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agencies to solicit fees as a part of their consideration in the selection
process of engineering firms, was discussed and the Board requested that
Mr. Bolesky research this case and report to the Board at this meeting.

Mr. Bolesky stated that the Jacksonville Procurement Case
concerned the Engineering firm of Reynolds, Smith and Hills, et. al, vs.
the City of Jacksonville, a Municipal Corporation. This case dealt with an
addition by the City of Jacksonville to the Florida Competitive Bid
Statute, which is Section 287.055 of the Florida Statutes. By Ordinance,
the City of Jacksonville added one additional paragraph to Statute 287.055
and enacted the rest of the Statute in tact. They added the paragraph,
"guotation of fees", which stated that the Evaluation Committee shall also
require interested persons to submit a quotation of their proposed fees for
the performance of professional services, unless such interested persons
are prohibited by law. This case was tried before the Circuit Court, in
Jacksonville, and the Circuit Court held that this was in violation of the
State Statute and struck down the Ordinance. The City of Jacksonville
appealed the case and the District Court of Appeals decided that this was
an addition to the Statute, entirely permitted by law, and held for the
City of Jacksonville. In this decision, The District Court of Appeals said
that the City of Jacksonville could require interested persons to submit
rate schedules and proposed fees for performance under professional
services, namely Engineers and Architects. This case was further appealed
by the Engineers to the Florida State Supreme Court, who denied to review
the case, leaving the District Court of Appeals decision to stand. Thus,

the law in the State of Florida, is that you can require Engineers or
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Architects to submit proposed fees for performance of professional
services.

Mr. Bolesky went on to explain the mechanics that the City of
Jacksonville implemented when requiring engineers to submit estimated fees
and charges in their bid proposals. He stated that he requested and
received copies of Exhibits from the District Court regarding this case,
and it is all set forth very simply. Included in these exhibits are a cost
summary sheet on engineering fees and services. He stated that it was a
much simpler procedure than he had anticipated. Mr. Bolesky went on to say
that he alsa received from Post, Buckley, Schuh & Jernigan, Inc., copies of
other proposals which have been set forth. He explained that since these
proposals, as far as engineering fees, have not been tested in the Courts,
he did not review these procurement documents. Mr. Bolesky felt that the
forms from Jacksonville have been approved by the Courts and that they will
stand up. His feeling, at this time, is that it is simply a policy
decision for the Board, as to whether they want tc implement or follow the
City of Jacksonville's policy. He stated that in order to implement these
procedures, a Resolution would have to be adopted by the Board,

Ms. MacAlister inquired as to whether Mr. Moyer was aware of any
other cities or political bodies that are currently soliciting fee
preposals from Engineering firms. Mr. Moyer replied that the wmost
noteworthy agency is the Florida Department of Transportation, and that
they are currently putting out most of their work for competitive bids.

Mr. Moyer, in reiterating his feelings about soliciting fee

proposals from Engineering firms, was of the opinion that the District
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should proceed to obtain Engineering Fee Proposals, as part of their
professional qualifications, for the plant expansion, as these fees will be
quite subétantial.

Mr. Moyer suggested that one of the main concerns expressed by
Mr. Buckley of PBS&J), Mr. Turner, and others is that it will be very
difficult for the District to compile a set of bid specifications or a
scope of work description for engineers so that they are all bidding on the
same thing. Mr. Moyer was of the opinion that District personnel is very
capable of compiling a meaningful scope of work so that all engineers who
submit proposals will be bidding on the same basis.

At this time, Mr. Todd of PBS&J asked to address the Board on the
subject of fee proposals. He stated that it is very necessary to have
price proposals which have a definite scope of services. He explained that
the Department of Transportation has been soliciting Engineering Fee
Proposals for some time and at this time, showed the Board, the many
standards, manuals, guides, & specifications which the Florida D.0.T. uses
when soliciting engineering fees for projects. He also pointed out that
Charlotte County has gone to this procedure and after trial and error has
developed a rather detailed set of specifications for soliciting these
fees. He submitted an example of one of these proposals from Charlotte
County to the Board members.

