
CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI August Session of the July Adjourned 

County of Boone 
) ea. 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 1 lth day of August 

Term. 20 1 5 

20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby authorize the 
Presiding Commissioner to sign the attached Finding of Public Nuisance and Order for Abatement 
of a public nuisance located at 4835 E. Meadowlark Lane A, parcel #21-20 1-04-0 1-035.00 0 1 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 20 1 5. 

Clerk of theh?ounty ~ o ~ n m i s s i o l  

~ a r +  M. Miller 
District I Commissioner: 

et M. 'Thompson 
I1 Commissioner 





BEFORE THE COUNTY CONlMlSSlON OF 
BOONE COUNTY, NllSSOURl 

In Re: Nuisance Abatement ) 
4835 E Meadow Lark Ln A ) 
Columbia, MO 65202 ) 

) 

August Session 
July Adjourned 
Term 201 5 

344-261s Commission Order No. 

FINDING OF PUBLIC NUISANCE AND ORDER FOR ABATEMENT 

NOW on this 1 I th day of August 2015, the County Commission of Boone County, 
Missouri met in regular session and entered the following findings of fact, conclusions of 
law and order for abatement of nuisance: 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

The County Commission finds as fact and concludes as a matter of law the following: 

1. The Boone County Code of Health Regulatiolls (the "Code") are officially noticed and 
are made a part of the record in this proceeding. 

2. The City of Colurnbia/Boo~~e County Health Department administrative record is made 
a part of the record in this proceeding and incorporated herein by reference. In 
addition, any live testimony of the official(s) of the department and other interested 
persons are made a part of the record in this proceediug. 

3. A public nuisance exists described as follows: junk, furniture, appliances 
4. The location of the public nuisance is as follows: 4835 E Meadow Lark Ln A. Prairie 

Meadow Est-First Section Lot 1 (alkla parcel #2 1-201 -04-01 -035.00 01) Section 4, 
Township 47, Range 12 as shown by deed book 0008 page 0017, Boone County 

5. The specific violation of the Code is: junk, furniture, appliances is in violation of 
sections 6.5 of the Code. The Health Director's designated Health Official made the 
above determination of the existence of the p~iblic nuisance at the above location. 
Notice of that determination and the requirement for abatement was given in 
accordance with section 6.10.1 of the Code on the 15 day of September, 2014, to the 
property owner, occupant, and any other applicable interested persons. 

7. The above described public nuisance was not abated. As required by section 6.10.2 
of the Code, the property owner, occupant, and any other applicable interested 
persolls were given notice of the hearing conducted this date before the Boone 
County Commission for an order to abate the above nuisance at government expense 
with the cost and expense thereof to be charged against the above described property 
as a special tax bill and added to the real estate taxes for said property for the current 
year. 

8. No credible evidence has been presented at the hearing to demonstrate that no public 
nuisance exists or that abatement has been performed or is unnecessary; accordingly, 
in accordance with section 6.1 0.2 of the Code and section 67.402, RSIWo, the County 



Commission finds and determines from the credible evidence presented that a public 
nuisance exists at the above location which requires abatement and that the parties 
responsible for abating such nuisance have failed to do so as required by the Health 
Director or Official's original order referred to above. 

Order For Abatement Chargeable As a Special Assessment To The Property 

Based upon the foregoing, the County Commission hereby orders abatement of the 
above described public nuisance at public expense and the Health Director is hereby authorized 
and directed to carry out this order. 

It is further ordered and directed that the Health Director submit a bill for the cost and 
expense of abatement to the County Clerk for attachment to this order and that the County Clerk 
submit a certified copy of this order and such bill to the County Collector for inclusion as a 
special assessment on tlie real property tax bill for the above described property for the current 
year in accordance with section 67.402, RSMo. 

WITNESS the signature of the presiding commissioner on behalf Boone County 
Commission on the day and year first above written. 

Boone County, Missouri ATTEST: 



~ - . . . . . . - - . 
Recorded In Boone County, Mlssourl 
Date and T~me 08/04/2009 at 10:33:39 AM 
Instrument # 2009021 327 Book 3533 Page 95 
Grantor JPMORGAN CHASE BANK 
Grantee STRAUB, IAN 

Instrument Type RL 
Record~ng Fee 527.00 S 
No of Pages 2 

FULL DEED OF RELEASE 
Dated: 07120109 

In Consideration of the payment of the debt descnbed in a Deed of Trust executed by IAN STRAUB 
AND JOAN STRAUB Grantees to WASHINGTON MUTUAL BANK, FA, A FEDERAL ASSOCIATION, 
Beneficiary in the amount of $96,000.00 dated September 22, 2003 and recorded on September 30, 2003 in the 
Recorder's Office of the County of BOONE, Missouri in Volume/Book 02361 Page 0005 Document 2003041057, 
the undersigned owner of the note or notes descnbed in said Deed of Trust, does hereby release and reconvey the 
property described in the sald Deed of Trust to the Grantors therem, theu heus or assigns, forever discharged fiom 
the hen of sald Deed of Trust. 
Property Address: 4825 A & B MEADOWLARK LANE, COLUMBIA, MO 65201 

LEGAL TO WIT: 
LOT ONE (1) OF PRAIRIE MEADOW ESTATES FIRST SECTION AS SHOWN BY PLAT RECORDED M 
PLAT BOOK 8, PAGE 17, RECORDS OF BOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI. 

Witness the execution hereof this 0.7120109 . . 

JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. S/B/M TO WASHINGTON hf(JTUAL BANK FWA 
WASHINGTON MUTUAL BANK, FA, A FEDERAL ASSOCIATION- GRANTOR 

By: 

Ulanda Wllhs 



State of. Louis~ana 
PanshKounty of. OUACHITA 

On h s  07/20/09, before me, KARIN W. HARRIS - 58150, Notary Public, personally appeared Ulanda Willis, Vice 
President, personally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of sansfactory evidence) to be the person whose 
name is subscnbed to the w h n  instrument and acknowledged to me that heishe executed the same m hls/her 
authonzed capacity, and that by hslher signature on the instrument the person, or the entity upon behalf of whlch 
the person acted, executed the mstrument. 

WITXESS my hand and official seal. 

KAIUN W. HAIUUS - 58150 
Notary Public 
LIFETIME COMMISSION 

Prepared By:xecord and Return to . . 
OFELIA MAE SORBIT0 
Chase Home F~nance LLC 
Reconveyance Serv~ces 
780 Kansas Lane, Smte A 
PO Box 4025 
Mbnroe, LA 7 1203 
Mm 
MERS Phone, ~f appl~cable 1-888-679-6377 

~ o a n g o  0081990632 * 

County of BOOKE 
lnvestor No F10194 
Outbound Date 07/16!09 

-Investor Laan No 1693540962 



4835 E Meadow Lark Ln A 

Straub Ian &Joan 

ACTIVITY LOG 

06/30/2015 citizen complaint received 

07/06/2015 complaint investigated -appliances under car port and furniture on front porch 

07/07/2015 notice of  violation sent via Certified Mail 

07/11/2015 Certified letter signed for by Joan Straub 

07/27/2015 reinspection conducted -violation still present 

07/27/2015 pictures taken 

07/27/2015 hearing notice sent via First Class Mail 
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Mai'3O. 2015 4:42:29 PM COT '" 1 . . . .  :>.I' 15) 

File, ECIl Colnrnands Help 
S1RsAfPB'Fli3ilC SECTOR 

N:+viLinc < j  ,I.] 

5224 S t a t u s :  Open E n t i t y :  C i t y  o f  Co lun~b ia  
D~5~1 '1pt l0 l l :  

4835 A I leadowlark, t r a s h  and appliances 4815 A I~leadow1a1-k, t r a s h  and app i ldnces 

C a l l  D e t a i l s  , C o n t a c t  I n f o r m a t i o n  
CE.County Nulsance Q Contact  I D  147779 

E n t r y  d a t e / t l m e  03/30/2015 16 27 54 Contac t  name bNOhNllOU5 ~ n  Cou~r ty  
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. . . . . . .  

C l o s e  I n f o r m a t i o n  . . 
C o ~ r t a c t   notification^ C e l l  back : Close d a t s / t i n ~ e :  
b l o t l f l c a t i o n  d a t e :  Close user :  
E m a i l  updates :  No Elapsed t i m e :  
Notification usel.: 4 c t i o n  taken:  
For+ard  t o  u s e r :  Deiirock, E r i t ~ i l  1.1 - HL El lv.  I 

F' .... - ....... ..... 
,,!, . . 

.....-............ .- ... -. . .. - i 1 ! c., Refresli 
e .. - . ................. . 
b Toygle I ~ l h ~ r r t i  ... 
!. ..... 
1 ContacL Inqeiry 

. . . .  . . . . . . .  

D 
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3/31/2015 REAL ESTATE PARCEL DETAIL 

.,,,.,.,,:,, 
, , <, $3 , .<IF 

i~..,,.,; Boone County Assessor ,!.'-;- , '$'+; 
,< c, ., 

,, .f I 

. .. 
, ,. . ,. ; Boone County Government Center t * :,& * j Office (573) 886-4270 

i.. , 801  E.  Walnut, Room 143 Fax (573) 886-4254 
<.., .',,.,,7, 

' Columbia, MO 65201-7733 -+.,-?I* s 0 4;, ;,... 

Parcel 21-201-04-01-035.00 0 1  Property Location 4835  E MEADOW LARK LN A+B 

City Road COMMON ROAD DISTRICT (CO) School COLUMBIA ( C l )  

Library BOONE COUNTY ( L l )  Fire BOONE COUNTY ( F l )  

Owner STRAUB I A N  &JOAN 

Address 4 5 8 6  E BONNE FEMME CHURCH 

City, State Zip COLUMBIA, MO 6 5 2 0 1  

Subdivision Plat Book/Page 0008 001 r--l 
Legal Description PRAIRIE MEADOW EST- F I  RST S ECTI 

LOT 1 

Lot Size 130.00 x 120.00 

Current Appraised Current Assessed 

Type Land Bldgs Total Type Land Bldgs Total 

-- 
Totals 19,200 64,800 84,000 Totals 3,648 12,312 15,960 

Most Recent Tax Bill(s1 

Residence Description 

Year Built 1 9 7  1 
( ESTIMATE) 

Use DUPLEX ( 1 0 2 )  

Basement NONE (1 )  

Bedrooms 6 

Full Bath 2 

Half Bath 4 

Total 1 0  
Rooms 

Attic NONE 
( 1 )  

Main Area 2,610 

Finished Basement 0 
Area 

Total Square Feet 2,6 1 0  



Real Estate - Summary 

Nora Dietzel  
Boone County  , Missouri- - Recorder o f  Deeds 

I C:l~cl< Here To V ~ e w  Doc ~ ~ r n e n t  

Boone County  Recorder o f  Deeds 
8 0 1  East Walnut,  Rm. 1 3 2  
Columbia, MO 6 5 2 0 1 - 7 7 2 8  

Document recordina information 
Instrument DT - DEED OF TRUST 

Document No. 2 0 0 3 0 4 1 0 5 7  
Book 2 3 6 1  
Page 5 
Recording Date 9 / 3 0 / 2 0 0 3  10:46:40 AM 
Dated date 9 / 2 2 / 2 0 0 3  

Referenced B y  This Document ( 0 )  

References To This Document ( 1 )  
Book: 3 5 3 3  Paqe: 9 5  RL 

Referenced Amount $96,000.00 

Grantor(s (2 ) 
STRAUB, I A N  
STRALI B, JOAN 

Grantee(s) (1  ) 
WASHINGTON MUTUAL BANK 

Mortqaqee's Address 
4 0 0  EAST MAIN  STREET 
STOCKTON, CA 9 5 2 9 0  

Leqal Description(s) (1 1 
LT 1 PRAIRIE MEADOWS ESTATES FF PRAIRIE MEDOW ESTA 

Copyright O 2000-present Mobilis Technologies, LLC All rights resewed. 

( 573 )  886 -4345  Off ice 
( 573 )  886 -4359  Fax 



NOTIFICATION OF DETERMINATION OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
HAZARD AND/OR NUISANCE AND ORDER FOR ABATEMENT 

Straub Ian & Joan 
4586 E Bonne Femme Church 
Columbia, MO 65201 

An inspection of the property you own located at 4835 E Meadow Lark Ln #A (parcel # 21 -201- 
04-01-035.00 01) was conducted on July 6, 201 5 and revealed an abandoned car with a flat tire 
and furniture on the front porch. 

This condition is hereby declared to be a public nuisance. You are herewith notified that you 
must begin correcting this condition within 7 days of receipt of this notice and order and that if 
the above nuisance condition has not been fully corrected within 15 days after the receipt of this 
notice, an additional enforcement action will result for violation of Boone County Public 
Nuisance Ordinance Section 6.3.1 3, 6.3.6. A reinspection will be conducted at the end of the 
15-day period. If the above nuisance condition has not been fully corrected by that time, a 
hearing before the Boone County Commission will be called to determine whether a violation 
exists. If the County Commission determines that a violation exists and the nuisance has not 
been removed as ordered under this notice, the Cou~ity Commission may have the nuisance 
removed with the cost of abatement, plus adrninistrative fees, charged against the property in a 
special tax bill. In addition, a complaint may be filed against you in Circuit Court. If the above 
nuisance condition has been corrected within the 15-day period, no further action is 
necessary. 

The purpose of these ordinances is to create and maintain a cleaner, healthier community. If 
you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office. If you are not the owner or 
the person responsible for the care of this property, please call our office at the number listed at 
the bottom of this letter. Your cooperation is greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

, "  - i I/,\ 

Britni Hendren 
Environmental Public Health Specialist 

This notice deposited in the U.S. Mail certified, return receipt requested on the 
July 201 5 by ma,. 

--lad ay of 

1005 W. Worley + P.O. Box 601 5 + Columbia, Missouri 65205-601 5 
Phone: (573) 874-7346 TTY: (573) 874-7356 + Fax: (573) 817-6407 

www.GoColumbiaMo.com 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITYIAFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYERISERVICES PROVIDED ON A NONDISCRIMINATORY BASIS 



7/20/2015 USPS.comB - USPS TrackingTM 

Et~gl~sl? Custorner Service USPS Mol)ile Rcgistcr I S ign  111 

--,-s..".-.*-.--n --.- ____(.P*_j__D___.-_-."..--"---- 

USPS TrackingTM 
Custorncr Servlcc ) 

, . <, 
Have questions? We're here to help. 

P,&,~.?& Get Easy Tracking Updates ) 

a, Sign up for My USPS. 

Tracking Number: 70143490000227599044 

Updated Delivery Day: Thursday, July 9, 2015 

Product & Tracking Information 
Postal Product: Features: 

Certified  all'^ 

July 11,2015,12:12pm Del~vcrot l  COLUMBIA, MO 65201 

July 9.2015 . 12:30 pln 
Notice Left (No Authorized 
Recipient Available) 

COLUMBIA. MO 65201 

July 9, 2015 ,9130 am Out for Delivery COLUMBIA, MO 65201 

JLIIY 9.2015.  9.20 am Sorting Complete COLUMBIA, MO 65201 

July 9,2015 ,5108 am Arrived at Unit COLUMBIA, MO 65201 

J~ l l y  7 ,  2015 .6:34 pm Departed Post Office COLUMBIA. MO 65203 

July 7. 2015 , 6:20 pln Acceptance COLUMBIA, MO 65203 

Track Another Package 
Tracking (or recelpt) number 

, .--- 

Track I I  

Available Actions 

Text Updates 

Eniail Updates 

Manage Incoming Packages 
Track all your packages from a dashboard. 
No [lacking numbers necessary. 

Sign u p  fo r  My USPS ) 

https://tools.usps .comlgorrrackC onfi rmActi on?tLakl s= 70143490000227599W 



HEARING NOTICE 
Straub Ian & Joan 
4586 E Bonne Femme Church 
Columbia. MO 65201 

An inspection of the property you own located at 4835 E Meadowlark Ln A. (parcel # 
21-01-04-01-035.00 01) was conducted on July 6, 2015 and revealed abandoned car 
with flat tire and furniture/appliances on porch. This condition is declared to be a 
nuisance and a violation of Boone County Public Nuisance Ordinance Section 6.7. 

You are herewith notified that a hearing will be held before the County Commission on 
Tuesday August 11, at 9:30 am, in the County Commission Chambers at the Boone 
County Government Center, 801 E. Walnut Street, Columbia, Missouri. The purpose of 
this hearing will be to determine whether a violation exists. If the County Commission 
determines that a violation exists, it will order the violation to be abated. 

If the nuisance is not removed as ordered, the County Commission may have the nuisance 
removed. All costs of abatement, plus administrative fees, will be assessed against the 
property in a tax bill. If the above nuisance condition has been corrected prior to the 
hearing, you do not have to appear for the hearing. 

The purpose of these ordinances is to create and maintain a cleaner, healthier community. If 
you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office. If you are not the owner 
or the person responsible for the care of this property, please call our oflice at the number 
listed at the bottom of this letter. 

Sincerely, 

Britni Hendren 
Environmental Public Health Specialist 

This notice deposited in the U.S. Mail, first class postage paid on the ( *day of July 2015 
by m. 

1005 W. Worley + P.O. Box 601 5 + Columbia, Missouri 65205-601 5 
Phone: (573) 874-7346 + TTY: (573) 874-7356 + Fax: (573) 817-6407 

www.GoColum bialWo.com 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITYIAFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER/SERVICES PROVIDED ON A NONDISCRIMINATORY BASIS 
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CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI August Session of the July Adjourned 

County of Boone 
} ea. 

Term. 20 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 1 lth day of August 20 l 5  

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby authorize the 
Presiding Commissioner to sign the attached Finding of Public Nuisance and Order for Abatement 
of a public nuisance located at 2505 E. Bakbrook Drove At-B, parcel #12-415-20-02-005.00 01 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 2015. 

%a@ M. Miller 
District I Commissioner 

% .Jdnet M. Thompsor, 
District 11 Commissioqer 



BEFORE THE COUNTY COMMISSION OF 
BOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI 

In Re: Nuisance Abatement ) August Session 
2505 E. Oakbrook Drive, ) July Adjourned 
A+B ) Term 2015 

Columbia, MO 65202 ) Commission Order NO. 3 $5- 20 14 
FINDING OF PUBLIC NUISANCE AND ORDER FOR ABATEMENT 

NOW on this 1 lth day of August 201 5, the County Commission of Boone County, Missouri 
met in regular session and entered the following findings of fact, conclusions of law and order for 
abatement of nuisance: 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

The County Commission finds as fact and concludes as a matter of law the following: 

1. The Boone County Code of Health Regulations (the "Code") are officially noticed and 
are made a part of the record in this proceeding. 

2. The City of Columbia/Boone County Health Department administrative record is made 
a part of the record in this proceeding and incorporated herein by reference. In 
addition, any live testimony of the official@) of the department and other interested 
persons are made a part of the record in this proceeding. 

3. A public nuisance exists described as follows: growth of weeds in excess of twelve 
inches high on the premises. 

4. The location of the public nuisance is as follows: 2505 E. Oakbrook Drive, A+B, a/k/a 
parcel# 12-41 5-20-02-005.00 01, Section 20, Township 49, Range 12 as shown in 
deed book 2988 page 0026, Boone County. 

5. The specific violation of the Code is: growth of weeds in excess of twelve inches high 
in violation of section 6.7 of the Code. 

6. The Health Director's designated Health Official made the above determination of the 
existence of the public nuisance at the above location. Notice of that determination 
and the requirement for abatement was given in accordance with section 6.10.1 of the 
Code on the loth day of July to the property owner. 

7. The above described public nuisance was not abated. As required by section 6.10.2 
of the Code, the property owner was given notice of the hearing conducted this date 
before the Boone County Commission for an order to abate the above nuisance at 
government expense with the cost and expense thereof to be charged against the 
above described property as a special tax bill and added to the real estate taxes for 
said property for the current year. 

8. No credible evidence has been presented at the hearing to demonstrate that no public 
nuisance exists or that abatement has been performed or is unnecessary; accordingly, 
in accordance with section 6.1 0.2 of the Code and section 67.402, RSMo, the County 
Commission finds and determines from the credible evidence presented that a public 
nuisance exists at the above location which requires abatement and that the parties 



responsible for abating such nuisance have failed to do so as required by the Health 
Director or Official's original order referred to above. 

Order For Abatement Chargeable As a Special Assessment To The Property 

Based upon the foregoing, the County Commission hereby orders abatement of ,the 
above described public nuisance at pl~blic expense and the Health Director is hereby authorized 
and directed to carry out this order. 

It is further ordered and directed that the Health Director submit a bill for the cost and 
expense of abatement to the County Clerk for attachment to this order and that the County Clerk 
submit a certified copy of this order and such bill to the County Collector for inclusion as a 
special assessment on the real property tax bill for the above described property for the current 
year in accordance with section 67.402, RSMo. 

WITNESS the signature of the presiding commissioner on behalf Boone County 
Commission on the day and year first above written. 

Boone County, Missouri ATTEST: 

~~,.$i. '-"~ 
Boone Co ty Clerk 



Page 1 of 1 

Photographs taken 7/27/15 @ - 3:45 pm 
2505 E. Oakbrook Drive A+B 



R&L Investments Holdi~igs 
2505 E. Oakbrook Drive A+B 

Health Department nuisance notice - timeline 

06/16/15: citizen complaint received 

0611 711 5: initial inspection conducted 

06/18/15: notice of violation sent to owner and lien holder via certified mail, return receipt 
requested - owner never signed for notice 

0711 011 5: notice posted in newspaper 

07/27/1 5: reinspection conducted -violation not abated - photograplis taken 

07/31/15: hearing notice sent to owner 



R&L Investment Holdings LLC 
242 Cornwall Drive 
Weldon Spring, MO 63304 

An inspection of the property you own located at 2505 E. Oakbrook Drive A-tB (parcel # 12-41 5- 
20-02-005.00 01) was conducted on June 17, 2015 and revealed growth of weeds in excess of 
twelve inches high on the premises. This condition was declared to be a nuisance and a 
violation of Boone County Public Nuisance Ordinance Section 6.7. 

You are herewith notified that a hearing will be held before the County Commission on Tuesday, 
August I I ,  2015 at 9:30 a.m. in the County Commission conference room at the Boone County 
Government Center, 801 E. Walnut Street, Columbia, Missouri. The purpose of this hearing will 
be to determine whether a violation exists. If the County Commission determines that a 
violation exists, it will order the violation to be abated. 

If the nuisance is not removed as ordered, the County Commission may have the nuisance 
removed. All costs of abatement, plus administrative fees, will be assessed against the property 
in a tax brll. If the above nuisance condition has been corrected prior to the hearing, you 
do not have to appear for the hearing. 

The purpose of these ordinances is to create and maintain a cleaner, healthier community. If 
you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office. If you are not the owner or 
the person responsible for the care of this property, please call our office at the number listed at 
the bottom of this letter. 

Sincerely, 

Kristine Vellema 
Environmental Health Specialist 

71 '/;ay of ~ d . 7  -This notic .deposited in the U.S. Mail, first class postage paid on the 
2015 by &C-,V . 

I005 W. C\:(>I<I.I~S 5'1.. l?O. I ~ O X  6015 COl.llhll<li\, MISSO~JIU 65205-0015 
(573) 374-7346 * T7'P' (573) 874-7.356 FAX (573) 81 7-6407 

~ ~ ~ . C ~ o ( : ( ~ ) I ~ ~ ~ l i / ) i a M o . ~ o i r i  

t l ~  I~(~LI,\I C~I~I~~IITI~LINI~I~\~/~\I:I:II:~.I:\I.I\!I.: I\(:I.ION lzb1171 (>YI;I:/~I<I?\JI(:I:~ PI<O\:IIIKI> ON A NONIIIS( : I : I~I IP~,YI-CII<Y 13,151~ 



AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION 

I .  Candra Cialilcy, being duly sworn according to law. state that I am one of 
tlic p~~blisl ie~~s of the Colunibia Ilaily 'l'ribunc, a daily newspapcr of gencral 
circulal~on in the County of 13oone. State of' Missouri, where located; which 
newspaper has been admitted to tlie I'ost Office as periodical class niattcr in 
tlie C ~ t y  ofColumbia. Missouri. the city oTpl~blication; which newspaper has 
bccii ~)ublisIied regularly and consecutively Sor a period of three years and 
has a list of bona tide subscribers, voluntarily cngagcd as sucli. who have 
paid or agrced to pay a stated price for a subscription for a definite period of 
timc. and that such newspaper has complied with tlic provisions of Section 
403.050, Revised Statutes of Missouri 2000, and Scction 59.310, IIcvised 
Stalutcs of Missouri 2000. '1'1ie affixed notice appearetl in said newspal)cr on 
tlic Ibllowing consecutive issues: 

I st insertion J~ily 10. 2015 
2nd Insertion 
3rd lnscrtion 

5th Insertion 
6th lnscrtion 
7th Insertion 
8th Inscrlion 
0th Insertion 

I 0th Insertion 
I l th lnscrtion 
12111 Insertion 
13th Insertion 
14111 Insertion 
15th Inscrtioti 
16th Insertion 
17t11 Insertion 
18th Insertion 
IOth Insert~on 

20th lnscrtion: 
2 l st Insertion: 

22nd Insertion: - 

NO'I'ICE 01: DI'CL.AKATION OF 
I'(J131,IC NIJISANCF: 
ANII OKIII~K OF ARA7'13MI<NT 

'1.0. II&L Inveslnient I-loldings 1.1 .C 
242 Cornwall Drive 
Wcldori Springs. MO 63304 

In accordance with section 67.402 KSMo and section 6.10, 
Doone County Code of I-lealtli Regl~lations. tlie undersigned 
gives notice to tlie above named persons or cntities that tlic 
following described rcal propcrty is liercby declared to contain 
the following described public nuisance wliich is ordered abated 
within IS days ofthc date of this notice, and that ifsucli 
abatcmcnt does not occur, then sucli nuisance rnay be ordcred 
abated by action of the ColurnbidBoonc County Department of 
Public l~lcaltb, with the cost thcreof to be the subject of a special 
tax bill against the property subject to abatement. 

l'ropcrty Dcscr~ption: Morris Subdivision, # 2, Lot 9, dkla 2505 
I:. Oakbrook Drive A+I3 as shown by deed book 2988 page 0026 

'Sype of Nuisance: Growth of weeds in esccss of twelve inches 
high on the premises 

l'ropcrty Ilescr~ption: Morris Subdivision. I/  2, Lot 22, dkla25 10 
1,;. Oakbrook Drive A+R as shown by deed book 2988 page 0026 

'l'ype ol'Nuisance: Growth of weeds in excess of twelve inches 
high and a derelict, unlicet~sed and inoperable teal Chevrolet 
pickup truck, a derelict, unlicensed and inoperable black 4-door 
Ilyundai vehicle, and a derelict, unlicensed and inoperable 
maroon 2-door vehicle on the premises 

The above namcd persons are fintlier notilied that if they fail to 
abate such nuisance within tlie time specified ill this notice, or 
l i i l  to appeal t h ~ s  declaration of public nuisance and order of 
abatement w~tliin thc tinie perm~tted for abatement specified in 
this not~ce, then a public hearing shall be conducted bcfore the 
I3oone County Co~nrnission, Commission Chambers, 801 E 
Waln~~t,  Columbia MO 6520 I .  at a time and date determined by 
tlie Commission, and tlie County Commission will make findings - 

I 'rinter's Fee Candra Galiley of fact, conclusions of law and a final decision concerning the 
public n~~isnnce and order oSabate~nent set forth herein. For 

S~~hscribed & sworn to bef &--, 201 5 irifornlatio~i concerning thcsc proceedings, contact the 
Columbia/Boone Department of Public Health, 1005 W. Worley 
Street, Col~~mbia,  MO 65203. 

Ilate of IIeclaration, Ordcr and Publication:Stephanie Browning. 

Ilirector, ColumbidRoone 
County Department of 
I'ublic Health 

INSElCfION DA'fE: .luly 10.201 5. 
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Cal l  I n f o r m a t t o n  

C a l l  ID :  6313 Status:  Open E n t i t y :  C i t y  o f  Coluntbla 
D s i t o i :  Duplexes 011 Oakb~.ook 
Cornrner~ts 

junk ca rs .  t t-asi i .  Haley T i t u s  217 503 6320 Please i a l l .  

Ca l l  D e t a l l s  
J 

C a l l  type CE Couilty Nulsalice I 

Ent ry  date / t ime 06/16/2015 14  22 36 
Ent t  y use r  I D  N l l e s .  I l i c h e l l e  II t iea l t l i  - 
O r l g i n  
no rk  gt-oup Envil'onmental H e a l t l ~  

Ca l l  A s s i g n m e n t l N o t i f i c a t i o n  
.') 

Contact n o t i f i c a t i o n :  C a l l  back 
N o t i f i c a t i o n  da te :  ! 
Emai l  updates!  No i 
l l o t i f i c a t i o n  use r :  
For"+ard t o  ctset-: Vellema, K r i s t i n e  - Hea l t h  EI / 

C o n t a c t  information 
9 Contact 10  154830 I 

Contact nanla Undefitied 
c. Fron~ phone (573) 555-5555 

Customer I 
Loca t i on  
Serv lce i 

........................................... -.~. ... - - ................ 

C l o s e  I n f o r m a t i o n  ! 
Close t lats/t ime: 00:OO:OO 
Close user :  
Elapsed tirna: 
a c t i o n  taken:  

I 
I 

I 



REAL ESTATE PARCEL DETAIL Page 1 of 1 

',,">2~,'~..>,,",. 

..:;,r or U'.:*s. 
.<"& 

{'? 
DO-+. Boone County Assessor 

> 

*I. 
I<. 

2- %-.. , 1 Boone County Government Center Office (573) 886-4270 
\** w @ s . : . &  *; 

b, "t 4, 
, 801 E. Waln~~t ,  Room 143 Fax (573) 886-4254 

*c...J*sou~*l'' ** >,..c.,,y. Coll~mbia, MO 65201-7733 

Parcel 12-415-20-02-005.00 0 1  Property Location 2505  E OAKBROOK DR A+B 

City Road COMMON ROAD DISTRICT (CO) School COLUMBIA ( C l )  

Library BOONE COUNTY ( L l )  Fire BOONE COUNTY ( F l )  

Owner R & L INVESTMENT HOLDINGS LLC 

Address 2 4 2  CORNWALL DR 

City, State Zip WELDON SPRINGS, MO 6 3 3 0 4  

Subdivision Plat Book/Page 

Legal Description MORRIS SD # 2  
LOT 9 

Lot Size 116.60  x 140.00  

Current Appraised Current Assessed 

Type Land Bldgs Total Type Land Bldgs Total 

---- ---- 
Totals 3,100 0 3,100 Totals 5 8 9  0 5 8 9  

Most Recent Tax Bill(s) 

Copyright @ 2015 Boone County, Missouri. All rights reserved. 
This Web application was developed by Boone County, 



Recorded In Boone County. Mlssourl 

Date  a n d  T~me 07/21/2006 at 09:30:52 AM 
Instrument # 2006020023 Book 2988 P a g e  26 
Grantor FRUEND. LEWIS B 
Grantee R 8 L INVESTMENT HOLDINGS LLC 

lnstrcmenr Type WD 
Record~ng Fee S27.00 S 
No of Pages 2 

(Space above reserved for Recorder of Deeds Certiflcatlon) 

GENERAL WARRANTY DEED 

This Deed, made and entered lnto this / dw day of, J U L  )/ 2 0 & ,  by and between 
Lewis 6 Fruend and Carol Fruend, husband and wlfe 

Grantor(s), 

of the County of Salnt Charles , State of Missour1 party of the first part, and 

R & L Investment Holdings, LLC 
Gran tee(s), 

Granteel(s) address: 242 Cornwall Drive - Weldon Spnngs, MO 63304 
of the County of Salnt Charles , State of Missouri party of the second part. 

WITNESSETH, that the sa~d party or parties of the first part, for and in consideration of the sum of One 
Dollar ($1.00) and other valuable considerations pa~d by the sa~d party or parties of the second part, the 
recelpt of which IS hereby acknowledged, does or do by these presents GRANT, BARGAIN AND SELL, 
CONVEY AND CONFIRM unto the sald party.or parties of the second part, the following described Real 
Estate, s~tuated ~n the County of Sa~nt Charles and the State of Missouri, to-wit. 

Lot Twenty-Two (22) and Lot Nlne (9) of MORRIS SUBDIVISION NUMBER TWO (2) as shown by a survey 
recorded In Book 388, Page 740, Records of Boone County, Missouri, and being a part of the Northwest 
Quarter (NW 114) of Sectlon Twenty (20), Townshlp Forty-Nine (49) North, Range Twelve (12) West, of the 
Fifth (5th) Prrnc~pal Meridian, in Boone County, Missoun. 



Subject to building lines, conditions, restrict~ons, easements and zoning regulations of record if any 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same, together with all rights and appurtenances to the same 
belonging, unto the said party or parties of the second part, and to the heirs and assigns of such party 
or parties forever. 

The said party or parties of the first part hereby covenanting that the said party of parties and the heirs, 
executors and administrators of such party or parties, shall and will WARRANT AND DEFEND the title to 
the premlses unto the said party or parties of the second part, and to the heirs and assigns of such party or 
parties forever against the.lawful cla~ms of all persons whomsoever, excepting, however, the general taxes 
for the calendar year 20& and thereafter, and special taxes becoming a lien after the date of this deed. 

