING PROGRAM
FY NPE Local Total

2017  $         29,962  $          3,329  $           33,291 
2018  $       150,000  $        16,667  $         166,667 
2019  $       166,666  $                  -  $         166,666 
2020  $       166,667  $                  -  $         166,667 
2021  $       166,667  $                  -  $         166,667 
2022  $       150,000  $        16,667  $         166,667 
Local  -  $        24,337  $           24,337 

 $       829,962  $        61,000  $         890,962 

The above funding program uses all Non-Primary Entitlement (NPE) grant funds through FY-2022. 
The FY-2022 funds should become available in the late summer of 2022.  It may be possible that the
City will need to temporarily borrow funds to make construction payments until the FY-2022 funds
become available.

It may also be possible for the City to get reimbursed for 90 percent of the $26,337 in “Local” funds
noted above through FY-2023 NPE funds when and if they become available.

Please note that this project is an eligible use for the $69,000 the City received in CARES act
funding, if these funds have not already been used or obligated.

4. Contract Implementation.

To get the project started the City would need to act to make an award of a construction contract to
Mid-State Petroleum Equipment, Inc., in the amount of $802,400.20, conditioned upon the approval
of MoDOT-Aviation.

Upon MoDOT-Aviation concurrence we would then issue a formal notice of award and assemble the
contract documents for execution by the City.   We should have contract documents ready for
execution within 3 weeks after receipt of authorization to award from MoDOT-Aviation.

Please call if you would like additional information on this subject.

Sincerely,

WATERS ENGINEERING, INC.

John Chittenden, PE
President
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3. Sponsors that are required to have a Disadvantage Business Enterprise (DBE) program on file 
with the FAA have included or will include clauses required by Title VI of the Civil Rights Act and 
49 CFR part 26 for Disadvantaged Business Enterprises in all contracts and subcontracts. 

 Yes    No    N/A 

4. Sponsors required to have a DBE program on file with the FAA have implemented or will 
implement monitoring and enforcement measures that: 

a. Ensure work committed to Disadvantaged Business Enterprises at contract award is 
actually performed by the named DBEs (49 CFR § 26.37(b));  

b. Include written certification that the sponsor has reviewed contract records and has 
monitored work sites for performance by DBE firms (49 CFR § 26.37(b)); and   

c. Provides for a running tally of payments made to DBE firms and a means for comparing 
actual attainments (i.e. payments) to original commitments (49 CFR § 26.37(c)).  

  Yes    No    N/A 

5. Sponsor procurement actions using the competitive sealed bid method (2 CFR § 200.320(c)). 
was or will be: 

a. Publicly advertised, allowing a sufficient response time to solicit an adequate number of 
interested contractors or vendors; 

b. Prepared to include a complete, adequate and realistic specification that defines the 
items or services in sufficient detail to allow prospective bidders to respond; 

c. Publicly opened at a time and place prescribed in the invitation for bids; and 

d. Prepared in a manner that result in a firm fixed price contract award to the lowest 
responsive and responsible bidder.  

 Yes    No    N/A 

6. For projects the Sponsor proposes to use the competitive proposal procurement method 
(2 CFR § 200.320(d)), Sponsor has requested or will request FAA approval prior to proceeding 
with a competitive proposal procurement by submitting to the FAA the following: 

a. Written justification that supports use of competitive proposal method in lieu of the 
preferred sealed bid procurement method; 

b. Plan for publicizing and soliciting an adequate number of qualified sources; and 

c. Listing of evaluation factors along with relative importance of the factors. 

 Yes    No    N/A 

7. For construction and equipment installation projects, the bid solicitation includes or will include 
the current federal wage rate schedule(s) for the appropriate type of work classifications (2 CFR 
Part 200, Appendix II). 

 Yes    No    N/A 

  



8. Concurrence was or will be obtained from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) prior to 
contract award under any of the following circumstances (Order 5100.38D): 

a. Only one qualified person/firm submits a responsive bid; 
b. Award is to be made to other than the lowest responsible bidder; and 
c. Life cycle costing is a factor in selecting the lowest responsive bidder. 

