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Purpose

The Village of Little Chute is soliciting proposals from qualified firms for the design and construction
management of a new Municipal Services building to serve the Departments of Public Works and Parks,
Recreation and Forestry. The Village owns a ~8 acre site in the Village of Little Chute Industrial Park that
will be utilized for a new facility.

The purpose of this RFP is to identify experienced Design and Construction Management firms with the
best combination of qualifications, experience with projects of a similar type and scope, experience with
intensive collaboration with an owner during programming, design, pré-construction and proven
practices in construction management services to develop and deliver the Project efficiently and
effectively with respect to time and cost. The village is committed to a fiscally responsible delivery
method for this major facility, while also ensuring that the long-term needs of the village are taken into
account during the design phase. The village will also work with the selected firm to ensure that
operational efficiency is maximized in design and layout of this new facility.

Background Information

The Village of Little Chute intends to construct a new public works/parks, recreation forestry garage
(Municipal Service Building) in the Village of Little Chute. The garage's program will include heated
parking, space for vehicles, parts storage, signage, truck bay, mechanic area and associated bays, bulk
fluids, lockers, and office space for supervisors. Site facilities will include paved areas, parking, utilities,
lighting and landscaping. In addition, a yard waste site and salt storage facility will be added to this site.
The entire facility is estimated to be approximately 30,000 -40,000 square feet on one level. For
additional information, please see the attached Needs Assessment.

Strong consideration will be given to the firms which have experience with facilities that are similar in
type and size, and those with previous designs, which are creative, provide flexibility in their use,
provide for future reuse or expansion, make efficient use of the site and are energy efficient.

Scope of Services

The Village is interested in retaining firms to assist with programming, preliminary design, bidding and
construction management, according to the following Scope of Services. It is intended that the scope
will be turnkey and a fully executed project. This list is not meant to be fully exhaustive. Please provide
your recommended scope of services with your submittal/proposal.

1. Preliminary Design and Budgeting
a. Review owner’s needs, goals, and priorities.
b. Assess proposed site.
c. Evaluate owner’s budget and financing.
d. Establish and set team meetings agendas and minutes.
e. Develop project’s critical timeline, develop calendar of events.
f. Assist in identifying applicable project funding programs if available.



Project Programming

a.

Interview the appropriate village personnel needed for developing the square
footage/space requirements of the building.

Assist the owner in obtaining a property survey if not available to verify existing
property lines and topography.

Evaluate energy efficient building materials, equipment and systems.

Assess owner’s site conditions and needs such as storm water management and traffic
flow, etc.

Design and Development of Building Packages for Building(s), Grading and Utilities

a.

Develop schematic site plan showing location of the building, salt storage, parking lot
and green space on the site.

Develop concept floor plans based on space needs analysis and long range plans.
Develop schematic elevations of building exterior indicating materials and preliminary
construction type.

Provide project construction cost estimate from space needs analysis and concept plans.
Develop and coordinate Construction Documents for Civil, Architectural, MEPs and
specifications to be used for bidding and construction.

Work with Village to discuss alternatives to snow storage in the Village, utilizing
properties under current Village ownership.

Construction Management

a.

b.
C.
d

Bid package design and execution for multiple divisions of work.

Assist owner in prequalification of prospective bidders.

Conduct pre-bid meetings.

Conduct bid review of all multiple bid units and make recommendation to village for
award of each bid unit which will be contracted through the construction manager.
Provide full time on-site supervision whenever work is being performed to ensure
quality is being attained and compliance with plans and specifications.

Administer all pay requests and change orders.
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January 19, 2012

Mr. Roy Van Gheem, P.E.
Director of Public Works
Village of Little Chute

1940 Buchanan Street

Little Chute, Wisconsin 54140

RE:  Report of Preliminary Geotechnical Exploration
Nixon Street Industrial Site
Little Chute, Wisconsin
AET Project No. 12-00695

Dear Mr. Van Gheem:

Following your acceptance of our proposal of December 21, 2011, we have completed this
geotechnical exploration. In this report we present the results of our field exploration program
and laboratory testing and our recommendations for earthwork and foundation design and
construction. We are submitting three copies of this report to you. This report is the instrument of
service defined in our proposal.

We have enjoyed working with you on this phase of the project. If you have questions about this
report or if we can be of further assistance, please contact us.

Sincerely,
American Engineering Testing, Inc.

/
William C. Kwesny, PE. 2~ William D. Anderson, P.E.
Principal Engineer Geotechnical/Materials Engineer

3194 Market Street, Suite C| Green Bay, WI 54304
Phone 920-347-1286| Fax 920-347-0596 | www.amengtest.com| AA/EEO e"
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Geotechnical Engineering Report

Subsurface problems are a principal cause of construction delays. cost overruns. claims. and disputes

While you cannot eliminate all such risks, you can manage them. The following information is provided to heip.

Geotschnical Services Are Performed for
Specific Purposes, Persons, and Projects
Geotechnical engineers structure their services to meet the specific needs of
their clients. A geotechnical engineering study conducted for a civil engi-
neer may nol fulfill the needs of a construction contractor or even another
civil engineer. Because each geotechnical engineering study is unique, each
geotechnical engineering report is unique, prepared sofely for the client. No
one except you should rely on your geotechnical engineering report without
first conferring with the geotechnical engineer who prepared it. And no one
— nol even you — should apply the report for any purpose or project
except the one originally contemplated.

Read the Full Report

Serious problems have occurred because those relying on a geotechnical
engineering report did not read it all. Do not rely on an executive summary.
Do not read selected elements only.

A Geotechnical Engineering Is Based on

A Unigue Set of Project- Facters
Geotechnical engineers consider a number of unique, projecl-specific fac-
tors when establishing the scope of a sludy. Typical factors include: the
client's goals, objectives, and risk management preferences; the general
nature of the structure invalved, its size, and configuration; the location of
the structure on the site; and other planned or existing site improvements,
such as access roads, parking lots, and underground utilities. Unless the
geatechnical engineer who canducted the study specifically indicates oth-
erwise, do not rely on a geotechnical engineering report that was:

= ot prepared for you,

= ot prepared for your project,

« ol prepared for the specific site explored, o

* compleled before important project changes were made.

Typical changes that can erode the reliability of an existing geotechnical

engineering report include those that affect:

« the function of the proposed structure, as when il's changed from a
parking garage to an office building, or from a light industrial plant
lo a refrigerated warehouse,

= elevation, configuration, location, orientation, or weight of the
proposed structure,

« composition of the design team, or

e project ownership.

As a general rule, a/ways inform your geotechnical engineer of project
changes—even minor ones—and request an assessmen of their impact.
Geotechnical engineers cannot accep! responsibility or liability for problems
that occur because their reports do not consider developments of which
they were not informed.

Subsurface Conditions Can Change

A geotechnical engineering report is based on conditions that existed at
the time the study was performed. Do not rely on a geotechnical engineer-
ing report whose adequacy may have been affected by: the passage of
time; by man-made events, such as construction on or adjacent lo the site;
or by naturai events, such as floods, earthquakes, or groundwater fluctua-
tions. Always contact the geotechnical engineer before applying the report
to determine if it 1s slill reliable. A minor amount of additional testing or
analysis could prevent major problems.

Maest Geotechnical Findings Are Professional
Opinions

Sile exploration identifies subsurface conditions only al those points where
subsurface tests are conducted or samples are taken. Geotechnical engi-
neers review field and laboratory data and then apply their professional
judgment to render an opinion about subsurface conditions throughout the
site. Actual subsurface conditions may differ—sometimes significantly—
from those indicated in your report. Retaining the geotechnical engineer
who developed your report to provide construclion observation is the
most effective method of managing the risks associated with unanticipaled
conditions.

A Report's Recommendations Are Aot Final

Do nol overrely on the construction recommendations included in your
report. Those recommendations are not final, because geotechnical engi-
neers develop them principally from judgment and opinion. Geotechnical
engineers can finalize their recommendations only by observing actual



subsurface conditions revealed during construction. Tne geolechnical
engineer who developed your report cannol assume responsibilily or
hability for the report’s recommendations if that engineer does nol perform
construclion obseivation

A Geotechnical Blymrmg Report Is Subject to
Misinterpretation

Other design team members’ misinterprelation of geolechnical engineering
reports has resulled in costly problems. Lower that risk by having your geo-
technical engineer confer wilh appropriate members of the design team after
submitting the report. Also relain your geotechnical engineer 1o review perti-
nent elements of the design team's plans and specifications. Contraclors can
also misinterpret a geolechnical engineering reporl. Reduce that risk by
having your geatechnical engineer participate in prebid and preconstruclion
conferences, and by providing construction observation.

Do Not Redraw the Engimeer's Logs

Geotechnical engineers prepare final boring and testing logs based upon
their interprelation of field iogs and laboratory data. To prevent errors or
omissions, lhe logs included in a geotechnical engineering report should
never be redrawn for inclusion in architectural or other design drawings.
Only photographic or electronic reproduction is acceptable, but recognize
that separating logs from the report can elevale risk.

Give Coutractors a Co and
a Compiete Report

Some owners and design professionals mistakenly believe they can make
conlractors iiable for unanticipated subsurface conditions by limiting what
they provide for bid preparation To help prevent costly problems, give con-
tractors the complete geotechnical engineering report, but preface it with a
clearly writlen letter of transmittal. In that letter, advise contractors that the
report was not prepared for purposes of bid developmenl and that the
report's accuracy is limiled; encourage them to confer with the geotechnical
engineer who prepared the report (a modest fee may be required) and/or to
conduct additional sludy to oblain the specilic types of information they
need or prefer. A prebid conference can also be valuable. Be sure confrac-
tors have sufflicient time to perform additional study. Only then might you
be in a position to give contractors the best information available to you,
while requiring them to at least share some of the financial responsibilities
stemming from unanticipated conditions.

Read Responsibifity Provisions Clossly

Some clients, design professionals, and contractors do not recognize that
geotechnical engineering is far less exact than other engineering disci-
plines. This lack of understanding has created unrealistic expectations that

have led to disappointments, claims, and disputes To help reduce the risk
of stich outcomes, geotechnical engineers commonly include a variety of
explanatory provisions in lheir reports. Sometimes labeled "limitations”
many of these provisions indicale where geotechnical engineers' responsi-
bilities begin and end, to help others recognize their own responsibilities
and risks Read these provisions closely; Ask questions. Your geotechnical
engineer should respond fully and frankly.