€OF, the s a ~ d  party or parties of the first part has or have hereunto set their hand 
-above wrrtten 

STATE OF MISSOURI 1 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF ~ I A R L S  ) 

On this /A day of &LC/ , 20&, before me personally appeared: 
Lewis B Fruend and Carol Fruend, husband and dife 

to me known to be the person or persons described m and who executed the same as 7%jrc,r 
free act and deed 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day 
and year first above wr~tten 

\ , t 1 1 1 ( 1 , ,  

,--'b\?!Y.%&. JOHN T KEEGAN 
i.?.'~o~at-j.@ - . . : . St. Charles County 
=ma. a .  My Comrn~ssicn Ex3;res 

5: 0; G;~$.%* 

'1,,11.1 J axa ry  28.2007 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI 
August Session of the July Adjourned 

County of Boone 
) ea. 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 
1 lth day of August 

Term. 20 15 

20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, vlz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby authorize the 
Presiding Commissioner to sign the attached Finding of Public Nuisance and Order for Abatement 
of a public nuisance located at 25 10 E. Oakbrook Drove A+B, parcel #12-415-20-02-018.00 01 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 20 15. 

'  arb M. Miller 
District I Commissioner 



BEFORE THE COUNTY COMMISSION OF 
BOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI 

In Re: Nuisance Abatement ) August Session 
2510 E. Oakbrook Drive, ) July Adjourned 
A+B ) Term 2015 

Columbia, MO 65202 ) Commission Order No. 3 3 . b - a G  

FINDING OF PUBLIC NUISANCE AND ORDER FOR ABATEMENT 

NOW on this 1 lth day of August 201 5, the County Commission of Boone County, Missouri 
met in regular session and entered the following findings of fact, conclusions of law and order for 
abatement of nuisance: 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

The County Commission finds as fact and concludes as a matter of law the following: 

1. The Boone County Code of Health Regulations (the "Code") are officially noticed and 
are made a part of the record in this proceeding. 

2. The City of Columbia/Boone County Health Department administrative record is made 
a part of the record in this proceeding and incorporated herein by reference. In 
addition, any live testimony of the official(s) of the department and other interested 
persons are made a part of the record in this proceeding. 

3. A public nuisance exists described as follows: growth of weeds in excess of twelve 
inches high on the premises. 

4. The location of ,the public nuisance is as follows: 2505 E. Oakbrook Drive, A+B, a/k/a 
parcel# 12-41 5-20-02-01 8.00 01, Section 20, Township 49, Range 12 as shown in 
deed book 2988 page 0026, Boone County. 

5. The specific violation of the Code is: growth of weeds in excess of twelve inches high 
in violation of section 6.7 of the Code. 

6. The Health Director's designated Health Official made the above determination of the 
existence of the public nuisance at the above location. Notice of that determination 
and the requirement for abatement was given in accordance with section 6.10.1 of the 
Code on the 1 oth day of July to the property owner. 

7. The above described public nuisance was not abated. As required by section 6.10.2 
of the Code, the property owner was given notice of the hearing conducted this date 
before the Boone County Commission for an order to abate the above nuisance at 
government expense with the cost and expense thereof to be charged against the 
above described property as a special tax bill and added to the real estate taxes for 
said property for the current year. 

8. No credible evidence has been presented at the hearing to demonstrate that no public 
nuisance exists or that abatement has been performed or is unnecessary; accordingly, 
in accordance with section 6.1 0.2 of the Code and section 67.402, RSMo, the County 
Commission finds and determines from the credible evidence presented that a public 
nuisance exists at the above location which requires abatement and that the parties 



responsible for abating such nuisance have failed to do so as required by the Health 
Director or Official's original order referred to above. 

Order For Abatement Chargeable As a Special Assessment To The Property 

Based upon the foregoing, the County Commission hereby orders abatement of the 
above described public nuisance at public expense and the Health Director is hereby authorized 
and directed to carry out this order. 

It is further ordered and directed that the Health Director submit a bill for the cost and 
expense of abatement to the County Clerk for attachment to this order and that the County Clerk 
submit a certified copy of this order and such bill to the County Collector for inclusion as a 
special assessment on the real property tax bill for the above described property for the current 
year in accordance with section 67.402, RSMo. 

WITNESS the signature of the presiding corr~rr~issioner on behalf Boone County 
Commission on the day and year first above written. 

Boone County, Missouri ATTEST: 



Page 1 of 1 

Photographs taken 712711 5 @ - 3:45 pm 
2510 E. Oakbrook Drive A+B 



R&L Investments Holdings 
2510 E. Oakbrook Drive A+B 

Health Department nuisance notice - timeline 

0611 611 5 :  citizen complaint received 

0611 711 5 :  initial inspection conducted 

06/18/15: notice of violation sent to owner and lien holder via certified mail, return receipt 
requested - owner never signed for notice 

0711 011 5 :  notice posted in newspaper 

0712711 5: reinspection conducted -violation not abated - photographs taken 

07131 I1 5:  hearing notice sent to owner 



R&L Investment Holdings LLC 
242 Cornwall Drive 
Weldon Spring, MO 63304 

An inspection of the property you own located at 251 0 E. Oakbrook Drive A+B (parcel # 12-415- 
20-02-018.00 01) was conducted on June 17, 2015 and revealed growth of weeds in excess of 
twelve inches high on the premises. This condition was declared to be a nuisance and a 
violation of Boone County Public Nuisance Ordinance Section 6.7. 

You are herewith notified that a hearing will be held before the County Commission on Tuesday, 
August I I ,  2015 at 9:30 a.m. in the County Commission conference room at the Boone County 
Government Center, 801 E. Walnut Street, Columbia, Missouri. The purpose of this hearing will 
be to determine whether a violation exists. If the County Commission determines that a 
violation exists, it will order the violation to be abated. 

If the nuisance is not removed as ordered, the County Commission may have the nuisance 
removed. All costs of abatement, plus administrative fees, will be assessed against the property 
in a tax bill. If the above nuisance condition has been corrected prior to the hearing, you 
do not have to appear for the hearing. 

The purpose of these ordinances is to create and maintain a cleaner, healthier community. If 
you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office. If you are not the owner or 
the person responsible for the care of this property, please call our office at the number listed at 
the bottom of this letter. 

Sincerely, 

Kristine Vellema 
Environmental Health Specialist 

This notic d posited in the U.S. Mail, first class postage paid on 
2015 by [ $ .  



AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION 
S'I'A'fL: 01' MISSOlJIII ) ,,, NO'I'ICI~ 0 1 :  DCCI.AKATION OF 
County of I3oorie ) ['lJ131,IC NUISANCE 

I. Candra (ialilcy, bcing duly sworn according to law. state that I am one 01. A N D  ORDER OF 

thc p~~hlishers oftlie Colu~nbia llaily 'l'ribunc, a daily newspaper of general 
'1.0: 118~1, Investment I~loldings LL,C 

circulation in llic County of'ijoone. State of Missouri, where locatcd; which 242 Cornwall 13rive 
liewspaper has bccn admitted to tlic I'osl Office as periodical class 11iattc1- in Weldon Springs, MO 63304 
tlie City of Columbia. Missouri. tlic city of publicalion; which newspaper has 
been published rcgularly and consecutively for a period of three years and In accordance with section 67.402 llSMo and section 6.10, 
has a list of bona lide subscribcrs, voluntarily engaged as such, wlio have 13oone County Code of Health Ilegulations, tlie undersigned 

paid or agreed to a stated hr a subscriptioll hr a definite (,f gives noticc lo thc above nanied persons or entities that tlic 

tinic. and that sucll Iicwspapcr llas cornplied tilc I)rovisiolls of sectioll hllowing described real propcrty is Iicreby dcclarcd to contain 
the following described p ~ ~ b l i c  nuisance which is ordered abated 

403.050. llevised Statutes of Missouri 2000. and Section 59.3 10. Revised wil l l in  days of date of and that i f  
Stalutcs of' Missouri 2000. 'l'lie affixed noticc appeared i l l  said newspilper on does not occur, tllell nllisance may bc ordered 
the li~llowing consecutive issues: abatcd by action of the ColurnbidBoone County Department of 

1 st Inscrtio~i July 10. 201 5 Public I lealtli, with thc cost tlicrcof to bc the subject of a special 
2nd Insertion tax bill against the property subject to abatement. 
3rd Inscrtiori 
4th Inscrlion Property Dcscription: Morris Subdivision, # 2, Lot 9, a/k/a 2505 

5th Insertion E. Oakbrook Drive A+R as shown by deed book 2988 page 0026 

6th Insertion 
'Typc of Nuisance: Growth of weeds in cxcess of twelve inches 

7th Inscrtion high or1 the premises 
8th lnscrtio~i 
9th Insertion I'ropcrty 1)cscription: Morris Subdivision, # 2, Lot 22, dkla 25 I0 

I 0th Insertion 1.:. Oakbrook Ilrivc A+R as shown by deed book 2988 page 0026 
I Ill1 lnscrtion 
12th Inscrtion 'fype oi'Nuisance: Growth of weeds in cxcess of twelve inches 
13th Insertion high and a derelict, unlicensed and inopcrablc teal Chevrolet 
14th Insertion pickup truck, a dcrclict, unlicensed and inopcrablc black 4-door 

15111 Inscrtion I-lyuntlai vcliiclc, and a dcrclict. unlicensed and inoperable 

l6tl1 Insertion maroon 2-door vehicle o n  tlie prc~nises 

17th Insertion 
The abovc nanicd persons are furthcr notified that if they fail to 

18th Inscrtion abate such nuisance within tlie time specilied in tliis notice, or 
l0th Insertion Pdil to appeal tliis declaration of public nuisatice and order of 

20th Insertion: abatement within the timc pcrniittcd for abatement specified in 
21 st Insertion: this notice. tlicn a public hearing shall be conducted beforc the 

22nd Insertion: 13oone County Cornmission, Commission Chanihcrs, 80 1 E. 
Walnut, Columbia MO 65201, at a time and date determined by 

$76.53 the Cornniission, and the County Cornmission will makc findings 
Printer's Fee offact, conclusions of law and a final decision concerning thc 

public nuisance and order of abatement set forth herein. For 
Subscribed I sworn to 0cli)rc me t l i i s x  di~y of . 201 5 information concerning thesc proceedings, contact the 

Columbia/Roone Ilcpartment of Public f lcaltli, 1005 W. Worley 
Street, Columbia. MO 65203. 

Date of Dcclaration. Order and Puhlicati0n:Stephanie Browning, 

Director, Columbia/Roonc 
County Ilepartment of 
I'ublic I-leallh 

INSFII'I'ION DATE: July 10,201 5. 
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; Evenls 
: I  1 Ca l l  l n f o r m a t l o n  

j Eiilall log 
C a l l  ID: 6313 Status:  Open E n t i t y :  C i t y  o f  Columbia 
n P s i n r , t l o ~ i :  Dupleres c.11 Oakbrook 

Hrm~nders  

1 junk cars ,  t r ash .  Haley T i t l l s  217 508 6820 Please c a l l .  

I j i C 

Ca l l  D e t a i l s  i 
C a l l  type:  CE-County Nulsance 
Ent ry  date / t lme:  06/16/2015 14:22:35 
Ent ry  user  I D :  N i l es .  Iblichelle 1.1 Hsal t l l  - . 
O r i g i n :  
Work group: Envlronniental Heal th  

I 

Contact t i o t i f i c a t l o n ~  C a l l  back I 

N o t i f l c a t l o n  date :  
Email  updates: NO 
Notification user :  
Folsjard t o  use r :  Vel leaa, K r i s t i n e  - Heal th  El ! 

C o n t a c t  l n f o r m a t l o n  
4 Contact I D :  154830 

Contact name: Undefined 
9 From phone: (5731 555-5555 

Customer: 
Locat ion:  
Serv ice:  

C l o s e  I n f o r m a t i o n  
Close date/t ime: 00: 00: 00 
Close use r :  
Elapsed t lme :  
k c t i o n  taken:  



REAL ESTATE PARCEL DETAIL Page 1 of 1 

.,*, j i '  

,*' 

:lo4 
od\. + ?, Boone County Assessor 

, . ' +" " 
->, :: ..)., \ Boone County Government Center Office (573) 886-4270 

\ '+ u@w.:..'.& * 
'a ,$ 801 E. Walnut, Room 143 Fax (573) 886-4254 
i * l ~ s o ~ + > ~ ' '  *+,, t,-+*,..., ,, , .+.l- Columbia, MO 65201-7733 

Parcel 12-415-20-02-018.00 0 1  Property Location 2510 E OAKBROOK DR A+B 

City Road COMMON ROAD DISTRICT (CO) School COLUMBIA (C l )  

Library BOONE COUNTY ( L l )  Fire BOONE COUNTY ( F l )  

Owner R & L INVESTMENT HOLDINGS LLC 

Address 242 CORNWALL DR 

City, State Zip WELDON SPRINGS, MO 63304 

Subdivision Plat Book/Page 

Section/Township/Range 20 49 1 2  

Legal Description MORRIS 2 (SUR 388-740) 
LOT 2 2  

Lot Size 115.10 x 140.00 

Current Appraised Current Assessed 

Type Land Bldgs Total Type Land Bldgs Total 

RV 3,100 0 3,100 RV 589  0 589 
---- ---- 
Totals 3,100 0 3,100 Totals 589  0 589 

Most Recent Tax Bill(s) 

Copyright @ 2015 Boone County, Missouri. All rights reserved. 
This Web application was developed by Boone County. 



Recorded In Boone County, Mlssourl 
Date and T ~ m e  07/21/2006 at 09:30:52 AM 
Instrument # 2006020023 Book 2988 Page 26 
Grantor FRUEND, LEWIS B 
Grantee R 8 L INVESTMENT HOLDINGS LLC 

Instrumenr Type WD 
Recording Fee $27.00 S 
No of Pages 2 

(Space above reserved for Recorder of Deeds Certiflcatlon) 

GENERAL WARRANTY DEED 

This Deed, made and entered lnto this / d M  day of. J U L  Y ,20&, by and between 
Lewis 0 Fruend and Carol Fruend, husband and w~fe 

Grantor(s), 

of the County of Sa~nt Charles , State of Missourl party of the first part, and 

R & L Investment Hold~ngs, LLC 
Grantee(s), 

Granteel(s) address: 242 Cornwall Drive - Weldon Sprlngs, MO 63304 
of the County of Salnt Charles , State of Missouri party of the second part. 

WITNESSETH, that the sa~d party or partles of the first part, for and in consideration of the sum of One 
Dollar (S1.OO) and other valuable considerations pald by the sald party or parties of the second part, the 
rece~pt of which IS hereby acknowledged, does or do by these presents GRANT, BARGAIN AND SELL, 
CONVEY AND CONFIRM unto the sald party.or parties of the second part, the following described Real 
Estate, s~tuated ~n the County of Salnt Charles and the State of Missouri, to-wit. 

Lot Twenty-Two (22) and Lot Nlne (9) of MORRIS SUBDIVISION NUMBER TWO (2) as shown by a survey 
recorded In Book 388, Page 740, Records of Boone County, Missouri, and being a part of the Northwest 
Quarter (NW 114) of Sectlon Twenty (20), Townshlp Forty-Nine (49) North, Range Twelve (12) West, of the 
Fifth (5th) Prlnclpal Meridian, in Boone County, Missourl. 



Subject to bulldlng lines, cond~t~ons, restrict~ons, easements and zoning regulations of record if any 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same, together wlth all r~ghts and appurtenances to the same 
belonging, unto the said party or parties of the second part, and to the hers and asslgns of such party 
or part~es forever. 

The s a ~ d  party or partles of the first part hereby covenanting that the said party of parties and the heirs, 
executors and admlnlstrators of such party or part~es, shall and will WARRANT AND DEFEND the t~tle to 
the premlses unto the sa~d party or parties of the second part, and to the heirs and assigns of such party or 
part~es forever agalnst the lawful clalms of all persons whomsoever, excepting, however, the general taxes 
for the calendar year 20& and thereafter, and speclal taxes becoming a lien after the date of this deed. 

HEREOF, the sald party or parties of the flrst part has or have hereunto set their hand 
ear-above wr~tten 

u, 2,/d 
Carol Fruend 

. 

STATE OF MISSOURI ) 
) ss. 

COUNTYOF W M L ~  ) 

On thls / day of J U L Y  , 20&, before me personally appeared: 
Lew~s B Fruend and Carol Fruend, husband and dlfe 

to me known to be the person or persons described In and who executed the same as 31?e,r 
free act and deed 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto.set my hand and affixed my offic~al seal the day 
and year first above written 

. \ \ \ " " f ' f '  *"%&. JOHNTKEEGAN $;Otaw.F 
-* . 
:w: -*- : * =  

St. Charles County 
:,+;.+Seal..:$: L ~ Y  C~fnm~ssion Exares 

5; of' G;$$.\* 
~ I I , , , . ~  Jaxary 28,2007 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI August Session of the July Adjourned 

County of Boone 
} ea. 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 1 lth day of August 

Term. 20 15 

20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby authorize the 
Presiding Commissioner to sign the attached Finding of Public Nuisance and Order for Abatement 
of a public nuisance located at 2601 E. Oakbrook Drdve A+B, parcel #12-415-20-02-008.00 01 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 201 5. 

~ a r d n  M. Miller 
District I Commissioner 

iu 
t -, &strict TI Commlssione: 



BEFORE THE COUNTY COMMISSION OF 
BOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI 

In Re: Nuisance Abatement ) August Session 
2601 E. Oakbrook Drive, ) July Adjourned 
A+B ) Term 201 5 

Columbia, MO 65202 ) Commission Order ~o3q7-&I 5 
FINDING OF PUBLIC NUISANCE AND ORDER FOR ABATEMENT 

NOW on this 1 lth day of August 201 5, the County Commission of Boone County, Missouri 
met in regular session and entered the following findings of fact, conclusions of law and order for 
abatement of nuisance: 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

The County Commission finds as fact and concludes as a matter of law the following: 

1. The Boone County Code of Health Regulations (the "Code") are officially noticed and 
are made a part of the record in this proceeding. 

2. The City of Columbia/Boone County Health Department adrr~inistrative record is made 
a part of the record in this proceeding and incorporated herein by reference. In 
addition, any live testin~ony of the official(s) of the department and other interested 
persons are made a part of the record in this proceeding. 

3. A public nuisance exists described as follows: a derelict, unlicensed and inoperable 
tan 4-door vehicle, a derelict, unlicensed and inoperable blue 4-door vehicles and a 
derelict, unlicensed and inoperable maroon 4-door vehicle on the premises. 

4. The location of the public nuisance is as follows: 2601 E. Oakbrook Drive, A+B, a/k/a 
parcel# 12-41 5-20-02-008.00 01, Section 20, Township 49, Range 12 as shown in 
deed book 21 38 page 0806, Boone County. 

5. The specific violation of the Code is: a derelict, unlicensed and inoperable tan 4-door 
vehicle, a derelict, unlicensed and inoperable blue 4-door vehicles and a derelict, 
unlicensed and inoperable maroon 4-door vehicle in violation of section 6.9 of the 
Code. 

6. The Health Director's designated Health Official made the above determination of the 
existence of the public nuisance at the above location. Notice of that determination 
and the requirement for abatement was given in accordance with section 6.10.1 of the 
Code on the loth day of July to the property owner. 

7. The above described public nuisance was not abated. As required by section 6.10.2 
of the Code, the property owner was given notice of the hearing conducted this date 
before the Boone COI-~nty Commission for an order to abate the above nuisance at 
government expense with the cost and expense thereof to be charged against the 
above described property as a special tax bill and added to the real estate taxes for 
said property for the current year. 

8. No credible evidence has been presented at the hearing to demonstrate that no public 
nuisance exists or that abatement has been performed or is unnecessary; accordingly, 



in accordance with section 6.1 0.2 of the Code and section 67.402, RSMo, the County 
Commission finds and determines from the credible evidence presented that a public 
nuisance exists at the above location which requires abatement and that the parties 
responsible for abating such nuisance have failed to do so as required by the Health 
Director or Official's original order referred to above. 

Order For Abatement Chargeable As a Special Assessment To The Property 

Based upon the foregoing, the County Commission hereby orders abatement of the 
above described public nuisance at public expense and the Health Director is hereby authorized 
and directed to carry out this order. 

It is further ordered and directed that the Health Director submit a bill for the cost and 
expense of abatement to the County Clerk for attachment to this order and that the County Clerk 
submit a certified copy of this order and such bill to the County Collector for inclusion as a 
special assessment on 'the real property tax bill for the above described property for the current 
year in accordance with section 67.402, RSMo. 

WITNESS the signature of the presiding commissioner on behalf Boone County 
Commission on the day and year first above written. 

Boone County, Missouri ATTEST: 



Page 1 of 2 

Photographs taken 712711 5 @ - 3:45 pm 
2601 E. Oakbrook Drive A+B 



Page 2 of 2 

Photographs taken 712711 5 @ - 3:45 pm 
2601 E. Oakbrook Drive A+B 



Tammy and Samuel Thomas 
2601 E. Oakbrook Drive 

Health Departnient nuisance notice - timeline 

06/16/15: citizen complaint received 

0611 711 5 :  initial inspection conducted 

0611 811 5 :  notice of viola,tion sent to owner and lien holder via certified mail, return receipt 
requested - owner never signed for notice 

0711 011 5 :  notice posted in newspaper 

0712711 5 :  reinspection conducted -violation not abated - photographs taken 

07/31/15: hearing notice sent to owner 



Tammy and Samuel Thomas 
2 1 03 Lovejoy Lane 
Columbia. MO 65202-1 724 

An inspection of the property you own located at 2601 E. Oakbrook Drive A+B (parcel # 12-415- 
20-02-008.00 01) was conducted on June 17, 2015 and revealed a derelict, unlicensed and 
inoperable tan 4-door vehicle, a derelict, unlicensed and inoperable blue 4-door vehicle and a 
derelict, unlicensed and inoperable 4-door maroon vehicle on the premises. This condition was 
declared to be a nuisance a'nd a violation of Boone C o ~ ~ n t y  Public Nuisance Ordinance Section 
6.9. 

You are herewith notified that a hearing will be held before the Cou~ity Comniission on Tuesday, 
August I I, 2015 at 9:30 a.m. in the County Commission conference room at the Boone County 
Government Center, 801 E. Walnut Street, Columbia, Missouri. The purpose of this hearing will 
be to determine whether a violation exists. If the County Commission determines that a 
violation exists, it will order the violation to be abated. 

If the nuisance is not removed as ordered, the County Commission may have the nuisance 
removed. All costs of abatement, plus administrative fees, will be assessed against the property 
in a tax bill. If the above nuisance condition has been corrected prior to the hearing, you 
do not have to appear for the hearing. 

The purpose of these ordinances is to create and maintain a cleaner, healthier community. If 
you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office. If you are not the owner or 
the person responsible for the care of this property, please call our ofice at the number listed at 
the bottom of this letter. 

Sincerely, 

Kristine Vellema 
Environmental Health Specialist 

g 1 4  
This notice de osited in the U.S. M a  first class postage paid on the /i_ day of LLv 
2015 by ~ 2 .  



AFFIDAVIT OF PLlBLlCATlON 
S'I'A'fII 01: MISSOIJRI ) ,, NOfICII 01: DECLARA'I'ION 01: 
County ol' l3oonc ) POR1,IC NlJISANCC 

I .  Candra (jalilcy. being tluly sworn according to law, state that I am one of ANL)oRDriR 0F ABA'fEMEN'f 

the publishers of  the C'olunlbia Daily 'fribunc, a daily newspaper of general 
circulation in the County of 13oonc. State 0 1 '  Missouri. wlicre Iocatcd: wliicli '1'0: 'I'aliimy and Saniucl Thomas 
newspaper has been ad~iiitted to the Post Of ice  as periodical class matter in 2 103 L.ov?joy Lane 
tlic City of Columbia. Missouri, tlic city of publication: which ncwspapel. has Columbia. MO 65202-1 724 
hccn published regularly and consecutively for a period of three years and 
has a list ol' bo~ia tide subscribers. volu~ltarily engaged as such, who havc In accordance with section 67.402 RSMo and section 6.10, 
paid or agreed Lo pay a stated 1)ricc for a subscrilj(ion fbr a definite 11criod ol. BoO~le County Code of l~leallh Regulations, the undersigned 
tilllc.  and suc l l  newspaper llas compl i ed  ,)rovisiolls  ol. g i v ~ ~  l lot ic~ to above named persons or entitics that the 

I'ollowing described real property is hereby declared to contain 
493.050. Rcvised Statutes of Missouri 2000, and Scction 59.310, Rcviscd 

lllc Ii)llowing public nuisarlcc is ordered abated 
Statutes of Missouri 2000. 'l'lie affixed notice appeared in said newspaper on wi t l l i n  days date ofthis and that i f s u c l l  
the Ibllowing consecutive issues: abatement does not occur, tlicr~ such nuisance may be ordered 

1st Insertion July 10,201 5 abated by action of the ColunibidBoone County Department of 
2nd Insertion Public I.iealtli, with the cost thereof to be the subject of a special 
3rd Insertion tax hill against the propcrty subject to abatement. 
4th Insertion 
5th Insertion l'ropcrty Description: Morris Subdivision, # 2, Lot 12, dk/a 260 1 

6th Inscrtion 8. Oakbrook Orive A+B as shown by deed book 2138 page 0806 

7th Insertion Type of Nuisance: A derelict, unlicensed and inoperable tan 4- 
8th Inscrtio~i door vehicle, a derelict, unlicensed and inoperable blue 4-door 
9th lriscrtior~ veliiclc. and a derelict, ~~nlicensed and inoperable maroon 4-door 

l Otli Inscrlion vehicle on thc premises 
I l tli lnscrtion 
12th Insertion 'l'lie above named persons are further notified that if they fail to 
13th Insertion abate such riuisance within the time specified in this notice, or 
14th Insertion fail to appeal this declaration of public nuisance and order of 

I5Lh Inscrtion ab;~le~ncnt within the time permitted for abatement specified in 

I 0th Insertion this notice, then a public hearing sliall be conducted before tlie 
Boonc County Commission, Commission Chambers, 801 E. 17th Inscrtion 
Walnut, Columbia MO 65201, at a timc and date detemiined by 

18th Insertion the Conimission. and the County Cotnmission will make findings 
19th Insertion of filct, conclusions of law and a final decision concerning thc 

20th Insertion: public nuisance and order of abatcmcnt set forth hercin. For 
2 1st l~iscrtion: informati011 concerning these proceedings. co~itact the 

22nd Insertion: A ColunibidHoone Department of Public Health, 1005 W. Worley 
1 id/& Gf12&1 Street. Columbia. M o  65203. 

$66.52 By:_ - & 
I'rinter's Fee Candra Galiley J' Ilate ol. I)eclaration, Order and 1'ublication:Stephanie Browni~ig, 

Subscribed & sworn to bcfore me thi f". 201 5 Director, ColumbidBoone 
County Departnient of 
I'ublic Healtli 

INSEK'fION DATE: July lO,20 15. 

Notary Public - Notary Seal 
State of Missouri, BoOfle County 



PWOJ~RD':'\!'!!~C SFC IOii 
"J . c  - .  ,I\~.L,.,U 

. . .................. --. i--..---,-.-..-.-" . ..--.-... %" .--" ... .......-. -.* ..--.-....... ".- ---..----,---..---- .... .-,mw,-.--.*,-" ---..--. 
c a l l  I n t o r t n a t l o n  ! - I  

Ei!; j~l l og  C a l l  I D :  6313 S t a t u s :  Open E n t i t y :  C i t y  o f  Colunibia 
O e s i i - i p t ~ o n  h ~ l . , l r r ? i  on Oakbrook Rernlnilcrs 

;';art' rer;l.ieslj 1 j r l ~ i k  c a r s .  t r a s l l .  Ha ley  T i t u s  217 503 6320 P lease  c a l l .  

E n v i r o n m e n t a l  H e a l t l l  

................. ......................... ...... - . - ..... - ... .- .... 

00: 0o :oo  

Erna i l  u p d a t e s :  
N o t i f i c a t i o l l  u s e r :  
Forward  t o  usel- :  Yel lenla,  K r i s t i l l e  - H e a l t h  



REAL ESTATE PARCEL DETAIL Page 1 of 2 

,,,,,. ,>","",>". ,.>. \<. OF 2: 
d.;,+ 02.. .+ BooneCounty Assessor 

,2b f ,, ,%'tv- 

% -f 
.~ ,. . . 'i Boone County Government Center Office (573) 886-4270 

!?+ ug'i.ii 4. * 
.:$ 801 E. Walnut, Room 143 , P 

Fax (573) 886-4254 
k ~ G ? ~ ~ S O ~ ~ . I ~ r  <,+an. ...*, < ,..,,:., Columbia, MO 65201-7733 

Parcel 12-415-20-02-008.00 0 1  Property Location 2601 E OAKBROOK DR A+B 

City Road COMMON ROAD DISTRICT (CO) School COLUMBIA (Cl) 

Library BOONE COUNTY (L l )  Fire BOONE COUNTY (Fl)  

Owner THOMAS TAMMY & SAMUEL 

Address 2103 LOVEJOY LN 

City, State Zip COLUMBIA, MO 65202 - 1724 

Subdivision Plat Book/Page 0388 0740 I 
Section/Township/Range 20 49 12 

Legal Description MORRIS SD # 2  
LOT 12 

Lot Size 100.00 x 140.00 

Current Appraised Current Assessed 

Type Land Bldgs Total Type Land Bldgs Total 

R I  13,300 65,200 78,500 RI 2,527 12,388 14,915 -- 
Totals 13,300 65,200 78,500 Totals 2,527 12,388 14,915 

Most Recent Tax Bill(s) 

Residence Description 

Year Built 1974 
(ESTIMATE) 

Use DUPLEX (102) 

Basement NONE (1) 

Bedrooms 6 

Full Bath 2 

Half Bath 0 

Total 10 
Rooms 

Attic NONE 
( 1  

Main Area 2,387 

Finished Basement 0 
Area 

Total Square Feet 2,387 



Recorded In Boone County, Mlssourl 
Date and Time: 02/26/2003 at 08:55:55 AM 
Instrument #: 20030071 75 6ook:02138 Page:0806 
Fln t  Grantor THOMPSON, SUSAN E 
Flrst Grantee' THOMAS, TAMMY 

Instrument Type WD 
Recording Fee. 526.00 

GENERAL WARRANTY DEED . . 

THIS DEED. Made and entered ~nto th~s 25th day of Februa- . 20Q3 , by and between 
SUSAN E .  THCMPSCN, A SIKGLF PERSCN AN! SURVIVING SPOUSE OF GEORGE: ALAN THOMPSON, 
DECEASZD 

party or parties of the first part of 9C0hr' County, State of Missouri. Granlor(s) and T L W  THOYAS AND 
SAMTJEL THOMAS, HUSB.W AND WIFE 

party or pa rks  of the second part of ROOT\IT County, State of Missouri, Grantee$). 

Grantee's Marling Address 1s a 0 1  OAI~~ROOIC DR. CoWpvtG~Al f l0  65202 
WITNESSETH. that the &id party or parties of the first part, in consideration of the sum of Ten Dollars and other valuable considerations paid by 

the said party or parties of the second part. the receipt of which a hereby acknowledged, does or do by these presents. GRANT. BARGAIN AND 
SELL, CONVEY AND CONFIRM. unto the said party or parties of the second part the following descr~bed Real Estate, siluated in the 
County of BOCh! , State of Missouri, to-wit 

LOT T!ELVE ( 1 2 )  OF MCRYIS SUBDIVISICN # 2  AS SEOAW 9 Y  A SURVEY RECORDED I N  BOOK 
388, PAGE 7 4 0 ,  RECOXIS 07 EOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI,  BEING A PART CF THE 
NORTHWEST QUARTER (NW 1 / 4 ) ' 0 9  SECTICN 2 0 ,  TOWNSHIP 4 9  NCRTH, RANGE 1 2  I f i S T ,  
EOONE COUKTY, MISSOURI.  

SUBJECT TO EASEMENTS AND E S T R I C T I O N S  O F  RECORD. 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD THE SAME, together with all the rights, immunities, privileges, and appurtenances thereunto belonging unto Ule said 
party or parties of the second part forever, the said party or parties of the first part covenanting that k i d  party or parties and the heirs, executors. 
adminisbators and asslgns of such party or parties shall and will WARRANT AND DEFEND the btle lo the premises unto the said party or parties 
of the second part, and to Ule hers and assigns of such party or partres forever. aga~nst the lawful claims of all persons whomsoever, excepbng 
ho~vever, the general taxes for the calendar year 2 0 0 3 and thereafter, and spec~al taxes becoming a lien after the date of this deed. 

BOOGWD 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the sad party or parbes of Ihe first has or have hereunto set their hand or hands the day and year first above wntten. 

& SUSAN E .  THOXPSON 6 9 -  

STATE OF FAlSSOURl 

COUNTY OF CIw 

On this day of , before me ersonalty a eared SUSAN 
E .  TI~OMF.Z~? A SINGLI PERSON AND SWIVING SPOUSE OF GEORGE A L L  T H O J B S ~ I ~ ,  
DECEASED 

lo me known to be the person or persons described in and who executed the foregoing instrument. and acknowledged that they executed the 

same as their free act and deed. 

IN TESTIFAONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal at my office In COLWaBIA 

Mlssouri, the day and year first above written 

My term expires the - day of ,-. 