Following Mr. Todd's presentation, Mr. Scuderi asked Mr. Moyer
whether he felt that the District had sufficient staff to handle the
preparation of these engineering specifications. Mr. Moyer replied that he

felt District staff was capable of handling this and it is definately worth
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the extra effort. Also, he suggested that the Board has an engineering
consultant, Mr. Harmon Turner, whom District staff would rely upon to guide
them in the preparation of the specifications. He suggested that District
staff be given the opportunity to prepare these specifications and within
the next thirty days, he would then get together with Mr. Turner and if Mr.
Turner was not pleased with the outcome, he would so tell the Board and the
Board could then consider whether they wished to go through the Competitive
Negotiations Act, without the competitive pricing, in the selection of an
engineering firm. Mr. Moyer was of the opinion that it is very necessary
for the District to "get a handle on the costs" of the price of engineering
services, especially when the District js looking at a figure of upwards of
$150,000 for engineering fees for the plant expansion engineering work.
Following further discussion, Mr. Scofield moved, seconded by Ms.
MacAlister and approved unanimously, that District staff be authorized to
prepare a scope of services for the selection of engineers for the
expansion of the District's wutility system, pursvant to the 1984
Feasibility Report, and that Mr. Bolesky be authorized to prepare the
necessary Resolution to supplement the Competitive Negotiations Act.

Discussion On The Utility Site Purchase

At the prior meeting of the Board, the Board requested that
District staff meet with WCN personnel to discuss a possible adjustment to
the price of the Utility Site, a§ the result of the Board's displeasure
with one of the appraisals submitted as part of the Lease process. Mr.

Moyer explained that as a result of this meeting, the company is willing to

give the District a cash discount for the purchase of the Utility Site.
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The cash purchase price for the site would be approximately $100,000.
During this meeting, Mr. Moyer also suggested that the company consider
extending the terms of the Lease until June of 1985, at which time the
District would have completed the Bond prdgram and would have the money
available. He suggested that the company had expressed the opinion that
they would do this.

At this time, Mr. Scofield moved, seconded by Ms. MacAlister and
carried unanimously, that the District purchase the Utility Site for
$100,000, to be paid for in cash, at the time the Bond validation becomes
complete, approximately June, 1985.

AWARD OF BIDS

Truck Purchase

Mr. Moyer stated that bids were taken on January 18, 1985 for the
purchase of a 1985 Ford Ranger for the Water and Sewer Department. There
were eleven bidders and enclosed in the Agenda packages was a bid
tabulation which reflected that the low bid was received from Powell Motor
Company of Fort Lauderdale, Florida, in the amount of $8,655.31. Mr. Moyer
explained that the warranty program with Ford appiies at any appropriate
dealership in Florida and thus the location of the low bidder should not be
a primary consideration.

Following further discussion, Mr. Scofield moved, seconded by Ms.
MacAlister and carried unanimously, that the Award of Bid for the purchase
of a 1985 Ford Ranger, be given to the low bidder, Powell Motor Company of
Fort Lauderdale, in the amount of $8,655.31.
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Chemicals

Bids were taken on January 18, 1985 for chemicals which are used
at the water treatment plant. Two bids were received, one from dJones
Chemical Co., Inc. and the other from McKesson Chemical. The Tow bidder
was Jones Chemical Co., in the amount of $7,466.50, for the chemicals
needed for the remaining of Fiscal Year 1985,

At this time, Mr. Scofield moved, seconded by Ms. MacAlister and
carried unanimously, that the Award of Bid, for the chemicals necessary for
the R.0. plant for the remainder of Fiscal Year 1985, be given to Jones
Chemical Co., Inc., in the amount of $7,466.50.

CONSIDERATION OF ENGINEERING PROPOSAL TO PREPARE THE LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS FOR

SYSTEM VI WATER MANAGEMENT FACILITIES.

Mr. Moyer stated that the System VI Water Management Facilities
are now completed and it is now necessary to do the survey work and prepare
the legal description for System VI. It has been a policy of the District
to construct facilities under a License Agreement which is granted by the
property owner and once the facilitie§ are constructed, to go back, after
the fact, and perform the necessary survey work to prepare the legal
descriptions. By doing this, there is no necessity for a great amount of
adjusting after the project is completed. An Engineering Proposal from
Post, Buckley, Schuh & Jernigan, to perform this necessary survey work, has
been received by the District, in the amount of $3,750.00. Mr. Moyer felt
that this is a reasonable proposal and recommended approval.