Geoenvironmental Concerns Are Not Covered

The equipment, techniques, and personnel used to perform a geoenviron-
mental study difter significantly from those used to perform a geotechnical
study. For that reason, a geotechinical engineering reporl does not usually
refate any geoenvironmental findings, conclusions, or recommendations;
£.g., about the likelihood of encountering underground storage tanks or
regulated contaminants. Unanticipated environmental problems have led
to numerous project failures 1f you have not yet obtained your own geoen-
vironmenlal information, ask your geotechnical consultant for risk man-
agement quidance. Do not rely on an environmental report prepared for
someone else.

Obtain Professional Assistance To Deal with Mold
Diverse strategies can be applied during building design, construction,
operation, and maintenance ta prevent significant amounts of mold from
growing on indoor surfaces. To be effective, all such slrategies should be
devised for the express purpose of mold prevention, integrated info a com-
prehensive plan, and executed with diligent oversight by a protessional
mold prevention consultant. Because just a small amount of water or
moisture can lead to the development of severe mold infestations, a num-
ber of mold prevention strategies focus on keeping building surfaces dry.
While groundwater, water infiltration, and similar issues may have been
addressed as part of the geotechnical engingering study whose findings
are conveyed in this report, the geotechnical engineer in charge of this
project is not a mold prevention consultant; none of the services per-
formed in connection with the geotechnical engineer’s study
were designed or conducted for the purpose of mald praven-
tion. Proper implementation of the recommendalions conveysd
in this report will not of itself be sufficient to preven! mold from
growing in or on the structure involved.

Rely, on Your ASFE-Member Geotechncial

er for Additional Assistance
Membership in ASFE/THe BesT PEOPLE ON EARTH exposes geotechnical
engineers to a wide array of risk management techniques that can be of
genuine benefit for everyone involved with a construction projecl. Confer
with your ASFE-member geotechnical engineer for more information.

ASFE

TOE BEST PEQPLE 00 EARTY
8811 Colesville Road/Suite G106, Silver Spring, MD 20910

lelephone: 301/565-2733

Facsimile: 301/588-201/

e-mail info@asfe.org www.asle.org

Capyright 2004 by ASFE, Inc. Duphcation, reproduction, or copying of this document, in whole or in part, by any means whatsosver, is sirctly prohibited, excepl with ASFE's
specific written permission. Excerpting, quoting. or otherwise extracting wording from this document is permitted only with the express written permission of ASFE, and only for
purposes of scholarfy reseaich or book review. Only members of ASFE may use this document as a complement to or as an element of a geotechmcal engineering report, Any other
firm. individual, or other entity thal 5o uses this document without being an ASFE mamber could be commuting negligent or intentional (fraudulent) misrepresentation

iIGEROGOES DMR?



Report of Preliminary Geotechnical Exploration
Nixon Street Industrial Site

Little Chute, Wisconsin

January 19, 2012

Project No. 12-00695

AMERICAN
ENGINEERING
TESTING, INC.

TABLE OF CONTENTS
1.0 INTRODUCTION ..
2.0 SCOPE OF SERVICES

3.0 APPROPRIATE USE OF GEOTECHNICAL REPORT .........................................................
4.0 AVAILABLE GEOTECHNICAL INFORMATION...........coooiimiimisiniinniciesssissssesssssisiansns
5.0 SUBSURFACE EXPLORATION AND TESTING ....ccccoociiiiiimiiinriiriesiiesensiasisseiissssneeeesieienanes
5.1 Field EXploration PrOZIam ..........ccucvivvivriieimmrensiessessserssmsssssenssmisssssssssssessersssssssssesssssssssanens
5.2 Laboratory ClassifICatioN ..............ccocuirrimeeimrersiiiimermssesessosesesessesessisessrssessesmsessssssessesssnsansssosens

6.0 SITE CONDITIONS..........co.. inimsmincnimiiiissssisisavssssssivsedesaisiississssioii

6.1 Surface Features/T opography/Geologlcal Hlstory
6.2 Subsurface Conditions... .
6.3 Groundwater ...

7.0 REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATIONS ..............................................

7.1 Discussion

7.6 Pavement Subgrades....
7.7 Storm Water Dlsposal

8.0 CONSTRUCTION CONSIDERATIONS ...

8.1 Groundwater

8.4 Construction Safety ...
8.5 Construction Testmg i
9.0 GENERAL QUALIFICATIONS

11.0 STANDARD OF CARE :

APPENDIX A Geotechnical Field Exploration and Testing
Boring Log Notes
Unified Soil Classification System
Figure 1 — Boring Locations
Subsurface Boring Logs
Excavation and Refilling for Structural Support

APPENDIX B Geotechnical Report Limitations and Guidelines for Use

7.2 Site Preparation......essssessessrossusssassvisassssssvest aarss s ssssessssdtsmabmsisisn sz
7.3 Foundation Design...ususmiseassissssissisaiboisisassinsibss s
7.4 Interior FIoor S1ab SUBEIade ..........ccccvviiiiriiiiniiiiiesieeississses st ssasensnssessessssassessens
7.5 EXtenion; Slabsi..... oo mismmmimmmiossmsmii s sy s s s

.........................................................................................

8.2 Equipment Selection/Soil Disturbance..............co.coeveeeeeriecreiernnnnnn,
8.3 WInLer CONSIIUCLION ..ouvuvieieriviiesiessseseseisienssessiesessessseesssabssesesesess sesessssassnsssnsnesssssssssssesins |



Report of Preliminary Geotechnical Exploration
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Village of Little Chute (Village) has acquired a site covering about 16 acres al the
intersection of Nixon Street and Elm Street. This is in an industrial arca; many of the adjacent
sites have alrcady been developed. Other than an outdoor theater which had occupied the
northern part of the site, no other structures are known to have existed on the parcel. The site is
currently vacant, but is used by the Village for disposal of snow from street plowing operations
in the winter. There are also stockpiles of various materials (soil, gravel, shredded wood) in the

northern part of the site.

As of the date of this report there are no definitive plans for the types or numbers of structures
that might be built on the site, nor which types of industrics or tenants would occupy the
buildings. For purposes of this report we have assumed that the buildings would have precast
concrete perimeter bearing walls and interior steel frame systems. Based on our expericnce with
industrial developments, we anticipate that these buildings could have wall loads as high as 6 to

8 kips per linear foot, with column loads in the range of 100 to 200 kips.

The finished floor elevations would probably be set at several feet above the adjacent streets to
provide drainage away from the buildings. For purposes of this report we have assumed live
floor loads that would be static (i.e., no dynamic machinery or equipment) and would not exceed

500 pounds per square foot. We have also assumed that there would be forklift traffic in the

buildings.

Industrial facilities of the type under consideration would have extensive paved parking areas,
with a traffic pattern ranging from automobiles/vans/pickups in employee parking lots, to semi-

tractor trailers with HS-20 and HS-25 loadings in truck parking and drive areas.
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2.0 SCOPE OF SERVICES

Our scope of services for this preliminary geotechnical exploration is limited to the following
elements:
e Stake the boring locations and clear underground utilities through Diggers Hotline;
e Drill and sample 15 borings, each to a depth of 15 feet;
e Backfill the borcholes with bentonite chips to comply with Wisconsin Administrative
Code NR 141;
e Submit recovered soil samples to our laboratory for examination, routine testing, visual-
manual classification, and preparation of boring logs; and

e Prepare the preliminary geotechnical report.

We prepared this preliminary report to describe the soil and groundwater conditions found in our
borings; to evaluate these conditions with respect to the anticipated type of development that
would occur on the site; and to present recommendations for feasible methods of carthwork,
foundations and floor slab and pavement subgrade design and construction. We strongly
recommend that any party who purchases all or part of the site commission a project-specific
geotechnical exploration for his development. The purchaser should not rely solely on this report
for final design of the facilitics. In addition, our scope of services docs not include any testing of
the environmental conditions of the soil or groundwater, nor consultation on lead, asbestos,

radon, mold or silica.

3.0 APPROPRIATE USE OF GEOTECHNICAL REPORT
The purpose of this report is to provide geotechnical engincering recommendations. In the report
we give a generalized overview of the soil conditions that we used in developing these

recommendations. As discussed in the enclosed ASFE Notes, which are an integral part of this

report, our report and soil boring information are not to be relied on by any parties for purposes

other than geotechnical recommendations. This report is not to be used as the solc basis to

Page 2 of 17
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establish firm bid quantities by excavators or other parties. Variations in subsurface conditions

were found to exist between the borings, and the stratification lines noted on the borings are
approximate.

Bid quantity estimation by “averaging” depths and strata changes from boring logs is not
permitted. Too many variations exist for such “averaging” to be valid, particularly in the topsoil
thickness; the locations, depths, and types of fill and whether it contains debris; the soil types and
condition; and groundwater conditions. The subsurface conditions shown on the boring logs with
this report represent those at the time of drilling; these conditions can change, particularly the

groundwater levels and the moisture condition of the soils.

A different scope of professional services would be required to obtain subsurface information
needed for earthwork bid preparation. This scope could include additional borings, and possibly
test pits. Even with this additional information, contingencies should always be carried in
construction budgets to cover variations in subsurface conditions. Soil borings cannot present the
same full-scale view that is obtained during complete site grading, excavation, or other aspects of

earthwork construction.

4.0 AVAILABLE GEOTECHNICAL INFORMATION

Before we drilled the borings we reviewed the maps in the Outagamie County Soil Survey
published by the United States Department of Agriculture Soil Conservation Service (1978). The
pertinent map shows that the main naturally-occuring soil types on the site (outside of the former
outdoor theater arca) consist of the Poygan silty clay loam and the Grays silt loam. The map docs

not indicate organic soils, wetlands, swamps or marshes on the site,

The Village gave us a test report prepared by Midwest Engineering Services (MES) in 2011; the
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MES field exploration consisted of three shallow test pits dug by backhoe. There was no test pit
location diagram with the report, so we do not know where the pits were excavated on the site.
MES described surficial fill to about 3 to 6.5 feet, overlying “peat” in one test pit. Below the fill
and “peat” MES found non-organic silty clay. MES ran no laboratory tests on the soils they

recovered from the test pits.