(SML) 

sTU)HANIE JENNINGS 
Notary Publlc - Notary Seal 

State of Mlssouri 
County of Howard 

My ~ommlssion Explres Oct. 30.2006 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI 
August Session of the July Adjourned Term. 20 15 

ea. 
County of Boone 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 1 l th day of August 20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the 
attached Contract Amendment Number One to 27- 1 OJUN 14 - Child Advocacy ServicesIHeart of 
Missouri CASA. 

The terms of this amendment are stipulated in the attached Contract Amendment. It is further 
ordered the Presiding Commissioner is hereby authorized to sign said Contract Amendment 
Number One - Child Advocacy Services. 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 201 5. 

ATTEST: 

Clerk of th&ounty Commission U 
District I Commissioner 



/' 
Commission Order: 3 96 - a-6 1 b 

CONTRACT AMENDMENT NUMBER ONE 
AGREEMENT FOR 

CHILD ADVOCACY SERVICES 

The Agreement 27-10JUN14 dated December 30, 2014 made by and between Boone County, 
Missouri and Heart of Missouri CASA for and in consideration of the performance of the respective 
obligations of the parties set forth herein, is amended as follows: 

1. The BCCSB agrees to purchase up to 1,125 additional units of child advocacy services from CASA, 
not to exceed additional compensation of $28,120.00, and extends the agreement through June 30, 2016. 
The Contract Documents shall additionally consist of the Application for Contingency Funding submitted 
by Heart of Missouri CASA dated May 27, 201 5. CASA agrees to submit an additional mid-yearlinterim 
report by July 30, 201 6 for the extended time period of the agreement from January 1, 2016 through June 
30, 2016. 

2. Except as specifically amended hereunder, all other terms, conditions and provisions of the original 
agreement shall remain in full force and effect. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties through their duly authorized represeritatives have executed this 
agreement on the day and year first above written. 

Heart of Missouri CASA Boone County, Missouri 

By: By: Boone County Children's Services Board 

Les Wagner, Board Chair 

AUDITOR CERTIFICATION: In accordance with EjRSMo 50.660, I hereby certify that a sufficient unencumbered 
appropriation balance exists and is available to satisfy the obligation(s) arising fi-om this contract. (Note: 
Certification of this contract is not required if the terms of this contract do not create a measurable county obligation 
at this time.) 

2161171 106/$28,120.00 

signadre Appropriation Account 



C A S A  
Court Appolnted Special Advocotas x FOR C H I L D R E N  

. --- -- - - - 
H E A R T  O F  M I S S O U R I  CASA 

July 29, 201 5 

P.O. Box 10028 
Columbia, MO 65205 

(573) 442-4670 
heartofmissouricasa.com 

Anna Drake 
Executive Director 

Board ob Direclo1.s 

Triaci Kennedy 
Presjdeci 

Candace Eveson 
Past Pres;dsr:i- 

Mark Kennedy 
Treesvrs/ 

Patricia CalP?er 
Secrsiarj,, 

Kat  Cunningham 
Carl E$wkrds Sr. 

Mawrice :-; .<;.,:-.. I.%., .a 

Michael Hslder 
40' ' i':' 2. - 

I-. c ! i ~ . i i i L .  

Jorgen Schi~.;.5:8; 
Janice S.wIth 

-.-<. .$' 
3 .  ... >.  

Member o'f 
National CASA A s s ~ i a l ; ~ r i  

Missouri CASA Associztion 

Funaec! by 
13 '~  Judicial Circuil Cour 

Heart of Missouri United Way 
Callaway County Uniie6 Way 

Boone Couniy Chiicran:; 
Services ",::arb 

Ciiy oi Colu:-r!oia 

Melinda Bobbit 
Boom County Purchasing 
61 3 E Ash St, Ros~?? 109 
~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ b i a  %b4~3 6529': 

Enclosed pi,$ase 'find .pd\jo exe;li:ed ori$;-.zl amer,dments to 'the above 
?,,.. - -  .<- P - ..., ,. ?. , 

,<; "Ci ,z! s-  .Ti! i - . . .. ."., 

[]:.i~ mi~.j. ion is lo ::-cl!,q urn/ . ~ L I ~ ~ - P C ; ~ !  .:iolun,ee?:v iu be exceptional voices,for every abused and 
ncg!eeied child in Boot?c ond Ci;.!lawoy eounty,funzily courts. 

zJQr 'jo-_796567 



STATE OF MISSOURI 
ea. 

County of Boone 

CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 

August Session of the July Ad-journed 

day of August 

Term. 20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby acknowledge the 
following budget amendment for Public Works to purchase MoDOT fdcilities located at Hwy. 63 
& Hwy. 124 and related expenses for the operations. 

I Department 1 2040 

1 2040 1 48000 1 PW-Maintenauce I Tzlephones I I 150 / 
! 2040 1 4 8 ~ 0 2  PW-Maintenance Data Communications I 

k&F 1 48200 1 PW-Maintenance 

Account 
9 1800 

2040 -- 

2040 

1 2040 1 48300 1 PW-Maintenance I Water 1 I 260 1 

9 1200 
91300 

PW-Maintenance 

PW-Maintenance 

Department Name 
PW-Maintenance 

Buildings & Improvements 

Machinery cPL Equ~pment 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 201 5. 

- 
Account Name Decrease $ Increase $ 

Land 

1 2040 1 7 1004 

kareh M. Miller 
District I Commissioner 

PW-Maintenance I Property Insurance 1 I 1.000 1 



BOONE COUNTY, MlSSOURl 
REQUEST FOR BUDGET AMENDMENT 

7/21/15 

EFFECTIVE DATE 

Dept 

RECEIVED 
JUL 2 7 2015 FOR AUDITORS USE 

Describe the circumstances requiring this Budget Amendment. Please address any budgetary impact for the 
remainder of this year and subsequent years. (Use an attachment If necessary): 
Establish budget to purchase MoDOT facilities located at Hwy 63 & Hwy 124 
operations. n 

(Use whole $ amounts) 
BQONE COUNTY AUDITOR Transfer From Transfer TO 

Account Fund/Dept Name Account Name Decrease Increase 

I / / 

.------------------------------------.-.-------"---------.---.-----.-.-----------. 
TO BE COMPLETED BY AUDITOR'S OFFICE 

schedule of previously processed Budget Revisions/Amendments is attached 

LJ Comments: 

91800 PW-Maintenance Land 

91 200 PW-Maintenance Buildings & Improvements 

91300 PW-Maintenance Machinery & Equipment 

48000 PW-Maintenance Telephones 

48002 PW-Maintenance Data Communications 

48200 PW-Maintenance Electricity 

48300 PW-Maintenance Water 

48400 PW-Maintenance Solid Waste 

48700 PW-Maintenance LP Gas 

71 004 PW-Maintenance Property Insurance 

71 100 PW-Maintenance Outside Services 

86850 PW-Maintenance Contingency 

;6G6EETA-MEwb- * k.7+p-R-o.c-E-D-" -RE3-.-------a-.-- ---- -.--.-. - ----- ------ -----.-.-.-.-. -*Ma- 

! 
!e County Clerk schedules the Budget Amendment for a first reading on the comrnisslon agenda. A copy of the Budget 1 
!~n~anclrnent and all attachments must be made available for public inspection and review for a perlod of at least 10 days i 
!commencing with the first reading of the Budget Amendment. i 

118,760 

377,545 

73,000 

150 

10,000 

1,600 

260 

260 

1,200 

.1,000 

5,500 

13,000 

i. At the first reading. the Commission sets the Public Hearing date (at least 10 days hence) and instrucls the County Clerk to i 
;provide at least 5 days publlc notice of h e  Public Hearing. MOTE: The 10-day period may not be waived. , f 

602,275 

' The Budqet Arnendmont maynot Ije aprovedp~.ior to the Public Hear-irlg .-,-, .,,, --,---,-,.,.-. . - . , ~ - - - . - - , . , . - . - . - . d , - - , - - . d ~ - . I  
S:\AD\Pos #BOB- Senior Accot~nlant Financial Ar~alysl\P~rblic Works Mai~ilenance\MoDOT Facility Purchase 2015\Budgel Amendnwnl Form - lvloD07. 

Pl~rchrtssr 



Budget Amendment Coding for MoDOT Facility Purchase 

Land - Parcel #1 
Land - Parcel #2 
Building A w/office 
Building B 
Title lnsurance 

Recording Fees 
Salt Storage Building 
Time Keeping System 

Fuel System 
Telephone 

Computer Connectivity 
Electric 
Water 
Trash Pick Up 
Propane 
Insurance 
DNR Inspection Fees 

Security Costs 

Dept Account 



CCO FORM: RW22 
Approved: 4/96 (RMH) 
Revised: 0111 5 (AR) 
Modified: 

ROUTE 124 
COUNTY Boone 
JOB NO. Hallsville Maint. Site 
FEDERAL NO. 
PARCEL NO. 
EXCESS NO.CD-0814 

MISSOURI HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
SALES AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into by the Missouri Highways and Transportation 
Corr~mission (hereinafter, "Seller") ar~d Boone County, Missouri, by and through it's County 
Commission (hereinafter, "Purchaser"). 

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, the Seller, in consideration of the terms and conditions hereinafter 
contained, hereby agrees to sell and convey to the Purchaser a tract of land lying situated 
ar~d being in the County of Boone, State of Missouri, the general location of which is as 
follows: 

A TRACT OF LAND LOCATED IN THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER 
OF SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 50 NORTH, RANGE 13 WEST, IN BOONE COUNTY, 
MISSOURI BEING A PORTION OF THE TRACT DESCRIBED BY THE DEED 
RECORDED IN BOOK 1543 AT PAGE 436 OF THE BOONE COUhITY RECORDS AND 
BEllVG FURTHER DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT A POlNT 30 FEET RlGHT OF NllSSOURl HIGHWAY 124 CENTERLINE 
STATION 17+00.1, SAlD POlNT BEING ON THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY; 
THENCE LEAVING SAlD RIGHT-OF-WAY S 0" 21' 58" El 637.60 FEET; THENCE S 89" 
40' 30" W, 1250.51 FEET; 'THENCE N 0" 50' 02" E, 203.81 FEET; THENCE N 89" 09' 58" 
W, 367.90 FEET TO A POlNT 30 FEET RlGHT OF THE 1931 U.S. HIGHWAY 63 
CENTERLINE STATION 593+91.2, SAlD POlNT BEING ON THE EASTERLY RIGHT-OF- 
WAY; THENCE WlTH SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY N 6" 15' 32" El 126.80 FEET TO A POIhIT 
ON THE EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY OF P.C. STATION 595+18; THENCE 
CONTINUING WlTH SAlD RIGHT-OF-WAY ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT HAVING A 
RADIUS OF 603.0 FEET AND AN ARC LENGTH OF 247.5 FEET, THE LONG CHORD 
BEARS N 5" 29' 24" W, 245.76 FEET TO A POlNT ON THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF- 
WAY OF MISSOURI HIGHWAY 124, BEING 100 FEET RlGHT OF STATION 0+78.1 OF 
THE 1931 PLANS OR 14+20 OF THE NEW PLANS; THENCE WlTH SAlD SOUTHERLY 
RIGHT-OF-WAY S 89" 09' 58" El 480.00 FEET TO A POlNT 100 FEET RlGHT OF 
STATION 5+58.1 OF THE 1931 PLANS OR 19+00 OF THE NEW PLANS; THENCE 
CONTlNUllVG WITH SAlD RIGHT-OF-WAY N 55" 52' 40" El 122.09 FEET TO A POINT 
30 FEET RlGHT OF STATION 6+58.1 OF 'THE 1931 PLANS OR 20+00 OF THE NEW 
PLANS; THENCE CONTINUING WlTH SAlD RIGHT-OF-WAY S 89" 09' 58" El 157.72 
FEET TO A POlNT 30 FEET RlGHT OF STATION 8+17.8 OF THE 1931 PLAIVS; 



conveyance if there are utilities on the property. 

(4) SURVEY: The Seller will cause the property to be surveyed by a registered 
land surveyor at its sole cost and at no cost to the Purchaser. 

(5) SPECIAL CONDITIONS (such as curbing, fencing, drainage, access): The 
completion of any special conditions, as set out below, and the application of any perrr~its, 
as necessary, shall be completed before the sale is closed. 

Purchaser agrees to complete and execute the "Application for Transfer of Operating Permit" 
to transfer the sewage lagoon operating permit. Upon receipt of the completed and executed 
"Application for Transfer of Operating Permit" the seller will submit the application to Missouri 
Department of Natural Resources. 

(6) lNSPECTlON/REVIEW PERIOD; RIGHT TO DECLINE TITLE: The 
Purchaser shall have the following rights to inspect the Property: 

(A) Purchaser Review / lnspection and Termination Riqht: Purchaser 
shall have 30 days from effective date of this Agreement ("Purchaser's lnspection Period") 
to inspect and review the Commissior~ Property, itself, and to conduct such environmental, 
soil, engineering, building component or other tests, studies and inspections, with respect 
to the Property as Purchaser deems necessary, including asbestos and lead paint 
inspections of the Property buildings, considering that only an inspection performed by 
certified inspectors can confirm or deny the presence of asbestos and/or lead based paint. 
Purchaser shall take all the EPA required precautions while conducting the environmental 
inspections. 

(B) If during Purchaser's lnspection Period Purchaser is not satisfied with 
the results of any tests, studies or inspections, then Purchaser, in its sole and absolute 
discretion, may choose to decline taking title to the Property by giving written notice to the 
Commission of such decision on or before the date of the expiration of Purchaser's 
lnspection Period. Purchaser's action to decline taking title to the Property undw this 
paragraph shall render this agreement null and void. If Purchaser fails to provide the 
written notice provided for herein before expiration of Purchaser's lnspection Period, then 
the right of Purchaser to decline taking title to the Property pursuant to ,this paragraph shall 
be deemed waived. 

(C) Access to the Propern. Purchaser shall have the right to access the 
Property during Purchaser's lnspection Period for the purposes of conducting the 
inspections, tests and studies set forth in this paragraph. Access shall be limited to 
reasonable times and shall require prior notice, and Purchaser shall take all the necessary 
EPA mandated precautions while conducting the tests and inspections, and ensure it does 
not materially interfere with the Commission's business. The Commission shall not 
impede the investigation unreasonably. Purchaser shall indemnify and hold the 
Commission harmless (which indemnity shall survive the Closing) from any loss, claim, 
liability or cost, including without limitation, damage to the Property, injury to persons, and 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said parties herein have executed this Agreement on the 
day of ,20-. 

MISSOURI HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

BY 

(Title) 

PURCHASER: 

By: 

Address: 

Telephone: 

Date: 



Improvements: $400,000 Total 

Land 

Building A w/Office 

Building B 

Excess Land: 

11.46 Acres $6,000.00 $68,760.00 

sq 
7,550 Footage $165,620.00 

sq 
7,550 Footage $165,620.00 

8.6 Acres $5,813.95 $50,000 



Additional Notes Concerning MoDOT Facility Purchase 

1. lnsurance Costs - Anticipate increase in costs. If the old site is  sold that savings would 

offset the increase. 

2. Utility Costs - With day to day activities being directed out of this facility there would 

be new utility costs. 

3. Security Costs -The County i s  currently working on a county-wide security project. If 

this facility is t o  be included additional costs would be incurred. 

4. Timekeeping system -There will be a need for a timekeeping system at the new facility. 

Public Works staff is researching a new system currently and feels the new site can be 

included at minimal cost. 

5. Computer Connectivity - The County will need to install a means of connectivity for the 

supervisor who will operate out of this facility. 

6. Fuel System - Public Works staff does not anticipate that this will be a County-wide 

fueling station. There is  currently an above ground fuel tank. This will need to  be 

increased in size for the anticipated scope of work to  be directed out of the facility and 

it will need to  be equipped to  work with the current fuel system used by the other 

county fuel stations. 

7. Salt Storage -To utilize this facility to  its full poetential Public Works would erect a salt 

storage building. 

8. MechanicIParts -The new facility will allow for repairs at the location, but it is not 

anticipated that parts, machinery, etc will be needed. The repairs will be routine in 

nature and not require a large parts inventory. 

9. Lot - Public Works staff anticipates that the lot will need t o  be chip sealed in the next 

few years. 

10. Title lnsurance 

11. Deed Recording Fees - Record special warranty deed 

12. DNR Inspections - Required inspections o f  on-site lagoon. 



lnsurance costs 

Utility Costs 

Security Costs 

Time keeping 
system 

Computer 
connectivity 

Fuel System 

Salt Storage 

Lot 

Title lnsurance 

Deed Recording 
Fees 

DlVR Inspections 

$1 0,000.00 

$72,000.00 

$45,000.00 

N/A for 201 5 

IV/A for 201 5 

$1,255.00 



Hallsville Electric 
Run Date: 0411 411 5 

43,266 $3,504.59 

Page I 



Hallsville Water 

Page I 



Hallsville Propane 

Vendor Customer Name I Accept Date I Org 1 PVQ QTY 1 Amount 1 Line Description 

MFA OIL CO-COLUMBIA 19/24/14 17~26 1 0 1 $415.12115 PROPANE 

- 
MFA OIL CO-COLUMBIA 

I I I I I 
Organization 7D26 Total $47.50 

Report Total $2,710.44 

TIGER ICE CO 

Page I 

1/8/15 

I 1 I I I 
Organization 7D26 Total $770.40 

71911 4 1 7 ~ 2 6  1 0 1 $47.501 14 PROPANE 

I I I 01 $ 1 , 4 7 7 . 4 2 1 ~ ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~  1 
Organization 7D26 Total $1,892.54 

4/11/14 17~26 ] 0 1 $770.401 PROPANE 1 



- -- 

( (712012015) Caryn Ginter - Re: MoDOT facility purchase Page 1 I 

From: Greg Edington 
To: Caryn Ginter 
CC: Chet Dunn 
Date: 71201201 5 1 1 :08 AM 
Subject: Re: MoDOT facility purchase 

Caryn: 

Trash pickup will be around $52/month. As discussed a single line phone bundled to the Internet 
package should be around $30lmonth. 

Thanks, 
Greg 

>>> Caryn Ginter 71201201 5 10:51 AM >>> 
That will work. Will we have additional telephone expense? Greg mentioned trash pickup as well. 
I've confirmed the computer connectivity amount with Aron Gish. 

>>> Chet Dunn 71201201 5 10:45 AM >>> 
Here is what they sent us ... let us know if you need more than this 

>>> Caryn Ginter 71201201 5 10:43 AM >>> 
Hi Chet & Greg, 
I'm working on the coding for the budget amendment and need a breakout of the $3,450 for utilities. We 
have separate accounts for electricity, water. solid waste, telephone, etc, so it would be helpful to have it 
broken out. 

We were shooting to get this on Thursday's agenda, but there is no commission meeting this Thursday so 
it will be on the agenda Tuesday 7128. 1'11 need the utility breakout before I can complete the form to send 
to you for signature. Then I have a few other steps I have to do before routing it to June, so the sooner 
you can get the breakout to me the better. Mike (County Clerk) has to post it 24 hours before the meeting 
so I have to have it to him by 8:30AM on 7127. 

Thanks, 
Caryn 



Page 1 of 1 

Caryn Ginter - Re: New MoDOT Building computer connectivity cost 

From: Aron Gish 

To: Caryn Ginter 

Date: 7/17/2015 2:27 PM 

Subject: Re: New MoDOT Building computer connectivity cost 

Attachments: Bid for MoDOT Site Hwy 124.pdf 

At this point Bluebird is the only vendor who has been able to give us an estimate for a connection to that area. 
We have a request out standing with a couple other vendors, however Bluebird is the one currently servicing the 
location for MoDOT. 

I would recommend we "budget" lOOM connection @ $2,000 monthly. I've attached the options we have with 
Bluebird for reference. We may have other options, however it will take us going out to bid or working at the 
site for testing before we know for sure. This service we know is on site now and would be a possible option. 

Thanks, 
Aron 

> > > Caryn Ginter 7/14/2015 4:11 PM > > > 
Hi Aron, 
I need to touch base with you on the estimated costs for computer connectivity at the MoDOT building that is 
being purchased by the County. The listing of costs Chet provided has $2,250, but in phone conversations it was 
noted that the cost may be higher. I t  is my understanding that they have been discussing various options with 
you. We are working on putting the budget amendment together and I wanted to get your thoughts on the 
amount to use for this item. 

Thanks, 
Caryn 



Boone County Commission 

Boore  County Government Center 
8Or E Walnut, Rm 333 
Colurnb~a, MO 65201 -7732 

Notes: 
SUBJECT TO: Bluebird Network's TERMS & CONDITIONS AND 
AVAILABILITY AT THE TIME THE ORDER IS PLACED. Quote is valid 
for 45 days; Please refer to the quote number when placing an order. 
Subject to Bluebird Network's standard policies, terms & conditions 
(unless overridden by a Master Service Agreement), and capacity 
availability at the time the order is placed, as determined solely by 
Bluebird Network. The rates, terms, and conditions in this document 
are not legally binding upon Bluebird unless the customer submits an 
offer that is accepted by Bluebird and the parties execute a written 
contract setting forth the rates, terms, and conditions under which 
Bluebird agrees to provide such services. This price quote is 
confidential and mav not be shared without the written consent of 

Bluebird Network IP Address Pricing 

Block Size Usable lP addresses Pricelmo. 
/30 1 $0 

/29 5 $25 
/28 13 $40 
/27 29 $50 

Requires completion of ARlN lP justification fo r /29  or greater 



FUELING SUCCESS SINCE 1934 

5060 Arsenal Street I Salnt Louis, Missouri 63139 
800-843-4563 1 Fax 314-772-2311 
ww.neurnayerequlpment.com 

MEMBER 

Quota t i on  and Con t rac t  Form 

Quote # 201 51 083 

Customer: Boone County Public Works 

Greg Eddington 
Hwy 63 South 
Columbia, MO 65201 

Account Representative: Mikal Thornhill 

Plan Date /Revision: 7/20/2015 

Project Name: New Maintenance Shed Fueling Equipm 
Project Location: 124 & Hwy 63 *. ,. 

Hallsville, MO 

SCOPE OF WORK 

1 NEC will furnish and install a new double wall, flame shield, dual compartment, (12K/4K), fuel storage tank, with over fill 
prevention, clock gauges, interstial indicator, e-vents, atmospheric vents, and remote filllspill containment. 

2 NEC will furnish crane for unloading and setting tank. 

3 NEC will furnish and install piping for fill lines, (2) Fillrite pumps with pulse output, and new hanging hardware. 
4 NEC will furnish and install Fuelmaster FMU for pump control with wireless communciation, data logger, and quickstop 

20 Prokees included in this quotation. 

NOTE SECTION 

See material schedule attachment " A .  
Estimated sales taxes are excluded. Quotation presumes either that customer is a Tax Exempt Entity or the Project is a 
Tax Exempt Project. Customer shall provide Neumayer Equipment Co. Inc. with a Tax Exempt Certificate and 
associated documentation, or sales tax will treated as an addition to the originally quoted sum. 
All additions and deductions to the contract price will be via our CHANGE ORDER#059. 
Quotation includes applicable freight. 
Permits, engineered-sealed drawings and processing fees are not included in this quotation. At your direction we will 
perform the work and obtain all necessary permits. The charges will be added to the contract price. 
Electric sewice to fueling system by others. 
Tank pad and barrier protection by others. 

TERMS 

Due as Cost are Incurred 
Remainder Due Upon Completion 

TOTAL $71,959.54 

We submit this quotation of our interpretation of your requirements, subject to the terms and conditions included with this quotation. When accepted by the 

customer, this proposal will constitute a bona fide contract between Customer and Seller, subject to the approval of the Seller's credit manager. Prices quoted are 
for acceptance within thirty (30) days and, unless otherwise specified, and are subject to change without notice after that date. 

Neumayer Equipment Company, Inc. Boone County Public Works 

Approved 
By: Approved By: 

Title: 

Date 
Signed: Date Accepted: 



Customer: Boone County 
Public Works 

Project: New 
Maintenance 
Shed Fueling 
Equipment 

Quote #: 201 51083 

Attachment "A" - Material Schedule 

Job #: 

- - - -. - - .- - - . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . .  .... . . . . . . . . . . . .  .............. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .... . . .  ...... . - . . - .  . . . .  
Misc. Parts List .............. ........... ............... .................... " .-.. ....... . ..- .. ..................... ......................... .............. 

1 . ................... 0 x hall 12k14k double wall flame shield ........ .- . .- .. ............. ...... - .......... . ....... 
1 0 x fuelmaster fmu with data logger, quick stop, prokees, wireless kit 

. ............... .-.... -. ............................ ..... ----- 
2 0 0-89404-22427- fillrite fr300vn 20 gpm pump 11 5ac 

4 

............................. .- ........ ... 

1 0 621 1 R - ~ o ~ B ~ L D ' . '  .. 30 gallon remote spill container .- .. ..-.. ....................................... !?PP.W .... ....... _ ...................................................................... .....-.. 

Hanging Hardware .... ... ...- ........... ....................... ............ ................ - .......................................... 
1 3480 ._.- 11 BP-0400 New 314" NPT Gasoline Nozzle, 11 BP, Black ............................. OPW ....... .- ................... .................... .- .......-......... 
1 1928 " 7H-0100 ......-...... OPW " ........ ... . New 1" ........... Diesel Nozzle, 7H, Green 

--....,A ........... ---" -........ ....--.-... . 

1 3652 - C720 314 CATLOW ....... 314" "..- MxF Twister ............... Swivel .-.-...................... ............ 
1 7545 . 45-5075 . OPW . 1" Premium .................................. Hose Swivel ..............-.......................... ...-. 
1 1651 124421 ........ -... IRPCO . 
1 1641 105141 IRPCO --.---------------.-.-.---, .. . 
1 6528 CTM75 CATLOW .---.-.-.--------.A--..-.u--....- . ... 
1 3793 CTMl 00 CATLOW 1" Cam Twist Magneti - . . ........ . ..... .- .. 0. . ............ ....-.. 
1 2646 Am ---- 124021 . FL IRPCO 314" x 8 Whip Hose ..,-.-- .-...-&-" * --.-,.&*.-...-."-,&7 ,-. .......... .... .- 
1 1306 123041FL IRPCO I "  x 1 0  Standard Whip Hose .---.---.-.------w.---." - ...... . ..-- 

..-... ...... ------- "--., ......... 
Abovground S . .. ..... .. -.-* ............................. ............ .... 

I 1196 4620 HUSKY . ... 2 PNVent Slipon w13 W.C. ......... .. ...................... 
1 -- 23-0033 OPW 2 Aluminum Tank Vent 18?! .. -.---" .. - 

2 ,2934 61 FSTOP-1000 O W  . - - - ~ . ~ ~ . - - - - - . - . - _ - - - ~ - ~ - - ~ - - .  ~ - - . ~ ~ O \ ~ e ~ V a ! ~ e C ? e t . . ~ ~ ~ ~  ... tt.tttt .. 
2 6330 691--1000 1V MORRISON Ball Valve - Full Port - Forged Brass - .---.-.-- ---- --*----.---"-.-" .... "- .. 
2 1972 20V P.T. CPLG 2 Alum. Dust Cap .-.--.-p--------..--, .... --..-* .---- "-*- ............. -. ............................ ................. 
2 1779 178--0300 AC MORRISON Fill Cap-Brass Body Iron Cap -------"---.-w%-..-------.. "--.-"---"---..- ------ . ......---- .. .. - ...... ..... ...... 
2 6417 818--0100AG MORRISON .... ................. ........... 

--..-.--.-........- ..........-...............-..p-,..-....-....-................... .......... ..... ..................... 
Misc. . .................. . ....-.-....................... ...--...................-...............-............ 

10 0 MlSC NEC Misc. Steel Pbe-Fittings .-. ... ... ..-....-. -...-..--.................-............ 
5 0 MlSC NEC Misc. Electrical Supplies -.-.-.---.--,-.-.,-------p--.-u..---,---- ... "---- .. ............ 
2 0 MlSC NEC Misc. Island Set Mtl's .................... ~--..-"-*-.-.----.----.,>---.-- ......... ......... ........................................... 

42 2327 MlSC GRINNELL 2 Steel Pipe Galv. Plain End -+......,...v-p... . .-.-".--------".-.--..-.---..,--.-"*--." .-... ................ .........................-... ...-..... 
12 2356 MlSC GRINNELL 2 90 Elbow Galv. ... ........................ .............. , ....................................................................................................................................... ................... ..... 



INVOICE 
File Number 15 10042 

To: For Sale By Owner 

Seller: 

Buyer: 
Property: 

Closing Date: 
Closer 

Underwriter: 
Invoice Date: 

Invoice#: 

State of Missouri, acting by and through the Missouri Highways and Transportation 
Commission 
The County of Boone, a political subdivision of the State of Missouri 
950 E. Hwy. 124 Hallsville, MO 65255 

Karen R. Brown 
First American 
7/2/20 15 
75429 

Thank you! 

Description 

Owner's Policy 
Basic Owner Risk Rate $298.00 
Owner's Title Service Charge $857.00 

Total 

Amount 

$1,155.00 

$1,155.00 



File No: 1510042 

Boone-Central Title Company 
601 East Broadway 

Columbia, MO 65201 
Agent for  

First American Title Insurance Company 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 

SCHEDULE A 

1. Commitment Date: June 30,2015, 8:00 am 
Issue Date: July 02,2015, 

2. Policy (or Policies) to be issued: POLICY AMOUNT 

(a) ALTA OWNER'S POLICY - (6- 17-06) $450,000.00 
Proposed Insured: The County of Boone, a political subdivision of the State of Missouri 

(b) ALTA LOAN POLICY - (6- 17-06) 
Proposed Insured: , its successors and assigns as defined in Paragraph l(e) of the Conditions 

and Stipulations of the Policy 

(c) Proposed Insured: 

3.  Fee Simple interest in the land described in this Commitment is owned, at the Commitment Date, by 

State of Missouri, acting by and through the Missouri Highways and Transportation Commission 

4. The land referred to in the Commitment is described as follows: 

A tract of land containing 21.06 acres, more or less, located in the North Half (N 112) of the 
Southeast Quarter (SE 114) of Section Thirteen (13), Township Fifty (50) North, Range Thirteen (13) 
West, of the Fifth (5th) Principal Meridian, in Boone County, Missouri, as shown and described by 
the survey recorded May 2,2000 as Document No. 8339 in Book 1617, Page 429, Records of Boone 
County, Missouri. EXCEPTING therefrom 1.00 acre, more or less, as shown and described by the 
survey recorded August 23,2010 as Instrument No. 2010017073 in Book 3684, Page 174, Records of 
Boone County, Missouri. 

ALTA Commitment - Schedule A This commitment is invalid unless the insuring 
Provisions and Schedule A and B are attached. Page 1 



File No: 1510042 

land or who will make a loan on the land. We may then make additional requirements or exceptions. 

ALTA Commitment -Schedule B -Section I This commitment is invalid unless the insuring 
Provisions and Schedule A and B are attached. 

Page 3 



File No: 1510042 

Reservation of an  undivided one-half (112) interest in all oil, gas and other minerals and leasese thereof as shown 
by instrument dated November 13,1942 and recorded in Book 229, Page 627, Records of Boone County, 
Missouri. 

Transmission line easement granted to Central Electric Power Cooperative by instrument dated April 5,1951 
and recorded in Book 259, Page 618, Records of Boone County, Missouri. 

Terms and provisions of an  instrument entitled "Oil and Gas and Gas Storage Lease" dated June 17,1958 and 
recorded in Book 289, Page 213, Records of Boone County, Missouri. 

Water line easement granted to Public Water Supply District No. 7 by instrument dated May 4,1993 and 
recorded in Book 985, Page 688, Records of Boone County, Missouri. 

Rights granted to the State of Missouri, acting by and through the Missouri Highway and Transportation 
Commission, by instrument dated May 13,1993 and recorded in Book 993, Page 229, Records of Boone 
County, Missouri. 

Water line easement granted to Public Water Supply District No. 7 by instrument dated August 9,1993 and 
recorded in Book 1008, Page 533, Records of Boone County, Missouri. 

Access and utility easement granted to Boone County Regional Sewer District by instrument dated December 
14,2010 and recorded in Book 3757, Page 203, Records of Boone County, Missouri. 

Note: For  information purposes only, we submit the following tax figures. We assume no liability for 
correctness of same. 

Taxes for the year 2014 Tax Amount $0.00. (Currently tax exempt) 

Tax Assessment Number: 06-602-13-00-015.01 

Property Address 
950 E. Hwy. 124 
Hallsville, M O  65255 

ALTA Commitment -Schedule B - Section !I This commitment is invalid unless the insuring 
Provisions and Schedule A and B are attached. 

Page 5 



60 1 East Broadway, Suite 102 
Columbia, Missouri 6520 1 

5 73-442-0 13 9 
1-866-298-3 269 

573-442-6078 FAX 
www.boone-central.com 

BOONE-CENTRAL TITLE COMPANY 
Privacy Policy Notice 

PURPOSE OF THIS NOTICE 

Title V of the Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act (GLBA) generally prohibits any financial institution, directly or through its affiliates, 
from sharing nonpublic personal information about you with a nonaffiliated third party unless the institution provides you 
with a notice of its privacy policies and practices, such as the type of information that it collects about you and the categories 
of persons or entities to whom it may be disclosed. In compliance with the GLBA, we are providing you with this document, 
which notifies you of the privacy policies and practices of Boone-Central Title Company. 