At this time, Mr. Scofield moved, seconded by Ms. MacAlister and

carried unanimously, that Post, Buckley, Schuh & Jernigan, Inc., be
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authorized to prepare the legal descriptions for the System VI Water
Management Facilities, for the "not to exceed" sum of $3,750.00.

VILLA LANTANA - WATER & SEWER PROJECT

Construction Financing Agreement

Mr. Moyer explained that this Agreement concerns the project
known as Villa Lantana, which lies north of Gulf Park Drive on Green Tree
Drive. At the 1last meeting of the Board, the Board authorized the
Engineers to take competitive bids for installing the water and sewer Tines
to this parcel. This was done and it 1is now necessary to have a
Construction Financing Agreement with the Developer, Pelican West
Associates I1. Even though there 1is no repayment provision in this
Agreement, the new policy of the Board dictates that these subdivision
improvements be paid for by the Developer but the District wishes to
undertake the construction so the District bhas better control over the
facilities to be installed. This Agreemeht is similar to previous
Construction Financing Agreements, however, the type and timing of payment
has been altered in this Agreement. By way of this agreement, the money
for the project will be held by the District 1in an interest bearing
account, before the Contract is awarded. Any monies remaining in this
construction escrow account after the facilities are completed, will be
reimbursed to the Developer. By this type of agreement, payment to the
contractor should be more prompt.

Following further discussion, Mr. Scofield moved, seconded by Ms.
MacAlister and carried unanimously that the Construction Financing Agree-

ment with Pelican West Associates II, for construction of improvements to
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the Villa Lantana project, be approved.

Award Of Bid

Mr. Moyer stated that bids were taken for the construction of
improvements to the Villa Lantana parcel on January 25, 1985, and that the
low bidder was Arrow Utilities in the amount of $108,440. Post, Buckley,
Schuh & Jernigan, Inc. stated, in a letter to the District, that they have
reviewed the qualifications of this firm and find them satisfactory to
perform this work.

Mr. Moyer explained that Es a result of certain governmental
requirements, three additional fire hydrants will be needed for this
project. These were not included in the original bid proposal, thus a
change order will be necessary for the inclusion of these hydrants. The
amount of this change order will be approximately $3,900.00 ($1,300 per
hydrant). Unit prices for fire hydrants were already included in the
contract documents so the contract Q111 just have to be amended to reflect
these three additional hydrants.

At this time, Mr. Scofield moved, seconded by Ms. MacAlister and
approved unanimously, that the Award of B8id for construction of
improvements to the Villa Lantana project, be made to Arrow Utilities, in

the amount of $108,440.

Construction Inspection Proposal

As a companion item to the above, a Construction Inspection

Proposal was received from Post, Buckley, Schuh & Jernigan, Inc., in the

amount of $5,450, for the construction inspection and related dtems

pertinent to the Villa Lantana project. For the construction portion of
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the work, the fee is $4,300 and for the post construction activity, the fee
is $1,150.00.

At this time, Mr. Scofield moved, seconded by Ms. MacAlister and
approved unanimously, that Post, Buckley, Schuh & Jernigan, Inc., be
authorized to perform the construction inspection work for the Villa
Lantana project for the not to exceed fee of $5,450.00.

UNIT IV STREET LIGHTS

Mr. Moyer explained that the Unit VI street 1lighting area
includes the single family area north of the existing single family
subdjvision, and Blocks C, D & E of Parcels C and D. Mr. Moyer stated that
at a prior meeting of the Board, a request to amend the street lighting
boundaries, to incorporate this area, was approved and at this time, an
Engineering Design Agreement with WCN and an Engineering Proposal from
PBS&J, relative to the design of the street lighting system for the balance
of the Unit IV single family area, reguire the Board's consideration.

Mr. Moyer went on to state that the Engineering Design Agreement
with WCN is similar to other agreements approved in the past, regarding
previous segments of the street lighting system.