The Village also gave us a report prepared by Bates Soil & Water Testing Services, LLC, based
on shallow test pits to evaluate the potential to infiltrate storm water on the site. This report
describes about 4.5 to 7 feet of fill at the test pit locations, overlying silt loam, silty clay loam,
and clay. This report classified the very dark brown and black soils immediately underlying the
fill as silt loam, and no soils were classified as “peat.” The report presented the conclusion that

the site is not feasible for storm water infiltration, and would be exempt from this requirement.

5.0 SUBSURFACE EXPLORATION AND TESTING

5.1 Field Exploration Program

We drilled and sampled 15 borings for this project, each to a depth of 20 feet. We recommended
the number, depths, and locations of the borings based on our understanding of the Village’s
requirements for geotechnical information and on the potential type of development on the site,
We located the borings by measuring from the curb lines of the streets bordering the site; the
approximate boring locations are shown on Figure 1 enclosed with this report. Before we drilled

we contacted Diggers Hotline to mark public underground utility lines on the site.

We drilled the borings with a truck-mounted CME 55 rig, using hollow stem augers to advance
the boreholes and sampling by the split-barrel method (ASTM: D 1586). The drill crew kept field
logs noting the methods of drilling, along with the Standard Penetration values (N-values,

“blows per foot”), preliminary soil classifications, and observed groundwater levels.

Page 4 of 17



Report of Preliminary Geotechnical Exploration
Nixon Street Industrial Site

Little Chute, Wisconsin AMERICAN
January 19, 2012 ENGINEERING
Project No. 12-00695 TESTING, INC,

Representative portions of recovered soil samples were sealed in glass jars to prevent moisture
loss and submitted to our laboratory. We backfilled the boreholes with bentonite chips to comply

with Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 141.

3.2 Laboratory Classification

The laboratory testing was initiated by a geotechnical engineer examining each of the recovered
soil samples to assess the major and minor soil components, while also noting the color, degree
of saturation, and lenses or seams found in the samples. The engineer visually/manually
classified each of the recovered soil samples on the basis of texture and plasticity in accordance
with the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS). The capital letters in parenthesis following
the written soil descriptions on the boring logs are the estimated group symbols based on this

system. A chart describing this classification system is included in Appendix A.

We performed moisture content tests, density tests, and hand penetrometer tests on representative

samples recovered from our borings. The results of these tests are shown on the respective boring

logs.

We grouped the soils by type into the strata shown on the boring logs. The stratification lines
shown on the logs are approximate; in-situ, the transition between soil types may be gradual or

abrupt in the horizontal and vertical directions.
We will retain the soil samples from this program for 60 days after the date of this report. If you

wish to have the samples retained beyond this time, we ask that you please advise us; otherwise

the samples will be discarded.
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6.0 SITE CONDITIONS

6.1 Surface Features/Topography/Geological History

On the date we drilled the site was an open, relatively level parcel of land. It was apparent that
the northern portion of the site had been filled. The grades were about 2 feet above street level in
the northern part of the site, and rosc approaching the south property line, forming a berm
between the site and the property to the south. We also observed an elongated depressed area
between borings 3 and 5 in which trees were growing and water was standing. A ditch traversed

the site in an east-west direction south of borings 7 and 8.

In the northem third of the site (north of borings 3 and 4) we observed random piles of soil and
gravel, with a pile of shredded wood just north of boring 2. The remainder of the site was

covered with weeds and grasses.

The geological history of the soils below the fill is deposition as till and coarse alluvium from the

late Wisconsinan glacial period.

6.2 Subsurface Conditions
The soil conditions found in our borings are shown on the logs enclosed with this report. The
conditions that we describe and discuss in this report are pertinent only at the borings and under

the environment at the time of drilling.
In borings 1, 2, 2TB, 3, 4, and 8 we found surficial fill that extended to depths of 1 foot to 5.5
feet; the fill consisted mostly of silty clay. In borings 7, 9, 11, 12, 13, and 14 we found surficial

topsoil ranging from a few inches to 2 feet thick.

In borings 2TB, 3, 4, and 8 we found buried topsoil ranging from 1 foot to 2 feet thick. In our
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opinion, and based on our laboratory tests, this layer is not “peat.” Because of the buried topsoil
layer, we belicve that the fill was not placed in a controlled manned with intent of supporting

footings or floor slab. In borings 5, 6, and 10, we did not find topsoil, fill, or buried topsoil.

Below the surficial topsoil, buried topsoil, and fill (and from the ground surface in borings 5, 6,
and 10), we found primarily cohesive soils, consisting of silty clay and lean clay (low plasticity
soils). In some of the borings we found random interbedded layers of sandy lean clay, clayey
sand, silty sand, and lean to fat clay. The cohesive soils had consistencies (unconfined
compressive strengths) ranging from 0.5 tons per square foot (soft) to greater than 4 tons per
squarc foot (hard). In most of the borings the consistency decreased with depth. The cohesive
soils are stiffer near the surface, probably due to desiccation (drying) since the time of deposition

over 25,000 years ago.

6.3 Groundwater

We did not encounter free groundwater in any of our borings, while drilling or after drilling.
However, the soils we found are of low permeability, and an extended period of time, on the
order of days or weeks, would be required for the groundwater to reach equilibrium in open
boreholes. We are not allowed to leave boreholes open for such periods, for safety and
environmental considerations. Further, boreholes left open for long periods will cave in, which

can cause misleading water level readings.

In order to define the groundwater tables on this site (hydrostatic and/or perched) it would be
necessary to install and read temporary piczometers (monitoring wells), and this was not in our
scope of services. If a party purchasing this site plans to have below-grade levels in a building
(c.g., basements or equipment pits), we strongly recommend that they include piczomcters in

their project-specific boring program so that their design accounts for groundwater.
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7.0 REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATIONS

7.1 Discussion

The soil conditions on this site are such that conventional spread footing foundations will be
feasible for industrial structures, but certain issues must be dealt with, and there will be
limitations in using some parts of the sitc, depending on the actual structural loads that will be
developed. First, in those portions of the site where there is fill and buried topsoil, soil correction
must be carried out under building footprints, to remove the fill and buried topsoil to a suitable
subgrade, followed by placement of compacted fill to form a building pad. In those portions of
the site where there is no fill, but where there is surficial topsoil, the topsoil must be stripped

from under the building footprint before new compacted fill is placed.

The shear strength and compressibility of the nalurally-occurring soils are more favorable in
some parts of the site, and higher bearing pressures, consistent with acceptable settlements, can
be used in these areas. In our opinion, it is the potential settlement that will limit what types of
buildings and/or what intensity of live floor loads can be used in certain parts of this site. The
cause of this is the decreasing stiffness and increasing compressibility of the clayey soils in
some parts of the site. For buildings that would have column and wall loads that allow footing
designs that do not stress the deeper, lower consistency soils (e.g., footings less than about 5 feet
wide), acceptable building settlements, typically taken as | inch or less, would result because the
stress would be carried in the desiccated zone. However, with heavier loads that require larger
footings, applying stress deeper into the soil, excessive settlement is a possibility, and such
buildings would require soil improvement, such as the installation of Geopiers, in order to use

footing foundations. In our opinion, driven piles or drilled piers (caissons) would not be required.

Floor loads in industrial buildings commonly cover large areas, thus imparting stress deeper into

the soil. Heavy floor loads on this site, such as those in excess of about 500 pounds per square
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foot, can result in excessive slab settlement and cracking, and can even cause column or wall
settlement if the floor loads are placed too close to these elements. This could also be the case
with dynamic machinery or equipment loads on the slabs. With respect to floor slab subgrade
preparation, we recommend the use of crushed rock as the final leveling course, to provide better

performance of joints under fork lift traffic.

For pavements on this site, it may not be necessary to carry out soil correction where the buried
topsoil was found, depending on the risk preference of the facility owner. We recommend that all
surface debris such as shredded wood, as well as all vegetation, including the root mat and all

surficial topsoil, be stripped from areas where pavements are to be built.

7.2 Site Preparation
In this section we present general recommendations for site preparation. The final methods that

should be used will depend on the type and design of the building that is planned.

All surficial topsoil and vegetation should be stripped and all existing fill and buried topsoil
should be undercut. None of these materials would be suitable for reuse as compacted fill under
buildings or parking lots. We strongly recommend that estimates of soil correction and undercut
depths not be determined by straight-line interpolation between our borings. The information
from our borings should only be used for preliminary estimates of carthwork; final calculations

should be based on project-specific borings that are drilled for a defined structure.
The contractor must be careful when removing the fill and surficial/buried topsoil, to avoid

disturbing the base soils. Any base soils that are disturbed should be removed and replaced with

select compacted fill.
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We recommend that the soil used to prepare building pads on this site be a select granular soil
meeting the gradation of WisDOT 209, Grade 1 or 2. This sand‘should be placed on a base of
stiff to hard undisturbed naturally-occurring clay in loose lifts no thicker than 8 inches, with each
lift mechanically compacted to at least 95% of the maximum Modified Proctor dry density
(ASTM: D 1557) before the next lift is placed. The lateral fill zone below all foundations should
at least be equal to the vertical depth of fill needed to attain foundation grade at that location

(i.e., 1:1 lateral oversize).

In areas that are to be paved, we recommend using lean clay or sandy lean clay as the fill to build
the subgrade. This fill should be placed in loose lifts no thicker than 6 inches, at a moisture
content within 2% above or below the optimum moisture content as determined by the Standard
Proctor test (ASTM: D 698). Each lift should be compacted to at least 98% of the maximum
Standard Proctor dry density. We recommend that the final 12 inches of subgrade in all paved
areas intended to carry truck traffic consist of granular soil mecting the gradation of WisDOT
209 Grade 1.