We may collect nonpublic personal information about you from the following sources: 

Information we receive from you such as on applications or other forms. 
Information about your transactions we secure from our files, or from others. 
Information we receive from a consumer reporting agency. 
Information that we receive from others involved in your transaction, such as the real estate agent or lender. 

Unless it is specifically stated otherwise in an amended Privacy Policy Notice, no additional nonpublic personal information 
will be collected about you. 

We may disclose any of the above information that we collect about our customers or former customers to our affiliates or to 
nonaffiliated third parties as permitted by law. 

We also may disclose this information about our customers or former customers to the following types of nonaffiliated 
companies that perform services on our behalf or with whom we have joint marketing agreements: 

Financial service providers such as companies engaged in banking, consumer finance, securities and 
insurance. 
Non-financial companies such as envelope stuffers and other fulfillment service providers. 

WE DO NOT DISCLOSE ANY NONPUBLIC PERSONAL INFORMATION ABOUT YOU WITH ANYONE FOR ANY 
PURPOSE THAT IS NOT SPECIFICALLY PERMITTED BY LAW. 

We restrict access to nonpublic personal information about you to those employees who need to know that information in order to 
provide products or services to you. We maintain physical, electronic, and procedural safeguards that comply with federal regulations 
to guard your nonpublic personal information. 



Fund Statement - Road & Bridge Fund 204 and 208 Combined (Major Fund) 

2014 2015 2015 
Actual Budget Estimated 

2016 
Budget 

FINANCIAL SOURCES: 
Revenues 

Property Taxes 
Assessments 
Sales Taxes 
Franchise Taxes 
Licenses and Permits 
Intergovernmental 
Charges for Services 
Fines and Forfeitures 
Interest 
Hospital Lease 
Other 
Total Revenues 

Other Financing Sources 
Transfer In from other funds 
Proceeds of Long-Term Debt 
Othcr (Sale of Capital Assets, Iilsurance Proceeds, etc) 
Total Other Financing Sources 

Fund Balance Used for Operations 

TOTAL FINANCIAL SOURCES 

FINANCIAL USES: 
Expenditures 

Personal Services 
Materials & Supplies 
Dues Travel & Training 
Utilities 
Vehicle Expense 
Equip & Bldg Maintenance 
Contractual Services 
Debt Service (Principal and Interest) 
Emergency 
Other 
Fixed Asset Additions 
Total Expenditures 

Other Financing Uses 
Transfer Out to other funds 
Early Retirement of Long-Term Debt 
Total Other Financing Uses 

TOTAL FINANCIAL USES 

FUND BALANCE: 
FUND BALANCE (GAAP), beginning of year 

Less encumbrances, beginning of year 
Add encumbrances, end of year 
Fund Balance Increase (Decrease) resulting from operations 

FUND BALANCE (GAAP), end of year 
Less: FUND BALANCE UNAVAILABLE FOR 
APPROPRIATION, end of year 

NET FUND BALANCE, end of year 

Net Fund Balance as a percent of expenditures 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI August Session of the July Adjourned 

County of Boone 
} ea. 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 1 lth day of August 

Term. 20 15 

20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the 
disposition of surplus, per attached summary order description, to Karen L. Sapp in the amount of 
$78,220.14, as recommended by the County Treasurer. 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 201 5 

ATTEST: I 

~ a i e i  M. ~ i l l i r  
District I Commissioner 

et M.Thompson 
I1 Commissioner 



DRAFT Commission Order: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby take up the 
matter of the disposition of the 2014 tax sale surplus relating to parcel Parcel 22-400-18- 
00-003.03: 

Pursuant to .the provisions of RSMo 5140.230, as revised, the Commission has .the 
authority to approve claims for any tax sale surplus that is being held by the County 
Treasurer associated with the County Collector's annual tax sale. The owner or owners 
of the subject real property have a period of three (3) years to make a claim for said 
surplus. In this instance, the owner of record at the time the subject property went to tax 
sale was Karen L. Sapp. Karen L. Sapp has filed a verified surplus claim with the 
Boone County Treasurer claiming the tax surplus proceeds. The verified surplus claim, a 
copy of the Deed recorded at Book 3628, Page 10, Boone County Records, and other 
supporting documentation filed by Karen L. Sapp are made a part of this record. The 
application to the County Treasurer for the surplus funds is timely. 

The County Treasurer, based upon the documents presented to her office and made a part 
of the record before the Commission, is satisfied that Karen L. Sapp was the record 
owner of the subject property at the time of the delinquent land tax auction and as such is 
entitled to the total surplus of $78,220.14, and recommends the Commission approve the 
same. 

NOW, THEREFORE, upon the recommendation of the County Treasurer and the 
evidence made a part of this record, the County Commission hereby approves the 
disposition of surplus to Karen L. Sapp in the amount of $78,220.14 via check payable 
to Karen L. Sapp in that amount. 

K- Done this / / day of 

Presiding Cgmmissioner 

ATTEST: #"' 

t M. Thompson 
I1 Commissioner 
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STATE OF MISSOURI 

County of Boone 
} ea. 

CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 

August Session of the July Adjourned 

1 lth day of August 

Term. 20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby acknowledge the 
following budget amendment for Resource Management to use previously reserved funds for the 
Scott Blvd. Phase I11 project. 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 201 5. 

' Department 
2049 

-k!!&$mv Wendy S. 

Clerk of thy county ~ o r n m i s s i h  

Account 
84200 

' ~ a r &  M. Miller 
District I Commissioner 

Department Name 
PW-Administration 

N;; Decrease $ Account 
Other Contracts 

Increase $ 

500,000 



711 611 5 
EFFECTIVE DATE 

BOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI 
REQUEST f#\qFBGET AMENDMENT 

BOONE COUNT( AUDlTOR 
FOR AUDITORS USE 

(Use whole $ amounts) 

Describe the circumstances requiring this Budget Amendment. Please address any budgetary impact for the 

Transfer From Transfer To 
Dept Account FundlDept Name Account Name Decrease Increase 

remainder of this year and subsequent years. (Use an attachment if necessary): 

TO BE COMPLETED BY AUDITOR'S OFFICE 

&Eschedule of previously processed Budget ~evisionsl~mendments is attached 
d~ fund-solvency schedule is attached. 

Comments: 

2049 84200 PW-Administration Other Contracts 
pp 

S:\allV\UDITOR\Accounting Forms\Budget Amendment Form 

$500,000 



ROAD IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT 
Scott Boulevard Phase I11 Project 

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into by and between Boone County, Missouri, 

through its County Commission, a political subdivision of the State of Missouri, herein 

"Boone County" and the City of Columbia, a political subdivision of the State of 

Missouri, herein "City". 

WHEREAS, County and City desire to cooperate with each other on the 

improvement of certain roadways over which both County and City have certain 

maintenance obligations; and 

WHEREAS, the parties had previously entered into agreements relating to the 

development for Waco Road (one agreement approved in Commission Order 19-2009 

and another agreement approved in Commission Order 172-20 10) which were terminated 

on December 2,2014, without payment due the project not being undertaken; and 

WHEREAS, the parties have an agreement relating to the completion of the 

Rustic Road Bridge project (approved in Commission Order 66-2013) which 

contemplated the parties cost-sharing on that project along with the Missouri Department 

of Transportation (in an agreement approved in Commission Order 450-2012); and 

WHEREAS, cost-sharing on the Rustic Road Bridge project exceeded the 

original, anticipated contribution from the City of $75,000, and County has applied funds 

from the cancelled Waco Road contracts to the City's cost-share contributions to the 

Rustic Road Bridge project; and 

WHEREAS, there remains $500,000 of funds available for a mutually beneficial, 

public road project; and 



5 .  AUTHORITY: The individuals signing this agreement below certify that they 

have obtained the appropriate authority to execute this agreement on behalf of the 

respective parties. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties through their duly authorized representatives 

have, executed this agreement effective as of the date of the last party and execute the 

same. 

Executed by City of Columbia this day of ,2015. 

Executed by Boone County this day of 

CITY OF COLUMBIA BOONE COUNTY 

Mike Matthes, City Manager Daniel K. Atwill, Presiding Comm. 

ATTEST: ATTEST: 

Sheela Amin, City Clerk Wendy S. Noren, County Clerk 

Director of Finance Certification: Boone County Auditor Certification: 
I hereby certify that this contract is within I hereby certify that a sufficient, unencumbered 
the purpose of the appropriation to which appropriation balance exists and is available to 
it is to be charged and that there is an satisfy the obligation arising from this contract. 
unencumbered balance to the credit of such (Note: Certification ofthis contract is not required 
appropriation sufficient to pay therefore. if the terms of  this contract do not create a 

measurable county obligation at this time. 

John Blattel, Director of Finance Date June E. Pitchford, County Auditor Date 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Nancy Thompson, City Attorney C.J. Dykhouse, County Counselor 



Fund Statement - Road & Bridge Fund 204 and 208 Combined (Major Fund) 

2014 2015 
Actual Budget 

2016 
Budget 

2015 
Estimated 

FINANCIAL SOURCES: 
Revenues 

Property Taxes 
Assessments 
Sales Taxes 
Franchise Taxes 
Licenses and Pennits 
Intergovernmental 
Charges for Services 
Fines and Forfeitures 
Interest 
Hospital Lease 
Other 
Total Revenues 

Other Financing Sources 
Transfer In from other funds 
Proceeds of Long-Tern Debt 
Other (Sale of Capital Assets, Insurance Proceeds, etc) 
Total Other Financing Sources 

Fund Balance Used for Operations 

TOTAL FINANCIAL SOURCES 

FINANCIAL USES: 
Expenditures 

Personal Services 
Materials & Supplies 
Dues Travel & Training 
Utilities 
Vehicle Expense 
Equip & Bldg Maintenance 
Contractual Services 
Debt Service (Principal and Interest) 
Emergency 
Other 
Fixed Asset Additions 
Total Expenditures 

Other Financing Uses 
Transfer Out to other funds 
Early Retirement of Long-Term Debt 
Total Other Financing Uses 

TOTAL FINANCIAL USES 

FUND BALANCE: 
FUND BALANCE (GAAP), beginning of year 

Less encumbrances, beginning of year 
Add encumbrances, end of year 
Fund Balance Increase (Decrease) resulting from operations 

FUND BALANCE (GAAP), end of year 
Less: FUND BALANCE UNAVAILABLE FOR 
APPROPRIATION, end of year 

NET FUND BALANCE, end of year 

Net Fund Balance as a percent of expenditures 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

August Session of the July Adjourned 
STATE OF MISSOURI 

ea. 
County of Boone 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 
1 lth day of August 

Term. 20 I 5  

20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the 
attached agreement between Boone County and AECOM Technical Services, Inc. for engineering, 
surveying and other professional services. 

The terms of the Agreement are stipulated in the attached Agreement. It is further ordered the 
Presiding Commissioner is hereby authorized to sign said General Consultant Services 
Agreement. 

Done this I 1 th day of August, 20 15. 

Presiding Commissioner 
ATTEST: t 

Clerk of thetounty Commission 
~isf r ic t  1 Commissioner /-. 

/ ~ a  kt M. Thompson 
*- 42 istrict I1 Commissioner 



GENERAL CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT dated this /17h day o , 2015, by and between 
Boone County, Missouri, a first class county and poli ivision of the state of Missouri 
through its County Commission, (herein "Owner") and AECOM Technical Services, Inc (herein 
"Consultant"). 

IN CONSIDERATION OF the performance of the services rendered under this 
Agreement and payment for such services, the parties agree to the following: 

1. Agreement duration - This contract shall be in effect beginning January 1, 2015 
or the date of full execution; which ever is later and run through the calendar year ending on 
December 31, 2015. This agreement may be terminated in accordance with the terms and 
conditions set forth in this agreement. 

2. Services - As authorized by the Owner in writing, the Consultant shall provide 
the Owner all engineering, surveying, and other professional scrviccs for the benefit of the 
Owner as prescribed by the Owner based upon requests for proposals for projects assigned 
during the term of this agreement and the Consultant shall provide the Owner, as applicable, with 
the services, reports, studies, surveys, plans, specifications, and other work required by the 
Owner's request for proposal. Consultant agrees to provide all such services in a timely manner 
as established by the Owner in writing for each assigned pro-ject, or in the absence of the 
designation, within a reasonable time after receipt of Owner directives. Consultant agrees to 
provide services by and through qualified personnel under standards and conditions generally 
accepted by professionals in the field or occupations for which services are provided. Services 
shall be provided based only upon requests for proposals provided to the Consultant by the 
Owner or Owner's representative and to which the Consultant prepares and submits a written 
proposal for services which is approved by the Owner in writing. No work shall be performed 
nor shall compensation be paid for Consultant work performed without an Owner approved 
written proposal for professional services. Proposals for services shall be in written form, as 
required by the request for proposal, and shall be specifically responsive to the criteria provided 
by the Owner in its request for proposal. All work performed by the Consultant, based upon 
Owner approved proposals submitted by the Consultant, shall be subject to the terms and 
conditions of this agreement unless otherwise specifically agreed upon by the Owner and 
Consultant in writing. All proposals for work submitted by the Consultant to the Owner for work 
shall at a minimum contain the following: 

2.1 Scope of Services - Each proposal for services shall contain a detailed description 
of work to be performed by the Consultant. When the Owner provides the Consultant 
with a written and/or graphic request for proposal, the Consultant's proposal shall be 
responsive to the request with the same or greater level of specificity required by the 
request for proposal. The Consultant shall specifically identify services which are 
included as basic services and those services which are excluded from basic services in 
the proposal. Services which the Consultant does not identify as excluded from basic 
services under the proposal and which are necessary for successful completion of the 
work in the judgment of the Owner shall be presumed to be a part of basic services under 
the proposal. If a request for proposal requires the Consultant to provide optional 
services, the Consultant's proposal shall respond to the options requested, or provide 



reasons why the Consultant cannot provide or respond to the request for optional 
services. 
2.2 Time for Completion - Each proposal for services shall contain a detailed 
description of the estimated time to complete each task or item of work to be performed 
by the Consultant under the proposal. When the Owner provides the Consultant with a 
written andlor graphic request for proposal, the Consultant's proposal shall be responsive 
to any request for estimated or maximum completion times for work with the same or 
greater level of specificity required by the request for proposal. 
2.3 Compensation - Each proposal for services shall state the basis of compensation 
on either: (I) an hourly fee plus expense basis with a statement of a maximum 
compensation to be charged, or, (2) a lump sum payment of compensation for all work to 
be performed, or, (3) a payment based upon unit prices. Proposals for compensation for 
an hourly fee plus expense basis shall provide detailed time and expense estimates to 
support a maximum contract amount to be charged and shall be consistent with the 
hourly rates, unit prices and reimbursement rates made a part of this agreement by 
reference in paragraph two (2) below. When the Owner or Owner's representative 
requests the Consultant to provide work on an hourly fee plus expense basis, the 
Consultant's proposal shall be responsive to the request and shall not propose payment on 
another basis unless otherwise authorized. Unit price proposals shall identify and 
estimate the quantity of units as a part of the proposal when they can be identified and 
estimated, or as necessary in response to a particular request for proposal requesting such 
information. Each proposal for services shall also state a proposed payment schedule at a 
frequency no greater than monthly in such amounts as are consistent with amount of 
work to be performed and billed. Reimbursable expenses proposed shall be specifically 
identified and estimated as a part of the proposal with a statement of the maximum 
amount to be charged unless the Owner's request for proposal specifies otherwise. 
2.4 Signatures - Consultant proposals for services under this agreement shall be 
signed and dated by the Consultant or an authorized representative of the Consultant (as 
applicable), and shall be considered binding offers to contract open for acceptance by the 
Owner for an indefinite duration unless limited in the proposal or withdrawn prior to 
acceptance by the Owner. All proposals for services under this agreement shall be on 
forms approved by the Owner; use of the signature block shown in this agreement on a 
proposal for services shall be considered an adequate signature block. In the absence of 
an Owner provided form, the signature block shall contain a signature line for Boone 
County, Missouri by its Presiding Commissioner, a signature line for attestation by the 
County Clerk, a signature line approving the proposal by the Director of Resource 
Management, and a signature line for the County Attorney approving the proposal as to 
legal form. In addition, the signature block shall contain a line for insertion of the date 
the proposal is approved by the Owner. 

3. Compensation - In consideration for the Consultant's provision of services under 
this agreement, the Owner agrees to compensate the Consultant for services rendered in 
accordance with the hourly rates, unit prices and reimbursement rates for expenses set forth in 
the schedule for hourly rates and expense charges to be in effect for the calendar year of this 
agreement which is either attached to this agreement or maintained on file with the Boone 
County Resource Management Department and is hereby incorporated by reference. No 
increases in the rates and charges set forth in the attached schedule shall be permitted for this 



calendar year without the written authorization of the Owner. Payments shall be made within 
thirty (30) days of receipt of invoice by the Owner. Invoices shall be submitted periodically as 
mutually agreed upon by the Owner and Consultant, or in the absence of such agreement, upon 
completion of the work constituting the task or project for which services are provided. Invoices 
for services on an hourly fee plus expense basis shall individually describe the task or project by 
name, show hours expended by classes of personnel in increments of not less than one-half hour 
and rates applied, as well as describe work performed during the invoice period; reimbursable 
expenses shall be itemized. Invoices for services performed on a unit price basis shall identify 
the task or project by name, identify and quantify units charged for services during the invoice 
period. Invoices for services on a lump sum basis shall identify the task or project by name and 
the invoiced amount. Periodic invoices shall not exceed the amounts permitted in the 
Consultant's proposal approved by the Owner. The Owner reserves the right to withhold payment 
for inadequately documented invoices until docutnented as required herein. The Owner further 
reserves the right to withhold paytnents for unperformed work or work not performed on a 
timely basis in accordance with the Consultant's proposal when delays in performance of 
services are not attributable to the Owner, or as a result of a billing dispute between the Owner 
and Consultant. However, Owner agrees to pay interest at a rate of nine percent (9%) annum on 
any disputed billed amounts for which payments are withheld beyond thirty (30) days of invoice 
if and to the extent that those disputed amounts are resolved in favor of the Consultant. 

4. Owner Responsibilities - Owner agrees to furnish Consultant with all current 
and available information for each task or project assigned to Consultant, along with any 
information necessitated by changes in work or services initiated by the Owner which may affect 
services rendered thereunder. 

5. Coordination of Work and Work Product - Consultant shall coordinate all 
work with the Owner's designated representative for each task or project assigned to Consultant 
and submit to the Owner's representative all work product in written or graphic form (and in 
electronic form if requested) as applicable or required. All reports, surveys, test data, 
memoranda, samples, plans, specifications, and other documents or materials submitted by or to 
the Owner shall be considered the property of the Owner. When available and requested by the 
Owner, work product shall be provided in electronic form at actual cost in media compatible for 
use with Owner software and equipment. 

6.  Insurance - Consultant shall procure and maintain professional liability insurance 
in such amounts as are deemed mutually agreeable to the parties and approved by the Owner or 
the Owner's representative in writing within thirty (30) days of this Agreement. Consultatlt shall 
also maintain general public liability insurance with coverage's no less than $2,000,000.00 per 
occurrence, and worker's compensation insurance as required by state law. Failure of Consultant 
to obtain or maintain such insurance during this contract, or to provide proper proofs thereof 
upon request of the Owner, shall not diminish, waive or otherwise reduce the Consultant's 
obligations to maintain such insurance coverage and Consultant shall indemnify and hold the 
Owner and all its personnel harmless from and against any and all claims, damages, losses and 
expenses, including reasonable attorney's fees and litigation costs, arising out of or resulting 
from the performance of services, provided that any such claim, damage, loss or expenses, is 
caused in whole or in part by the negligent act, omission and or liability of the Consultant, its 
agents or employees. The Consultant shall provide the Owner with certificates of insurance 



exhibiting the coverage as specified above within thirty (30) days of execution of this agreement 
and thereafter within five (5) working days after request by the Owner. All certificates of 
insurance shall contain provision that insurance provided shall not be canceled or altered except 
upon ten (10) days written notice to the Owner. 

7. Delegation and Subcontracting - Unless otherwise proposed and approved in 
the Consultant's proposal for services, the Consultant shall not delegate or subcontract any work 
to be performed by the Consultant under this agreement to any other person, business or entity 
without the express advance written approval of the Owner for such delegation or subcontract 
work. 

8. Records and Samples - To the extent not otherwise transferred to the Owner's 
possession, Consultant agrees to retain and provide the Owner with reasonable access to all work 
product, records, papers and other documents involving transactions and work related to or 
performed under this agreement for a period of three (3) years after this agreement expires. 
When services involve testing or sampling, Consultant agrees to either retain all test products or 
samples collected by or submitted to Consultant, or return same to the Owner as mutually agreed 
upon. In absence of agreement, Consultant shall not dispose of test samples or products without 
notice to or consent by the Owner or the Owner's representative. 

9. Additional Services - No compensation shall be paid for any service rendered by 
the Consultant considered an additional service beyond the scope of services approved by the 
Owner unless rendition of that service and expense thereof has been authorized in writing by the 
Owner in advance of performance of such service. Any additional services performed by the 
Consultant prior to such authorization by the Owner shall be deemed a part of basic services for 
work performed under an Owner approved proposal for services governed by this agreement, 
whether enumerated in this agreement or not, for which the Consultant shall be entitled to no 
additional compensation. 

10. Owner Authorization -When the term Owner is used in this agreement, it shall 
mean the government of Boone County, Missouri or the Boone County Commission, as the 
context requires. Authorization by the Owner shall mean authorization obtained by recorded 
majority vote of the Boone County Commission. It is further understood and agreed that no 
person or party is authorized to bind the Owner to any proposed agreement for services under the 
auspices of this agreement without having obtained the prior approval of the Boone County 
Commission by recorded majority vote for such authorization. In this regard, it is understood and 
agreed that the Consultant shall not be entitled to rely upon verbal or written representations by 
any agent or employee of the Owner in deviation to the terms and conditions of this agreement, 
or as authorization for compensation for services except as may be approved by recorded vote of 
the Boone County Commission. When the term Owner's representative is used, it shall mean the 
Director of the Boone County Resource Management Department or his designee as specified in 
writing. It shall be presumed that such representative shall have all necessary decision making 
authority with respect to services provided under this agreement and Owner approved proposals 
for services except such representative shall have no authority to inake decisions concerning 
changes to the Consultant's compensation or reimbursement, or with respect to services to be 
performed under this agreement or Owner approved proposal for services which involve or affect 
cost, expense or budgetary allowances. 



1 1. Termination - The Owner may and reserves the right to terminate this agreement 
at any time with or without cause by giving the Consultant written notice of termination. Upon 
receipt of such notice, Consultant shall discontinue all services in connection with the 
performance of services authorized under this agreement or Owner approved proposal for 
services and Owner shall upon invoice remit payment for all authorized services completed up to 
the date of termination notice. Upon payment of this invoice, the Consultant shall deliver any 
and all work product including drawings, plans, and specifications, or other documents, prepared 
as instruments of service, whether complete or in progress. It is further agreed that if services are 
terminated the Consultant shall be compensated for all services rendered through the date of 
termination not to exceed the amount authorized for services through the date of termination. If 
the Owner questions the extent of work on a final invoice, the Consultant shall give the Owner 
the opportunity to review and evaluate all work upon which the invoice is based in the offices of 
the Consultant prior to payment. This agreement or work performed under the provisions of this 
agreement may also be terminated by the Consultant upon not less than seven days written notice 
in the event the Owner shall substantially fail to perform in accordance with the terms and 
conditions of this agreement, through no fault of the Consultant. In the event of termination by 
the Consultant, the other provisions concerning termination contained in this paragraph shall be 
applicable. 

12. Governing Law - This agreement shall be governed by the laws of the state of 
Missouri and it is agreed that this agreement is made in Boone County, Missouri and that Boone 
County, Missouri is proper venue for any action pertaining to the interpretation or enforcement 
of any provision within or services performed under this agreement. 

13. Certification of Lawful Presence / Work Authorization - Consultant shall 
complete and return the Work Authorization Certification attached hereto, and if applicable, the 
other required lawful presence documents for an individual Consultant. 

14. Miscellaneous - This agreement constitutes the entire agreement of the parties 
superseding all prior negotiations, written or verbal, and may only be amended by signed writing 
executed by the parties through their authorized representatives hereunder. 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this agreement by their duly 

authorized signatories effective the date and year first-above written. 

AECOM TECHNICAL SERVICES, INC 

BY 

1 ,  Presiding Commissioner 

Title 

Dated: Dated: 8-11-15 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST: 

APPROVED: 

CFFTIFICPTION: 
I ctrlify that Ibis contiact is within t h e  
pLr:jii;se of ills appropi iriiion io which it is 
k: ihe cl.ir;;!:;?d and ti i::;? IS an ~!rier:cun-lbered 
balance of :;~rch a[~pr i :~ i ia : io~i  slri;lci:;ilt 



WORK AUTHORIZATION CERTIFICATION 
PURSUANT TO 285.530 RSMo 

(FOR ALL AGREEMENTS IN EXCESS OF $5,000.00) 

County of SL . L a  i J 
. )ss 

state of 111 ;'u SUL~ 1.1 ) 

My name is ,bed.? DW-,. I am an authorized agent of A ~ c o r v l  
J 

$c,hn i ca 1 ~erv iccJykbnsu l t an t ) .  This business is enrolled and participates in a federal work 

authorization program for all employees working in connection with services provided to the 

County. This business does not knowingly employ any person that is an unauthorized alien in 

connection with the services being provided. Documentation of participation in a federal work 

authorization program is attached hereto. 

Furthermore, all subcontractors working on this contract shall affirmatively state in 

writing in their contracts that they are not in violation of Section 285.530.1, shall not thereafter 

be in violation and submit a sworn affidavit under penalty of perjury that all employees are 

lawfully present in the United States. 

Sedil3. &VCR, 
Printed Name 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9 day of 



Boone County 

Schedule of URS Corporation 
Hourly Labor Billing Rates 

Senior Project Manager 

Senior Engineer 

Engineer 2 

Engineer 1 

Planner 

EngineerlTechnician 

Admin 

Rates are good through December 31, 201 5 



STATE OF MISSOURI 
ea. 

County of Boone 

CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 

August Session of the July Adjourned 

day of 
August 

Term. 20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby acknowledge the 
following budget amendment for the 1 3th Judicial Circuit to increase revenue and expenditures for 
funding received to be used for the Youth Day Proclamation. 

1 Department I Account I DepartrnentName I Account Name 1 Decrease $ I Increase $ 1 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 201 5. 

Judicial Grants 11243 ,3451 1 
1243 23050 Judicial Grants 

ATTEST: I 

State Reimburse Grant 

Other Supplies 

Clerk of tUcounty ~ommissi& 

Kared M. Miller 
District I Commissioner 

bgtrict II Commissioner 



REQUEST FOR BUDGET AMENDMENT 

BOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI 

711 311 5 
EFFECTIVE DATE FOR AUDITORS USE 

(Use whole $ amounts) 1 
Department Account Department Name Account Name Decrease Increase 

1 2 4 3  0 3  4  5 1  Judicial Grants State Reimb. - Grant $119 

1 2 4 3  2  3  0 5 0 Judicial Grants ----- 

Describe the circumstances requiring this Budget Amendment. Please address any budgetary impact 
for the remainder of this year and subsequent years. (Use attachment if necessary): To increase revenue and 
expenditures for funding received from the DMC Contractual Funds from Missouri Juvenile Justice 
Association. These funds are to be used for the Youth Day Proclamation which will be held on 8/8/15. 

....................................................................................................................... 
TO BE COMPLETED BY AUDITOR'S OFFICE 

# f d ~  schedule of previously processed Budget Revisions/Amendments is attached. 
k?b A fund-solvency schedule is attached. 
W Comments: f l  .73-,4 Grr -  t- 

G COMMISSIONER 

/ , # 

BUDGET AMENDMENT PROCEDURES 
County Clerk schedules the Budget Amendment for a first reading on the commission agenda. A copy of the Budget 
Amendment and all attachments must be made available for public inspection and reviewsfor a period of at least 10 days 
commencing with the first reading of the Budget Amendment. 
At the first reading, the Commission sets the Public Hearing date (at least 10 days hence) and instructs the County Clerk to 
provide at least 5 days public notice of the Public Hearing. NOTE: The 10-day period may not be waived. 
The Budget Amendment may not be approved prior to the Public Hearing. 

Revised 04/02 



Board of Directors 

President 
Beverly Newman 
Harrisonville 

Vice President 
Jordan Land 
West Plains 

Secretory 
Courmey Pulley 
Columbia 

Treasurer 
Douglas E Abrams 
Columbia 

Board Members 

Denny Atherton 
Kansas Ci 

Paula Cunningham 
Jefferson City 

Chrisrine Fahy 
SL Louis City 

Paula Fleming 
Columbia 

Jeff Osburg 
Sr Louis County 

Francs Reddinson 
Warrensburg 

Brian Valentine 

MlSSOURI JUVENILE JUSTICE ASSOCIATION 
Promoting justice for children, youtlz and families 

July 9 2015 

Ruth McCluskey 
Chief Juvenile Officer 
1 3 ~  ~udicial Circuit 
705 E. Walnut 
Columbia, Missouri 65201 

Dear Ruth: 

I have reviewed your DMC contractual funding application. I am pleased to award you 
funds in the amount of $119.00 for recreational activity equipment. We are not able to 
use Title I1 funds for food and beverages, and we removed your request for funds to 
print brochures as per your email request to do so. You may only use funds as awarded. 
All changes to  your proposal must be approved in advance of any expenditures, etc. 

Upon completion of your program, please submit an invoice with all receipts and proof 
of payment to me by no later than September 30, 2015. All invoices should be sent to 
me at the following address: 

Marcia Hazelhorst 
Missouri Juvenile Justice Association 
PO Box 1332 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 

Holts Summit 

Jim Wallis 
St Louis County 

Carolyn Whitehom 
St Louis C ~ t y  

Many Yun 
Nmsho 

Marcia Hazelhorst 
Ex oficjo 
Tammy Walden Director 
Carndenwn 

MJA Office 

Ezewtive Diredor 
Marcia Hazelhorn 

DMC Coordinator 
Seth Bauman 

Adminkfrutive Assi int  
Usi M. Davis 

Missouri Juvenile Justice Association 
P. 0. Box 1332 .Jefferson City. Missouri 65 102-1332 

(573) 6 16.10S8 . wrvw.mjja-org 



Fw: DMC Contractual Funds Award 
Cindy 1. Garrett to: Diana Vaughan 07/13/2015 09:Ol AM 

Trying again, sorry about that. 

Cindy Garrett 
Deputy Court Administrator 
13th Circuit Court 
705 East Walnut 
Columbia MO 65201 
573-886-4059 
573-886-4070 (fax) 

E-mail address: Cindy. L..Garrett@courts.mo.gov 
----- Forwarded by Cindy L Garrettll3/Courts/Judicial on 07/13/2015 09:Ol AM ----- 

From: Ruth McCluskeyll3/Courts/Judicial 
To: Courtney Pulleyll3/Courts/Judicial@judicial, Cindy L Garrett~l3/Courts/Judicial@judicial, Mary 

Epping/l3ICourtslJudicial@judicial 
Date: 07/10/2015 05:18 PM 
Subiect: Fwd: DMC Contractual Funds Award 

Sent li-om my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Seth Bauman" <seth@,injja.org> 
Date: July 10,201 5 at 12:08:20 PM EDT 
To: ruth.mccluskey@,courts.ino.~ov 
Cc: Cindv.L.Gairett@,coui-ts.n10.gov 
Subject: DMC Contractual Funds Award 
Reply-To: seth@,mija.org 

Good Morning, 

I am pleased t o  inform you that your Grant Proposal for the Youth Day Proclamation has been 
approved with adjustments to your food and beverage and pamphlet expense requests. 
Attached is  the formal notice of  your proposal acceptance. Please see attached document in 
regards to the specifics of  the approved funding. 

In addition to  your application request MJJA would like to  donate $100 towards your food and 
beverage expenses. 

Have a great weekend! 



Thanks, 

Seth Bauman 
DMC State Coordinator 
M O  Juvenile Justice Association 
P 0 Box 1332 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 
Tel: (573) 616-1058 
www.mjia.org 

u 
Youth Day Proposal Award.pdf 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI August Session of the July Adjourned 
ea. 

County of Boone 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 1 lth day of August 

Term. 20 15 

20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the 
attached Intergovernmental Agreement between Boone County, The City of Columbia and the 
State of Missouri relating to the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Program - 
FY2015 Local Solicitation. 

The terns of the Agreement are stipulated in the attached Agreement. It is further ordered the 
Presiding Commissioner is hereby authorized to sign said Intergovemental Agreement. 

Done this I1  th day of August, 2015. 

ATTEST: \ 

4kaien M. Miller ' 

~ i k r i c t  I Commissioner 

t M. Thompson 
IJ Comrnissicner 



THE STATE OF MISSOURI CONTRACT NO. 3 15 
COUNTY OF BOONE 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
THE CITY OF COLUMBIA, MISSOURI AND COUNTY 

OF BOONE, MISSOURI 

EDWARD BYRNE MEMORIAL JUSTICE ASSISTANCE GRANT (JAG) PROGRAM 
FY 2015 LOCAL SOLICITATION 

?k This Agreement is made and entered into this / day of 

between The COUNTY of BOONE, acting by and throug 

Commission, hereinafter referred to as COUNTY, and the CITY of COLUMBIA, acting by and 

through its City Manager, hereinafter referred to as CITY, both of Boone County, State of 

Missouri. 