Following further discussion, Mr. Scofield moved, seconded Qy Ms.
MacAlister and approved unanimously, that the Engineering Design Agreement
with WCN be approved and that Post, Buckley, Schuh & Jernigan, Inc. be
authorized to perform the design, construction and post construction
services for the Unit Four, Phase Two street lighting project, for the “not

to exceed" sum of $3,450.00.
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ENGINEER'S REPORT

Mr. Todd of Post, Buckley, Schuh & Jernigan, Inc., presented the

following Certificates of Payment for approval by the Board:

CERTIFICATE NO. CONTRACTOR AMOUNT
Contract D-14 No. 4 Post, Buckley, Schuh & Jernigan 1,217.92
Construction Ser.
Contract D-14 No. 3  Guymann Construction, Inc. 199,239,68
Construction
Villa Lantana - No. 1 Post, Buckley, Schuh & Jernigan 4,950.00
Design
TOTAL AMOUNT ALL INVOICES $ 205,407.60

Foliowing Mr. Todd's presentation, Mr. Scofield moved, seconded
by Ms. MacAlister and approved unanimously, that the Certificates of
Payment by approved.

At this time, Mr. Todd introduced Mr. Jim Glass, President of
Post, Buckley, Schuh & Jernigan, Inc., to the Board.

Mr. Glass stated that the purpose of his visit was to talk to the
Board about their decision to bid for Consultants. He stated that he has
had a great amount of experience in the State of Florida, having spent the
early part of his career working for the State of Florida Department of
Transportation. He showed the Board three design manuals that the Florida
D.0.T. uses to instruct consultants on how to design projects. One manual
was far the preparation right-of-way maps, appraisals and information
dealing with the taking of right-of-ways. The second book tells how to
conduct surveys, and the third book instructs on how to design projects.

He stated that in order to bid a project for the D.0.T., a consultant has
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to follow these manuals, so that the D.0.T. can compare "apples to apples"“.
He cautioned the Board that unless the District was willing to undergo a
great deal of effort to prepare manuals and documents in order to instruct
consultants, his fear is that the District will end up with a range of
designs that will be very difficult to evaluate. He wished the Board to
reconsider their desire to bid for consultants and follow the process, he
stated, that most of the public agencies in that State of Florida follow.
MANAGER'S REPORT

Discussion on request to amend the District's policy, relative to when the

minimum charges go into effect

Mr. Moyer stated that Mr. Scuderi had received a call from an
Attorney representing the Ritz-Carlton Hotel, who had desired to be at the
meeting in order to participate in these discussions. Since he was unable
to be at the meeting, he was assured by Mr. Scuderi that this item would be
removed from the Agenda, until such time as he was able to appear before
the Board.

At this time, Mr. Scofield had some questions regarding the
Revised Budget Overview for Fiscal Year 1985, which had been included in
the Agenda Packages. Mr. Moyer explained that the reason this revised
budget had been included was to give the Board some idea as to the impact
on the Budget if the Board made the decision to revise the policy to only
collect water/sewer revenue for actual use,

Mr. Scofield asked why connection fee revenue always ran way
behind budget projections. Mr. Moyer explained that, as hard as everyone

tried to predict project statuses in a given Fiscal Year, significant
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impact on the budget occurs if a major project does not get built for some
reason.,

Mr. Scofield also had a question on the stand-by fees, as shown
in the "Budget Overview". He inquired as to why stand-by fees fall from
$410,950 to $375,360 in the revised budget. Mr. Moyer explained this
figure is tied to the sale of the 1985 Series Water/Sewer Bonds and the
reason for the reduction is that the District has not gone forward with the
sale of the bonds as quickly as anticipated. However, even though the
stand-by fee is less, the District js not incurring the debt service charge
on the bond money, so it does balance out.

At this time, Mr. Scuderi asked Mr. Bolesky, on behalf of the
Board, to give the Board, by the next meeting, a legal opinion as to
whether the Board was on sound, legal ground as to the District's current
policy as to when the minimum charges go into effect. Mr. Bolesky replied
that he would research this policy and report back to the Board.

Fiscal Audit 1984 Audit

Anticipating some of the discussion the Board had last year when
the Audit was presented, a summary of the 1984 Audit was prepared and given
to the Board. Mr. Moyer stated that the major item which seems to distort
the Audit is the way the District accounts for depreciation. That is what
this explanation tried to simplify.

Briefly, Mr. Moyer explained that the net income for the
Water/Sewer Operating Account for Fiscal Year 1984 was $179,165, without
depreciation being taken into consideration. If depreciation were to be

considered this account shows a loss of $12,786.00.
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Mr. Scofield commented on the Auditor's notes which concerned the
issue of repaying advances from developers at approximately 50 cents on the
dollar. He inquired as to whether the developers have agreed to this
settlement. Mr. Moyer replied that WCN and Mr. Rubinton were the only two
developers who had been contacted, to date, concerning this issue, and the
major portion of this debt, being WCN, had agreed, in principle, on this
issue.