The sidewall slopes of all excavations on this project must comply with OSHA regulations. It is
our opinion that the soils on the site should be classified as OSHA Type C, but the final decision
of the OSHA type of soil should be made by the earthworks contractor’s “competent person.”
For design and estimating purposes, we recommend that the side walls of the excavations be

planned at a slope no steeper than 1.5 units horizontal to 1 unit vertical (1.5H:1V).
For additional recommendations on backfill placement and compaction below foundations,

please refer to the standard sheet in Appendix A of this report entitled “Excavation and Refilling

for Structural Support.”
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7.3 Foundation Design

Afier the site has been prepared as described above, the buildings may be supported on spread
footing foundations. We recommend that the bottom of perimeter footings for heated buildings
bear at least 4 feet below final outside grade for protection from frost penetration. Interior
footings in heated areas would typically bear about 18 to 24 inches below top of finished floor,
depending on the footing thickness. Exterior footings for structures away from the building, such
as canopy columns or screen walls, should bear at least 6 feet below final grade, because deeper

frost penetration can occur in open areas, especially if they are kept free of snow.

We anticipate that these footings would bear on stiff to hard clay, or on compacted fill placed
over a suitable subgrade. For preliminary design, we recommend using a maximum nct
allowable soil bearing pressure ranging from 2,000 to 3,000 pounds per square foot. This refers
to the bearing pressure applied to the soil in excess of the pressure from the surrounding depth of
overburden. The actual design bearing pressure should be selected only after a project—specific

geotechnical exploration has been carried for each building planned on the site.

The estimated total settlement of buildings designed using the recommended bearing pressure
would be 1 inch or less if the footings do not excessively stress the deeper, lower consistency
clays. If it is determined that this application of deeper stress would occur, and the soils at that

location are excessively compressible, then Geopiers should be considered.

7.4 Interior Floor Slab Subgrade

The recommendations given in this section apply only for live floor loads less than 500 pounds
per square foot. If larger floor loads or dynamic loads must be considered, then a special analysis
would be required after project-specific borings are drilled; such a program should include

laboratory consolidation tests so the performance of heavy floor loads could be analyzed.
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We recommend that all underslab utility trenches and all footing trenches/excavations be
backfilled with imported granular soil, for relative ease of compaction in narrow, confined
spaces. The excavated clay should not be used for trench backfill. The backfill should be placed
in loose lifts about 4 to 6 inches thick, with each lift mechanically compacted using manually-
operated impact or vibratory equipment, to at least 95% of the maximum modified Proctor dry

density.

With a subgrade prepared as described, we recommend that the structural engineer use a

modulus of subgrade reaction of 175 pounds per cubic inch for slab design.

We recommend that the final 6 to 8 inches of leveling course under all slabs in non-office areas
of the buildings on this site consist of 100% crushed rock meeting the gradation of WisDOT 305,
% inch or 1-1/4 dense-graded base. This material will lock together and provide better resistance
to movement at joints under the action of forklift trucks. The structural engineer designing the

slabs should assess the need for placing dowels at slab joints to provide positive shear transfer.

We recommend placement of a vapor retarder under the slabs of the buildings on this site,
because of the clayey soils. The purpose of a vapor retarder is to reduce the potential for the
upward migration of water vapor from the soil, into and through the concrete. When the vapor
condenses on the slab surface, it can damage floor coverings such as tile, carpeting, or wood, or
floor coatings or sealers. Methods of vapor retarder design are given in Part 2, section 302 of the

American Concrete Institute Manual of Concrete Practice.
The floor slabs on-grade should have control joints and conmstruction joints at spacings

recommended by the Portland Cement Association and the American Concreter Institute. The

slabs should be cast independent of the perimeter foundation walls of the buildings.
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7.5 Exterior Slabs

We recommend that special subgrade soils be placed under exterior entry slabs at doorways,
garage door aprons, and sidewalks that abut the buildings, rather than casting these slabs on the
silty or clayey soils. The silty and clayey soils can heave when they freeze each winter, raising

the overlying slabs and possibly jamming doors or damaging the buildings.

The soil placed as the subgrade to a depth of at least 4 feet below the bottom of slabs and 2 feet
beyond the edges of slabs should be a sclect, free-draining, non-frost susceptible sand. This can
be a well-graded sand or sand-gravel mixture having less than 5% passing the No. 200 sieve.
This non-frost susceptible (NFS) fill should be compacted to at least 95% of the maximum

Modified Proctor dry density.

We recommend placing drain pipes at the base of the NFS fill zones to remove water that

infiltrates from the surface. These pipes should be connected to the site storm sewer system.

7.6 Pavement Subgrades

We have described in a previous section of this report our recommendations for preparation of

the subgrade for pavements on this site.

If the owner decides to not undercut and replace the areas with buried topsoil, the we recommend
that the civil engineer who designs the pavements for this condition usc a California Bearing
ratio of 3, along with his defined traffic pattern and the owner’s desired pavement life, to select

the pavement section.

In areas where soil correction is carried out, and in areas where there is no fill but the topsoil is

stripped, and where a 1-foot subbase of select sand is placed, we recommend that the civil
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enginecr use a CBR of 6 for his design.

7.7 Storm Water Disposal
Based on our borings, we concur with Bates Soil & Water Testing Services LLC that infiltration

on this site is not feasible.

8.0 CONSTRUCTION CONSIDERATIONS

8.1 Groundwater

Based on the conditions found in our borings, it is our opinion that hydrostatic groundwater
would not adversely affect the design or construction of buildings without below-grade levels on
this site. We have discussed carlier the installation and reading of piezometers in project-specific
borings for buildings that would have below grade levels. The analysis of conditions for these

structures should be based on the conditions that arc found.

If any water seeps into excavation from perched water layers, or collects from precipitation or
runoff, it should be promptly pumped out. The contractor should not permit water to stand
ponded on the clayey soils since it would soften and disturb these soils. Further, the contractor
should not be permitted top place fill or concrete into standing water or over softened soils in an
attempt to displace these materials. This method can trap softencd soils under the buildings or
pavement, causing excess post-construction settlement cven if the softened zonc is only a few

inches thick.

8.2 Equipment Selection/Soil Disturbance
The soil types at this site can be easily disturbed by construction equipment, especially when the
soils are saturated or during freeze/thaw conditions. It is the earthwork contractor’s responsibility

to choose equipment and work procedures that will not disturb the subgrade soils. The contractor
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should also route construction traffic away from prepared foundation soils and arecas of

pavements and slabs, to avoid soil disturbance.

If the equipment the contractor selects causes disturbance of the soils, it is the contractor’s
responsibility to switch to other types of equipment and/or earthwork methods. The
responsibility to properly select construction cquipment to avoid disturbing the soils on this site

lies solely with the contractor. A note to this effect should be included in the project

specifications.

8.3 Winter Construction

Only unfrozen fill and backfill should be used, and contractors may charge extra for importing
unfrozen soil or keeping soil from freezing. Placement of fill and/or foundation concrete must
not be permitted on frozen soil, nor should bearing soils under grade beams or slabs be allowed
to frecze after concrete is placed, because excessive post-construction settlement could occur as
the frozen soils thaw. We strongly recommend that the issue of winter construction be discussed
at a pre-construction meeting, and that the general contractor and subcontractors be required to

submit their plans for winter construction in writing.

8.4 Construction Safety
All excavations on this project must comply with the requirements of OSHA 29 CFR, Part 1926,

Subpart P, “Excavations and Trenches.” This document states that excavation safety is solely the
responsibility of the contractor; the decisions regarding safe slopes on the project are to be made
by the contractor’s “‘competent person.” Reference to this OSHA requirement should be included
in the job specifications. The responsibility to provide safe working conditions on the site, for
earthwork, building construction, or any associated operations, is not borne in any manner by

Amcrican Enginecring Testing, Inc.

Page 15 of 17



Report of Preliminary Geotechnical Exploration
Nixon Street Industrial Site

Little Chute, Wisconsin AMERICAN
January 19, 2012 ENGINEERING
Project No. 12-00695 TESTING, INC.
8.5 Construction Testing

The recommendations in this report are based on the subsurface conditions found at our test
boring locations. Since soil conditions vary among the boring lo¢ations, we recommend that the
owner retain the services of a geotechnical/material engineering firm to provide observation and
testing during construction, including foundations soils observations and backfill compaction
testing, as well as testing of concrete, structural steel, and masonry. We welcome the opportunity

to provide the observation and testing services for this projcct.

9.0 GENERAL QUALIFICATIONS

We have prepared this preliminary report based on 15 widely-spaced borings and on certain
assumptions regarding the types of structures that might be built on this site. We strongly
recommend that any party who purchases all or part of the site have a project-specific
geotechnical exploration carried out at the location of his building or buildings. This preliminary
report is not intended to be used for final design of earthwork, foundations, slabs or pavements

for this site.

We determined the soil and groundwater conditions at 15 locations on this site. Significant
variations in the soil conditions were found, and it is likely that additional variations exist that
could not be determined from our borings or our site reconnaissance. These variations would not
become apparent until further borings are drilled and until excavation is started. No warranty,

express or implied, is presented with respect to the soils and groundwatcr conditions on this site.

10.0 ASTM STANDARDS
When we refer to an ASTM Standard in this report, we mean that our scrvices were performed in
general accordance with that standard. Compliance with any other standards referenced within

the specified standard is neither inferred nor implied.
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11.0 STANDARD OF CARE

We have endeavored to provide our engineering services for this project in accordance with the
local standard of practice for geotechnical and material engineers. Other than this, no warranty,

express or implied, is intended.
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Appendix A
Geotechnical Field Exploration and Testing
AET Project No. 12-00695

A.1 FIELD EXPLORATION

The subsurface conditions at the site were cxplored by drilling and sampling fifteen (15) standard penetration test borings. The
locations of the borings appear on Figure 1 preceding the Subsurface Boring Logs in Appendix A.

A.2 SAMPLING METHODS

A.2.1 Split-Spoon Samples (SS)

Standard penetration (split-spoon) samples were collected in general accordance with ASTM: D1586. The ASTM test method
consists of driving a 2-inch O.D. split-barrel sampler into the in-situ soil with a 140-pound hammer dropped from a height of 30
inches. The sampler is driven a total of 18 or 24 inches into the soil. After an initial set of 6 inches, the number of hammer blows
10 drive the sampler the next 12 inches is known as the standard penetration resistance or N-value,

A.2.2 Disturbed Samples (DS)/Spin-up Samples (SU) ‘
Sample types described as “DS™ or “SU” on the boring logs are disturbed samples, which are taken from the flights of the auger.
Because the auger disturbs the samples, possible soil layering and contact depths should be considered approximate.