WHEREAS, both parties are empowered to enter into cooperative agreements for the 

purposes herein stated pursuant to Section 70.220 RSMo; and 

WHEREAS, each governing body, in performing governmental functions or in paying for 

the performance of governmental functions hereunder, shall make that performance or those 

payments from current revenues legally available to that party; and 

WHEREAS, each governing body finds that the performance of this Agreement is in the best 

interests of both parties, that the undertaking will benefit the public, and that the division of costs 

fairly compensates the performing party for the services or functions under this agreement; and 

WHEREAS, the parties anticipate a total allocation under this grant in the amount of 

$38,139.00 hereinafter referred to as JAG funds, to COUNTY; and 

WHEREAS, the COUNTY and CITY believe it to be in their best interests to reallocate the 

JAG funds. 

NOW THEREFORE, the COUNTY and CITY agree as follows: 

Section 1. 

COUNTY agrees to pay CITY a total of Sixty Percent (60%) of JAG funds received herein, or an 

anticipated $22,883.40 of JAG funds. COUNTY is the Applicant / Fiscal Agent for the joint 

funds. 

Page 1 of 3 



Section 2. 

COUNTY agrees to use a total of Forty Percent (40%) of JAG funds received herein for 

approved program(s), or an anticipated $1 5,255.60 of JAG funds. 

Section 3. 

Each party to this agreement will be responsible for its own actions in providing services under 

this agreement and shall not be liable for any civil liability that may arise from the furnishing of 

the services by the other party. 

Section 4. 

The parties to this Agreement do not intend for any third party to obtain a right by virtue of this 

Agreement. 

Section 5. 

By entering into this Agreement, the parties do not intend to create any obligations express or 

implied other than those set out herein; further, this Agreement shall not create any rights in any 

party not a signatory hereto. 

BOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI 

Through Its County Commission 

By: ,.7 

ATTEST: 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
GEJ%TIFBCKT!QN: 
r certify that this eontract is within the 
aurpose of the appropriation to which it is 
to be charplecO and there is an unencklmhr& 
Edaisnce of such appropriation sufficient 
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CITY OF COLUMBIA., MISSOURI 

By: 
Mike Matthes, City Manager 

ATTEST: 

L r  
Sheela Amin, City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
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t J  
Introduced by b-1 

c 2 

First Reading =--!-g~"*\5 Second Reading 7~2.~2 -1s a 
d> , -- b 

Ordinance No. fLL&dkx~d10 Council Bill No. 6 202-1 5 

AN ORDINANCE 

authorizing an intergovernmental agreement with the County of 
Boone relating to the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice 
Assistance Grant (JAG) Program and the allocation of FY 2015 
funding; and fixing the time when this ordinance shall become 
effective. 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLUNIBIA, MISSOURI, AS 
FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. The City Manager is hereby authorized to execute an 
intergovernmental agreement with the County of Boone relating to the Edward Byrne 
Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program and the allocation of FY 201 5 funding. 
The form and content of the agreement shall be substantially in the same form as set forth 
in "Exhibit A" attached hereto. 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its 
passage. 

PASSED this day of , 2015. 

ATTEST: 

City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 



STATE OF MISSOURI 
ea. 

County of Boone 

CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

August Session of the July Adjourned 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 1 lth day of August 

Term. 20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the 
following budget revision for the Sheriffs Department to move funds from Corrections to 
Maintenance to replace an unacceptable camera in a large housing unit of the jail. 

Account Name 1 1 D e ~ r e z ~ ~  1 Increase $ 
Seminars/Conf/M[eeting 

Repl. Machine & 1,248 
F1KlMaintenance Equi ment 

Repl. Computer Software 
IlWMaintenancc I 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 20 15. 

Clerk of th@,ounty ~ommissioff 

/i(a$n M. Miller 
Districc I Commissioner 

I rict I1 Commissioner rG 



BOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI 
REQUEST FOR BUDGET REVISION 

81311 5 
EFFECTIVE DATE FOR AUDITORS USE 

Describe the circumstances requiring this Budget Revlslon. Please address any budgetary impact for the remainder of this 
year and subsequent years. (Use an attachment if necessary): 
Budget revision to move funds from 1255 (Corredions) to (1256) Maintenance to replace unacceptable camera in a large 
housing unit of the jail. 

(Use whole $ amounts) 
Transfer From Transfer To 

Dept Account FundlDept Name Account Name Decrease Increase 

-..., - 

Requesting Official " ' 
.---------.--.--------.----------- 

TOVBE COMPLETED BY AUDITOR~S OFFICE 

flw~ schedule of previously processed Budget RevisionslAmendments Is attached 
' 

5 Unencumbered funds are available for this budget revision. 
U Comments: P-CL.L - * CMA KC J1-i I 

C:\Usets\AdmlnlstratoflOesklop\Budget Revlslon Form 

1,248 
228- 

1,476 SeminarslConflMeefing 
Repl Machinery & Equip 
Repl Computer Software 

1255 
1256 
1256 

37200 
92300 
92302 

Corrections 
SherifftCorr HWMaint 
SherlffICorr HWMaint 
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Jason Gibson - BR for Jail camera 

From: Leasa Quick 
To: Jason Gibson 
Date: 8/3/2015 1:49 PM 
Subject: BR for Jail camera 
Attachments: Scanned image from MX-M503N 

We have a favorable budget variance in 1255 class 3. Due to staffing issues no one attended ILEETA or the Jail 
and Prisoner legal issues training. 
Below is from Chad in reference to the camera: 

During the attempted escape a couple weeks ago the Sheriff was trying to view the situation live on the camera 
system and was upset at the unacceptable quality of video in that large of a housing unit (this is one area that 
has not been upgraded yet). He was unable to tell what was going on and it got worse when he tried to zoom 
in. He asked me to find a video solution that captures a large area and purchase it now rather than waiting for 
the next round of replacements in 2016. 

Chad would like to go to commission on Thursday August 6th, if you can get this to Mike. 

Thanks! 



". . 

Total $1,475.80 
sensor camera and 1 each Enteprlse Ilcense. DATE 7/20/2015 

ph 918.691-4126 CONTRACT CW15012 Reference Boone County Su~veillance System 
4492 Hunt St fx 800.7052280 Contact Chad Martin 
Pryor, OK 74362 thafzen@diqss.com Phone 573/876-6101 
ok License #245765 Tom Haaen E-mail martin@boonecountvmo.o~ 

Accepted Payments: PO I Company Check, Visa, Mastercard, American Express, Discover 
QUOTE $1,475.80 

DATE i'/zo/zol5 
Payment Terms: Total due On Invoice Receipt 
Payable to: Digi Surveillance Systems 

4492 Hunt St. 
Pryor, OK 74362 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI 
ea. 

County of Boone 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 

August Session s f  the July Adjourned 

1 lth day of August 

Term. 20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the 
following budget amendment to recognize the unanticipated revenue of $521,825 received from 
the City of Columbia, a return of Airport Subsidy Guarantee contract payment, plus interest, and 
to establish a budget of $1 1,000 to be used for costs needed to support the work of the Central 
Missouri Events Center Review Board Committee. The remaining mount of the revenue, 
approximately $5 10,000, will be set-aside in reserved fund balance in the General Fund for one or 
more non-recurring expenditures or prqjects to be determined by the Commission at a future date. 

Department 
1190 

1 1121 1 23001 / County Conimission I Printing I I 500 1 
1121 

1 1121 1 37220 I County Commission Travel I 1 4,500 1 

Account 
3 826 

23000 

1 1121 1 83100 1 County Commission Awards I 1 500 1 

Department Name 
Non-Departmental 

1121 
1121 

County Commission 

Done this 1 1 th of August, 20 15, 

Account Name 
Prior Year Cost 
Renavment 

- 
Office Supplies 500 

37235 
71 101 

1121 
1121 

Clerk of the@ounty commissiobl 

~ a h  M. Miller 

Decrease $ 

County Commission 

County Commission 

840 10 
84300 

District I Commissioner 

lncrease $ 

521,825 

Meals & Lodging 

Professional Services 

County Colnmission Receptions/Meetings 

I- County Commission ( Advertising 

2.500 

500 
1 .OOO 



BOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI 
REQUEST FOR BUDGET AMENDMENT 

RECEIVED 
FOR AUDITORS USE 

(Use whole $ amounts) 
BCKINE COUblw Transfer From Transfer To 

Dept Account FundlDept Name AUD'Ipc!unt Name Decrease Increase 
I I I 

11 90 

Describe the circumstances requiring this Budget Amendment. Please address any budgetary impact for the 

1121 

1121 

1121 

1121 

1121 

1121 

1121 

1121 

remainder of this year and subsequent years. (Use an attachment if necessary): 
To recognize the unanticipated revenue of $521,825 received from the City of Columbia (return of Aiport Subsidy Guarantee contract 
payment, plus interest) and to establish a budget of $11,000 to be used for costs needed to support the work of the Cenetral Missouri 
Events Center Review Board Committee. The remaining amount of the revenue ($510,000, rounded) will be set-aside in reserved fund 
balance in  the General Fund (by way of separate commission order) for one or more non-recurring expenditures or projects, to be 
determi,ned by the Commission at a future date. 

3826 

TO BE COMPLETED BY AUDITOR'S OFFICE 

23000 

23001 

37220 

37235 

71 101 

831 00 

8401 0 

84300 

schedule of previously processed Budget Revisions/Amendments 
$& fund-solvency schedule is attached. 

Non-Departmental 

is attached 

- 

County Commission 

County Commission 

County Commission 

County Commission 

County Commission 

County Commission 

County Commission 

County Commission 

Routing: AGENDA D 

Prior Year Cost Repayment 

D TRICT II COMMISSIONER -0 

521,825 

Office Supplies 

Printing 

Travel 

Meals & Lodging 

Professional Services 

Awards 

ReceptionsIMeetings 

Advertising 

S:\CM\2015 CMEC Review\Budget Amendment $1 1,000 (Michele Hall) 

500 

500 

4,500 

1,000 

2,500 

500 

500 

1,000 



Account 

Office Supplies 

Printing 

Travel 

Meals & Lodging 

Professional Services 

Awards 

Receptions/Meetings 

Advertising 

Description of  use 

Possible purchase of binders or other organizational needs 

Printing of  color and/or large scale documents 
Rental of vehicle for up to 10 people to travel out of town 

to see other similar venues, gas, etc 
Lunch cost for out-of-town day trips 
Employment of  consultant regarding various aspects of 

potential venue use 
Purchase of 2 Boone County Fair tickets per committee 
member as recognition for their service; possible other 

similar recognition items 

Lunch/refreshments for meetings 
Potential advertising for "town hall" type events in local 

newspapers 

Account 
Number 

23000 

23001 

37220 

37235 

71101 

83100 
84010 

84300 

Amount 

$500 
$500 

$4,500 
$1,000 

$2,500 

$500 

$500 

$1,000 

Total $11,000 



CITY OF COLUMBIA, MISSOURI 
P.O. BOX 601 5, COLUMBIA, M O  65205 

VENDOR NO. 7 5 5 9  

L '_DATE INVOICENUMBER, .. ]TYPE] -"-- - DESCRIPTION - " ' / F N D - D P ~  -- - 71 < \ 

AIR SERVICE DEPOSIT 

THE ATTACHED CHECK IS I N  PAYMENT FOR ITEMS DESCRIBED ABOVE 
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Michele Hall - Disposition of Airport Subsidy monies returned to County 

From: June Pitchford 

To: Michele Hall 

Date: 7/17/2015 12:59 PM 

Subject: Disposition of Airport Subsidy monies returned to County 

CC: Caryn Ginter; Heather Acton; Jason Gibson 

Attachments: Draft Commission Order $510,000.docx; Budget Amendment $11,000 (Michele Hall).xlsx; Check from 
City.docx 

Michele: 

As you may recall, the County entered into an airport revenue guarantee contract with the City of Columbia in 2012, 
making a $500,000 payment to the City (#1510-84200). The monies were not needed and have now been returned to the 
County, with interest, as per the contract ($521,824.71; #1190-3926). 1 met with the Commission this morning to discuss 
their intentions regarding these funds. The following direction was provided: 

1. $11,000 will be appropriated within the Commission Office Operating Budget (Dept. #1121) this year to support the 
work of the Central Missouri Events Center Review Board Committee. The $11,000 will need to be allocated to the proper 
accounts (travel, meetings, supplies, etc ...) based on anticipated needs and the Committee's work plan. The 
Commission told me that you are providing staff support to Dan regarding this project and that you would follow-up with 
him to determine how the $11,000 should be budgeted. After you and Dan determine how to allocate the $11,000 
please complete the attached Budget Amendment Form, obtain Dan's signature as the Requesting Official, attach 
documentation describing/explaining the spending plan along with a copy of the check (attached below), and forward 
to our office. You can attach a copy of this e-mail as well. Our office will review/approve the Budget 
Amendment and forward it t o  Mike for scheduling on the Commission agenda. I don't know if the Commission will 
expect someone to attend the commission meeting to "present and explain" the budget request; if so, that person 
would probably be you :-) 

2. The balance of the funds ( $510,000, rounded) will be "set aside and reserved" within the General Fund for purposes to 
be determined by the Commission at a future date. This will be accomplished by way of Commission Order; see draft 
Commission Order language attached below. Please review the draft language with the Commission and forward the 
final language to  Mike for scheduling on the commission agenda. You may want t o  request that he schedule it in 
conjunction with the first reading of the Budget Amendment, since they are related. 

I think I've covered all the bases; let me know if you have any questions. 

Thanks, 
June 

Jason-- you will need to prepare a J/E to set aside and reserve the $510,000 after the Commission Order is approved. 
Please make a note on your calendar to follow-up on this. 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI August Session of the July Adjourned 

County of Boone 
) ea. 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 1 lth day of August 

Term. 20 15 

20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby direct .that $5 10,000 
of the $521,824.71 received from .the City of Columbia on June 24,2015 be deposited into the 
County's General Revenue Fund to be set-aside and reserved for one or more future non-recurring 
expenditures, to be determined by the County Commission at a future date. The $521,824.71 
received from the City of Columbia represents a return of the County's original $500,000 airport 
revenue guarantee payment, with interest, which was paid to the City of Columbia pursuant to the 
20 12 Airport Revenue Guarantee contract. 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 20 15 

Presiding Cgmmissianer 
/1 ..'-. 

~istkict  I Commissioner 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

STATE OF MISSOURI August Session of the July Adjourned 

County of Boone 
} ea. 

Term. 20 15 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 11 th day of August 20 15 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the 
Organizational Use of the Government Center Chambers by Voices for September 23,201 5 from 
7:10 p.m. to 8:50 p.m. 

Done this 1 I th day of August, 201 5. 

ATTEST: l 

Clerk of thwcounty ~ornrnissi8n 
District I Commissioner 

!Ja+ M. Thompson 
District I1 Commissioner 



Dnnlcl K. At~vilI, I'rcsiding Con~niissicrncr 
Knren RI. Millcr, Ilistrict l Commissioller 
Janet M. Tllonipson, District II Col~itnissioncr 

noone County Goveni~llerlt Center 
801 &st Walnut, lioom 333 
Colulnbin, MO 65201-7732 

573-886-3305 FAX 573-886-13 1 1 

Boone County Commission 
APPLICATION FOR ORGANIZATIONAL USE OF BOONE COUNTY CONFERENCE ROOMS 

'i'lle undcrsip~ed orga~iiznuotl herel)y applies for a use pelmit to use Boone Coutity Co\rern~ilcnt conference rooms as follows: 

Address: Kim l'rabue. l ' iVa1~1Q! ! ! -~  

City: Columbia State: hIO ZIP Code 65201 

Individual Requesting Use: Kiln Tfilbue 1)osition in Organization: Events C11i1ir 

Facility req\~csted: Chambers II) 1Roonl 301 ~ R o o l n  31 1 II)Room 332 UCcntralia Clinic 

l>cscription of Usc (ex. Speaker, nlecting, reception): st~eaker Snsrcn h i o o s  ?War's Up. S&te of hiissour'i' 

Start 'rune of Setup: 7:lO nm iAhl/Phi Start ' h e  of Bvellt: 7:30 a111 -- -AM/l'Af 

I h d  Time of Event: 8:30 ~ r n  AhI/PLi End Time of Cleanup: 8:50 ams ,Ahi/PM 

711c undcrsigticd orgatlizrtioli agrees to alddc by the following terms sntl co~~ditions in the event this applicatio~i is approved: 
1. l'o ~l)ide by 811 applicable laws, ordinances and county polides in using Booiie County C;ovcrnment conferel~ce rooms. 
2. T o  remove aU trash or other dcbris that m'ny bc deposited (I)y participants) in inoorns by the organixational use. 
3. 'ro repair, replace, or pay tot  the tcpair or tcplacernent of daniagcxl property including carpet and futtushit~gs in rooms. 
4. 'Co conduct its iisc in such a niallner as to not u~lreason~bly interfere \-vith Boone County C;overna~cnt building filllctions. 
5. To h~dcmnily and hold tlie County of Uoone, its officers, agents nnd etn~loyces, hermless l ro~n  any and all claims, clcniands, 

dnmagcs, actions, causes of acrio~i or suits of n11y bind or nature including costs, litigation cspenscs, fittorney fees, jiidgtgclients, 
scttle~nents on  accou~lt of bodily injuq or property dnn~age inct~rred I)y allyolie participating it) or attending the 
orgatiizational use of roonls as spqcified in this application. 

Phone Numl,er: 573-449-2683 Datc of Applicadoci: 8/6/15 

Applicatione may be s~lbmit tcd in petson or  by 111ail to the Boone County Commission, 801 E. Wnbot, Kootn 333, Columbia, 
MQ 65201 or by cmail to ~ o m ~ n i s s i o ~ i ( ~ I l , c , o n c c o u ~ ~ .  

PERMIT FOR ORGANIZATIONAL USE O F  BOONE COUNTY GOVERNMENT CONFERENCE ROOMS 
Tllc Co1111ty of Bobue hereby grnnts the above applicfition for pertnit in nccordance with the tcrrns atid conditions above writlcri. 'Ihc 
above pernlir is subject to tcrtnination for nily rcnson by duly etitered order of the Doonc Courlty Commission. 

.-- 
County Clerk 

DA'L'E:__ 



CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

August Session of the July Adjourned STATE OF MISSOURI 
ea. 

County of Boone 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

day of August 

359 -2015 

Term. 20 15 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby receive and accept 
the legal opinion of B. Daniel Simon dated July 22,2015. A copy of that opinion, with exhibits, is 
attached hereto, and the County Commission incorporates the same herein. Based on said legal 
opinion, the County Commission orders the relocation of the Desert Storm Memorial, with the 
ichthus exposed, from the Boone County courthouse plaza to the Columbia Cemetery Association 
at the earliest time that is mutually convenient. The Commission further orders that a replacement 
Memorial consistent with the Commission's monurnentldisplay policies shall be purchased and 
installed that will recognize Boone County veterans from Operation Desert Storm and other, later 
military actions, and which will specifically honor veterans who gave their lives in service to their 
country whose families have given permission to the County for the display of their names. 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 20 15 

ATTEST: \ 

District I Commissioner 

/Jan$lvl. Thompson 
"trict I1 Commissioner 



July 2%,20 t 5 

Boone County e'om~x~ission. 
Atn: Daniel K. Atwill, Presiding Go~~missioner 
Katen M, Miller, District I Commissioner 
Jmel M. 'Thompson, Ilistrict II Commissioner 
Beone County Government Center 
$01 East Walnut 
Columbia, MO 65201 

R e  Opinion as to propriety of a continued placen~ent on County Courthouse Grouixds of 
the Operation Desert Stom Memorial Q"the Metnnment"), with the location theseow 
of the ichthys or ichiJlus symbol, which currer~tly appears thcrcon 

Dear Commissioners: 

We have been a~ked to provide you with a legal opinion, and legal advice, which addresses 
the following question: 

Should the County Commission sf Boone County, Missouri continue to allow the 
location atld placement on the grounds of the Booaae County Courthouse (and tbr the 
mdntenance by the County QC) of a memorial (hereinafter referred to as ''& 
haet~lorial") sometimes referred to as the "OptrationDese~ Storm Me~norial," a copy 
of s photograph of which is attacl~ed to this letter as Exitlibit A and is incorporated 
into this letter by reference, and which contains thereon the language and wards 
wl~icfr appear thereon, as shown on , and which displays, at the bottom 
thereof, a fish synabol, which is known an '"chthys" or "ichthus" symbol? 

Based upon out understanding of the facts, ,and upon our review of relevant federal and state 
eonslitutiox~al provisions and the appellate court decisions wfaich have cclnI;lrucd and applied the 
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relevant fderal and Missouri provisions (all as ]nore Ctrlly discussed below), our opinion and advice 
are as foBlo~%: 

1. Dpjnian. If this xnatter is presented lo a court ofcompetent jurisdiction, iai a properly 
tried lawsuit, it is more likely tl1m not that such court wjll come to the conclusion that the continued 
location md maintenance of the Memorial, on Phc grounds ofthame Hoone County Courthause, with 
the Meraiotial bcing kept in its current fonn, craniainimg the ichthys symbol (hereinafter "& 
Symbol"'), represents and cor~titiltes, or can reasonably be cntlstrued by citixens who view thc 
Memorial, as being a governmental endorsen~ent ofthe Clu-istian faith, as opposed to other religious 
faiths or as opposed to those who "have no f&th at all," and that, hersfore, the Memorial, in its 
current %om, would be found by sucii court to violate 1116 requirement of religious nctttr~lity as 
imposed by federal courls, which have canstnted the so-cdled "Establishment Clause" oaf the First 
Amendment of the Constitution of the United States, and ts  be a breach of Missouri" saditional 
"'high wall" betwee11 church and state as msunced by Missouri courts which have, in very limited 
appellate court decisions, cotistrued and enforced the provisions of Article f ,  Section 7, and Article 
IX, Section 8, of the Cotzstiilution of the State of Missouri. 

2, Ad_vice, The Commission sl~ould eithcr dtcr the Memorial to rcmove the Symbol or, 
at its expensc, move the Memorial to a nun-public l a d  Ioeation, 

NATURE OF OPlNPON 

While we strongly believe o w  apini~n to be arz accurate one, md we strongly believe our 
advice given to ill@ Cornrnission ti, he the appropriate advice, we recognize that others em assert 
argtuncnts to ihc contrary, Tile case Iaw (botli federal and state) dealing with the issue at hand 
povides no true "bright line" test which em be applied to determine issues relating to the propriety 
ofthe Memorial, as plirccd and maintained on public land. We do not shirk from our belief that our 
opinion and advice arc accurate and appropriate. We will. span$ by our opislion and advice, and will 
stand behind them in any judicial arguments. That said, however, we are not judges, We render 
opirmicsns, but not judicial decisions. We cannot render what is known as a '"ore probabtc than not" 
opinion, wl~ieb is art opinion that if the matter at kmd is presented to a court of cnrnpctent 
jurisdiction, in a properly tried lawsuit, the probabilities would be at least 75% that a court txiould 
come to a certain conclusion, We can render what is  hewn as a "more likely than not" opinion, 
which is  the opinion we express herein, A more Jikely than not opinion is one to the effect that, if 
time mmtlcr at hand is presented to a court of competent jurisdiction isr a propcrly tried lawsuit, then 
there i s  a 5 1% 0s greater certaixrty that the court will comc to the conchision set forth in paragraph 1, 
above. Xt is our opinion that is Inore likely &an not that if the issucs at hand are presented to a court 
ofcompetcnt jurisdiction, in a properly tried lawsuit, the11 t l~e  court (at trial or appeal) will conclude 
that this Mernosial xnast be altered to remove %he Symbol or that the Memarial milst be removed 
from the courthouse grounds. 
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A1 outline ofoilr conclusions, which we believe ta IN reqaixed by an analysis of the Facts, 
as hesctinaRer set for& in this letter, md the coastitu~onal previsio~as (both ofthe Cot~stitution of the 
Unitcd States and the Coxtstitution of the SiateoPMissouri) and the opinions of the appctlate courts 
whicb hme? eols8tmd and applied such canstitutiaasal gmvisions (all as ?set forth in the Discussion 
portion of %his letter, which apwxs belaw), is follows: 

I ,  The decisions of the U.S. Supreme Cou% a ~ d  other appellate court decisions whiell 
have constsued and applied the so-called "Establishment Cla~ae 'kf  Micle I of the Amcndmexlb of 
the federal constitution to public displays of religious icons or qrnbols, such as the Ten 
Conammdmenb, have turned on the questions: 

a. Dacs the display satisfy a requkemsnt of govemmel~bl religious neutrality, 
in &at it dses not denlsnsnstrde any favoritism of the govenmaent sf one religion over another, or 
religion over irreligion; and 

b- 1s there a dearly ~xot~-rcligious, nnn-secular purpose for the display, such as 
an kisfaricilk purpose* ppcrhaps an elhical puqosc, or perhags atr honoring af historied traditions? 

2. The Memorial, its it stands, with %he lmguage rvhieh appears thereon (as descdbcd 
below in this opinion], and with the iehthys Symbol appearing below such fanguage, does not anccb 
the requirements of such principle of neutrality or the requirement that there be a clear historic or 
seeulrur purpose for the Memorial, as oppscd to a religious ar sectarian purpose. 

3. Therefore, the Memorial, as it now stands, ~4th the language and Symbol thereon, 
would, in our opilU:on, be found to violate the requirements of tile Establishment Clause, 

4, Missouri has txaditisnatly imposed an even higher wall (that is, higher fhan the m%f. 
imposed by the Establishment Clause) between governanent and ~la'gian, or church and state anel, 
while there tuc no Missouri appellate court decisians which apply the provisions of the Missouri 
Constitutim (those provisions rcfemd to below) tcr religious displays, it is our opinion thaf if tlle 
issues related to the Memorial were presented ta a Misouri court, such &aditionally higher wall 
would cause the Court to conclude that the bfemorial, in its present form, with the present language 
thcresn and the Symhl appearing below sach Iaxlguage, violates %he comtiktional provisions of the 
Missouri Constitufian. 

A dkcussion of our opinion appears below. 
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m I ' E M E N T  OF FACTS 

Qpcmtioaa Desert Storm, or the "Persian Gul E Wat;" occurred itx 1990-1 99 1. Two Boone 
County citizens, Patrick Kelly Connor and Steven Paul Pm~cn, gave their lives in lilis conflict. In 
1992, several private Donors proposed to the County Co~nmission of Uoane County that such 
citizens would pay for the construction of, and the placement on the g~ounds of the Booale Cetmty 
Courthouse (adjacent to tlleworials honoring citizens of Boone Cauxaty who had given their Iivcs in 
d ~ e  Civil Was, World War 1, World War and the Korea~ War], the Mernorial it1 question in this 
opinion, which would honor Patrick KdIy Connor at~d Steven Paul Fanlcn. On Febr~~tiry 13,1992, 
the County Commission adopted a110rdea of the Commission, approving theconstruction of this so- 
called 'Vesest Stom Memorial," and thc placement of that Memorial on the Courlhoa~se lawn 'Tn 
recognition of the two Doone Countians who gave their lives in the sewice of our Country and 
recommend(ing) the Gvlemorid Weekend Salute to Veterans Corporation proceed with plms for the 
Memoria1 Day cererraony." Apgarentiy, the Memorial (that Memorial shown on Exhibit A) was 
comtmcted and placed on the Conrtl~ous grounds in 19%. 11 has k e n  it1 place since 1992. It is 
located immediately adjacent to, and is a part of a display of memarials, hotroring the citizens of 
Boone County who gave their lives in the Civil War, World War I, World War 11 and the Korean 
War, nolie of whic11 display m y  religious ctr sectarian sy~nbols. 

At some paint in time, and it is believed in 2014, the so-called '%mmericans United for 
Separation ofChurch atad State" made a "Public-Kec~rds Reque-%t," and by tthe letter containing such 
rcqumt, alerted tlle Comn~issi~rz to the presence of thc Symbol on the Mernorial. Mcmbcrs ofthe 
Commission candidly concede that they had simply previously missed noticittg the Symbol, as it 
appem at] the Memorial. The thcn-Comrrrission concluded, in 2014, that to observe what the 
Cotnrnission belietfed to be its required religious neutrality, ordered the placcrnenr on the Memorial 
of a pfaque "Dedicated in 1992," which covered and concealed the ichtllys Symbol, d l  as shown on 
the phologaph which is attached to this letter tu -. Gotltentions have been made that the 
Memorial, with the ichthys; Symbol therwn, as canslnnsted on the &one County Courthouse 
gyouads, does not earlstitiite a triolution of the so-dled "Establislin1ent Clause" of Article I to the 
First Amendment to the Constitutioa of United States, and that removing the Synbol corlgitutes an 
abridg~net~t of [he Preecfom of  Speech Clause oi^such Firsf Amendment. These arguments have been 
prixnxiiy asscrled by a letter of June 26,201 5 ,  from the "Alliance Defex~dirag Frecdom" ("AJ)J"' to 
the Commission and Mr. Charles J. Dykhouxe, Boane County Counselor. A copy of that Ietter is 
m e x e d  ta this letter as Exhibit, and it may br: referred ts herein as "the ADF JdctterSq' 

We disagree with the concfiisions reached in the N)I: Letter, and it is our opinion that the 
continued location of the Memorial, in its current fom, an Boone County Cowhouse grounds, and 
the mail)tcr~ance o f  such kfemarial and its surroundirlg Inndscaping, through the use of public funds 
of Raane County, violi-rtcs the provisions of both the Establishment Clause of Article 1 of the First 
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States and the pwvisions of h t i d e  T, Sectiol~ 7, and 
Articfc lX, Section 8, of the Constitution of the State of Missouri. 
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A discussion of our opinion tippears helow. 

Amendment I, of the Amendments tc, the United States Constitution (appearing in the so- 
called "'Bill aERights"), provides us foliow~: 

"Congress shall make no law respecting an esfsblishmcnt of religiora, or 
pmf~ibiting tho free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom ofspeech, ur the prcss, 
or tile right of thc people peaceably to assemble, and fa pctitiotn the government $br 
a redress of gric~;illces.~' 

This Amendment I contains the so-called "'Rstablishent Clause," dealing with 
"establishment of religion," ss well as the so-called "Free Speech Clause," The tequircments of this 
Amendment are mndc applicable to all states by Axnendmant XIV of the Constitution of the United 
States, 

11. Releva~~t Missou~i Constihtli!jn -l_'%vjsiolls. Relevant hilissouri C'onstitutionol 
provisions are iw follows: 

A. Article I of the Missouri Constitutior~. Article I of the Missoilri Constitutio~~ 
provides the PoHowing sectiar~s on religion: 

Seetion 5, Keligious freedom-libem of eanscicncc and helieallimitations. 'I'hat 
all men lave a natural and indefeasible right to worship Almighty Sod according to 
the dictates o f  their own conscience; tlaat no human authority can control or interfere 
with the rights of conscience; that no person sl~all, on accowit of his religious 
prsuasisn or belief; be rendered ineligible to any public office or trust or profit in 
this state, be disqualiged &om testifying or sewing as a juror, or be molested in his 
person or estate; but this section shall not be constwed to excuse acts of 
licentiousness, nor to justify practices inconsistent with the good order, peace or 
safety of the strite, or with the rights of others. 

Section 6. Practice and support of rcligio~ not compulsory-contracts therefor 
cnforccable. That no person can be compelled to erect, support or attend any place 
or system of worship, or to maintain or support any priest, minister, preacher or 
tcacller of any sect, church, creed or denotnination of religion; but if any persol1 shall 
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viewed as that position taker1 by those Mcmbcrs who concurred in the judgment on the narrowest 
grounds,"' L/'nited,F;tutc;'.~ v, Rubsrshkn, 655 F.3d 849,865 (8th Cir. 201 1); see also Greet? v. Hkrskell 
C'n@ Bd QfC'otnrnh, 568 F.3d 784,807 (10th Cir. 2009) (Given ZJME Vayl OrLicn was decided by 
a plurality, the separate opinion of Justice Breyer, who supplied the "decisiv~ fifth vote" is 
controlling under the rule o f h h r k ~  v, Uni#ed Stares, 430 U.S. 1811, 193.) 

In his concurring opinion, Justice Rxcyer genemlly agreed with the principles set forth in 
earlier Suprc~ne Court opinions. deding with the Estabiishment Clause, to the effect that the 
govemtanent c m o t  engage in, nor eonlpd religious practices, and thd there cart be no fnvoritisrn 
among sects or between the xiigious atld She non-religious, and that "government must avoid 
excessive intesference with, or promtioar of; religisn." Id at 698-99. Justke Baeyer went on to state 
as follows; 

'%But the Establishment Cfawe does not eizlnpel the gt~vernmealt to purge fmnl the 
public spl~ere all that in any way partakes ofthe religious-" 

Id. at 699. 

'Nbsolutism" o f  that kind, says Justice Breyer, is inconsistent with national traditions a~id 
would promote the type o f  sseial conflict Cfie clause intends to avoid. id 

So Justice Wnyer would agree that fhe colnpletc purging orreligious synlbols from public 
property is not required. So, when are sucll symbols allowcd and when are they not all~wed? 

dustiec Brayer argued that '"l'he Court has fi'ixnd no single mechanical forn~ula that can 
accurately draw the constifutianal line in every case." Id He c~ncludcd that althougll tests outlined 
in prior decisions are helpfiit guideposts, "no exact formula can didde a resolution to such fact- 
intensive casus." Id at 700. 