Mr. Scofield also questioned the Auditor's comments regarding
accounting procedures of the District. Mr. Moyer replied that these
suggestions have been implemented by District personnel.

CONFIRMATION OF INVOICES

Water/Sewer Operating Summary and Invoices for December 1984 -
Approved As Presented

Ms. MacAlister moved, seconded by Mr. Scofield and carried
unanimously, that the Water/Sewer Operating Summary and Invoices for
December 1984, be approved as presented.

Water Management Operating Summary and Invoices For December 1984 -
Approved As Presented

Ms. MacAlister moved, seconded by Mr. Scofield and carried
unanimously, that the Water Management Operating Summary and Invoices for
December 1984, be approved as presented.

SUPERVISORS REQUESTS AND AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION

Mr. Jack Portman introduced himself and other Pelican Bay
residents in attendance and stated that they were attending today's meeting

with the hope that could better understand the operations of the District

and would be attending future meetings. Mr. Moyer welcomed the residents
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and told Mr. Portman to feel free to stop by the District's offices anytime

he had any questions.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the Board, Mr.
Scofield moved, seconded by Ms. MacAlister and carried unanimously, that

the meeting be adjourned. Time: 5:30 P.M,

-~~~ MR. SALVATORE C. SCUBERI
PRESIDENT
PELICAN BAY IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
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MEETING EXPENSE

Supervisors Fees
Travel Reimbursement
Legal Notification

PROFESSTONAL FEES

Engineering
Legal
Audit
Trust

SYSTEM OPERATING EXPENSE

Office

Payrol]l
Transportation
Swale Maintenance
Water Quality
Insurance
Rights-0f-Way
Water Connection
Water Use

Renewal & Replacement
Contingencies

TOTAL EXPENSES

PELICAN BAY IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
WATER MANAGEMENT
OPERATING SUMMARY
December 1984

MONTH TO DATE YEAR TO DATE
FAVORABLE
FISCAL YEAR (UNFAVORABLE )

1985 BUDGET ~ BUDGET ~ EXPENSES VARIANCE  BUDGET EXPENSES
§ 6,000 500 500 0 1,500 1,500
300 25 26 (1) 75 63
300 25 12 13 75 7
10,000 0 0 0 0 0
6,000 500 2,782 (2,282) 1,500 2,782
3,000 3,000 3,000 0 3,000 3,000
1,500 0 0 0 0 0
11,885 990 904 86 3,804 3,428
92,963 7,151 7,217 (66) 25,028 22,609
3,668 306 131 175 918 229
8,010 667 0 667 2,001 2,099
6,720 560 0 560 1,680 200
5,520 5,529 3,890 1,639 5,529 3,890
208,496 16,309 15,594 715 48,927 47,804
19,580 0 0 0 0 0
10,740 2,685 2,322 363 2,685 2,322
6,000 0 0 0 0 0
7,000 0 0 0 0 0
§ 407,691 38,247 36,378 1,869 96,722 90,037