A.2.3 Sampling Limitations
Unless actually observed in a sample, contacts between soil layers are estimated based on the spacing of samples and the action of

drilling tools. Cobbles, boulders, and other large objects generally cannot be recovered from test borings, and they may be present
in the ground even if they are not noted on the boring logs.

Determining the thickness of “topsoil” layers is usually limited, duc to variations in topsoil definition, sample recovery, and other
factors. Visual-manual description often relies on color for determination, and transitioning changes can account for significant
variation in thickness judgment. Accordingly, the topsoil thickness presented on the logs should not be the sole basis for
calculating topsoil stripping depths and volumes. If more accurate information is needed relating to thickness and topsoil quality
definition, alternate methods of sample retrieval and testing should be employed.

A.3 CLASSIFICATION METHODS

Soil descriptions shown on the boring logs arc based on the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS). The USCS is described in
ASTM: D2487 and D2488. Where laboratory classification tests (sieve analysis or Atterberg Limits) have been performed,
accurate classifications per ASTM: D2487 are possible. Otherwise, soil descriptions shown on the boring logs are visual-manual
judgments, Charts are attached which provide information on the USCS, the descriptive terminology, and the symbols used on the

boring logs.

The boring logs include descriptions of apparent geology. The geologic depositional origin of each soil layer is interpreted
primarily by observation of the soil samples, which can be limited. Observations of the surrounding topography, vegetation, and

development can sometimes aid this judgment.
A4 WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS

The ground water level measurements are shown at the bottom of the boring logs. The following information appears under
“Watcr Level Measurements” on the logs:
e Date and Time of measurement
Sampled Depth: lowest depth of soil sampling at the time of measurement
Casing Depth: depth to bottom of casing or hollow-stem auger at time of measurement
Cave-in Depth: depth at which measuring tape stops in the borehole
Water Level: depth in the borchole where free water is encountered
Drilling Fluid Level: same as Water Level, cxcept that the liguid in the borehole is drilling fluid

The true location of the water table at the boring locations may be different than the water levels measured in the boreholes. This is
possible because there are several factors that can affect the water level measurements in the borehole. Some of these factors
include: permeability of each soil layer in profile, presence of perched water, amount of time between water level readings,
presence of drilling fluid, weather conditions, and use of borehole casing.
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A.5 TEST STANDARD LIMITATIONS

Field and laboratory testing is done in general conformance with the described procedures. Compliance with any other standards
referenced within the specified standard is neither inferred nor implied.

A.6 SAMPLE STORAGE

Unless notified to do otherwise, we routinely retain representative samples of the soils recovered from the borings for a period of
30 days. . ‘
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BORING LOG NOTES

DRILLING AND SAMPLING SYMBOLS

Symbol Definition

B. H, N:  Size of flush-joint casing

CA: Crew Assistant (initials)

CAS: Pipe casing, number indicates nominal diameter in
inches

CC: Crew Chief (initials)

COT: Clean-out tube

DC: Drive casing; number indicates diameter in inches

DM: Drilling mud or bentonite slurry

DR: Drilter (initials)

DS: Disturbed sample from auger flights

FA: Flight auger; number indicates outside diameter in
inches

HA: Hand auger; number indicates outside diameter

HSA: Hollow stem auger; number indicates inside diameter
in inches

LG: Field logger (initials)

MC: Column used to describe moisture condition of

samples and for the ground water level symbols
N (BPF): Standard penetration resistance (N-value) in blows per
foot (sec notes)

NQ: NQ wireline core barrel

PQ: PQ wireline core barrel

RD: Rotary drilling with fluid and roller or drag bit

REC: In split-spoon (see notes) and thin-walled tube

sampling, the recovered length (in inches) of sample.
In rock coring, the length of core recovered (expressed
as percent of the total core run). Zero indicates no
sample recovered.

REV: Revert drilling fluid

SS: Standard split-spoon sampler (steel; 14" is inside
diameter; 2" outside diameter); unless indicated
otherwise

SU Spin-up sample from hollow stem auger

TW: Thin-walled tube; number indicates inside diameter in
inches

WASH: Sample of material obtained by screening returning
rotary drilling fluid or by which has collected inside
the borehole after “falling” through drilling fluid

WH: Sampler advanced by static weight of drill rod and
140-pound hammer

WR: Sampler advanced by static weight of drill rod

94mm: 94 millimeter wireline core barrel

A Water level directly measured in boring

AV Estimated water level based solely on sample

appearance

TEST SYMBOLS
Symbol  Definition
CONS:  One-dimensional consolidation test
DEN: Dry density, pcf
DST: Direct shear test
E: Pressuremeter Modulus, tsf
HYD: Hydrometer analysis
LL: Liquid Limit, %
LP: Pressuremeter Limit Pressure, tsf
OoC: Organic Content, %
PERM:  Cocfficient of permeability (K) test; F - Field;
L - Laboratory
PL: Plastic Limit, %
qp: Pocket Penetrometer strength, tsf (approximate)
qc Static cone bearing pressure, tsf
Qu! Unconfined compressive strength, psf
R: Electrical Resistivity, ohm-cms

RQD: Rock Quality Designation of Rock Core, in percent
(aggregate length of core pieces 4" or more in length
as a percent of total core run)

SA: Sieve analysis

TRX: Triaxial compression test

VSR: Vane shear strength, remolded (ficld), psf

VSuU: Vane shear strength, undisturbed (field), psf

WC: Water content, as percent of dry weight

%-200:  Percent of material finer than #200 sicve

STANDARD PENETRATION TEST NOTES

The standard penetration test consists of driving the sampler with
a 140 pound hammer and counting the number of blows applied in
each of three 6" increments of penetration. If the sampler is driven
less than 18" (usually in highly resistant material), permitted in
ASTM: D1586, the blows for each complete 6" increment and for
each partial increment is on the boring log. For partial increments,
the number of blows is shown to the nearest 0.1' below the slash.

The length of sample recovered, as shown on the “REC” column,
may be greater than the distance indicated in the N column. The
disparity is because the N-value is recorded below the initial 6"
set (unless partial penetration defined in ASTM: DI586 is
encountered) whereas the length of sample recovered is for the
entire sampler drive (which may even extend more than 18").
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UNIFIED SOIL CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM
ASTM Designations: D 2487, D2488

AMERICAN )‘
ENGINEERING /
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Soil Classification

*Based on the material passing the 3-in

Criteria for Assigning Group Symbols and Group Names Using Laboratory Tests" Group Giroup Name"
Symbal 75-mm) sieve.
Coarse-Grained  Gravels More Clean Gravels Cuzd and 1<Ce=3" GW Well graded gravel' If field sample contained cobbles or
Soils than 50% h N i bould both, add “with cabby
oils More 50% coarse Less than 5% oulders, or both, add *with cobbles or
than 50% fraction refained  fines* Cu<d and/or [=Cc>3" GP Poorly graded gravel’ Pouldcrs. or both” to group name.
retained on on No. 4 sieve “Gravels with 5 to 12% fines require dual
No. 200 sieve Gravels with Fines classify as ML or MH GM Silty gravel" " symbols:
Fines more GW-GM well-graded gravel with silt
than 12% fines € Fines classify as CL or CH G Clayey gravell ™1 GW-GC well-graded gravel with clay
GP-GM poorly graded gravel with silt
Sands 50% or Clean Sands Cuxfiand |<Ce<3’ Sw Well-graded sand’ o GP-GC poorly graded gravel with clay
more of coarse Less than 5% Sands with 5 to 12% fines require dual
fraction passes fines® Cu<6 and 1>Cc>d sP Poorly-graded sand’ symbols:
No. 4 sieve SW-5M well-graded sand with silt
Sands with Fines clussify as ML or MH SM Silty sand"™'" SW-SC well-graded sand with clay
Fines more SP-SM poorly graded sand with silt
than [2% fines ©  Fines classify us CL or CH SC Clayey sand™ " SP-SC poorly graded sand with clay
Fine-Grained Silts and Clays inorganic P1>7 and plots on or above CL Lean clay™ " .,
Soils 50% or Liquid limit less “A" line (D3a)
more passes than 50 PI<4 or plots below ML S "Cu=Dw /Do, Ce=
the No. 200 “A" line Dinx Dgy
sieve organic Liguid limjt-ovey drj oL Organic clay™ "™
. Liauid :I — dr':dfi <0.75 s i e YIf soil contains 215% sand, add “with
(see Plasticity iquidfiimiti=/notidry Organic silt sand" lo group name.
Chart below) If fines classily as CL-ML, use dual
Silts and Clovs morganic PI plots on or above “A™ line CH Fat¢liy™ " Is.ymbol GC-GM, or SC-SM.
Liquid limit 50 If fines are organic, add “with organic
or more PI plats below “A” line MH Flastie silt™" ™ fines"™ to group name,
"If soil contains >15% gravel, add “with
H TXT 1
organic iquid limit dei OH Organic clay® ravel” to group name.
L: :;d i :ol dried R TR If Atterberg limits plot is hatched arca,
4 Organic silt® M9 soils is a CL-ML silty clay,
Kypo o .
Highly organic Primarily organic matter, dark PT Peat® Ifsoil contains 15 10 29% plus No. 200

soit

in color, and organic in odor

add “with sand” or “with gravel”,
whichever is predominant.