?'he Vun Clrden court dealt with the placement an the grounds ofthe '2'cxas State Capitol of 
a six lbol by three foot memodal, depicting the Ten Conunandments (along with a1 eagle grasping 
the American flag3 an eye inside of a pyranlid, two st11a1l tablets with ancient script, and two Stms 
af David, with superimposed G.eek letters chi and rho, which represent Christ), Such rnclilorial was 
located an the public property surrounding the Texaq state capitol, 11 was presented to the people 
of  Texas by the Fmtemal Ordcr of Eagles and WEIS placed among seventeen monunenls atxd twenty- 
one historical markers located on the Texas state capitol grounds. The Court coneluded that the 
purpose of tihe monuments and markers was to cornternrate the "people, ideals, aid events that 
compose 'Texas identity.'Yusticc Breyer concluded that the case before the Van Orden court was 
'%orderline," !d, and that "f%qfo detcnnint: the message that the [text of the Ten Conmandments] 
here conveys, we must exmine how the text is used. And that inquiry reqxxim us to consider the 
cantcxt of the riisplay." Id. at "10. (emphasis in original). Justice Dreyer begins his inquiry by noting 
h a t  the 'Fen Corn~n;mdrncn~~ can display (i) a religious message, and (ii) a secular nloral message, 
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and (iii) an historical zncssnge (showing the relatian between &fie Ten Conmandment sta~~dwrds arid 
the la*, Id Mc fe!t that the n ~ o n u ~ e n t  was pad of a display that conveyed both a religious and 
secular message. id. [m: We believe this to be a highly important, essential condusion when wc 
look at. the Memorial in questioll in this opinion.] As evidenm of tkit fact, 11c mcnfioned that ihc 
munument was donated by the Fraternal Order of Eagles "to hi$;h'tight fhc C"omn1andments9olc in 
shaping civic morality as part of that orgmia~tion's efforts fo combat juvenile delinquency." id9 
The tablets '$reminexatly" acktzowledge that tlnc Eagles had donated the display, fuatlrer separating 
the St& Prn~n the religious connotations. Id at 701 -02. FuPthemc~re, Ihr: rnonul~~ent cryis ia n farga 
park with 17 atller itp~snurnents and 21 histodml tnarkem which '4illusfrate the 'idealskf those who 
settled in Texas a1d of those who have lived &ere since that time." kJ. at 7702. Justice Hreyer also 
highlighls Ihl: hd that the monument has been at its location fbr 40 years withuut being challienged. 
Id 702. ""E'1.1ose 40 years suggest that the public visiting the capiLil grounds has eonsidcrcd thc 
religious aspect of 8 e  tablets2nessage as part of what is a broader moral historical mcssagc 
refleelive of a cultural heriteige,'?d, at 702-03. Justice Brever: concludes from these facts Mat "the 

exhibit a hostility toward religion that has nodace in our Establishtncnt Clause traditions,"" Icl at 
704, [Empfiasis added.] 

MeCreary Ci?ly., Ky. v. Am. Civil Liberties a i s n  qf Ky., 545 U.S, 844, (2005), is the U.S. 
Supreme @ourt"s twin decision with Vmz Orden, M"CCreary Cnty., Ky, v. alms Civil Eiherfies Union 
ajr'Ky. ('5l4cCi.eucy" serves a a clew degtlsnstralion oC the context in which the Court lvill find the 
display of a mornunient (d least of the " k n  Comrnandn~cnts) to be a viulatio~~ of the First 
Amendment, The hIc6reury decision, again, dealt with copies of the Ten Commandmef~fs. The 
deeision deals with two Kentucky counties which, p~steri large copies of the Ten Commatahents 
inside their courthouses, Pi2 at 851, In M c C r e q  County, the Commandments were explicitly 
intended to be posted in a "high traffi~" area. Xrf, The Commandme~~t,~ "wcre hung in a ceremony 
presided over by the earlnty Judge-Executive, who called them "gad rules to live by" and who 
recounted the story of an astronaut who became convi~~ccci 'there must be a divine God' after 
viewing the Earth from the moon,"' and a pastor of the judge's church attended the cerennony, calling 
the Commandments "a creed of ethics"" and calling the decision to post them as '"ne of the greatest 
things the judge could have done to close out the millennium." Id In both counties, the displays 
were readily viewable to citizens ci.inducting business inside the cout%houses. li% at 8132. Within a 
monti1 of these displays being challenged in court, "'the legislative body a$ each County authorized 
a second, expanded display, by laesrly identical resolutions reciting that Ike "Ihi Comnnndments are 
?he psecedernt legal code ugun which the civil and criminal codes uf .,. Kentucky are founded,' imrl 
staling several grounds fur taking thatpositian," Id. at 852-53. The second display contiraed eight 
other smaller do~~ t lme~~t s  either having a religious theme or edited to highlight a religious aspect, fis! 

853-54, 
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fn McCrd/mycourl's majority opinion, the majority stated, at theoutsd, an unde~taradit~g that 

." Idr at 860 (emphasis added by us, as we believe this to be an ixnpoditnt, 
controlling principle). If the govcmmcr~t shows a purpose to Faor religion, then it sends a nlessage 
to notladheren& that they a ~ e  political outsiders, and to adherents t f~at  they are the politicill insiders. 
Id ?he Court refused to accept the proposition that any clain~ of secular purpose satisfies the 
"purpuse'" inquiry: "As wa said, the Court often does accept govc;.nxn~i~&E statements of purposc?, 
in keeping with the. respect owed in the 5irz;t instance to such official elaims. But in those unusual 
cases where the claim was an apparerat sham, or the swular putpose s e c o n d a ~ ~  the utlsu~rising 
results have k e n  findings of no adequate swular object, as against a predomimntly religious orle." 
Id at $65. 

'Yhc Court% majority ila M c C r e a ~ ~ ~  reasancd that the display '%set out ma text of fhc 
Cornnlat.ldt~~cn& as distinct from m y  tfaditionally symbolic representation,"' mdslanding alone wa 
"not part of arguably s ~ ~ u l a r  display." Id at 86%- It also noted that fhe "text is thus different from 
a symbalic dcpictiorr, like tablets with 16 roman numerals, which coufd be seen as alluding tcr a 
general notion of law, not n sectarian conception of faith," lcl, And as to rkie second display itself: 

The display's unstinting focus ivw on religious passages, showing that the Counties 
were posting the Cornmanhen& precisely because of their s e ~ t a ~ m  conlent, That 
dc~~~onserafisn of the governmenfs objective was en&mtneed by serial religious 
references and the accumpaslying resolution's d i im about the enlbodimcnt of ethics 
in Christ* Together, the display and resolution presented an indisputable, and 
mdisputed, showing of an impemissibfe purposc, 

The opinion in A4cC:P.eary then gocs on t s  address religious "neutrality." It is stated that 
"[gjiven the variety of interpretative problems, the principte o f  neutrality has provided agood sensc 
of direction: the government may not favor one religion over ranother, or .religion over irreligion, 
religiotts choice being the prerogative af individxrals under the Recj E x c ~ i s e  Clause." JcL at 875-76, 
"'Fhis is no tinae to dewy the prudcncc of wdarsmding the Establishment Clause ta require the 
(liovement 10 stay nelihtrl on religious belief; w h i ~ h  is reserved for the c~nscicnce o f  the 
individual." Id at 88 1. U!iimately, the Supsemc Court inrtfcC~e~aryhefdagainst the coux~ti~s, k2nding 
that there was a "predaminmtly religious purpose behind the Counties' third displa;y.'Vd at 881, 

At isstre ill this matter is the ichtlays Symbal, which i s  featured on the Operation X3eserl Stoma 
Melma~rial in front ofthe lPuone County Courthouse. At least one court in Missouri has eonjironted 
a First An~endaae~~t issue wlrere an icl~ihus symbol was involved, Webb t: C&afRepublic, &., 55 
I:, Supp, 2cl994 (W,D, Mu, 1999). Spciflcally at issue was the use ofthat synrbol in the city of 
Republic's seal. Id, at 995, The eourg readily accepted the fact that the ichthys is linked to 
Christianity: '"J-Tistoricalily, the symbolic representation of a fish has k e n  used as a Christian 
symbol. Tl~e  fish symbol has keccmlc particularly paevalcnt in contcmpor;uy hnredcax.1 cultusc." Id. 
at 995-96 (internal eimions OIII~~ZL'~), Republic argued that there was a Sacfual dispute as ts  \vlletller 
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the symbol had religious carnotation%, but the District Court was raot penuiaded. Tkc coua flound 
exampIes sl~owing aha: C-Wstia~ nature of the symbol. The Court found, zrpn a &"Ition far 
Sumn~ary Judgnaent, that there was no genuine issue of a material fact as to whether the ichthys 
$ymbsf was or was not rcligiuw, concluding that it was clearly religious, Id. Wi&ol~t&;nt historical 
distixiciiveness, the case law is wet1 scttlcd on the issue of whether a religious symbol on a city seal 
passes canstibtional muster," Ed According to the court, even thoughtfie p u p s e  may not have been 
to enduac Christianity, it 11nd the effect of doitlg so. Id R q u b f i ~  was "permanently enjoined from 
displaying the synlbot of a fish. on id% seat because the inclusion of the fish symbol violates the First 
Amendmerat af the Uraited States eonstilution," Id, at 1001. In refenring to the inclusion of the 
ichthys on the city seal of Republic, the District Court, in Webb v. Cr'& ~J"Aep&lit., s u p ,  stated 
that: ". . . thc case Iatv is  welt settled on the issue of whether a religious sy~nhl  on &city seal passes 
constitutional muster," Id It twnt on ta conclude that even. though ihc purpose of inclusion of the 
ichthys on the city seal may not hiwe been to endorse Christianity, such inclusion ceainly had the 
effect ofdoing so. 

In seeking to apply the Establishment Clause to the issue as to whether the inclusion of a 
religious symbol on a monument or memarial placed in a public location violates that clause, onc 
might csnclude that some light i s  slied by the decision of the Middle District Federa1 Court of  No& 
Carolina in Ilftzwetl v. Cily of Kiffg, 29 P. Supp. 36 584 (M.D.W.C. 2014) f"Heb4!eItr']. It is 
xegeetfilky submifled that the court" decision in f k ~ ) e r t  emplizasizes the fact that the inclusion o f  
any athewise religious symbol, on a public monament, must have cl cdeariy demnstrated and 
predominant historical or secular purpose, and not simply arcligious purpose. Tl~e religious purpose 
cannot be the predominant purpose. "f ie need to End a strong histarical or secular purpose Tor the 
inelusion of a reIigious symbol or iwa on public grounds was clearly der-tlonstratd by the Supremo 
Courf's decision in Vmt (%den, stlpm, and pWiculaIy by Justice Breyerts concurring opiplion. 'l%c 
need to find .an historic or secular purpose, as opposed to a non-religious or non-sectarian purpose, 
was also cl early announ~ed by the Supreme Court in its decision in M c ~ P ~ Q ~ ~ I  supra and less clearly 
by the Federal District Coua of the Eastern District of Missouri in Webb v. C:i@ nfReptlbfie, nprn. 
The need for tlae demonstration of such nala-sectarian, now-religiaus. purposc scenls to have been thc 
Court's guiding light in Hewell, s z p r ~ .  In He~wf l ,  the Federal District Court dcdt with the sitnation 
presented by a cross stdue, which was located at a city" Veterans Memorial, in a city park, Ifeweit, 
szcpru at 410. The statue depicted a soldier kneeljng in fmnt of the Latin Cross. The statue was 
created pursuant to city council apgrovai, and was actually paid for by the city. The city argued that 
fhe statue did not have an entirely retigious purpose, but rather had an historical implication, and 
presented testimony from individuals to the cffccl that the cross s3atue was meant trz tribute to 
fallen soldiers, and that the religious aspect was simply not a part of the '"overall though process," 
Jd at 612. 

%ee@ also Paul v, D a d e m . ,  202 So. 2d 833,835 (Fta. Dist. C1. App. 1967KFor example, the dove, the star, 
itne iish, and three irtterhvk~ed rings have all had, or presently may have, some xeligious symbolism atiacl~ed 
&ereto.)(emphasis added) 
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As la whethcr Qc crass would have the effect s f  endorsing religion, the Coarht stated as 
follows: 

"'l'he reasanahXe observer woaild h o w  ihat Liitin cross, which is a feature 
included in the Cross Slatue, is a religious symbel of Christian faith. 7%le =asonable 
observer would also be aware that the City Council decided to place the Gross Statue 
within the vicinity of the larger Veterans Nexnarid display, a memorial designed to 
honor veterans, but also withiax the visiaaity a f  the Christian flag, which was flown by 
the City when the Cross Statue was orarigndly erected and still flies in thc sane 
position for most ofthe  yea^ Ihe =asonable sbsewer xvsuid also know the I~istory 
s f  the Isatin cross at issue with respect to this nation's history, EIowever, the Court 
notes that several material issues regartling the E,a%iaa cross and its history ate 
disputed, which preclude the @santing afsumrnw jladgn~ent a it relates to the Cross 
Statue: itr this case." 

Id at 623 (internal quotakia~~s omitted). The &weft mur$, therefore, concluded that there was a 
reassnsibfe dispute as to whether the eross represented only Christian soldiers or represetxted an 
impadant syymbai nfnilaionaIism of 20th century wm, as conflicting testimony had been given 

8x6 Ha& Cao1iw.a district court how tlte monmcnt would be assodakd with the Vetearns 
Memarig1 display. Id, at 61 8."Tbe court ordered thc issue b proceed to trial. Td, at 644, 

A mere WiGcipedia s e m h  on the internet, a copy of which i s  annex& hereto as&hili~it 11, 
discl~ses %lrat the ichthys 0s icl~thus, howeves it is spelled, is a synlbol ofthe Christian faith, It is 
clearly a Christian synlddel. 

In Lemm v. Rt~~t~naern, 403 U.S. 602,612-13 (1971), which i s  sometitsles viewed its being 
tlie United States Supreme Courtis decision which sets forth the test to be applied io F.:statPlishment 
Clause issues, the Caurt stated a legal s h d a d  as follows: 

"First, the stalute [or government practice s r  custom] must havc a secular legislative 
purpose; secotid, its pdncipal or prima~efyect must be one that neither advances tans 
inhibits religion ...; finally, the statute ~rnlst not foster ',m exwssilfe govenrmrnt 
enliitlglcxt~ent wilh religion."" 

% ''Christian Flagay was flown st the site most weeks ofthe year, and the court refused ta grant summary 
judgment for the deferkdant even though a flag policy was in effect which allowed "private parties to fly the flag of die& 
choice on the elevventtl flagpole in the City's Ve1er~11.s Memorial.*' Id. a1 620. 
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Idh at 997& The opinion xaotcs that thc Supreme Court has analyzed the question as to whether an 
action s s  practice in question has tile p t~rpo~e or e E e ~ t  of endorsing religion, fd It states that "tlzc 
prc~hibifion tigainst gsvermental endorsement of religion precludels) gove ent from conveying 
or attctmptiag to convey a rlaessage that religion or a p d c u l a  religious belief is favored or 
prefened." Id A court will took at a religious syn~bsl's impact on a rea~onable observer and 
determitte whether it sends 8 message to nsnadkcrents that they are outsiders, and a message to 
adherents that they arc insiders, id 

While we must eoncede that these opinions are t~ot beyond argun1cPa9. or doubt, it is our 
aspkioza that the AD): T~tter does not go su$dieie~ily far in its a~slysls of the f&eml couri decisiol~s 
with respect to the Establishment Clause, as tflose decisions avould impset the colntinued 
mainknmce of the ichthys symbol on tXac Memoai J, or the wntitaued location of that Memorial cm 
the Boone Courafy Cfotirlholase grounds or the lase of Boone County public 1bnds to rnkntai~a that 
Memorial dar its surrounding lan&capitlgb We conclude that: 

I .  The ichthp symbol is, beyond argument, a Christian symbol; 

2. Tlaeret. is no historical basis for associating his Chxistian ~yr%bsX with 
Operation Desert Stcpxln nr the Gulf War; 

3. There is lno basis for argument that the ichthys gymbol somellow has an 
historical or f;cculrxr, or non-religious, importance or il~lplication, fc>r soldiers or anyone; 

4, As will be ntore fully stated below, the lur~guage on the Memorial which 
appears above the nmae of the et l io  men who lost their lives, wl~cn edaupIcd with the i c h ~ y s  symbol, 
seems to clearly indicate, or strongly imply, that men and women who served but whasc lives were 
not Iost were all minehow Christian; 

5 .  In the eyes ofa reasonable beholder, one could condude, reasotlnbly, thet the 
Symbol on the Mernnrial den~anstrares s prefereilce of Boon@ Coulliy for the Chlristian faith over 
non-Christian ikitl~s, or faith over no faith; 

6, The inclusion oPtMs Cllrisfinn symba% on the Mm~oria!, in our judgment, is 
not "religiously neu&ali%nn$ violates the recluiret.ane11t of religious neutrality. 

For the reasons set forth above, we believe that if this matter wm presented to a court nf 
competent jurisdiction, in a properly tried lawsuit, it would be mure likely than not that such court 
would conclude that continued mainlenance ofthe Mcnmrial on the grounds of the Boola[: County 
Courthouse, with the ichthys syrnboI thereon, violates the Esfablishmcnt Clause of Article I of'ihc 
Amendments to the United States Gonstitufiorj. 
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IV. Di-;_cussion of Missyiri Constitutional Chscs. Wllilc our research does not rcvcal any 
Missouri court cases relating to the nlaintenance on public ground of passisbe monuments, will1 
religious symbols thereon, we do believe that MWi.%issouri has tlclearly demont;trated, even higher, bar 
(even higher thm that erect& by the Establisl~~ient Clause] against my demonstration of religious 
preference by a gcpvenaental body, and &iat if the issue relating fo ahis Metnorial is presented to a 
Missouri court, it is even more likely than not that such ccrutt would conclude that the continued 
maintenance by the Causlb of the Me~mrial, as it now stands, sn  the courthouse groutds, is a 
viol atio11 of Section 7 oEAtbicle I of the Missouri ConstiaBon, and possibly of Section 8 of Article 0 
of the Missouri Constitution and, specifimlfy, that it tuou~dmnstittiteavidation of those provisions 
of Section 7 of Article I whicll read as f ~ l l ~ w s :  

"No preference shall be given to, nor my discrimhation made against any church, 
sect or creed of religion, or any form a f r e l i g ~ u s  faith or w~nhip." 

The few relevant Missouri decisions relating to the Missouri constitutional provisions show 
that Missould has a very high wag between church and stale. Some crf the history is cited by the 
United States District Court for the Western District of Missot~i in Ltzeilremeyer v. KuuJn~nnrz, 364 
P.Supp. 376, 383 (W.J>. Mo. 1973) af%d, 419 U.S. 888, 95 S. Ct. 16?,42 I,. Ed. 2d 134 (19741, 
where the Gaud states: 

Missaud lras a long history of xnainlaining avery high wajl between clxw~h and sttafe, 
Much of that history is reviewed in firfist v. Iloegen, 349 Mo. 808, f 63 S.W2d 609 
(en banc, 1942), a case cited in footnote 7 in one of the concurring opinions in Lemon 
v. Kurtzmsn, 41 1 U.S. 192, 93 S'Ct. 1463, 36 L.Ed.2d 151 (1973). That ewe 
reviewed the numerous constitutional provisions relating La the separation ofchureti 
and state and pointed out that Missouri's Constitution "goes even farther than those 
af some other states," That case concluded: The constit~ltiond palicy of our State has 
decreed the absolute separation of church and state, not only in govenmental matters, 
but in educational ones 119 well. Public money, corning from faxpasrs of every 
denomination, may not be used for the help sf  my religious sect in dueation or 
otherwise. 1163 S,W,2d at 61 41 

''Two provisions [Article I, Section 7 and Article IX, Section $3 in the Missouri Constitution 
declaring t.hd there shall be a separation oi'chut.ch and stak are not only more explicit but more 
res~ct-ive ohm theEstablishment Clause of the United Constitution." TrinityL',zrbheranCJ~urcF~ 
of Colulnbiu, Itzc. v, Puuley, Nu. 14-1382, 201 5 WT, 3428427, at *2 C8ili Cir. May 29, 2015) 
{holding that Arlicle 1, Section 7 o f  the kIissouri Constitution does clot eonflict with the First 
Amendment or Equal I'rotection Clause of the United States Constitution.) 

It shoul$ be no'red, however, that nlost - if not all - ofthe Missouk &ale cases dealing with 
0112 separation of ch~lrch and state embodied in the Missouri constitution do so in the contcxt of 
pubtic expexidituws or resources. See Qan~Ic~h IJornbnrdi, No. 12-04213-CV-C-IIFS, 2013 WL 
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6841.89, at "1 (W.D. Mo. Feb. 25, 2U13)(CLMi~sou~i~s restrictions traditionaXay tend to solidify the 
'kdi" between church axld state, pbicularly in col~necaion with the use oFpuMic fi~nds ill a manner 
asisting seeBrian activities,"), 

As shted above, there do not appear to be any Missouri court cases which apply the Missouri 
eonslitutional provisions to religious displays or naonumenis, In a 1999 Federal Eigt~th Circuit Cow% 
ofhppcals opinion, that courtremandcd the issues as to religious holiday displays on public property 
to the district court, after noting that the Missouri Supreme Court had not yet addressed the 
application of Article I, Section 7 to religious dispiays. dm. Civil Libwties Uttion v. CYdy of 
filIorissa~t%, 186 P.3d 1095,1098 (8th Cir. 1999) [''-J. In I;"hrissaitt, $he: district court had 
granted a broad injunction against Fl~riss~mt's and the mayor's "erecting any display containing a 
crcche or other religious symbols at the Florissant Civic Center or any other public proper-," 'I'he; 
court of  appeals noted that the district court relied upon three Missouri cases for its ruling: Prrstgr 
v' Tussegt, 5 12 S .  W.2d 97 (Mo. 1874), Americans Unikdt: Rogers, 538 S.W.2d 7 1 1 (Mo. 19761, axild 
fimfi~ v, Hoegt??ra, 349 Mo. 808, 163 S.W.2d 609 (1941). Id. at Ttn. 4. Pasber dealt with the 
mmdatory providing of textbooks to studenis in private non-profit schools, including rdigious ones; 
Americans United involved tuiiion grants to students at certain public and private colleges; and 
dfarfi dealt with allegations that a school bead was maintttining a parochial schoo1 at publie 
expense. These cases, which had nothint?; to do with religious displays on public property, wcrc relied 
upon by the district court in E'toris.tfarzi, in concluding that there was no Missouri court dccisioti on 
tile religious issue. Our own research mveals no cases which deal with fkch mind situations similar 
to the ones facing Boone County. As such, because the casclaw on separation of church tmd state 
in Missouri is deveIope;d more on the issues of fimding, and not on the issuo of general 
discrirnitlafian or preference demonstrated by the presence on a ~nonument display of a religinus 
symbol, one might argue that it is difii'ficuft to say haw much these Missouri court pronouncements 
of Missouri's ""hgh wdl between church md state" "are: relevant tlere, Mowever, it can obviously be 
said that if the monumctlt has or is requiring public funding of any kind, then Missouri's '"Gigher 
wdl'Vdefinitely comes illto play. In aua judgment, providing public l a d  (of some value) for the 
display of a monumct~t, and providing public hnds for the maintenance ot'the monument and for 
laa~dscaping thc monurneat and for mainhining that landscaping, da constiiutc the use of public 
j'unding (or public properiy of subslrrntial value, which involves at Least? ilxdircctly, public Pindii~g) 
for the support of'the monument. 

One more recent Missoaxri opinion holds some relevance to the topic at hand, even though 
it is not hctually on point, md  that is Bli~er v* State Tnu Comrn'n ufMiifffrundri, 37 S,W,3d 243 (Mo, 
2001) [Ixxeafier ' ' m ' 7 .  As apart of its analysis, the Missouri Supreme Court, in Oli~~er, looked 
to the United States Suprexne: Court cme in Widnzar v. Vincent, 454 U.S. 263 (1981), in order to 
snaly~e $he relationship between the Establishmer~t Clause of the First h e t ~ d m c n t  to tIxc U.S. 
Constitution, and Section 7 of Article 1 of the Missouri Constihtion, stating as fbllows: 

"The relationship of the Missouri cnnslitutiand provisions tar religious I'rcedorn itnd 
religiarls discrirni~~ation was explored in FVidmar v, Vittemd, 454 U.S .  263,102 S.Ct. 
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269, 70 L.Ed.2d 440 (1 9811, which may provide First Arnc~ldtlaczlt guidance to 
intevregng the Missouri Constitution. Wi~jtt~tur involvcd a regulation of the 
University of h/fissouri Kansas City that denied access to public facilitics at a state 
university for a religious group that wished to eonduct meetings, whicfi included 
religious worship and religious teaching;, In support of the university's regulation, the 
state cited a "compelling interest in complying with the applicable provisions of the 
Missouri Constitution" quoted above. Id Thc Suprcmc Court found it "unnecessary 
... to decide whclher, under the Supremacy Ciausc, a statc interest, dedved from its 
awn eonstitulion could ever outweigll free speedi interest protectcd "252 by the First 
Anendwent.""E'he C"aurt went on to hold that the university's regulaionviolated the 
principle that such regulation must be "content-neutral." Id. at 275-76, 162 S,Ct. 
269. 

In Widtacir there unquestionably was the use of state facilitics by a religious 
organiation, which might violate a literal reading of' the first clause of article 1, 
section 7, ofthe Missouri Constitution. But the overriding requirement of the federal 
constitution is that the religious organization not be discrin-tinated against on the 
basis of the content of its activities, and in this case the &l;C.lissoarri Constitution is 
consistent with this principle. 

Oliver, supra at 251-52. 

The above;refcrencc$ Tri~lify I,ut/~ercr~i Church opinion is  alsa a fairly instructive primer on 
the Missouri constitullonai jurispmde~~ce regmding h d i n g  of religion. At issue was a claim that the 
Dircclor of the Missouri nepwirt7cnt of Natural Resources ('"DNK'" violated Trinity Church's 
federal and state constitutional righrs by denying the church's applimtion for a grant of solid wask 
management funds for the resurfacing o f  a playgtotu~d located on church grounds. TI.inilyLutEierm 
C'lrrrreiat ufC"c)lupnbi~, Inc, 201 5 WI, 3429427 at * 1. The Trinify Church contained a daycarc and 
preschool "that teaches a Christian world view and incaporates daily religious instruction in its 
programs,"' fd The DNK offers Playground Scmp Tire Surface Material Grants, which "gwvide 
DNR funds to qualifj/ing organizations .Far the purchase of recycled !ires to resurFd~c playgounds, 
a beneficial reuse of  this solid waste.'YI;d. The applicatiol-t for these i'mds by Trinity Church was 
denied pursuant to the "no aid" of public funds cIausc in Article 1, See, 7 of the Missouri 
Constitution. Id 'fie church made various fedem[ Constitution claims under tbic First Anlendmcnt, 
a claim under tllc Equal Protection Clause, and a claim under Article 1% Section 7. id at *2.  The 
district court granted the city" motion to dismiss tl~c complaint, and 'fiinity Cl~ui-ch challenged the 
ruling in all respect5 except as to the Free Specch claim, Id 

The opinion's legal analysis bcgins by noting the '"uery high wall" between chureh and statc 
that exists in Missouri, Id, by finding &at two provisions in the Missouri Constitution [Art, I, Sec. 
7 'and itd. EX, Sec. 83 "declaring that there ski1 be aseparation of churcll and state arc not only mare 
explicit but nnore restrictive than the Bst;lblishrrrent Clause of thc United States Constitution." Id. 



(citing Pn,rtwx Tutsxey2 5 12 8,W,2d 97,101-42 (Mu, batic 1974)). 'The 8th Circuit intcvreted the 
Trinity Church"% mgument that the: DNR targeted the church for dispdrate treamctlt as a religion, 
ts being an ugument that the state was acting in a manner hostilc toward religion, whiclr violated 
the Eqsld Protection CIauss, by denying fb~ids far a religious learning center ilnd daycue wi.ekout 
there being a conxpelling public interest, as bcing an attack upon thc constitutiotlality of Art, I, Sec. 
7, dd at *3, Although the legal reaoning is not too irnyortant, it should bc noted, as if already has 
been above, &at the 8th Circuit rejected tl~ir; mgumcnt, md held that the Missouri ca:unastitutional 
provision doe$ not viola& the First Atnardmcnt. Id  at *5. 

'The 8th Circuit then turned to the Missouri Cor~stitution claims. id "hming to h e  merits, 
the Court of Appeals agreed with the district court that the two cIauses oCPLE-ticle I, 8 7, naust be 
k~te~pbebed in harmony, SJlercfore, if &halting "Mnity Church's application would have consiituted 
"aid'" to a church prohibited by the first clause of Article I, $ 7, then denying the grant was not a 
discrimiradfoq a~tion prohibited by the second clause. So the district court properly focused on 
Trinity Church's ~ o n t ~ t ~ f i o n  that a Scrap Tire 13rogra1n grant is not "aid"%ithitn the mealling af the 
first clause of Article 1, 5 7, because ii involve a quid pro quo, with the. appiicant underlaking 
obligabions under the Scrap Tire Program in exchange for the graflted funds. id.' The church relied 
an two apinions, which the court then summarized: 

In Kintaelc, plsintiEs alleged that a subsidzed sale: of land by i l~e  Siate to St, Louis 
University co~lstituted an unconsiitx~tional use af public funds in $d of a private 
sectmian school. The Court declined to invalidate the sale, concluding th&, because 
Missouri law authorized "'sale by ncgoaiation at fair value,'" md the State tried 
mmpetitive bidding and thereafter sold the l a d  to SEU at nearly twice the h i b ~ s t  
bid, "pjaintiEs' contention of illegal ... subsidy frolrm public funds csnrlot br. 
sustained." 34347 S.W.2d at 700-761. This decision in no way supports Trinity 
Church's cIairn that a Scrag Tire P r o g m  grant is not "aid." 

Tn Amsrican,~ &mifed$ the Slipreme Court of Missoaxi upheld a fibtube paviding 
tuition grants to students at approved public and private colleges. The statute crvas 
invalidated by tlae trial court, appjyiltg Micle 1, $j '7, and Ariicle IX, $8. T14h State. 
appaJed. Noting that ""[In act oi'fl~c Icgislatlarc. is presumed to be d i d  and wilt ~ w %  
b@ deelascd unconstitutional unless it clearly and undoubtedly contravenes %some 
consGtuliona$ provision,)" 538 $,W.2d at 71 6, the Court concluded it cauld not '"avirh 

' *lht: opinion provides a quick stmmnary of welaw regiwllng challenges ds public liwdidg of religion or religious 
institulions in Missouri: Pusler, 512 S.W.2d a[ 1WEQS (invatid;iting statute requiring public school boards to provide 
textbooks to private school stx~dents); BergJrorrlt v. Reorg. ,Eichh Dist. XQ. 8,354. Ma. 12 I, 268) S.W.2d 573,582-43 {I  953); 
iLlcJFqv. Nm*kipw', 364 Mo. 44,258 S.W.2d 927,933-34 1195 3) (enjoinlitag we: ofpublic school busm to mspfistudalts 
to religious schools); Wc~&strv. llotge~, 349 Mo. 808,163 S.W.2d 689,6 13-14 (1 94 1 1 (enjoining me of pub!ic schsol &~n& 
forthe keching of religionand faithat a parocltial school that was taken into Ilre publie schsol systtm); accord f,ltefk&?mq~r, 
364 F.Stlpp. at 383--84 (upi~ofdlitag the State's refusal to provide transportation to church-sponsored xt~aolsj; IIru.scer, 332 
F,Supp, at 279-50 (the State may dank. fm& to sectmian schools for religious instruction). 
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confidence declare that ihe strabtorqr program" clearly cosltnvened these 
constihttional provisions because "the parochial school cases with avhicla tllc court 
has dcnlt in the past involved completely different types of educational entities than 
the colleges and univemities herein involved." I d  at 721-22, The defetldants' quid 
pro quo arwnient was noted but t~ot  adopted. Id at 421. 