FAVORABLE
(UNFAVORABLE)
VARIANCE



CHARGES FOR SERVICES

Connection Fees
Meter Use Fees

USER REVENUE

Water
Sewer
Irrigation

TOTAL REVENUE

PROFESSTONAL FEES

Engineering
Legal
Audit
Trust

FISCAL YEAR

1985 BUDGET

$ 349,995
25,155

§ 249,286
163,538
180,723

$ 968,697

$ 12,000
6,000
3,000
2,000

SYSTEM OPERATING EXPENSES

Office

Billing

Payroll

Insurance
Transportation

Water Quality

Repairs & Maintenance
Electric

Chemicals
Contingencies

TOTAL EXPENSES

12,586
4,556
91,443
15,559
14,668
11,713
64,000
115,584
24,413
10,000

$ 387,522

PELICAN BAY L

OVEMENT DISTRICT

WATER AND WASTEWATER OPERATING SUMMARY

December 1984

MONTH TO DATE

BUDGET

15,008
2,910

3,000
0

1,407
379
7,034
15,559
306
1,141
5,333
9,431
15985

46,025

YEAR TO DATE

VARIANCE VARIANCE
FAVORABLE FAVORABLE
ACTUAL (UNFAVORABLE) BUDGET ACTUAL {UNFAVORABLE)
0 (15,008) 25,908 10,250 (15,658)
0 (2,910) 5,890 2,810 (3,080)
20,948 1,666 57,846 63,086 5,240
14,510 2,372 36,414 44,686 8,212
17,640 3,268 43,101 56,270 13,169
53,098 (10,612 169,159 177,102 7,943
0 0 0 0 0
0 500 1,500 0 1,500
3,000 0 3,000 3,000 0
0 0 0 0 0
1,384 23 4,221 4,235 (14)
0 379 1,138 0 1,138
6,023 1,011 24,619 16,805 7,814
14,321 1,238 15,559 14,321 1,238
131 175 917 531 386
394 747 1,835 126 1,709
0 5333 16,000 3,685 12,315
9,25¢ 172 28,288 26,827 1,461
693 1,242 5,805 2,932 2,873
0 0 0 0 0
35,205 10,820 72,462 30,420

102,882




PELICAN BAY IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

PAYEE

Florida Power & Light Co.
Weavers Office Supplies

Westinghouse Communities
of Naples, Inc.
Fort Myers News Press

Missimer & Associates
Hammond Group, Inc.

Qualicom

Joy Car Wash, Inc.

Carls Office Supply

Bowman Office Supply

Naples Daily News

United Telephone

J.N. Environmental

PB&S Chemical Co.

Rogers, Wood, Hill,
Starman & Gustason

Crump Companies/BIA

Mary Ann's Monogramming
& Alterations

Coral Springs Improvement
District

WATER/SEWER TNVOICES

DECEMBER 1984

DESCRIPTION

W/S Portion November Electric
W/S Portion Oct. & Nov. Office
Supplies
W/S Portion Oct. & Dec. Rent &
Nov. Gasoline and Postage
Help Wanted Advertisement - W/S
Plant Operator
Wellfield Monitoring - November
W/S Portion Retirement Gift -
W.H. Turner
W/S Portion November Beeper Service
W/S Portion Nov. Truck Maintenance
December Office Supplies
W/S Portion Office Supplies
Advertisement For Bids - Chemicals
W/S Portion November Telephone
W/W Analyses - November
R.0. Plant Chemicals
W/S Portion F.Y. 1984 Audit

W/S Portion F.Y. 1985 Insurance

W/S Portion Monogram Employee
Uniforms

W/S Portion Health & Dental
Insurance - Oct., Nov., & Dec.
1984
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AMOUNT

9,259.
130.

609,
112.

330.
129.

28
20

83



PELICAN BAY IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
WATER MANAGEMENT INVOICES
DECEMBER 1984

PAYEE

University of Florida
Florida Power & Light Co.

Richardson & Associates
Richardson & Associations

PBID W/S Account
Naples Daily News

Weavers Office Supplies

Westinghouse Communities
of Naples, Inc.
Hammond Group, Inc.

Carroll & Bolesky
Carroll & Bolesky
Qualicom
Joy Car Wash, Inc.
Bowman Office Supply
United Telephone
Rogers, Wood, Hill
Starman & Gustason
Crump Companies/BIA
Mary Ann's Monogramming
& Alterations
Coral Springs Improvement
District

DESCRIPTION

Aquatic Plant Control Manuals

Crayton Road Sprinkler Clock -
November

R-0-W Maintenance Novembeyr 1984

Retainage on 1984 R-0-W Maintenance
Contract

November R-0-W Irrigation

Notice of Public Meeting -
December 18, 1984 Board Meeting

W/M Portion Oct. & Nov. Office
Supplies

W/M Portion Oct. & Dec. Rent &
November Gas & Postage

W/M Portion Retirement Gift -
W.H. Turner

Legal Services 9/25/84 thru 10/23/84

Legal Services 10/24/84 thru 11/21/84

W/M
W/M
W/M
W/M
W/M

W/M
W/M

Portion
Portion
Portion
Portion
Portion

Portion
Portion

Uniforms

W/M

Portion

Insurance
1984

November Beeper Service
November Truck Maintenance
O0ffice Supplies

November Telephone

F.Y. 1984 Audit

F.Y. 1885 Insurance
Monogram Employee

Health & Dental
- Oct., Nov., & Dec.
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AMOUNT

8.
9.

$14,034.
27,203,

2,313,
11.

130.
609.
129.