 Yes    No    N/A 

9. All construction and equipment installation contracts contain or will contain provisions for: 

a. Access to Records (§ 200.336) 
b. Buy American Preferences (Title 49 U.S.C. § 50101) 
c. Civil Rights - General Provisions and Title VI Assurances( 41 CFR part 60) 
d. Federal Fair Labor Standards (29 U.S.C. § 201, et seq) 
e. Occupational Safety and Health Act requirements (20 CFR part 1920) 
f. Seismic Safety – building construction (49 CFR part 41) 
g. State Energy Conservation Requirements - as applicable(2 CFR part 200, Appendix II) 
h. U.S. Trade Restriction (49 CFR part 30) 
i. Veterans Preference (49 USC § 47112(c)) 

 Yes    No    N/A 

10. All construction and equipment installation contracts exceeding $2,000 contain or will contain the 
provisions established by: 

a. Davis-Bacon and Related Acts (29 CFR part 5) 
b. Copeland “Anti-Kickback” Act (29 CFR parts 3 and 5) 

 Yes    No    N/A 

11. All construction and equipment installation contracts exceeding $3,000 contain or will contain a 
contract provision that discourages distracted driving (E.O. 13513). 

 Yes    No    N/A 

12. All contracts exceeding $10,000 contain or will contain the following provisions as applicable: 

a. Construction and equipment installation projects - Applicable clauses from 
41 CFR Part 60 for compliance with Executive Orders 11246 and 11375 on Equal 
Employment Opportunity;  

b. Construction and equipment installation - Contract Clause prohibiting segregated facilities 
in accordance with 41 CFR part  60-1.8; 

c. Requirement to maximize use of products containing recovered materials in accordance 
with 2 CFR § 200.322 and 40 CFR part 247; and 

d. Provisions that address termination for cause and termination for convenience 
(2 CFR part 200, Appendix II). 

 Yes    No    N/A 

  



13. All contracts and subcontracts exceeding $25,000: Measures are in place or will be in place (e.g. 
checking the System for Award Management) that ensure contracts and subcontracts are not 
awarded to individuals or firms suspended, debarred, or excluded from participating in federally 
assisted projects (2 CFR parts 180 and 1200). 

 Yes    No    N/A 

14. Contracts exceeding the simplified acquisition threshold (currently $150,000) include or will 
include provisions, as applicable, that address the following:  

a. Construction and equipment installation contracts - a bid guarantee of 5%, a performance 
bond of 100%, and a payment bond of 100% (2 CFR § 200.325); 

b. Construction and equipment installation contracts - requirements of the Contract Work 
Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 USC 3701-3708, Sections 103 and 107); 

c. Restrictions on Lobbying and Influencing (2 CFR part 200, Appendix II);  

d. Conditions specifying administrative, contractual and legal remedies for instances where 
contractor of vendor violate or breach the terms and conditions of the contract (2 CFR 
§200, Appendix II); and 

e. All Contracts - Applicable standards and requirements issued under Section 306 of the 
Clean Air Act (42 USC 7401-7671q), Section 508 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1251-
1387, and Executive Order 11738. 

 Yes    No    N/A 

Attach documentation clarifying any above item marked with “no” response.  

 

Sponsor’s Certification 

I certify, for the project identified herein, responses to the forgoing items are accurate as marked and 
additional documentation for any item marked “no” is correct and complete. 

Executed on this 31st day of January, 2022.   

 Name of Sponsor: City of Sikeston, Missouri 

 Name of Sponsor’s Authorized Official: Jay Lancaster, PE 

 Title of Sponsor’s Authorized Official: Public Works Director 

Signature of Sponsor’s Authorized Official: ___________________________________ 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. I understand that knowingly and 
willfully providing false information to the federal government is a violation of 18 USC § 1001 (False 
Statements) and could subject me to fines, imprisonment, or both. 