Id The opinion sulluwari7~s the seasoning behind Americat?s Unitecfs fi~ral holding as focusing on 
the fact that the grant program went to and was for the benefit of studenb, and not instiiulions, lii 
at*7, 

'1'1.ae district court opinions in tlae Trinip C**hurch ca,sc also s u n ~ m a i x s  Americans U!tit~dand 
Saint 4,ot~i~. Uitiv. v. hfu.~canic TemnpZe A s r #  ofst. Loafs, 220 Ij.W.4d 721 (Ms. 20077), in order to 
aerate an argument that the Missouri Supreme Court has begun to erode Missouri"s "high waH," 
slating: 

"%'he Missouri Supreme Cow's decisions in Amevicuas U~ited and Sf, Louis 
Universityart: not examples of public aid to religious iltstitutions avith the '"blessing 
of the state,'"$ characterized by Trinity's counsel, ktilaer, these cases can be 
distinguished h r n  Missouri juisgnrdcnce regarding the high walk of separation 
between church zuad slab in two distinct ways. First, the Missouri Supreme Court it1 
both cases ~&es clear ihat the religious institulietns receiving aid, ir~directlgr flwough 
the students in Americans United and though the developer in St. Louis EJniversity, 
were not mnftolleci by a church or religious creed. 'rhis stands in contrast to the facts 
in Ffetfit, kicVey, and Paoter, in which. the institutions receiving aid were parochial 
or former parochid schools under the sontml oftbe church, Sccond, the sehsils in 
A~aaericms {Jx~ited md St. Louis Universily were iinstitutionc; of higher education. 
Although the. Missouri Csr~lrltution makes no explicit distinction between 
institutio~as of higher education and primary or secondary schools in Article 1, Section 
4, the Missouri Supreme Court has, on scverd occasions, considered it to be a 
relevant factor, hi Amerjcans United, f i r  example, it enaplaasized the differences 
I.iettvwn pac~ehisil elemer~tw and secondav schools on tho one hard and universities 
on the stfier, based on the fact that the latler had gzater academic freedom, mature 
students, and secular curriculuna. See also Menorah Med. &"/re v. Meultia & Edue. 
Facilities Aztfh., 584 S.W.2d 73, 87 (Ma, 1979) (considering recipient miversities' 
status as institutions s f  fiigher education, "as opposd to elemen- or scmndsuy 
Ievel,"' to be a hctor in Ending ne excessive entanglement in a financing prsgran 
authoriacd by state law and operated by a non-state exafity). This distinction between 
ixastitutions of higher education and primary or secondary schools emphasizes the 
Missouri Supreme Court's concerr;l with the degree o f  corrtrsl a church, creed, er 
religious domination may have over the administsation, mmgement, and curriculum 
developxnent at a school. When Illat degree of corrtrol was se great that the school 
was, in esscnce, sewirrg as ,s proxy or branch of the church, tkc Missouri Supreme 
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Coud has consistently held that public aid, direct or indirect, would be 
impemissible," 

Sea rrita.iiai[p Lzrfherun C:fiurch ofeoltrtnbiu, Itzc. v. I)crul@y, 976 F. Supp. Zd 1 137, X 144-45 (W.D. h4o. 
20% 3) afiid, No, 14-1382,2015 WL 3429427 (8th Cir. May 29,2815). 

Ultimately the 8th Circuit Court held that the state was not compelje(i ta give anoney directly 
to a church, <and l l lc denial sf benefits to a cljurcll did not violate; the state constitulionlnl prohibition 
on discrimir~atian against a churc1.1. Tritzity L~rfhera~ C h m k  sf C,i7iurnbia, kc., 201 5 IVL 3429427 
at #3-7. 

The Missouri "high wall" bet\veen cfiurch and state, thercfom, clearly appears to be intact. 
It is obviously intact with respect to the use of public funds or public property, but arguably, the 
effects ofilltit "high wall" Ilnve not been shown to be in effect as to issue$ raised by ~raol~ments, with 
~ l i g i a u s  sylnbols appearing thereon, wl~ich are located on public property or which are maintained 
an public property. We would note, however, that public property has value, and that manurnents 
and heir la~ldscaping require maintenance, and that the me of public property for the display of a 
monument ilxvolves 8 use of valuable public property, and that the use of public fmds to maintain, 
or protect, or insure, a monument, or to 1,mdscqx it, or to m a i n t ~ t ~  that landscaping, involves the 
use of public fiuids. 

One might also look to the language aFSsction 8 of Article IX of the Missouri Constitution, 
md specifically that Iminguage which reads as follows: 

'" , . nor shall ary grant or donation of personal, properly or real cstat~ ever he made 
by rile state, or any coui~ty, city, town? or ather municipal corporation, for any 
~ l ig ious  creed, church, or sectarian purpose whatever." 

This Sectiara 8 appears in that Article of the Missouri Constitution, Afticlc IX, which deals 
with "Edu~ation.'~ In Qiiver, supra, the appellants attempted to invokt: die provisions of this 
Section 8. The Oliver court concluded that, while such Section 8 does not expressly limit itself to 
education, it is an Article of the Missouri Constituliorl which relates to pubfie education. 'Tl~c Oliver 
court concluidcd that to the extent the language of* Section 8 of Article IX covers areas ather than 
ducation, it ir; redundant to the language of Seetian 7 of Article I, and that Section S of Article TX, 
dxercfore, did not appear to add anything lo support the appellant's cclajrns. OCitwr, mpra, at Ftrr. 19. 

Wc have found no eases which apply Section 8 sf Article 1X of the: Missouri Constitution 
outside of the public schml or educational context. However, the statement in C)lr've!er to the cffcct 
titat Section 8 of Article IX OF the Missouri Constitution is redundant with respect to Section 7 of 
Article 1 of that Constitution (to the extent that Section 7 does not cover schools) is o f  substantial. 
interest. Section 7 ofkt iclc  I does not contain any explicit langrzagc regarding tl~edonation or grant 
ofproperty. lf the Missouri Suprei~lc Court, as it stated in Oliver? believes that a "grant or donation 
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of., .reat estate,. ,for any religious creed, chramh, or sectarian purpose rathatever" is somehow 
itnplicitly covered in Sectiol~ 7 ofArticle I, ahen thcusc of Boone County pmperty for the placen~ent 
of the Memorial. would clearly fa11 within such prohibition against a "grant or dosxalion..,(oQ real 
esfifte.,.t-)y a c~unty." 

I f  Sectian 7 of Article 1 ofthe Missouri Conslitution stands tbr the proposition that no county 
can grant or donatc properly for any "religious creed, church, or sechrjan purpasc whatever'" 
(emphasis added), as seems to be strongly implied by the MissouA Supsense Court's decision in 
Oliver, supra, then Hoane County would clewly have lo clear the Missouri very '"high tvall" which 
separates church and slate in convilxcing any court that ihe display of the Memorial, with the 
Christian fish Sytnbol thereon, is not a grant or donaiion of propeay andlor not for a "sectarian 
p w s e  whatever." 

Whilc no Missouri court decisiou dealing with religious displays on, public monuments or 
religious displays on public land have been fbunct, we do believe that thc high bar% the hig11 wall, 
between church and state crected by Missouai (as noted by Missouri courts and federal courts), when 
applied to the issue as to the Memorial. in question, would provide a hurdle that cmitot be overcome 
by nlrglaxllenb &at the Memorial shoufd be maintained, in its current form, at its current loeation. 

V. Discussion of Other Jurisdictions. 

The Oklaharma constitution provides: 

$5. Publir: money ur property-Use for ~ecfariai pupEposes, M s  public money or property shall 
ever be approprhated, applied, donated, or used, dircetty or indirectly, for the use, benefit, or 
support of any sect. church, denomination, or system ofreligion, or for the use, benefit., or 
support of any priest, preacher, minister, or other religious teacher or dignitary, or sectarian 
institution as such. 

Puescoft XI, OkIaItnmu Cupifol I h s .  Comrrt'r?, 2015 OK 54, 4. At issue in Prescofb was a Ten 
Connma~ldmen~s motlunlent placcd on Oklilhoma Capital pounds pursuant to legislation signed by 
the governor, Id at 11. The Oklaho~na Supreme Court decided that the plain intent of this 
constitutional provision was "to ban State Got.enunent, its officials, and iib subdivisions from using 
public money or gropesly for the beaefit of  any religions purpose, Td at 7 4, f t  ~eao~oned that words 
such as "no," "'"ever,'h~d "any" reflects the broad reach of the bkn, Id This broad reach is further 
bolstered, according to the court, by baru~ing uses '"indirectly'? knefittilrg religion. Pd at 15. 
"fiohibititag uses o f  plrblic property that 'indirecdy3bencfit a system of religion wa9 clearly done 
lo protect thc ban from circumvention based upon mere farm and technical distinction." Id. The 
Oklzlhotna Supreme Court distinguished i ts holding firam ffrdt ofllle U,S, Supreme Court in Vavr 
PI~den v, Perry, sripra, by relying an the Okldlorna constitution "with no regard fir federal 
jwisgrudence." I d  at 7G.lhe opinion dismisses the "llistotic purpose" argument, dctem~ining that 
the Ten Commandments are obviously religious in nature, m ~ d  holds that "&]ecause the monument 



tit issue opersates 6701 t-he use, benefit or suppart a f a  sect or system of religion, it violates Article 2, 
Section 5 of the Oklahoma Consfitulion and is enjoined a d  shall be ren~oved," fd at 76-7; 

Micle 11, section 4, of the Colorado Constitution provides: 

Tlae freeexercise and en-joyment ofreligious profession and wonhip, without diadminatiara, 
shall foreves hereafter be guarntmd; and no person shall bc denied any civil or political 
right, privilege or capacity, on account of his opinianv concerning religion; but the liberty of 
conscience hereby secured shall not be eonsff.ued to dispcnsc with oaths or affirmations, 
excuse acts sf licentiousraess or jusiiQ practices inconsiste~~t with the good order, peace or 
safety nf the state. No person shail be required to attend or supporf any ministry or place of 
worship, religious sect ox: dcr~ominaGoa against his consent. Nor shall any preference bc 
given by Iaw to any religious dcnoanir~atiork or made of  worship. 

Slate v. fieedont Frrsrzt I?eligio~ Found, he., 898 P.2d 1013, 1019 (Calo. 1995). '%I intep-cling 
our Preference Clause we have looked to fhc Eshbliishment Clause of the First Amendment to the 
United States Constitution and the body of federal cases that have construed it,'%t issue in this case 
was a Ten Conarsamctments monumstat on state property. Id at 1014, AAer sum~narking the robust 
criselnw that came before it on the issue, the opinion seems tn settle an the question of whether the 
suspect act has h e  purpose or effcct of endorsing rdigian, Id at 1021. The Colorado Supreme Court 
decided the 'Rn Com~~aa~dments monument was uui erected wiih the purpose of endorsing rcligian, 
as the text. includes symbols sf at least Christianity and Judaism, cootait~s the LPall-sceitag yc'%which 
has secular and non-secular significance, was donated by theNationa1 Youth Guidance Program with 
a secular purpose, a purpoge in iine with &c 'Tcn Commandments' positiot~ ass basis of national law, 
and the purpose of the state, as testified to by state etnpIoyees, in accepting the monument was to 
apen the park up to various groups to use. lil, iit J 023-1024, And because the monument is not 
conspicuous and is suraouraded by numerous other secular displays, the Colorado Supreme Court: 
determined that "objective viewers wauld not perceive the monument in its Lincoln P~rk sefting as 
government endorsing religious belief or st~ggcsiing that religion in general is relevant to their 
sf anding i w  the political community." Id at 1025-1 026. 

The Ulizk constitution contains the following: 

4 But see Mc-yor v. Okiahma C,'ity% 1972 OK 45, 496 P.Zd 489 c'held thnt wbere crass was located in a 
di$lincr!y secular cnvirolrn~enl in midst of penons in pursuit ofdistirrctly secular ente&qinment, and wvhere cross, the 
erection ofwhich was sponsored by city council afichurchcs, could not be said to d&play, articulate or portray, except 
it] a most evanescent form, any ideas that were ~lleged ta perlain 40 any oiseaarim ulstitutiow or  systcnls nan~eci in 
cortstitutional provision prohibiting use afpublic tnoney or property for usc, benefit, or support of any ehtirch or system 
of religion, mairtterr~rtcct o f  cross with city rnonLy was not violative of constitutional pravisioa.") 
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The rights of conscience shall mlmr be infringed. The State shall make no Inw 
respeetiag rn establishanent of religion or prohibi~rag the free exercise thereoc no 
religious test shall be required as a qualification for any oficc of public trust or fi)r 
m y  vote atany election; nor shalX m1.y person be inmnnpetel~t as a witness or juror on 
aceaunt sf religious belief as Il~e absence llereoE There slsall be no union of Church 
an8 State, nor shdl any church dominafe the State as. interfere with its functions. No 
publie money or property shall bc appropriated for or applied to any reiigious 
worship* e x e ~ i s e  or instrxaction, or for the suppoa o f  any ecclesiastical 
slab t ishment, 

Utah Const, a t ,  1, 8 4, "T11e pravisi~n ~f mony QT graperig. to religious exe~eise is indirect, and 
therefore constihtional, i%(l) the money or propcrty [is] providcd an a nondiseriminatnry basis" and 
(2) the pu bl ic m n e y  ar propel@ [is] cquaXly aeec~ibla to dl,"$e5'arrnmzam PIeasunf G r o v ~  U p ,  345 
F.38 1.1 88, 11 99 (f-Bt& 281 5).  At issuc in illis casc was whether Pl~asaIpt Grove had violated tlic 
rcligiow liberty clause of the Utah Consfiiution by not allowing a "Seven Aphorisins'\nontunent 
an public grounds where a Ten Commandments monument WAY erected. Pi% at 11 89- 1 190, 

The eomt'o malysis be~ins by a~oting that allowitxg the Seven Apl~orisrns monument would 
not be neutfal because [d]ispI yi t tg monuments that wmmunicate ithe beliefs of only two of these 
vieaalpoinb would not mount to an impartial distribution of public property among the spectrum of 
religious views held by Utah citizens," Id. at 1 191. The Utah Suprcme Court iloted aha4 in regards 
to whether the Utah Constitution rcquircd an absolute bar of religious expression by private citizens 
on public property: 

We rejected sucll an absolutist interpretation became it "would ~vidence rm 
affinnativc hostifity toward religioi~," which would contradict other provisions of fie 
federal and Utah Constitutions that protect religious expression and free qcech. 
Instead, we adapted a neutrality test that permitted the use of pubfie property In 
support ofprivate religious expression so long as government benefiL3 are '"provicfed 
an s nondiscriminatory basis" and are "equally accessible to all." 

When Pleasant Grove accepted the donated monument, it adopted the message 
coaaveyeti by the monument as its own. ,.The only relevaat question under artiefe I, 
section 4's prol~ibition against the use of public money or property %br religious 
purposes is whether a rnoasurnexlt constitutes ""religious worship, exercise ar 
instruction,'Ve do not rcach illat question, hawever., because Su~nmurn seeks a 
remedy that we may not constitulionally grant. 
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Id at 1192. The opinion does state that the Utah religious liberty clause diffkm greatly from the 
federal Establishment Clause, but declincs to rcach any cornclusion an what that melurs for the? "rcn 
Commandments monun~ent, Id at 1193, 

AS oENovembcr 5,1974 (and currently), fie Cafifomia constitution provides tlie following: 

Scc, 4, Free exercise and enjoyment of religioa without discrimination or prcferemce 
are gumnteed, This liberty of conscience does not excuse acts that are licentisu% or 
inconsistent with the peace or safety of the State. The bgisfdure shall make no law 
~gpect ing  an estabUshment ofreligion. A person is not incompetent to be a wifness 
or juror because of his or her opinions an religious beliefs- 

Cal. Const. art. I, $4. Tn a case decided a Few years later, the Suprcmc Gaud of California was 
present4 with it chllcnge to tbe illumination on the city hdl  of a hugc cross at. first to honor the 
Christmas holidays and then also, during the X 970s, to honor Easter Sundays> both Latin and Baste111 
Orthodox. FOX v, CitJt oflm Angeles, 587 P.2d 663,663-64 (1 978). 

The California Constitutisn, like the United States Constitution, does not merely 
proscrih m establishment ofreligion. Ra111er; all Iaws "Respecting an estab1ishmmt 
of religiod-e forbidden. (Italics added.) The California Constitution also 
wrantees that religion shall be freely exercised and enjoyed "~vithout 
discrimioatian ar preference." Preference thus is forbidden even when there is na 
discriminatiorr. The cursent intc~retations of the United States Constitution may not 
be thmt comprehemive. 

Id; tit 665 (emphasis added). The court reasoned that city hall is not a "bulletin board"" for symbols 
of dl faiths t.o b@: displayed. Xd ""Would it be justiEable, say, ta dadlow ordy a Star of Bethlehem, a 
Sta of David, md a Star and Crescent?'" 'The opinion admits that the CaBifomia constitution does 
not require eveg religion to always be aeommodated, brat that to "illuminate only the Latin cross, 
howev~r, docs seem preferentid when comparable rewgaition of otlxer religious symbols is 
impracticable," "PsP, The court rejected an argurtlent kom the city that 30-years of disinterest in title 
display somehow milifa&s n dwisiot~ that the ~usfom truly conferred a benefit to a religion, 
curacluding that there may be complex rmons why members af thc citizenry may have chosen not 
to speak out. Id, at 666. The c o w  also coneiuded that the display s f  the Latin cross was not an 
"interfztith"" recognition, md that although mere display of the cress is not a religious service, "[bly 
no means, thougli, should we infer that it i s  not action respain8 m establishment OF religion, 
Governments must commit the~nselves ta 'a position of neutsdi.t;y whenever athe relatbnship 
between man and rcligioraYs aiTcccted." Id The Supreme Court a6 California thus uphelz! the 
peliminary injunction against the city's display. Id 

We will note that the California constitution has a similar section to the Missouri 
constitution. 



Page 23 

See. 5. NeitIier the LegisIature, nor any countyy, city and county, tomship, sclisol 
district, or other municipal corporation, shall ever mike an appropriilfion, or pay from 
any public find whatever, or grant mfiinlg to or in aid of any religious sect, chilrch, 
creed, or seetitrim p ~ q o s %  or help to supgufl or smsgn any school, college, 
university, hospital, or ollier institution controlled by any religious creed, church, or 
sectarian denomination whatever; nosshall any grant or donationof personal propee 
ar real esate C ~ S  be made by the sfate, or my city> city and county, tom, or otl~er 
munieipd cotporalion for any religious creed, church, or sectarian purpose wlmtever; 
provided, that notking in this section shall prevent the Legislature granting aid 
pursuant to Section 3 of Axtick XVI. 

Cal. Canst. art. XVI, $5; campare with Ma Const. Art. IX , $8, The eoncurring judge it1 one 
California Supreme Court decision interpreted the section broadtdly: "Those who argue that the 
mount of taypayer funds expnded to light the cross is so miililnal as to be beneath this murt's 
notice, overlook two important considerations. First, article XVI, section 5 admits of no de rninirnis 
exception, 'l'hc language is explicit: No "city . . . shall ever, . , pay from any public hnd whdever, 
or grant anything to or ira aid of a religious sect . . . ." Secondly, the prohibitions of article XVT, 
section 5 would came inlo play even if no rinds were expended, Thc ban i s  on aid to religion in any 
forin." FOX t? Ci@ ofLn.v A~geZe,r, 22 Cal, 3d 792, 806, 587 P.2d 663, 671-72 (1978); but scc 
Curpenfer v. City & Cnty. o f S ~ r z  Franci~cu, 803 P, Supp. 337,345 (N.D. Cal. 1992) rcv'd on other 
gaunds, 93 F.3d 627 (9th Cir. 1996) r l n  the w e  sub judice3 however, there i s  no expenditure of 
taxpayers Alnds in support of or in aid of religion in violation of Article XVI, Section 5. The 
challenge in this case is to S.P.'s ownershjp of the Maunt Davidson Cross, and to the display ofthe 
Mount Uavidsora Crass on public lands. In this case, unlike in IIewitf, S,F. does not spend my money 
ia maintain the? Mount Davidson Cmss, Nor docs it advertise the Mount Davidsan Cross, or priilt 
brochures, or wend any money to support the Mount Dabtidsan Cross at the taxpayers expense.'" 
Held: M i d e  XVI, Section S not violated by )tS 

Ia the case af leased property, a 9th Circuit opinion held the following: 

As cxplknazd above, the Reading Rcwm received only an indirect or incidental benefit 
h m  the Airport's renfal policy, and the policy had a solely secular put-pose. 
Furthermore, the At%omey General of California has held that it is proper under 
article XVX, section 5 for ax1 airpart to lease space in one of its buildings to a religious 
arga~iation as Iong %the rental Zwnsaction is st arnl's length- 25 @aI.Qp,Atlty Sen. 
309 (1955). ahus, we conclude that the Airport's policy of allowing religious 

5 Yi  should be noted that in hrse cases, and in the Ilrac~irr cascalluded to, thc focus is an the first clause of Ihc 
section, not necessarily the clause referring to grant or donation of properly, InHewit!, at issue was a park awed by a 
county which contained numerous religious statutes, a brochure noting the park was established by a reverend, &as 
designated by the county as Desert Christ Park after acceptance of it, and advertised it as a "World Famous Theme Park 
... depicting life of C'tuist," IIewiff 11 ./oj~trer, 940 P,2d I%?,  1563 (9th Cia. 1991). "We hold that the County has 
violated article XVI, section 5,  by its ownership and maintetlancce af the Antone Martin Memorial Park." id, at 1571. 



organbations to rent space at the Airport did not violate article XVL, section 5 of  the 
Califumia Canslittntioax. 

CJx~i8riara Sc!. Reading Room Joiisrly Mai~reniaed~~. Cify & Calp?, qf&fda Frrx~t&w, 784 F,2d 1010, 
1016 (9th Cir.) mended, 992 F.2d d 24 69th Cir. % 9815). 

One 9th Circuit opinio~ summari7xd the factors ifivoivcd in intepreting actions ~mder the seetiorr 
as fol'isws: "h sarmmm, the California ~pplllate ewer; xmke el= that article XVP, sectiolr 5,  
prohibib the govemernt from (1) granting a benefit in any form (29 t.s any seebriatl purpose (3) 
regapdless s f  the govemnent"s secular purpose (4) unless the benefit is properly characterid as 
iazdirect, rex~~ate, ~r ineidential,?' Pc~talsnn v, Cr'ty cgSa~r Diegc), 294 F,Sd 1 124, 1 13 1 (9th Cir, 2002) 

No xnoxaey shalt be drawn fmm the Tremury for the hncfit at* any reiigeeus (sic), or 
iheologicd iilstitution, nor &ail my Insney k appropriated fba the payment of any 
aeligwus: (sic] services in citlier house oftdae Legislative Asscmb%iy. 

Or. Const. art, I, 5 5. 

In discussing the constitutional principle of sepamtion of  chtircla and s ~ t e ,  this court 
was not cngagd in word-matching betwet:n ctllher constitutions and the Oregon 
Constitution. mifeneither a apibic 'cstablishmcrn.tklaweaaora 'crdal preie~ncc'  
clause appears in ourstateconlsGtution, it is obvious that the fsuiladers s f  this state did 
not intend to penlit fhe state to sponsor m y  particular religion. When the drahmen 
of the Oregon Cons~btion provided for the free exarcbe of religion, they dso 
prohibited t5re use af  public funds to support my preferred religious institution 

Lowe v. Ciry ofErr,oene, 463 P.2d 360,364 (1964)Cciting to Or* Const. art. 1, $5)- This case dealt 
with the issuance of building germits for the erecti~n  fa cross an city property. Icf. at 36 1 .  Thc court 
found that in addidon to the building and electrical pem~its issued fur this puqmsq '"he city atsa 
turned over to private paties the civ-maintained public land in which the cross was imbedded in 
concrete sct that it wotr1d lasf as one of the dekndants test.iFted, 'forever,"Yd at 362. *rhe ptitione~s 
also argued that the emss should be allowed because the public park at issue 3s a "'Wnr Me~r~orial 
P;srk"knd is fit for such a cross, Id The supreme court agreed with the trial ccsmt's decision that 
'We secular purpose of the park des-dicsticdn had no releva1ce to the city council" action then under 
review." Id ""%11e war-memarial argument was never passed upan by the city council. 'The: city's 
action it1 this ease was taken, and defended during the trial bcfow, primsiiy as an action taken by 
the city in response to thc political power of the nlajurity uE the tocmspeople." fd. The record, 
tlecurdilag to the Supreme Court of Oregon, tended tcz show that a majority of the eoaninunity 
approved offhe display because it reinforced their religious preference. Id 'The principal purpose 
1v11ich rnufivated the city c~uncil was its desire to conform to the desires of a majority of the citizens 
of  the cotnmunity, who ctznseicnfiausly believed that their preferred refigious symbol was entitled 
to prefefcntid public display simply because the majority wished it so." Id The majority opinion 
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cansludes that this is exactly the ofseiligiot~~ pressure the federal. and Bscgotl constit;utions are 
desiped fa prevent, Id at 33ii2-63, 

Public land carnot tra set &pat for the yen~~anex~t display of an essentially religious 
symbol when the display e o m t e s  govermlent sponsa~hip. The etnployment of 
publicly o w e d  and publicly maintain. grope* dbr a highly visible display of the 
~hmacter o f  the cmss in this case neeess;irily pemgits an it.If?ex:enee of ollficial 
endowenxent of the general religious heticfs which underlie that symh1, 
Accordingly* persons who do nar share those beliefs: may feel ~ I I E L ~  their own beliefs 
we stigmatizd or oMcially deemed less warthy than those: avvmded the appearamee 
of the city's endorsement. Mile  government can fbstes education in the history and 
cultawl contributions of religions generctlly, and can act $0 pmtect the individual's 
right to his cpwn pemnnl expressions of mtigiow opinion, the gavement hw na 
business placing iQ pmve:rP prastigc, or prope;Ply a1 the disposal of private persons or 
groups either lo aid or oppose my religion. Eppcrson v. Arkmsw, 393 U.S. 97,89 
S.C"t. %66,2 % L,Ed.2d 228 (1 968); School Dist. of Abingfon Tp., Pa. v. Schernpp, 374 
U.3.203,222-223,83 S,Ct. 1SSO,10 L,Ed.2d 844 (1963); Engef v, Vitale, 370 U.S. 
421 82 S.Ct, 1261, 8 &,Ed.2d 601, 86 A.XA,R,2d 1285 (1962); People of State of 
Tflinois ex reg, h/dcCollum v. Doard of Mueatian, 333 U.S. 203, 68 S.Ct. 441, 92 
L.Ed. 649,2 A.L.R.2d 1338 (1948). 

Id. at 353. The court distinguished thc facts in its easc &om a situation where n religious symbol e n  
be placed at the gave of a deceased in a public cemetery, dd The presence ofa symbol, like a cross, 
can dearly be viewed as an individual" pxferencs. Id As to the Oregon c~nsritution spcificdly, 
the peti~nncm argued that M d e  I, Scetisn 5, quoted above, limits its erobibition to the use of 
public funds on reIigious matters, a1d thus by implicationapproves fuming over public land to them. 
Id at 364, '"'Tlais tnechmistie hteyrct;igaaa of the state constitution. is unwar~a~ted, Whfle 
differences between real and personal property of course have significance io a variety s f  leg& 
contexts, these diEerenr;es have no canstitutional subshlce in. a religious context."VcL The court 
upheld its previous opinion affirming the trial eoz~rt's decision to require removal of the erosu, 
~asox~ing  in pilbt (that "(the language that is in the state eonstihrtion shows that the faunders of this 
state did not intend to retreat from the federal position on sepwafion of ehurch and state, but rather 
intended ta emphmize 2n tlilleir own w r d s  their awn cammitment to the doctrine of separation,"'fR. 

"rtielc 1, Section 4, of Ihe Will of Rights of the Eouigima klanstiiution of 1921 
provides: "very pcrssn has the natural sight ts worship God aceaxding to the dictates 
of his own conscience. No law shall be pa~sed respecting an es$ablislmge:nt of 
tcligictn, nor prohibiting the h e  exercise (thereoc nor shall any preference ever be 
given to, rmr my diseriminalian made againsf, any church, swt or creed o f  religion, 
or my form of rcfigious faith or worship.' 
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Sfale ex re!, Singelr~tnlan II, ~bf(~rri~~art, 57 So, 2d 238,240-41 (La. Ct, Apg. 1952). At issue In this 
case was '411ss removal of a statue or memarjal erected on public property to St. Frmces Xavier, 
Motlxer Cabrini," id at 248," "As stated before, to deny the shtuc of my hero his rightful place on 
public property 111erely becamcse such hero has been honored by his church, whether it be Catholic, 
Protestant, Jewish o ~ o t h e w i s ~ ,  would indeed do violence to Section 4 of Adele 1, Collsdtution of 
1924 of%,ouisiana: '* * * nor my discriminafion made against, any * * * sect or creed * * * or any 
form of religious faith ar warship,"' Id at 243. The Mother Cabrini statute at issue was four fwt at 
its base, six feet in height, and sho~vs her wetiring clotl2es that she wore when providi~lg for the poor 
and ministering to the sjek aF all faiths. P6J, 

Xt is true that, at the present time, the insc~ption on the statue relates exdusively to 
her canot~imtion, and to the group that sponsored and paid for it, without any 
reference to her pubIic charities. Wile it might be mare appropriate to have some 
inscription afher publie ~hwities, since ilmf justifies its erection oa public proparty, 
the absence of such inscription should hardly bc the reason for its mmoual. The 
reason for its erection, nolib inscription, governs its right to rest on public: property. 
Fhow~prer~ the City Ordinance provides for a suitabIt: plaque to recite her public 
balevolcnces and benefaetiot~s, and I am advised in due time such a plaque will be 
placed thereon, as it should be. 

Id. at 243-44. The monument wa.5 placed without cost to tkc city, Id at 244. It was accepted to honor 
her servicm in the field of chiId care, and for her efforts during the Yellow Fevcr epide~nics, when 
she visited the sick and es%;lblished anci helped maintain tm c~qhmage in New Orleans, Id, 

l'hcrc is not the slightest suggestion that Mother Cabrini's canonization as a saint of 
thc Roman Catholic religion is being used to exploit her local charities and 
bencvolenccs as a pretext to establish a religious shrine- or place of worship, or for 
the propagation orthe Cathdic religion; or that the s m e  could readily be used Tor 
such P U ~ ~ S C ,  To the contrary, the statue is a modest one of sixnplc proportions, 
erected in her honor by her proud coreli@onists, md accepted by a gratefill city in 
men~oriam, a11 without cost or cxpcllse to the City* Tlae monument so erected and 
dedicatcd is not for a private or seitfisla interest, but serves a publie purpose and is a 
public: benefit. Such a statue helps deepen within those who see it the consciousness 
of the obligation they owe the needy and friendless, and encoumges them to mould 
their ehwacters; anci dceds that their lives, too, may be countcd a blessing, 

lsi. The court determined that the srai~~te did not violate my Louisiana constitutional provision. Id. 

6 Also at issue in this lnattcr was a date cos~stitutional provisioll regarding the use of fi~tds, property, crc. given 
lo any person, private or public. This issue is not relevant to the focus of this opinion 
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Other than cases suela as jYet66, szpraI tvt~ich ferrbur~ a religious togo or symbol as part of 
a lager design ora son~ctl~ing official l i k ~  a cIty seal, inpc have not been able ta find my emes that 
involve inelusion of a religious symbol on a specific monbarplent that is oahemise whsBly secular* 
with the exception of a raent  district court case out oaf Cdifomia. Am Hatnmist dss'ts as CnTirgb qf 
Lake Elxi~ure, 2814 WL 791800 (CD. CaX, Feb, 25, %014), That case iinvolved a single war 
memorial that was o~igiwdlly d~signeci t~ feature a Zcneelittg soldier leaning an his rifle at a a w e s  
with the tombstone being a cross. 164 at * p. The memcsrid dtlso featwed a flag, an eagle9 and text 
saying "Honxoriag Brave Men and Women Who By Their a"aca;il*nce Give Life 'Xlo Our Most Precious 
Gift-Freedom," as wurt as *"Frdom 1s Nevetr Free." k?, During public coments  on the wer~~srial, 
the city a f  Lake E1sinoar: rmeivcd sa~gative h d b a ~ k  on the use of the cross, Id at 2, Multiple 
menllaers of the cify gavewent  m d e  it elear that they did nab like ahat the criticismz; were Jmed 
at forcing Ci~s t ians  to "hiicid3thc cross or the fact that the comltqy is a ""Christian nation? Id Later, 
a design change? was proposed to add a row of additional Chr i~ian  crosses arrd the Star of David 
hehind the larger cross, in nn eMisrt to make the display appear as though it depicting an accurate 
World War I1 soldier. Id at "3. 'Khe memorial's design tvas cventua%ly appfaved, Idd at *4. 

Thc court determined that Letmaif framework applies to the California No Prefe~nec 

if the city did. intend to hclude the symbol f i r  a se~ular purpose, t l~e caur% must detemxint; whether 
hat neutrality was abandoned. fd. at "8. The disirict court had no problem delemining that the city 
had a predamitlantiy rreiigious purpose when it examined comments made during the city council 
meeting for both the original and the modified display. Id, It was also coneluded that the attempt to 
change the display into m historical: depiction of a World War 11 cemetery was merely a lifigation 
psitian. Xd at * 1 1 .  

As to the effect of the n~oa~ument, the court agah~cited to the discussions oftlxe city officials, 
but also refelred to the monument itself: 

The backdrop of the granib ~ctar-tgfe with the semi-circle top fhat displays the 
laaemoriai's t a t  and images is dark black. (Trial Ex. 5--2). Against 06s ha~khop,  a 
sowing eagle md  at1 Pllncrican Rag appear in a gray color on the top half of the stone. 
(B). The text of $fie memorial appears in front of the flag in white, hut is somewhat 
obscured by the flag. (Id). And in bright white on the bottom halfof the black stone, 
the hldest and most visible elements of the display me. the soldier kx~esling with his 

It was originally intended to erect a memorial for a single soldier wfio died serving in Afgl~anistan, but the city 
decided to erect a monunlent ibr a11 city veterans. ict at * 1. 
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grm in front ofthe central cross. (Id).  Orhe two rows of additional crosses and Stcars 
of David are smaller, somewli~nt lighter in cslor, and in the backdrop to the ]left of the 
central cross, and a visitor's eyes are draw11 llrst to the soldier and the central cross. 

Id. at 14. The court condudcd that the tnctnorial violated bath the Establishment Clause of Chc First 
Aaalendment and the No Preferences clause of- the California constitution. Ivd, at * 15. 