 Missouri Department of Transportation 
Aviation Section 

 
 

Project Plans and Specifications  
Airport Improvement Program Sponsor Certification 

Sponsor: City of Sikeston, Missouri 

Airport: Sikeston Memorial Municipal Airport 

Project Number: 22-077B-2 

Description of Work: Fuel System 

Application 
49 USC § 47105(d) authorizes the Secretary to require certification from the sponsor that it will comply 
with the statutory and administrative requirements in carrying out a project under the Airport Improvement 
Program (AIP). Labor and civil rights standards applicable to AIP are established by the Department of 
Labor (www.dol.gov/).  AIP Grant Assurance C.1—General Federal Requirements identifies applicable 
federal laws, regulations, executive orders, policies, guidelines and requirements for assistance under 
AIP.  A list of current advisory circulars with specific standards for procurement, design or construction of 
airports, and installation of equipment and facilities is referenced in standard airport sponsor Grant 
Assurance 34 contained in the grant agreement. 

Certification Statements 
Except for certification statements below marked as not applicable (N/A), this list includes major 
requirements of the construction project. Selecting “yes” represents sponsor acknowledgement and 
confirmation of the certification statement.  The term “will” means Sponsor action taken at appropriate 
time based on the certification statement focus area, but no later than the end of the project period of 
performance. This list is not comprehensive and does not relieve the sponsor from fully complying with all 
applicable statutory and administrative standards. The source of the requirement is referenced within 
parenthesis. 

1. The plans and specifications were or will be prepared in accordance with applicable federal 
standards and requirements, so that no deviation or modification to standards set forth in the 
advisory circulars, or FAA-accepted state standard, is necessary other than those explicitly 
approved by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) (14 USC § 47105). 

 Yes    No    N/A 

2. Specifications incorporate or will incorporate a clear and accurate description of the technical 
requirement for the material or product that does not contain limiting or proprietary features that 
unduly restrict competition (2 CFR §200.319).   

  Yes    No    N/A 

3. The development that is included or will be included in the plans is depicted on the current airport 
layout plan as approved by the FAA (14 USC § 47107). 

  Yes    No    N/A 
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4. Development and features that are ineligible or unallowable for AIP funding have been or will be 
omitted from the plans and specifications (FAA Order 5100.38, par. 3-43). 

  Yes    No    N/A 

5. The specification does not use or will not use “brand name” or equal to convey requirements 
unless sponsor requests and receives approval from the FAA to use brand name (FAA Order 
5100.38, Table U-5). 

  Yes    No    N/A 

6. The specification does not impose or will not impose geographical preference in their 
procurement requirements (2 CFR §200.319(b) and FAA Order 5100.38, Table U-5). 

  Yes    No    N/A 

7. The use of prequalified lists of individuals, firms or products include or will include sufficient 
qualified sources that ensure open and free competition and that does not preclude potential 
entities from qualifying during the solicitation period (2 CFR §319(d)). 

  Yes    No    N/A 

8. Solicitations with bid alternates include or will include explicit information that establish a basis for 
award of contract that is free of arbitrary decisions by the sponsor (2 CFR § 200.319(a)(7)). 

  Yes    No    N/A 

9. Concurrence was or will be obtained from the FAA if Sponsor incorporates a value engineering 
clause into the contract (FAA Order 5100.38, par. 3-57). 

  Yes    No     N/A 

10. The plans and specifications incorporate or will incorporate applicable requirements and 
recommendations set forth in the federally approved environmental finding (49 USC §47106(c)). 

  Yes    No    N/A 

11. The design of all buildings comply or will comply with the seismic design requirements of 49 CFR 
§ 41.120. (FAA Order 5100.38d, par. 3-92) 

 Yes    No     N/A 

12. The project specification include or will include process control and acceptance tests required for 
the project by as per the applicable standard:  

a. Construction and installation as contained in Advisory Circular (AC) 150/5370-10. 

 Yes    No    N/A 

b. Snow Removal Equipment as contained in AC 150/5220-20. 

 Yes    No    N/A 

c. Aircraft Rescue and Fire Fighting (ARFF) vehicles as contained in AC 150/5220-10. 