This case is helpful. in that it is an individual symbol un a single monument that is not itself 
religious in nature, However, it is dissitlzilar in rneny other ways. The memorial in Doone County 
was privately donated. It does list two specific individuals in addition to the general text honoring 
veterans of the Gulf War. ' f ie  ichthys is far from prominent. "There doesn't seem to he any of the 
language from any government officials indicating the symbol's ppurposc. hnd it is unclear how a 
small ichthys s ~ n b o l  will be analyzed, rather &an a Iage, impossible-to-miss Latin cross. But we 
believe that knowing haw at least one court handled a sonrewhat similar situation is instruetiye. 

VII. . 'She provisions of fhe Missouri Constitution clearly 
present a higher hurdle far the keeping of the Nernoriai, on thecsurtfiozseproperty, with the Symboi 
displayed on the Memorid, 7he biggest contextual issue, in om opinion, is tlae issue as to how the 
1mgu;lge on the Memorial will be inteqreted by a remanable viewer. In our view, it will not be 
interpreted as being purely a memorial to the twa fallen soldiers, whose naxrae-s are ex~graved upon 
it, but as also being a mcxnorisl b a11 soldiers of Baone County$ or even Missouri (or perhaps eveti 
the United Sbtcs and iQ allies in general) who served during Operation Deserl: Stom. The words 
which appear above thc engraved names of the two fialfen soldiers we as follows: 

"'Fu the rnm who gave their lives, and the men and wmncn who oRered but, were 
sp'md'" 

These wax+ds cause the Mcmorial be lo more tban just a monument for just the two dccsased 
soldiers3 but as being a monument for the sacrifice of many other individuals, and it impossible to 
assume that d l  of those iladividuds were or arc Christians. Tho words quoted above are morc khan 
just sua epitaph honoring the sacrifice of the rncn whose names on the ~t~onumcr~t - it is praise for 
all of the i~~dividtgais who served '"but, were spwed." One mks "spacd by whom?" Wcre they s g d  
by the act of Clod or by the Gracc of Clarisf who is symbolized by the Syw~hl? Notc that the 
~ e m o r i a i  is also part of a display featuring other monuments to soldiers who sewed and died in past 
wars. Jt is thus past oCa larger scheme honoring soldiers across genera ti ox^ of American wars, The 
Memorial is not, then, Iikc the tombstone of an individual soldicr. It is a monument, by its own 
terms, to hvo melt who gave their lives and "the nlen and women who offcrcd but, were spared." It 
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would not be at all unreasonable, therefore, for a viewer of the Memorial to conclude, baed on the 
language aC the Memorial in qtrestion and the presence of the fish Sy~nbol thereon (vvith thc 
Mcnorial bcing in its place in the Boone County war mennorial displays at jlarge), that a prcfcrenee 
is being given by Boons: County to soldiers of lile Cl~ristilm religion to the exclusion sf the soldiers 
wlaa served while adhering to other faiths - or no Wit11 at ail. This M e m o ~ d ,  therefore, seerns to 
violate the requirement or test for "religious neutrality" which is applicable to the Establishment 
Clause of the federal Constitution (sce McCrecrry, 'supra at 88 I), and whiclx would likely be more 
suongly enfarced by or required by Missouri's even higher wall requirement for staPe/religion 
separation. 

There am reasons to believe that the prccedcnb of the United Statw Sugr~me Court, as cited 
in the ADI: I,etter, are not parlicularly helpful in resolving the issue before the Boane County 
Coinmission. In the first place, it i s  noted that Missouri has, traditicmdlly, been lsigibty skeptical of 
my use of publie funds (aid by implication, publie property), in any mmxcr ivhich would 
demonstrate a govcmncnlal preference tbr, or a govcrmental cfiscllimiamtion against any church, 
gect, creed orrefigi~n. The only federal cases, decided under the Estabiishent Clause, which deal 
with ""passive mantaments," appear fo have; involved the Ten Commandments. In fact, the three 
opinions relied upon by ADF in the ADF h t t e r  ((Van Orden, Swmmunl, rind Mercer (;'ouill_)d) all 
involve the Comn~andments, Tt is: respecgully noted tkat each of tlie decisions in these cases, lo the 
effect that tlxc display of the 'Ten CommancbrrrePlts in question did not violate the EstablisIm~ent 
Clause, was based upon a conclusion that the Conanl&iQmcnts, undcr the circumstances, could be 
found to have been exhibited in honor of the Americm Icgd tradition s r  standards of social conduct, 
or histotical traditions. See &lercgr Coun&$ 432 F,3d at 64041; Van Orden, 545 U,S, at 701 
(Breyer, J., concurring) certain eoxatexfs, a display sfthe tablets of the Ten Comnandn~enh can 
co~~vey . . . a secular mom1 message Cabout proper stanndards sf sociat conduct), And in certain 
contexts, a display of the tablets can also convey a historical message (about a historic relation 
between those standards md the law)); md Sz~mmadm, 555 '€I,S. at 483 (Scalia, J., con~urring), 'Fhc 
ichthiys can't be said to have any such lxistoaicsl tradition as sbialement 0% societal values, aside from 
w11atevc.r can be implied through its representation of Jesus Christ, In fact, it a p p ~  that the use of 
this symbol has only relatively recently seen a resurgence as a sign of Ckxfistianity. See Webb v. Cr'& 
rlpXepubIie, dd~. ,  55 F. Supp. 2d 394, 995-96 (W.D. Mo. 1999)~. Nss potentially importmt is the 
fact that there is no indication on the Memorial itself that it was danlrted by anyone, much less an 
ixadicagsn sf who donated it (alhough the piecc covering up the syrxlbol daes now state that it was 
dol~ated i w  19921, 

So, we are forced to the conclusion that the Constitution of both the United States and 
Missouri require the Meinoxial's removal or Synlbol xcmovir~g d&ratio~ls. 

See also h~:/!ww~.bihlestzody,or~iblepicfch~stia1~fish-~ymbo1~htm~ ("For whatever reason, the Ichthus 
or 'Jesus Fish' feli out of  popular use for many years until the early 1970s. It experienced s resurgence in use beginning 
around 1973 and has since kconie a worldwide icon oftlle Christian failh.'') 
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VI ax. Wfiilc thesc thoughts are not pa&ictalstly "legal" thoughts, ws 
think that thy do deserve some mention, at least in passing. Yhe questions before the Boone County 
Coann~ission, with respect to 81c Memorial, are not: cluestions of"ptaIitica1 correctness" or "political 
sensitiviy." The quucsliotls, rather, arc those s f  confomiQ with the law, by ofi-ieids who are worn 
to txphold the Constitution of the United States and Missouri, When there is substantial cause to 
bdieve that the law imposes a requircrnet~t on public: oficials, then, eve11 ifthere arc al-gumen% Bat 
such requireanent is not so imposed, in our view the ot'flcials we required to proceed on the basis of 
a good faith, well founded belief tl~at the rccluireanent exisis. If there me those who disagree with 
this conelusion, then t11ose who do so disagree can seek redress in the court. 1-fcre, it seems to us 
(and wc respect%itlly conclude that): 

2 .  The Symbol, the fish Symbol, the ichthys Symbol, is clearly, without 
iagpgumeixt, a C11sisfian symbol; 

2. 'I'hc Symbol appears on the Memorial, which does not simply prsvide 8 
memorid for the two individuals whose nmes  appear thereon, but as a memoria1 or monument or 
expression of gratitude to other mea and women who ivere spared in the Dcserf Stom operation, 
m m y  of whom may well not have k e n  Christian, or may havc had raiths othcr than Ch~sriar~iq, or 
who may have had no faith at dl; 

3, The display af Ole Symbol on the MemoriaI, under these ceireumstances, cuuld 
reasonably he 6und by reasonable persons to show that Boone County demonstrates a preference 
f ~ r  Christianity, as opposed to other faiths or no faith at all, and the Memorial, therefi~e~ in our view, 
violates the requiremetnt. for religious neutrality imposed upon gQvemmcnts by the federal 
Gans~iti~tion, and more stror~gly in~posed in Missouri by thc Missouri Constitution. 

Lest it be believed $hat this opinjet~ is written by non-Christian secarlaisk~, let us abuse otlaers 
of such a belief, 'The indivielual who signs this letter, and who has mached these conclusions, i s  a 
strong Christian, who even k~caehes courses in the science md art of Biblical interpretation. 
khwevcr, the issues here we not those ofsuppoTt for, or oppositiorl or, Christianity, but rather are 
issues of support for the: law. We ate, in this country, constrained by Ihe law. We must follow it. 

It is our opinion and belief that under all ofthese circumstmces, atid taking into account all 
of the cugurnents, and recognizing that there can be arguments against our position, the County 
Commission should modify the Memorial to elimit~ate the ichthys Symbol (as has bccn done in thc 
past), or move the Memorial su BS to rcrnow it from the colarilaouse grounds. There arc otlier ways, 
better ways, to memaridtlize the lives oftlie two men3 Patrick KeIly Cannor, and Skven Paul Fmen, 
not to Inention the lives of others who have their lives in the ongoing Xmqi and Afghanistan 
struggles, 
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&%~APPY TC) DISCUSS 

We would be lxappy to discuss these antheters at any time in which you desire to engage in 
such dis~ussions. 

Rcspect&lily submitted: 
B m m  Willbrand, P.C. 

Exhibit A - Photo of Mera~oxid 
Exhibit B - Photo of Memorial 14th plague covering Symbo'l 
Exhibit C - ADF 6/6/2015 letter 
=bit U - Wikipedia search results 







ALLIANCE DEFENDING 

FREEDOM 
FWPAtf H F Q R p l T I C  E 

MS. Karen MilXes 

Bnooc County (=a 

Bj~atac Comfy Gavemeat Cetltcr 
801 H Wdrxut, Rwm 333 
@olumbi;r, MCa 65201-7733 

Mr. Charles 9. UIyldxouse 
Roone County Counselor 
801 E, Wnlnut, Suite 21 1 
Columbia, MO 65201 

Re: Boone County, Missouri Courthouse Plaza 
Operation DesMt Storm Memorid 

Dear Boono County C~mmissioners and h%r, Dyfchouso: 

I arn writing on behlf af  Alliance Defending P m d m  ("ADFP') to e q m  ow support 
for and mcouragme~ of Boom Coimty's display o f  the Operation Desert Stom Memoxial (the 
"Memodal"') in the oaigiaal coi~dit;ion as deed, Out underrrtanding" is #ha ariginal memorial 
mntained a stylistic outlime ofa fish, somctimes referred to as ad i~hthus symboL It is f - h e r  
our understanding that Americans United far Separation of Church md State Iras sdviscd tlse. 
County tfiat displaying the Memorial with the ishthus is a dolation of the so-called "sepw.tion 
of church and statc." Based upon ttiis bccurate advim, th% County covered up fhe ichthus on 
tho M~morial, and is now considering moving the Marnorid to a private site that is less visible 
and legs accessibb to the public. 1 am writing this letter to met tbe advice that ww given to 
you and to offer BUT assistance to the Caunty-hee af charge--$0 help craft a policy that respects 
the original design of the Medial. If the ComQ adopts a policy with ADF assistance, we will 
also defend tfic County in angr legal cX\allrm~ to that dispfay with no fm or ca&, 

B J way o f  inMuction, ADP is a not-for-pmfit k@@ alliance of  morz than 2400 
attorneys and like-minded organizations defm&sg the ri&t of  peagIe: to hely  live out their 
faith, ADF exists to cduwte the public and ahe g m c n t  abut i t con~tiiufiomd n'ghts, 
particulaaty the freedom of religious expression, We fre-uenUy &fmd these important freedoms 
in the cow, md through our offices across the countryI ADF has been called upon to psist and 
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successhlly defend many publie officials and 1egisfaaa"ve bodies an this amd a variety of related 
issues, Last yea, ARF suocwllly re6,resented the Town sf Orap-ece@ New YO& before the 
United States Sup~me Coua in er ehlafleap to the T o d s  pmtice of opening its bgidative 
sessions with a sectarian prayer. Town ofGreece v, Gallowrry, 134 S.Ct 1811 (2QX4). 

I%e U,S. Canstitutinn does not rquim the m a m l  of religious symbols fmm tnemoaa'.ils 
being disphyed on public property* Pernebit rnoaments on public prop~xty m iypically 
consirled to be govmcPlt sgmch, even if &y am paid fir md donated bypdmk 
Thus, my such mommefit must wmp& w i f i  &o quircrneats af the First hmdinail's 
Eshbfishment Clmse. &i Fan Qrden v. PerryP the Unikd States Supreme Court es&blishPaI t h ~  
standad to detemlnc whather a anonmen$ di@layed on pubtie property violates the 
~stablisfmexlt ~lausc? The moaument at issns in Ym Ordm was a 6 fmt hy3 foot memorial 
depicting the Ten Cammmbenb, dong with tin eagle gaq ing  ffie Americas flagt an eye hdde 
of appmid, twa d 1  tablets with ancient script, ancf kwo Stars of  David with mwntposed 
Greek: letters Chi m d  Rho, which rcpms~at Christ. The monurslent dso contained axa indpt ion 
noting tbat it was paid for asld prresmted to the people of Texas by the Ptatmal Order of Eagles. 
The morxmen$ was one of 17 monlunents arxd 21 historical markers located on public property 
surrounding the Texas Stat@ Chpitsl, Tho purpose of the monugxents and xnaxkem was t.s 
commem~rate the 'gpeople, ideals, and events that compose Texas i&ntityWw3 

Thc Van Ordew &uxt held that the s for applying the Esbblishment Clause to a 
passive msnuinent b not the Lemon4 tcst tIxat is applied in some ottier Wbfishment CRausa 
conraxts, Rather, thc Court's "'adysis is Mvcn both by the nature ofthe; monument and by our 
Nation's hi story^^ "Ihe Cow? explained that; u[tjh@re is an unbroken history ofofficial 
achowled~ent  by all thee branches of goventment of the ~ o l a  of ~1igi;ion in American life 
from at ]anst ;~789%"%@ Cowt identi$& xzumemus other public buiIdings in which the Ten 
Canuambegts are displayed, inc1udhg tfie Capital and thi: Supreme Court building ifsdf. The 
Court freely neknowtedg,ed thnt the Ten C o m & ~ e n t s  arc religious and havt: religious 
~ i ~ c a n e e .  hievertheless, '"[slimpty having religious content or pmoting a message 
consistent withneligiow doctrine does not run afbul ofthe Establisbent CI~US~:,"~ 
Accordingly, the Cow held that: 

' Plcrrsmt Gmwe UInh v, $urnmum, 129 S.Ck 1125, I t 38 (U#K)]. 

' 545 US. 677,dS6 @@@a. 
- 3bd.at681 

~ e m ~ n  v. Kucfzmon, 403 U.S, G02,612513 (11971) set forth the fallowing the pat test for evaluating Ii*lishrnent Ctause 
claims: (1) whether thc challenged law m conduct has a .wnlar purpose; (2) whether its pGncigal or primary effect is b advance 
or inhibit religion; and (3) whether it meaterr an excessive ement of government with religion. 
 an Orden, 545 ;it 686. 
1d. 
Id at 690. 
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Texas has trattfi1 its Capitol grounds monuments as repsen thg the 
$wend strands in f i e  State's political md bgd history. Xhe inclusion of 
the 'Fen CommdPaenb m o m e n t  in this p u p  has s dual significance, 
p d n g  both aP teligion and govmenL We canr~at say that Texas' 
display ofais r n~~umen t  Yi~latm bhe Establishent Clause of the Pist 
h e n a e a i ?  

Several month a h  Yap% Qrdgn, tbe Sixth Circuit wat; faced with mp~er  constitutional 
challenge to n Ten Go~nmanhi!ab diqlay in-Ad=&U .sl. Mercer Caw@, ~enlt.(c:&?. Appiying thc 
Yon Orden sh&rtrl ,  the Mwp:er Gaurt. &st addressed the ACLU" srg-tmarit that it was offended 
by ttrc display: 

W m  WLS to ~ W U S  0111 t h ~  pempfions o f  indi~idwls~ evwy religious display 
would bc: "nceess&lyprecfuded su long as somc: passamby wodd 
ptmelivr; a governmental. endarsement thereof," Thus, we fmd unavailing 
the AglLU's own assertions that it finds the display oEcnsiu~ and that the 
display *diminishes &its] enjoyment of the eouaholl"je.* Religion does not 
become: relevant to standing in the politid community simply because a 
particular viewer of a govementd  display feels uncomfoatabZe, Om 
concern is that ofthe xeasonable person, And the ACLU, an. organization 
whose mixdon is "b @nsure that . . .. the government [is kept out ofthe 
religion business," nat embody the reaso;nablep~mon+' J 

The Six& Cifcuit then a b s s c d  the ACLW's mistaken and repeated refer- ta '7316 
separation of church md state": 

This extn-ca~st i tut i~f  construct laas prewm$rmomc. The First 
bcridmcni rfoes not dem,md a wall of saamiioti between chmfk mi 
&& Qw Nation's history is replete with g ~ v c r n r n m ~ ~  acknowledgment 
~tnd in some cases, accommodation of religion. Thus, state recognition o f  
tel:gion that fdlls short of ondmemmt is constjtutiona~l~ permissible." 

h upbalding the eonstitutionii1lt;y of tha Ten Commmheflts displaj~, the Court 
concludes: 

' Id. at 691-69.2. 
432 F.3d 624 (6" Ck. 2QOg). 

lo OK~,  at 638 (intmal oitaeans arained). 
" ld [emphasis added); s m  afm* $nu'& v. Jfldrson Cnly. Bd of &%h, Ca~nm'rs; C w  No. 13-5957, st P. 14 (6'b Cir. Junr, 1.1,2@f 5) 
(renfiiaming Memerrs holding that '%a Erst Amendment does not demand a wall of separation bctwoen church and frlat~3.7. 
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We will not presume endmement f m  the mere display of the Yen 
GommdmenQ, Ifthe reasonable obsewer perceived dl gavemment 
~ferences to the Deity as eiendorsernerats, then many of aur Nation's 
cherished traditions would be unconstifaitional, hcfu&ng ffie X)tx1m$ioion 
of Indf:pendmc@ and l)le national motto, F w t e l y ,  tSre reasonable 
pemon is  r%at a hyper-sensitive plainti& b k a d ,  he qpxeciatr;?s fht: mle 
religii3a has played in orrr govementaI iastihrb:nns, and fin&+ if 
histaridly appmpxia& and tbadih'onally acqbblc  for a skate to kc1ud~ 
mG&otis influences, even h the farm of sac& texts, in I~onoTing 
A m ~ ~ c m  bgd &aditiorrs.l2 

Several yeans after Ym Orden, tha Supreme Court, in Summum, WEIS nskd to deternine 
whether a citfs refusal ta gratlt pmlission to a private party to ereet a moammt in %public 
park a~mgsidc other monuments, inctu&g a Ten Co ents znonurn~?ne, violate8 such 
pasty" freedom a f speech." The Cow held that tho t violate rht: F&st Amendmmt 
free speech d@ts of the rivate party because the nronm~:ab constituted gavement spxch, 
not pdvat. speech? ln iLp analysis, Ule Court addressed the quation of whether a 
g o v e m m ~ l  enfity nesessarily ariopfs or embraces the message that tlhe psivate party intends on 
convegng when fhe gaumment;ll mtity a c c ~ t s  a mrmment to be plrawd on public property 
from a private party. The simple answer i s  no, ''3%~ meaning conveyed by a naonurnmt is 
gmemlly not a simple one. . . Even when amonymsnt the writton WQ* the monument 
may be i n h d d  to be interpmtd, mcl. may in fact be interg~teri by diffixcnt o b ~ m ~ m ,  in n 
variety afways,"%~hc effect of monmmts that da not contain text is likely to bs even maxe 
variable, l5 3%~ Court coahded that: 

Contrary ta xmpoa&Iltss apparent befief, it ~ u e n f l y  is not passibla to 
idmti@ a ssixlgla "rn~ssage" that is eonveyerf by an objwt Or structmq :,and 
consequently, the thoughts or sentiments expressed by a gavenmeni entity 
that mepts addisplays such an object may be quite different from &ow 
of either its creator or its donor, By accepting a privately donated 
monument a d  placing it on city property* a city engags in expressive 
con&% but the intended and perceivM1 significance afthat conduct m y  
not mincide with. the thinking of the monument's donor or mator. Indad, 
when a pxi'vately donated xaemofial is h h d  by many small d~nar;i~nr, 
the donors hsmselves may differ in their inbq~etation of the monumenfs 
sipificance. By accepting such a monument, a governmeat entity daw not 

l2 Ideat 640-641 (int$maI CiMons omitted). 
la Stcmnaurn, f 28 S.(e"e at f 130. 
''"d a1 1138. 
'"d..nt 1 135, 
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nmcs~daily cadam lhpl specific meaning that any patticular donor sees in 
the r n o a ~ m t ~ ~  

Thnee important principXas caaba gleaned from V m  Orden atad Sumntum. First, the 
placement. o f a  moaument containir~pj ~aligious symbols or text, even overtly wligious text such 

hcnts, oa publio property along wilh tztber nan-mligious monuments 
cannot be presumd tQ violat@ th& Establishent Clause* Second, the mssttge eonvtyed by a 
m o m e n t  varies and the message meant to be eonveycd by t h ~  gavemment may differ from the 
mcssagc intended t~ bc convqywd by the pdvab patty- rThitd, s &mvemmenhl cntity does not 
nccessarily eerrdarse or accept @e nesgage of a private party by di~faying a monument fiom 
such private part3r, 

Apply@ these principles in the pa~ont  matter, there i s  m reason to beUeve the 
Memorial violates the btablisbent Clause. The Memorial is located on the b o n e  County 
courthouse Iawn along with sevemf other monuments honoring war veterans. As in Van QaBwr, 
the Memorial was commissioned by private individuals, paid for by private Funds, and thera. 
donatcd to the Counly. Although 1 do not have a cwnplete record surraunding the placement of 
the monuments, it appears &at the monuments were placed on the courthouses lawn for the 
purpose of honoriag the citbzrw of B m a  County that have given their livcs in defense ofaur 
liberty-not, dikr a sectarian or religious pu"p08tx 2uahrert Lh8 hcIusion of a rcligiow symbol on 
a memorial is entirely consistent with America's bistoryy'bf acknowlcddag the xeEgious bliefa 
of the person f ~ r  whom thc mmurial is emted. Fm rt~tafnple, religious spbsXs are replete 
throu@sut the memorials and tombstones in ArIimgton C@rnetery and other m3ititrgr xncmorials: 
located on federal g o v e r n a t  property. Acmrdingly, as with th Ten Commmdmen@ 
rnouumcds in Van Orden and Sunmum, the inclusion ~f t h ~  ichthus on thet Memorial at the: 
Boone County Ckurthouse may 'bu mtimly consl"stent tire Establishment Clause, 111~s~ E 
wuld strongly encilurage tbe County not to dishonor the m;acn'fice that Patrick Kelly Cornor and 
Steven Paul Famen have made for their munh-y by removing tbe Menlorial from tho courthouse 
lawn, or censoring the Memorid through thc wverirag up of the symbol that motjwtecf their 
sacrifice. 

We waul$ be happy to discuss with you ~JI detail how to best ensure that the public 
display of the monuments re- permissible and assist in a ~ l y  response to the 
upon yoa Poor the sake of brevity, we haw set forth h m  only a short summary of the 
recognized f;iw, We rn provide you wiah a much mom detailed analysis of the controlling law 
and court opinions i h t  m y  hauo an impaet upon your courlhouse; display, Agein, all of our 
legal semias would be provided fhx af charge. 

-- 
I$  Id. at 1 136. 
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Alliance Defending Freedom and its allies stand mdy and willing to defend the right to 
display religious ms?ssam on public propaty. If we may be of assistanceP please kio not hesitate 
to conhd a. 



Iehtbys 

l3e  iehthys or irhthus (/,~&3~qf']), &-om the Greek iWl@% (ix06q, "fish"), is a symbol consisting of two 
intersecting arcs, the ends of the right side c m d h g  beyond the nleelixlg point so as to resemble the profile 
o f  a fish It used by e d y  Christians as a secret Christian syrnbolm and now h o r n  colloquially as the 
"sign of the fish" ar the "Jesus 6sb"-l31 

I 

I 1 History 
i 1.1 Origins 
i a 1.2 Symbolic meaning 
I * 1.3 Fish in the Qspds 

i 
a 1.4 early C ~ W C ~  

i 2 Revival and adaptations of ihe symbol 
I a 2. "10pul~  edturo 
i 

8 2.2 Music festival 1 3 ~ e e d s o  
* 4 References 

i 

lchlhys adopted rn a Christiaa 
symbol. 

History 

Origins 

Greeks, Romans, a d  mamy other pagans used &c fish symbol before Christians. Xra pagan belie%, Ichthys 
was the offspring o f  the ancient: Sm goddess Amgatis, md was blown in various mythic systems as 
Tirgata, Aphrodittq Pelagka, or Delphine, The word also meant "womb" aniI "dolphin" in somsf tongues, 
Before Christianity adopted the 5sh wmbol, it was h o w  by pagans as "tfie Great Mothern, and %;nab"'.. 
Its Iink to fkrtility, birth, and act natural force o f  m e n  was acbow1edged aIso by the Celts, as well as 
pagan cultures throughout northern Europe. Ja certain non-Christian beliefs the fish also has been identified 
with reincarnation afl$ the life 

Symbolic meaning 

MQYE (lehthus) is an acronym/4croslic~ for 'lqooiig Xplorbg, @eoG YY$ Xhqp" ,  (IEsous Chrisfos, 
Theou Yios, SZjt&r), which translates into English as "Jesus Christ, Son of God, Saviour", 

* Iota (i) is the first lcttcr olFIt?sous (Iqc~lrraCK;), Creek for "Xesus". 
Chi (ch) is the first letter of  Ch&ias (Xplo'c&), (;reek for "anoinied". 

* Theta (th) is the f i s t  letter of Il;beau (@COG), Greek for "God's", the genitive case of Ocdg, l?zeos, 
Greek for "Cod", 



Ilpsilon (y) is the first letter of fi~uiosm (Yaq), Greek for 
"Son". 
Sigma (s) is tho fi'rst letter o f  setdr (&*p), Greek far 
"$ilvioi-". 

T h i s  explanation is given among others by Auystine in his Civiiatc A, c.odur iohttlYs symhl, - - 
~ e i , l q  where hc notes that the generating sentence " 'Iq~oiis created by mbining the Greek 
Xpe~cszk [sic] Omii YiN Emnjp'%as 2'7 letters, i.e. 3 x, 3 x 3, which letters E@w f?"phms. 
in that age indicated power, (This suggestion is obviously spurious, 
resulting frDm Auptinets ignorance of G~eek) Augusthe quotes 
also an ancient text from the Sibylline araelcs~'~ whose verses art; an acrostic offhe generding sentence. 

A fourth c e n w  A.D. adaptation of  jchthys as is wheel contab the letters EOYE superbposed such &at 

the result resembles an eight-spoked 

Fish in the Gospels 

Fish are mentioned and given symbolic meaning several times in the GQspels. Several af Jcsus' twelve 
Apslfcs were fifrshennen. He cammissiolls them with the words "'X will make y ~ u  fishers of men". 

Having resurrected, Jesus is offered some bfoiled fish md honeycomb in Luke 24:41-43. 

At the feeding oftbe five thousand, a boy is brought to Jew with "five small loaves and two fish", The 
question is  asked, "But what me they, among sa m ~ ? "  Jesus multiplies the loaves and fish to feed the 
multitude. In Mhtthew 13;47-50, Pmble sf h w j n g  in the Ne$ Jesus compares God's decision an wkio 
will go to heaven or to hell ("the fiery fiurracc") at .the end of tbis world to fishrs sorting oat their: catch 
keeping the good Bsh and bowing the bad fish away. Ln John21: X 1, it is  related that the disciples fished 
all night but caught anodGng. Jesus instrwM them to cast the nets on the other side o f  the boat, and they 
drew in 153 fish, In Matthew 17:24-27, upon being asked if his Teacher pays the temple (or medraeha )  
tax, Simon Peter answers yea, Chist tells Peter to go to the waiei. and cart a liaq, saying that a coin 
suEeient for both. of  them will be found in the fish's xnouth. Peter does tbis and finds the coin. 

'lk i%sh is dso used by Jesus io describe "the Sign of Jonah". (Matthew 12:38-45) This is symbolic of the 
resurrection of Christ upon which, tIac entire Christim faith is based. ( 1 Corinthiims 15: 1-58) 

Early ehureb 

According to badi~on, ancient Christians, sfwing their persecution by the Roman ]Empir@ in the first few 
centuries alter Christ, used the fish symhl  to mark meeting places and tombs, or Lo diskinwish Riends from 
foes: 

According to one ancient story, when a Ctaristim met a stranger in the road, the Christian 
sometimes drew one arc o f  the simple f i sh  outline m the dirt. Tftfie stranger drew the other arc, 
both bdievers knew they were in gmd company. Cwent bumper-sticker a d  business-crud 
uses sf the fish h e a r b  back to this practice. 



--Christt'mziry ?'a@, Elesha Cr,Ebm, "Ask me J?xpert"~ 

Bere are several ofher hypotheses as to why the fish was chosen, 
* 
:;G:. &?:'". Some; sources indicate that the earliest literary references came 

A$ -, .$;?& 4 s: horn thc recommendation of Clement of Alexandria to his readers 
(Paedagogus, 111, xi) to engrave thcir scnls with the dove or fish. 
lIowever, it can be inferred from Itoman monumental sources such 

. as the Capgella Greca and tho Sacrament Chapels ofthe catacomb 
of St. Cnllistus d~a t  the fish symbol was known to Christians mudl 
earlier. Another probable explanation is that it is a rel'erencc to the 
scripture in which Jesus miraculously feeds 5,000 people with fish 
and bread (Matthew 14: 15-21, Mark 6:30-44, Luke 9: 12-17, and 
JoIm 6:4- 13). ?'he ichrhys may also relate to Jesus or Iris disciples .. .- 

Funeray stele with 'she ixlcscriptian as '%shes-s of men" (e-g., Mhrk 1: 17).L1"J Testullian, in his treatise 
IX8YC Z~f3TRW ("fish sf&a On Baptism, makes a pun ?In the word, writing that "wa, little 
livingu:"), early 3rd century, National fishes, after the example of' our UIOYZ: Jesus Chis%, are barn in 
b m a n  &fuseurn water."[j21 StiH anofier explanation could be the reference to the 

sign of  Jonah, J'mt like he vvas in the belly of a big Bsh, so Christ 
w& crucid"fe4 entambed for threc days, and then Gsc fiom the 

dead. 

Revival and adaptations of  the symbol 

'fie "Jesus Fish'" rebirthed in the early 4970s to become m icon of modern Caaridaitgr r e c o m d  
around the world. It was caused through a chain of circmmces. First the Vietnam WTar caused dishst. 
and peaceful rcbelljon within the younger generat.i.o~s of Americans and Austrdiaras. h 1973 they brought 
the symbol and message to the Aqdus RoekFativd in Nimbin, Au,sh-dia. F r m  them it itbecame a 
l~omek~old syn~bol around t%ne world. Today, it can bc scen as a deed or emblem on the rear at' aulomobiles 
or as pendants or necklaces tw a sim that the omer is a Ghristinn. It i s  incorporated into business logos or 
in business advertisements ancl listlings in telephone books. T-E is also seen on clothing. Versions o f  $his 
include an Tchthys wit21 "Jew1' or "JX@YX" in the center, or simply Phe Icfatbys outline by itself,llq 

Music festival. 

Pchthus Music Festival is an annuid large outdoor Christian music festival held evezy year in mid-June in 
the town of Wilmare, Ke~tttucky- 

See also 

Tehthus Christian Fellamhip 
Chi Rho md L & m  

5 Awareness ribbon 
Variations of the ichihys symbol 
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CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER 

August Session of the July Adjourned STATE OF MISSOURI 

County of Boone 
) ea. 

In the County Commission of said county, on the 

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz: 

1 lth day of August 

Term. 20 15 

Now on this day the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby adopt the attached 
policy relating to the acceptance of monuments and/or displays for the Boone County Courthouse 
plaza and grounds. 

Done this 1 1 th day of August, 201 5 

Presiding. Commissioner 
ATTEST: I 

Clerk of we County commiss~on 

,>'"~ajern M. Miller 
District I Commissioner 

dand M.Thompson 
 strict I1 Commissioner 



BOONE COUNTY MONUMENTSJDISPLAYS POLICY 

When considering the acceptance of donated monuments or displays for the Courthouse 

Plaza and the courthouse grounds, the County Commission of the County of Boone Shall 

consider all relevant factors, including but not limited to, the following: 

1. Appropriateness of size, type, and character of the donated monument for the 

courthouse plaza property in light of existing monuments or displays, sidewalks, 

space limitations, desire for open or green space, and other public uses of the 

property. 

2. Any safety concerns the proposed monument or display may create as any sort of 

hazard, attractive nuisance, or other safety concern to the members of the public using 

the property andlor county staff in maintaining the property. 

3. The nature of the monument as a secular display that contains no religious symbols or 

messages and does not endorse any political cause, issue, or event. 

4. Anticipated maintenance costs of the monument or display and availability of 

donations to absorb those on-going, anticipated costs. 

5. Contribution of proposed monument or display as a memorialization of Boone 

County's history. 

6. Contribution of the proposed monument or display as community art. 

All donated monuments or displays shall become the property of Boone County, Missouri, 

and can be relocated or removed in the sole discretion of the County Commission. 