 Yes    No    N/A 
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13. For construction activities within or near aircraft operational areas(AOA): 

a. The Sponsor has or will prepare a construction safety and phasing plan (CSPP) conforming 
to Advisory Circular 150/5370-2. 

b. Compliance with CSPP safety provisions has been or will be incorporated into the plans 
and specifications as a contractor requirement. 

c. Sponsor will not initiate work until receiving FAA’s concurrence with the CSPP (FAA Order 
5100.38, Par. 5-29). 

 Yes    No    N/A 

14. The project was or will be physically completed without federal participation in costs due to errors 
and omissions in the plans and specifications that were foreseeable at the time of project design 
(49 USC §47110(b)(1) and FAA Order 5100.38d, par. 3-100). 

 Yes    No    N/A 

Attach documentation clarifying any above item marked with “no” response.  

Sponsor’s Certification 

I certify, for the project identified herein, responses to the forgoing items are accurate as marked and 
additional documentation for any item marked “no” is correct and complete. 

Executed on this 31st day of January, 2022.   

 Name of Sponsor: City of Sikeston, Missouri 

 Name of Sponsor’s Authorized Official: Jay Lancaster, PE 

 Title of Sponsor’s Authorized Official: Public Works Director 

Signature of Sponsor’s Authorized Official: ___________________________________ 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. I understand that knowingly and 
willfully providing false information to the federal government is a violation of 18 USC § 1001 (False 
Statements) and could subject me to fines, imprisonment, or both. 



 

City of Sikeston 
105 East Center Street 

Sikeston, MO 63801 
 
May 8, 2018 
 
Mr. Thomas Powers 
Missouri Department of Transportation 
Aviation Section-MoDOT 
P.O. Box 270 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 
 
Re: Project No. 20-077B-2 
 Fuel System 
 Sikeston Memorial Municipal Airport 
 Request for Authorization to Award 
 
Dear Mr. Powers: 
 
Enclosed for your review and approval is a copy of the only bid received for our new fuel system.  There 
were 5 contractors that took bid documents, however, only 1 bid was received.  The bid was placed on 
the MoDOT website and was also provided to the Construct Connect and ePlan plan rooms. 
 
We herewith transmit the following for your review:  
 
1. Our Engineer’s recommendation letter.  
2. Proposal pages and copy of the bid security check from the bidder. 
3. A Sponsor Certification for Equipment/Construction Contracts. 
4. A Sponsor Certification for Project Plans and Specifications. 
 
The City has thoroughly evaluated the bid from Mid-State Petroleum Equipment, Inc., of Hallsville, MO, 
and as recommended by our engineer, we have determined them to be responsive and responsible, and 
that the contract price is considered fair and reasonable. 
 
The City of Sikeston hereby requests MoDOT’s authorization to award the construction contract to Mid-
State Petroleum Equipment, Inc., of Hallsville, MO, in the amount of $802,402.20. 
 
If you have any questions, please call me at (573) 471-2174. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
CITY OF SIKESTON 
 
 
 
 
Jay Lancaster, PE 
Public Works Director 
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Council Letter 
 

 
Date of Meeting  22-31-01 
 
Originating Department:  Public Works    
 
 
To the Mayor and City Council: 
A 
 

Subject:  Award Contract for New Ballfield Lights at Dancler Field in Roberta Rowe Park.  
 
Attachments: 

1. Bid price 
2. Land Survey of existing and proposed field layout  

 
Action Options: 

1. Authorize the purchase MUSCO Field Lighting for John Dancler Field at Roberta Rowe 
Park 

2.  Other action the City Council deems appropriate. 
 

Background: 
 

The Parks and Recreation Department budgeted $250,000.00 for new ballfield lights at John 
Dancler Field located in Roberta Rowe Park.  New ballfield lighting was included along with new 
fencing and renovating the infield for improving the playability of the existing field. Staff has spent 
several months working closely with a ballfield light contractor and Sikeston BMU to replace the 
lighting at an affordable price.   
 
Originally, the Parks and Recreation Department planned to purchase wooden poles from Sikeston 
BMU and contract a ballfield lighting company to install the necessary hardware and mount LED 
light fixtures to the wooden poles.  Sikeston BMU had planned to remove the existing wooden 
poles, stand the poles, and run wiring from each new pole to the control cabinet.  Upon further 
discussion, the lighting contractor proposed that Sikeston BMU would only need to responsible for 
the removal of the existing poles and supply the electrical power. The quotes we received were 
$21,300 for six 70’ poles that would be purchased from Sikeston BMU by the Parks and Recreation 
Department and $150,000.00 from All Purpose Erectors for the installation and wiring of the poles.  
This price also includes access to MUSCO’s Control-Link which is a service that provides agencies 
the control to set times for when the lights are on and off.  The total price for this package is 
$171,300.00 which was slightly over our estimated price of $170,000 from September 2021; but 
significantly less than our original budget of $250,000. 
 

    

City of Sikeston 
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We were recently contacted by All Purpose Erectors, and through negotiating with MUSCO, they 
proposed upgrading from the wooden poles to steel poles.  The price we received for upgrading to 
new steel poles with LED lights was $195,000 and included installation. Upgrading to steel poles 
would give us a 25-year warranty on the lights and equipment as opposed to the 10-year warranty 
for using wooden poles. Other advantages to upgrading to steel poles are that they are more 
durable and aesthetically pleasing than wooden poles.  One issue with wooden poles is that they 
can cause the lighting hardware to twist, and the wood deteriorates underground over time. 
Additionally, the location of this field is visible off a main road in Sikeston, so the addition of steel 
poles would enhance the look of the newly renovated field. 
 
In comparing the budget to the latest costs, you can see in the table below that while these latest 
projections are more than the revisions from September of last year, the total is only an $800 
difference from the original budget included in the current approved city budget.  Given all the new 
information, it is our recommendation that we purchase the upgrade for the steel poles from All 
Purpose Erectors.  This would result in a better product with a better warranty and optics.  It would 
be less burden to BMU and All Purpose Erectors would handle all aspects of the project. 
 
 
Description Original Estimate Revised Estimate Proposed Estimate

(June 2021) (Sept 2021) (Jan 2022)

Lights $250,000 $170,000 $195,000

Infield Improvements $10,000 $40,000 $30,000

Fencing & Dugouts $39,700 $70,500 $70,500

Dugout Roofs $1,000 $1,000 $1,000

Expanded Parking $5,000 $10,000 $10,000

Total $305,700 $291,500 $306,500  
 
 
All Purpose Erectors is contracted by MUSCO for the installation of ballfield lighting.  They are in 
Collierville, Illinois and recently installed new ballfield lighting in 2019 at the Recreation Complex. 
MUSCO is a member of the National Joint Powers Association (NJPA) which is a public agency 
that provides cooperative purchasing for government and educational agencies. The City of 
Sikeston is a current member of the NJPA and purchasing from MUSCO through the NJPA meets 
state bidding requirements.      
 



All Purpose Erectors, Inc. 
1112 Starlifter Drive 
Lebanon, IL  62254 

                                                                  (618) 537-7777 
Fax - (618) 537-7774 

 
 

 
January 31, 2022 
 
Dustin Care  
Park and Recreation Director 
City of Sikeston, Mo 
 
RE: Dancler Field Lighting  
 
Scope of Work:   
 
Included (Wood Pole system)  
 

• Supply and Install Musco Lighting System, 30/20 FC, 6 Poles, 26 Fixtures, 10-year warranty, low/med/high 
dimming –Per attached Scans  

• Musco Lighting installed on owner supplied class 1 80’ wood poles, 70’ mounting height 
• Open cut trench lines for new conduit and conductor for light poles, backfill w/excavated material 
• Demolition existing electric service. 
• New Electric Metering provided by BMU 
• Supply and install 200-amp, 480-volt, single phase panel with necessary breakers on powder coated steel rack 

w/ Musco Control Link Lighting Contactor Cabinet.   
• Necessary Electrical Permitting – permit cost not included  
• Sand Drilling w/ slurry mix included 
• New Field layout of home plate and foul poles by city 
• Rough Landscape repair 

 
APE Proposal Cost           $ 150,000.00 
City Cost of Wood Poles  $ 21,300.00 – purchased direct by city 
Total Project Cost  $ 171,300.00 
 
Upgrade to Musco Light Structure System (Steel Poles)  
 

• Warranty increases to 25 years (15-year increase)  
• Will not require re-aiming due to pole twist  
• Better structural integrity  

 
Total Project Cost $195,000.00 
 
 
Not Included: Tax / Bonding, Locating Privately owned utilities / repair to unmarked utilities, Final landscaping, Removing 
spoils off site, Unsuitable Soils – (rock) Permitting / Licensing cost, Stamped engineered electrical drawings, asphalt / 
concrete removal/replacement, utility company charges   
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Robby Robertson  
All Purpose Erectors, Inc. 
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Roberta Rowe Field
Sikeston, MO

Ligh ng System
  Pole / Fixture Summary

Pole ID Pole Height Mtg Height Fixture Qty Luminaire Type Load Circuit
A1-A2 70' 70' 3 TLC-LED-1200 3.51 kW A

B1-B2 70' 70' 4 TLC-LED-1500 5.72 kW A
16' 1 TLC-BT-575 0.58 kW A

C1-C2 70' 70' 3 TLC-LED-1500 4.29 kW A
16' 2 TLC-BT-575 1.15 kW A

6 26 30.49 kW

  Circuit Summary
Circuit Description Load Fixture Qty

A 30.49 kW 26

  Fixture Type Summary
Type Source Wattage Lumens L90 L80 L70 Quantity

TLC-LED-1200 LED 5700K - 75 CRI 1170W 136,000 >120,000 >120,000 >120,000 6

TLC-LED-1500 LED 5700K - 75 CRI 1430W 160,000 >120,000 >120,000 >120,000 14
TLC-BT-575 LED 5700K - 75 CRI 575W 52,000 >120,000 >120,000 >120,000 6

Light Level Summary
  Calculation Grid Summary

IlluminationGrid Name Calculation Metric Ave Min Max Max/Min Ave/Min Circuits Fixture Qty

Baseball (Infield) Horizontal Illuminance 39.7 24 50 2.04 1.65 A 26

Baseball (Outfield) Horizontal Illuminance 29.3 20 35 1.80 1.47 A 26
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EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires

QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION

MOUNTING
HEIGHT

LUMINAIRE
TYPE

QTY /
POLE

THIS
GRID

OTHER
GRIDS

2 A1-A2 70' - 70' TLC-LED-1200 3 3 0
2 B1-B2 70' - 15.5'

70'
TLC-BT-575

TLC-LED-1500
1
4

1
4

0
0

2 C1-C2 70' - 15.5'
70'

TLC-BT-575
TLC-LED-1500

2
3

2
3

0
0

6 TOTALS 26 26 0

Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)

Roberta Rowe Field
Sikeston, MO

GRID SUMMARY
Name: Baseball

Size: 285'/285'/285' - basepath 90'
Spacing: 30.0' x 30.0'

Height: 3.0' above grade

ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES

In eld Ou ield
Guaranteed Average: 30 20

Scan Average: 39.69 29.32
Maximum: 50 35
Minimum: 24 20
Avg / Min: 1.62 1.49

Guaranteed Max / Min: 2.5 3
Max / Min: 2.04 1.80

UG (adjacent pts): 1.29 1.66
CU: 0.75

No. of Points: 25 61
LUMINAIRE INFORMATION

Applied Circuits: A
No. of Luminaires: 26

Total Load: 30.49 kW

Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described above
is guaranteed per your Musco Warranty document and
includes a 0.95 dirt deprecia on factor.

Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary
from computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.

Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.
Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.



EQUIPMENT LAYOUT
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285'/285'/285' - basepath 90'
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Roberta Rowe Field
Sikeston, MO

EQUIPMENT LAYOUT
INCLUDES:
· Baseball

Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.

Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.

EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires

QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION

MOUNTING
HEIGHT

LUMINAIRE
TYPE

QTY /
POLE

2 A1-A2 70' - 70' TLC-LED-1200 3
2 B1-B2 70' - 15.5'

70'
TLC-BT-575

TLC-LED-1500
1
4

2 C1-C2 70' - 15.5'
70'

TLC-BT-575
TLC-LED-1500

2
3

6 TOTALS 26

SINGLE LUMINAIRE AMPERAGE DRAW CHART
Ballast Speci ca ons

(.90 min power factor)
Line Amperage Per Luminaire

(max draw)

Single Phase Voltage 208
(60)

220
(60)

240
(60)

277
(60)

347
(60)

380
(60)

480
(60)

TLC-LED-1200 7.0 6.6 6.1 5.2 4.2 4.0 3.0
TLC-LED-1500 8.5 8.1 7.4 6.4 5.1 4.7 3.7
TLC-BT-575 3.4 3.2 2.9 2.5 2.0 1.8 1.5
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Council Letter 
 

 
Date of Meeting  22-31-01 
 
Originating Department:  Public Works    
 
 
To the Mayor and City Council: 
A 
 

Subject:  Authorization to Solicit Bids for Pickleball Courts at the Recreation Complex  
  
Attachments: 

1. Public Survey Results 
 
Action Options: 

1. Authorize the approval for the Sikeston Parks and Recreation Department to solicit bids          
to add additional pickleball courts at the Recreation Complex. 

2.  Other action the City Council deems appropriate. 
 

Background: 
 
The Sikeston Parks and Recreation Department applied for the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund grant in February 2021 for two newly constructed pickleball courts at the Recreation Complex. 
Pickleball is a sport that combines the elements of tennis, badminton, and ping pong and 
increasingly grown in national popularity over the course of the past decade. The cost of this grant 
funded project was $150,000 and the City budgeted $30,000 for our part of the match funding. The 
construction of new pickleball courts were included in our recent Master Plan for the Recreation 
Complex and Bootheel Golf Course and have been identified as a need within our community. 
 
The Sikeston Parks and Recreation Department was informed in October 2021 that we were not a 
recipient of grant funding; but the issue remains that there is a growing demand for outdoor 
pickleball courts. Recently, in July 2021, we converted one existing tennis court into a pickleball 
court at the Recreation Complex to appease the pickleball players until we were notified if we were 
going to be awarded the grant for newly constructed courts. Once we knew were not a recipient, we 
explored other options, which resulted in posting a public survey in January 2022 to discover the 
possibility of converting the one remaining south end tennis court and newly painted pickleball court 
at the Recreation Complex into six permanent pickleball courts.  The results were overwhelmingly 
in favor of adding more pickleball courts. 
 
The estimates we received for converting the current pickleball court and one tennis court into six 
permanent pickleball courts was $25,000.  This estimate included permanent nets and re-painting 
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the court lines. The Sikeston Parks and Recreation Department is asking the Council to authorize 
us to solicit bids for converting the south end of the existing tennis court area to six pickleball courts. 
Our intent is to use the $30,000 that was budgeted towards the grant match to fund this project.  



Addition of Pickleball Courts at the Sikeston Recreation Complex
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19.01% 27

80.99% 115

Q1
Do you play tennis at the Sikeston Recreation Complex?
Answered: 142
 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 142
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Addition of Pickleball Courts at the Sikeston Recreation Complex
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46.10% 65
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Q2
Do you play pickleball at the Sikeston Recreation Complex?
Answered: 141
 Skipped: 1

TOTAL 141
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Addition of Pickleball Courts at the Sikeston Recreation Complex
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91.43% 128

8.57% 12

Q3
Would you support converting the current south tennis/pickleball court
area at the Sikeston Recreation Complex into six (6) permanent pickleball

courts?
Answered: 140
 Skipped: 2

TOTAL 140

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Yes

No

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No


	Agenda
	Bill #6257, Amending Wastewater Pretreatment 
	Award North Industrial Park Farm Lease
	Appointment to Scott County Extension Council
	Appointment to Tourism Advisory Board
	Approve Purchase of Used DPS Vehicle
	Authorization to Proceed with 2022 Street & Drainage Improvement Program
	Briefing:  Online Reservations for Park Facilities
	Airport Fuel System
	Dancler Field Lights
	Pickleball Courts