“If soil contains >30% plus No. 200,

- predominantly sand, add “sandy” 1o
Eaomnstemonen, v group nam.
i i _ mf N r MIf soil contains >30% plus No. 200,
. 1 c e, SR & / predominantly gravel, add “gravelly"”
) g e TR0l -+ dse“ qiy 10 group name,
§ 2 o a L e # Ga\d?// ‘;Pli_'-i and plots an or ubove “A” line.
4w  %enA=00(1-8) Pl<d or plots below “A™ linc.
E i ; / ‘ PRI plots on o above “A" line,
E L § I ) 9P1 plots below “A™ line.
L & *Fiber Content description shown below.
L Lo ~ 9
4 - .,]_&- 0073 i | 7 1 T~
L] {uo i
S T S S 9 W W m R mwm W W W |
PARTICLE SIZE N MLLIMETERS LIQUID LIMIT (L)
o - S T Plasticity Chart
ADDITIONAL TERMINOLOGY NOTES USED BY AET FOR SOIL IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION
Grain Size Grayel lages Consistency of Plastic Soils Relative Density of Non-Plastic Soils
Tem Parti i Tem Percent Tem - e, BPI Termn N-Value, BPF
Boulders Over 12" A Little Gravel 3%-14% | Very Soft less than 2 Very Loose 0-4
Cobbles 3"to 12" With Gravel 15%-29% | Sofi 2-4 Loose 5-10
Gravel #4 sieve lo 3" Gravelty 30%-50% | Fim 5-8 Medium Dense 11-30
Sand #200 to #4 sieve StifT 9-1s8 Dense 31-50
Fines (silt & clay) Pass #200 sicve Very Stiff 16 - 30 Very Dense Greater than 50
Hard Greater than 30
Moisture/Frost Condition ring Not Peal Description Organjc Description (if no lab tests)
(MC Column) Soils are described as prganic. if soil is not peat
D (Dry). Absense of moisture, dusty. dry to s : and is judged to have sufficient organic fines
touch v Laminations: ll.az'ers less lh"" y Fiber Cpn_lenl conlenljlo ﬁlﬂuencc the Liquid Limilgpropeniw.
M (Moist):  Damp. although free water not fagithicklon’ Tem (Visual Estimate) | syiopyry grganic used for borderline cases.
visible. Soil may still have a high differing material | , . Root Inclusions
water content (over “optimum™). or color. Fibric Peat: Greater 'h:" 67% | With reots: Judged to have sufficient quantity
W (Wet/ Free waler visible intended to Hemic Peat: 33-67% o of roots to influence the soil
Waterbearing): describe non-plastic soils. Lenses: Pockets or Ialycln"s Sapric Peat: Less than 33% properties
Waterbearing usually relates to greater than Y2 Trace roots: Small reots present, but not judged
sands and sand with silt. thick of differing to be in sufficient quantity to
F (Frozen): Sail frozen material or color. significantly affect soil propertics.

0ICLS021 (01/08)

AMERICAN ENGINEERING TESTING, INC.




Village of Little Chute

Figure 1 - Boring Locations
. IAET Project No. 12-00695
~ |January 19, 2012
: Note: enginal figure from Village
of Litle Chute GIS website

|
;I |

The Village of Litte Chule does not gusrantes this information to be corract. current or completa. The maps are | ded for use as a g and are not intended or suitabie for sie-

specific or financial decisions. Asry use 10 the conlrary of the above stated uses is the responsibility of the user and such use is at the user's own risk. In no event shall the Vilage of Little Chute
bacomas Kable 10 users of thesa maps for any loss arising from the uss of these maps.




AMERICAN
ENGINEERING SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
— TESTING, INC.
AETIOBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-1 (p.1of1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin
I—DE&’ITI R URE——— GEOLOGY | y | yre: | SAMPLE| REC FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION TYPE | IN. | we |DEN| LL | PL | Qp
) FILL, silty clay, a little gravel, brown, frozen to FILL
| | about 1 foot then stiff (CL-ML) 31 | F ss | 121 12
2 - |
3 14 | M SS | 12| 20 1.5
* 7 "SILT, dark brown, moist, medium dense (ML) TILL
5 13| M Ss | 12| 27 35
6 — |
L T CLAY, brown, st (CL) / 14| M ss | 12| 25 | 106 3.5
8 - 7
CLAYEY SAND, brown, moist, loose (SC) _
9 - 8 | M SS | 12 ] 18
10 - )
"' T"LEAN CLAY, brown, firm (CL) % ™M A SS 122 2
12
13 % g8 | M SS | 14| 25 3.8
fa 7 A
SILTY SAND, fine grained, brown, wet, loose [
15— (SM) 7 (M ss | 19 20
'6 7"LEAN CLAY, brown, stiff to firm (CL) ;/%
17 % 10| M Ss | 20 19 0.8
18 — %
19 — % 5| M SS | 20 | 20 0.5
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFERTO
LED G | CAVEIN | DRILLING | WATER
0-18  3.25" HSA DATE | TiME |SBUEH| BENC | DEFH | rADLEVEL| YEVEL | THE ATTACHED
1/5112 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFORAN
- EXPLANATION OF
BORIN — :
COMPLETED:  1/5/12 TERMINOLOGYION
DR: LG: Rig: GDC JECIECS

06/04




AMERICAN

A ESSGTIE;“:;‘}INCG SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
=== + INC.
AETIOBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-2 (p.10of1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin
DEPTH | SURFACE ELEVATION: GEOLOGY | y | yc | SAMPLE | REC FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS
TYPE | IN.
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION wC |[DEN| LL | PL | Qp
FILL, silty clay, a little organics, brown, frozen FILL
| - toabout I foot then very stiff (CL-ML) 171 F ss | 121 19 35
2 T"SILTY CLAY, brown, very stiff to stiff TILL w
3 (CL-ML) 16 | M ss | 12| 2 3.5
4 — =
5 10| M SS | 12| 18 2.0
® T"LEAN CLAY, brown, stff to firm (CL)
7 - 10| M Ss | 12|36 1.3
8 — ;|
9 - 1| M Ss | 12] 20 3.5
10 -
1 - 8 | M SS | 12 ] 20 0.8
12
13 - 6 | M Ss | 12| 22 0.8
14 )
15 - 4 (M SS | 12 ] 21 0.5
16 - /
17 - 7| M ss | 12| 21 0.8
18
19 - % 4| M Ss | 12| 21 0.5
20 Z
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFER TO
SAMPLED| CASING | CAVE-IN | DRILLING | WATER
0-18  3.25" HSA DATE | TIME |"pDEpTH | DEPTH | DEPTH |FLUIDLEVEL| LEVEL | THEATTACHED
1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFORAN
EXPLANATION OF
[ BORING I
COMPLETED: 1/5/12 ERMINOLOCF O
DR: LG: Rig: GDC JliRCo0

06/04



AMERICAN
A ENGINEERING

TESTING, INC.

SUBSURFACE BORING LOG

AETJOBNO: _

PROJECT:

12-00695
Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin

LogoFBorRINGNo.  B-2TB (p. 1 of 1)

FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS

DE&“' SURFACE ELEVATION: _ GEOLOGY N SAMPLE
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION TYPE WC [DEN| LL | PL | Qp
FILL, silty clay, brown, frozen to about | foot {FILL
| - then very stiff to stiff (CL-ML) 23 S8 14 23
2~ /)
3 18 X SS 15 3.8
4 — )
2 SILT with organics, dark brown to black, moist, BURIED 14 X =5 & =
6 —.medium dense (ML to OL) I TOPSOIL
LEAN CLAY, brown, very stiff to firm (CL) V/ TILL
7 % 18 SS 17 35
- %
i becomes lean to fat clay (CL-CH) from 8 to 10 % > 03 =
10 — feet /
/
It 3 % 6 SS 30 1.5
12 - / —
%
13 ~ / 7 SS 34
-- becomes lean to fat clay (CL-CH) from 12 to /
14 — 14 feet %
15 % 6 ss 40 13
16 — %
17 % 6 SS 20 0.8
18 — /
_
19 — % 6 SS 20 1.0
20 2
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFER TOM
SAMPLED| CASING | CAVE-IN | DRILLING | WATER
0-18  3.25" HSA DATE DEPTH | DEPTH | DEPTH |FLUIDLEVEL| LEVEL | THEATTACHED
1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFORAN
T EXPLANATION OF
| BORING
COMPLETED: 1/5/12 ERMINGEOGNAON
DR: LG: Rig: GDC SO

06/04




AMERICAN

ENGINEERING SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
TESTING, INC.
aeTJoBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-3 (p.1of1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park: Little Chute, Wisconsin
DEPTH | SURFACE ELEVATION: GEOLOGY | y | aqc: | SAMPLE | REC FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS
TYPE | IN
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION - | wc |DEN| LL | PL | Qp
FILL, silty sand with gravel, fine to medium FILL 5074 F 5514
| grained, brown, frozen to moist (SM) 4
2 TFILL, silty clay, brown, stiff to very stiff
3 - (CL-ML) 15| M ss | 12|13 43
4 —{
5— 21 | M ss | 12| 18 40
6 SILT, a little organics, black, wet, medium dense ' BURIED
to loose (ML to OL) TOPSOIL
7 10| M SS | 16 | 20 2.0
3 -{ LEANCLAY, brown, stiff to firm (CL) //// TILL
9 % 5 (M ss | 20| 29 1.0
11 % 4 | M SS | 20| 3 1.0
% A
13 - % 8 | M sSS | 12| 33
o
14 - %
— 9
e (I becomes lean to fat clay (CL-CH) from 14 to % i e $S 22|34 90 20
16 16 feet /;//’
17 - % 8 | M ss | 23| 20
" %
19 - % 7 (™M ss | 20 | 20
. ) N
End of boring at 20 fect
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFER TO
SAMPLED| CASING | CAVE-IN| DRILLING | WATER
0-18  3.25" HSA DATE | TIME |®BEpTH | DEPTH | DEPTH |FLUIDLEVEL| LEVEL | THEATTACHED
1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFORAN
EXPLANATION OF
[ BORIN .
COMPLETED: 1/5/12 ERRINOECON Ol
DR: LG: Rig: GDC R

06/04




AMERICAN
A ENGINEERING SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
L= TESTING, INC.

AETIOBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-4 (p.10of1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin

DEI';JTH SURFACE ELEVATION: FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS

FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION

GEOLOGY | n | wmc | SAMPLE | REC
TYPE | IN. | we |DEN| LL | PL | Qp

FILL, silty clay, brown, frozen to about 1 foot
| —| then very stifT to stiff (CL-ML)

4 | F Ss | 1216 2.0
2 —
3 - 20| M SS 12 | 14 4.5
4 — ==
_| SILT, a little organics, black, moist, loose (ML BURIED
57 wor) g Topsol. | 10| M |X| ss |12 14 45
% I "LEAN CLAY, brown, stiff to firm (CL) TILL
7 10| M SS 12 | 24 2.0
8 — 7
9 6 | M Ss | 12| 28 1.8
10—
" becomes lean to fat clay (CL-CH) from 10 to 8 M S a2 3l -
12 -| 12 feet
13 71 M SS 12 | 14 3.5
" _ A
%
15 - / 7 1M SS 12 | 28 1.5
174 % 6 | M |{| ss | 1236 2.0
% A
-- becomes lean to fat clay (CL-CH) from 16 to //
19 | 20 feet % 7 | ™ sS | 12 | 29 1.3
0
20 4
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS - NOTE: REFER TO
SAMPLED| CASING | CAVE:IN | DRILLING | WATER
0-18  3.25" HSA DATE | TIME |°nhEpTH | DEPTH | DEPTH |FLUIDLEVEL| LEVEL | THEATTACHED
1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFORAN
N | EXPLANATION OF
 BORING - :
COMPLETED: _1/5/12 ) TERMINOLOGY ON
DR: LG: Rig: GDC TLISICE

06/04



AMERICAN
A ENGINEERING
S TESTING, INC.

SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
ArTIOBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-5 (p.1of 1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin -
DEPTH | SURFACE ELEVATION: GEOLOGY | y |y | SAMPLE | REC FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION TYPE | IN. | wc |DEN| LL | PL | Qp
P
N &Egglgl;ﬁgml‘)r(%{r;, frozen to about 1 foot f/f% TILL . « | ul y
/
3 % 8 | M ss [ 12] 19 1.5
1 - with gravel from 4 to 6 feet % \ /
5 — % 13| M Ss | 12|11 4.5
74 % 11| M ss | 12|17 25
8 | /
9 Z 10| M SS | 12|27 |97 2.5
10— /
11 - % 9 | M SS | 12 ] 15 2.5
/
13 % 7 1M $s [ 12| 21
14 — %
15 — % 6 | M SS | 12|19 0.8
16 /
17 -1 % 10| M SS | 12| 25 1.5
18 ] Z =
19 9 | M ss | 12| 20
20 é S
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFER TO
wis sasemsa | ome | e [PREHPT NG [ SV [oRRBERL] AT | moearracien
1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFORAN
EXPLANATION OF
| b reD: Wsn2 BERMIGIOEOSHFOH
DR: LG: Rig: GDC (LIRSS

06/04




AMERICAN
ENGINEERING
TESTING, INC.

SUBSURFACE BORING LOG

AETJoBNO: _ 12-00695

LOG OF BORING NO.

B-6 (p.1of1)

PO G TED: 1/5/12

DR:

LG: Rig: GDC

PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin
DEPTH | SURFACE ELEVATION: GEOLOGY | y | ye | SAMPLE | REC FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ‘ TYPE | IN. | we [DEN| LL | PL | Qp
. &Eﬁglgﬁ.ﬁﬁr&ﬁ, frozen to about | foot ZTILL e <l y
- /
2
3- %/ 8 | M ss [ 12] 15 4.0
‘- / i
(= % 8 | M SS | 12| 30 1.8
" % A
7 % 9 | M 8s [ 12 |18 1.8
8 - / )
9 - % 8 [ M >< SS | 12|25 2.0
10 / 8
1 - % 8 | M >< Ss | 12| 26 2.0
12 — / —
13 % 8 | M Ss [ 12| 20 1.3
14 / -
15 — Z 5| M Ss |12 | 20
&l %
17 / 4| M SS | 12| 33 0.5
I8 — %
19 — % 5 (M Sss | 12| 3 1.0
20 —+ 7 - — ] —
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFER TO
0-18  3.25" HSA DATE | TIME | SEYEC| GEPRT | Deph PO LEVEL| TEVEL | THE ATTACHED
1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFOR AN

EXPLANATION OF
TERMINOLOGY ON
THIS LOG

06/04



AMERICAN

ENGINEERING SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
TESTING, INC.

AETIOBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-7 (p.1of1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin

DEPTH |  SURFACEELEVATION: GEOLOGY | y | e |SAMPLE | REC FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION TYPE | IN. | we [pEN| LL | PL | Qp
SILTY CLAY, a little organics, brown, frozen to ; [ TOPSOIL
| -| about | foot then stiff (CL) ’ 2l F ss | 12| 2 20
2 TLEAN CLAY, brown, firm to stiff (CL) TILL
34 6 | M ss | 12| 21 2.0
4 —d
5 10| M Ss | 12| 20 1.5

SS 4 |22

SS 12 ] 22 05

N\

DI

I
'\\

SS 12 | 21 0.8

SS 12 | 18 | 116 1.5

JHm AAMMIMMIMININ
———

o 7| M Ss | 12| 22 0.8
20 -
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFER TO
- [SAMPLED| CASING | CAVE-IN | DRILLING | WATER
0-18 3.25" HSA DATE | TIME |*DEpTH | DEPTH | DEPTH |FLUIDLEVEL| LEVEL | THEATTACHED
1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFORAN
EXPLANATION OF
[ BORING ‘ on
COMPLETED: 1/5/12 TERMINOLOGY
DR: LG: Rig: GDC THIS LOG

06/04




AMERICAN
A ENGINEERING

ek SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
] 2 i
AETIOBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-8 (p.1o0f1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin
DE[KTH SURFACE ELEVATION: GEOLOGY . e SAMPLE | REC FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS
TYPE | IN.
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION WC |DEN| LL | PL | Qp
FILL, silty clay, a little organics, brown, frozen FILL
1 -| toabout I foot then firm (CL-ML) 7 | F ss 12 | 20 1.3
2 FILL, lean clay, brown, firm (CL)
3 5| M SS 12 | 29 1.0
: SILT, black to brown, wet, loose (ML) BURIED
5 - ORI, 5| M SS 12 | 17 1.3
6 | LEAN CLAY, brown, firm (CL) // TILL a
7 % 7 M SS | 12| 23 1.3
8 | % —]
9 % 7| M SS | 12| 32 25
0 % 4
i % 7| M SS 12 | 29 | 93 2.0
Sandy LEAN CLAY, grayish brown, soft (CL) 7/
13 % 4 | M SS 12 | 13
14— %
A
15 - % 5 (M Ss [ 12|19
. _ 4
LEAN CLAY, brown, soft (CL) ﬁ
17— % 4 | M SS [ 12| 21 0.8
18 % ]
19 % 4 ' M SS 12 | 21 0.8
2 %
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFER TO
ING | CAVEIIN | DRILLING | WATER
0-18  3.25" HSA pATE | TME SPEEP| GITE | Derr v EINGL | WAVER | THE ATTACHED
1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFORAN
EXPLANATION OF
~ BORING SRMIN
COMPLETED:  1/5/12 = QEOGYION
DR: LG: Rig: GDC THISICOG

06/04



AMERICAN

A ~NGINEERTNG SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
' TESTING, INC.
AETJOBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-9 (p.1of1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin
DEPTH | SURFACE ELEVATION: GEOLOGY | y |y |SAMPLE | Rec FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION TYPE | IN. f we |pEN| LL | PL | Qp
] .«L\%I];OAI;IIZC&hYc,S;r?\?/EﬁIrch11 to about | foot J %[;Sisom : 7 F SS 13 | 18 3.0
a then stiff to firm (CL) %
3 g 5| M SS [ 10 ] 16 3.0
. / a
5 % 9 | M SS |12 ] 15 33
: /
7 % 13 | M ss | 8 | 17 1.8
g %
7 ;‘- becomes lean to fat clay (CL-CH) from 8 to 10 % (M S/ 10 4 35 23
1o | feet /
1 % 8 | M SS [ 11 ] 15 4.0
12 - /
13 % 5 1M SS | 6 |19 0.8
14 - / a
15 /%% 7| M SS 7 19 0.8
16 /
17 - % 4 | M X SS 6 19 1.0
18- % a
19 — % S M SS 6 26 1.5
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFER TO
0-18 3.25" HSA patE | TIME [SREEHP| BANG | Derri [rOib CiveL| YEVER | THE ATTACHED
. 1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFORAN
EXPLANATION OF
COMPLETED. 1/5/12 IRRMINQIECS O
DR: LG: Rig: GDC it

06/04




AMERICAN

ENGINEERING SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
TESTING, INC.

AeTJoBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-10 (p.1of 1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin

DEPTH | SURFACE ELEVATION; GEOLOGY | y | nyc: | SAMPLE | REC FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS |
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION TYPE | IN. | we |pEN| LL | PL | Qp
LEAN CLAY, brown, frozen to about 1 foot TILL
1 | then stiff to firm (CL) 8 | F ss | 201 13 3.0
2 —
3 - 10| M SS 20 19 3.0

SS | 20| 16 3.8

SS | 20| 20 23

SS | 20 | 16 3.0

il
Z
T | e | | e | e | o | e

20| 18 23
I2 -
3 - 8 | M SS | 20 | 20 1.5
14 -
15 - 50 M SS | 20 | 20 0.8
16 —
17 - 10| M SS | 20| 19 1.0
18 ~
19 - % 4| M Ss | 20 | 20 | 110 1.3
. )
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFER TO
0-18 325" HSA DATE | TIME |SYEHED| GRPTY | DEPT |FLOIDLEVEL| TEVEL | THEATTACHED
1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFORAN
EXPLANATION OF
COMPLETED: _ 1/5/12 TERMINOLOGY ON
DR: LG: Rig: GDC THIS LOG

06/04




AMERICAN

ENGINEERING SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
TESTING, INC.

AETIOBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-11 (p.1of 1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin
DEPTH | SURFACE ELEVATION: GEOLOGY | y |y | SavpLE | rEC FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION TYPE | IN. | we [DEN| LL | PL | Qp
L About 3 inches of topsoil orsoi [ N1 | :
1 - SILTY CLAY, a little organics, brown, frozen to TILL 7| F ss | 121 16 1.3
about | foot then firm (CL-ML to OL)
2 I SILTY CLAY, brown, firm (CL-ML) \ /
3 s M ss | 12|18 1.8
4 T SILTY SAND, finc grained, brown, moist, COARSE v
5 | medium dense to dense (SM) JALLUVIUM | e ss | 20| 16
6 —
7 B 21| M SS | 20 | 15
8 —
9 30 (M ss |12 ] 15
10 -
1 - f 4 | M >< SS | 12| 14
12
13 18| M Y ss | 12| 16
" " "LEAN CLAY, brown, very stiff (CL) ;f% TILL ¥
15 % 26| M SS [ 12| 27 1.3
16
%
17 % 26 | M ss | 12|15 35
18 | %
19 / 24| M ss | 12|17 1.5
/
20 2
End of boring at 20 fect
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFERTO
SAMPLED| CASING | CAVE-IN | DRILLING | WATER
0-18 3.25" HSA DATE | TIME |BEPTH | DEPTH | DEPTH |FLUIDLEVEL| LEVEL | THEATTACHED
1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFORAN
EXPLANATION OF
[ BORING
COMPLETED:  1/5/12 Rl
DR: LG: Rig: GDC et

06/04



AMERICAN
ENGINEERING

o SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
AETIJOBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-12 (p.1of 1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin
DEPTH |  SURFACE ELEVATION: GEOLOCH SAMPLE | REC | FTELD & LABORATORY TESTS
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION NIMETTYRET | N [we [pen] Lo | po Qp
] _\ﬁg:;‘lltil;h;? l?ri)l\iff‘:il'ozen to about | foot ’ ? zl)i-&{m a 7| F SS | 12 | 23 1.5
then firm to hard (CL) %
9
3~ % 7 (M SS | 12 | 36 0.8
- /
5 - % 18 | M SS | 12| 14 45
: /
7- % 31 | M SS | 12| 14 4.5
8 — /
9— % 1| M ss [ 12] 21 4.3
10 | / -
H % 13| M SS | 12| 17 3.8
12 = /
13 — % 9 | M SS | 12] 19 1.3
/
15 — % 6 | M SS | 12| 19 1.5
16 /
17— % 9 | M SS | 12| 25 2.8
18 — /
/
19 - %/ 5| M sS | 12 ] 18 0.8
20 )
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFER TO
wis sasmsa | PATE | o [SBYELEP] SAVRG | AR OB VATER | e arracen
. 1/5/12 200 | 180 | 200 None None | SHEETSFORAN
EXPLANATION OF
| NP EtED: 1512 ERMINOLOGYON
DR: LG: Rig: GDC THIS LOG

06/04




AMERICAN

ENGINEERING SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
TESTING, INC.

AFTIOBNO: _ 12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-13 (p.1of1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin
DEPTH |  SURFACEELEVATION: GEOLOGY | yy | nac | SAMPLE | REC FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION TYPE | N | we |DEN| LL | PL | Qp
S About 4 inches of topsoil / %’ TOPSOIL
| -| LEAN CLAY, brown, frozen to about [ foot % TILL 5| F ss | 20 | 26 1.0
then firm to very stiff (CL) %
2 —1
3 % 71 M SS | 20| 17 2.5
5 % 11|{™ SS | 20 14 4.5
: %
7 - % 19| M SS | 20| 15 4.3
! / i
9 Z 12| M SS | 20| 17 4.0
10+ /
1n - % 17 | M Ss | 20| 16 43
12 / &
13 % 8 | M SS | 20| 20 1.3
)
%
15 % 8 | M SS | 20 | 14 1.5
16 /
17 - g 6 | M SS | 20| 19 13
18 - /
19 - % 51 M Ss | 20| 20 1.0
20 %
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS NOTE: REFER TO
wis sasmsa | VE | e [SRIPHP AN | SOMR [rRRBUL] MV | e arracim
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AMERICAN
A ENGINEERING

SUBSURFACE BORING LOG
TESTING, INC.
AETJOBNO:  12-00695 LOG OF BORING NO. B-14 (p.1of1)
PROJECT: Nixon Street Industrial Park; Little Chute, Wisconsin
DE,';JT H|  SURFACE ELEVATION: GEOLOGY | y | e | SAMPLE | REC FIELD & LABORATORY TESTS
FEET MATERIAL DESCRIPTION | TYPE | IN. | we |DEN| LL | PL | Qp
1 _\Cgilgzclltl/ih;,s l?ri):‘rﬁ?(z']ozen to about | foot / ;//% 'Ir;i[f’o“- 5| F SS | 20 | 32 1.5
. then firm to very stiff (CL) %
3- % 5| M SS | 20 | 20 2.3
5 - % 71 M SS | 20 | 23 1.0
: ,/
7~ % 10| M X S§s | 12 ] 21 1.3
9 % 15| M SS | 20 | 17 25
1" % 16 | M SS | 20 | 16 2.5
12 % f )
13 % 6 | M SS | 20| 20 1.0
14 /
15 ~ % 6 | M SS | 20 18 1.0
16 - /
17 - % 6 | M SS | 20| 19 15
_
19 — % 7 (M SS | 20|19 1.0
. _ -
End of boring at 20 feet
DEPTH:  DRILLING METHOD WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS ',;,OTE: REFER TO
018 325" HSA pae | mve [SAVELED] GASING | GAYEINT DRILNG, T WATER | 11t rracue
1/5/12 20.0 18.0 20.0 None None | SHEETSFOR AN
EXPLANATION OF
COMPLETED:  1/5/12 ERMINOLOGYON
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EXCAVATION AND REFILLING FOR STRUCTURAL SUPPORT

EXCAVATION
Excavations for structural support at soil boring locations should be taken to depths recommended in the geotechnical

report. Since conditions can vary, recommended excavation depths between and beyond the boring locations should be
evaluated by geotechnical field personnel. If ground water is present, the excavation should be dewatered to avoid the
risk of unobservable poor soils being left in-place. Excavation base soils may become disturbed due to construction
traffic, ground water or other reasons. Such soils should be subcut to underlying undisturbed soils. Where the excavation
base slopes steeper than 4:1, the excavation bottom should be benched across the slope parallel to the excavation contour.

Soil stresses under footings spread out with depth. Therefore, the excavation bottom and subsequent fill system should be
laterally oversized beyond footing edges to support the footing stresses. A lateral oversize equal to the depth of fill below
the footing (i.e., 1:1 oversize) is usually recommended. The lateral oversize is usually increased to 1.5:1 where
compressible organic soils arc cxposed on the cxcavation sides. Variations in oversize requirements may be
recommended in the geotechnical report or can be evaluated by the geotechnical field personnel.

Unless the excavation is retained, the backslopes should be maintained in accordance with OSHA Regulations
(Standards - 29 CFR), Part 1926, Subpart P, “Excavations” (found on www osha.pgov). Even with the required OSHA
sloping, ground water can induce sideslope raveling or running which could require that flatter slopes or other approaches

be used.

FILLING
Filling should proceed only after the excavation bottom has been approved by the geotechnical engineer/technician.

Approved fill material should be uniformly compacted in thin lifts to the compaction levels specified in the geotechnical
report. The lift thickness should be thin enough to achieve specified compaction through the full lift thickness with the
compaction equipment utilized. Typical thicknesses are 6" to 9" for clays and 6" to 12" for sands. Fine grained soils are
moisture sensitive and are often wet (water content exceeds the “optimum moisture content” defined by a Proctor test). In
this case, the soils should be scarified and dried to achieve a water content suitable for compaction. This drying process
can be time consuming, labor intensive, and requires favorable weather.

Select fill material may be needed where the excavation bottom is sensitive to disturbance or where standing water is
present. Sands (SP) which are medium to coarse grained are preferred, and can be compacted in thicker lift thicknesses
than finer grained soils.

Filling operations for structural support should be closely monitored for fill type and compaction by a geotechnical
technician. Monitoring should be on a full-time basis in cases where vertical fill placement is rapid; during freezing
weather conditions; where ground water is present; or where sensitive bottom conditions are present.

EXCAVATION/REFILLING DURING FREEZING TEMPERATURES

Soils that freeze will heave and lose density. Upon thawing, these soils will not regain their original strength and density.
The extent of heave and density loss depends on the soil type and moisture condition; and is most pronounced in clays
and silts. Foundations, slabs, and other improvements should be protected from frost intrusion during freezing weather.
For earthwork during freezing weather, the areas to be filled should be stripped of frozen soil, snow and ice prior to new
fill placement. In addition, new fill should not be allowed 1o freeze during or after placement. For this reason, it may be
preferable to do earthwork operations in small plan areas so grade can be quickly attained instead of large areas where
much frost stripping may be needed.

OIREPO11 (12/08) AMERICAN ENGINEERING TESTING, INC.



Report of Preliminary Geotechnical Exploration

Nixon Street Industrial Site

Little Chute, Wisconsin AMERICAN
January 19, 2012 ENGINEERING
Project No. 12-00695 TESTING, INC,
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Appendix B
Geotechnical Report Limitations and Guidelines for Use
AET Project No. 12-00695

B.1 REFERENCE

This appendix provides information to help you manage your risks relating to subsurface problems which arc caused by
construction delays, cost overruns, claims, and disputes. This information was developed and provided by ASFE', of which,

we are a member firm.
B.2 RISK MANAGEMENT INFORMATION

B.2.1 Geotechnical Services arc Performed for Specific Purposes, Persons, and Projects

Geotechnical engineers structure their services to meet the specific needs of their clients. A geotechnical engineering study
conducted for a civil engineer may not fulfill the needs of a construction contractor or even another civil engineer. Because
each geotechnical engineering study is unique, each geotechnical engineering report is unique, prepared solely for the client.
No one cxcept you should rely on your geotechnical engineering report without first conferring with the geotechnical
engineer who prepared it. And no one, not even you, should apply the report for any purpose or project except the one
originally contemplated.

B.2.2 Read the Full Report
Serious problems have occurred because those relying on a geotechnical engineering report did not read it all. Do not rely on

an executive summary. Do not read sclected elements only.

B.2.3 A Geotechnical Engineering Report is Based on A Unique Set of Project-Specific Factors
Geotechnical engineers consider a number of unique, project-specific factors when establishing the scope of a study.
Typically factors include: the client’s goals, objectives, and risk management preferences; the general nature of the structure
involved, its size, and configuration; the location of the structure on the site; and other planned or existing site improvements,
such as access roads, parking lots, and underground utilities. Unless the geotechnical engineer who conducted the study
specifically indicates otherwise, do not rely on a geotechnical engineering report that was:

e ot prepared for you,

¢ not prepared for your project,

e not prepared for the specific site explored, or

e completed before important project changes were made.

Typical changes that can erode the reliability of an existing geotechnical engineering report include those that affect:
e the function of the proposed structure, as when it’s changed from a parking garage lo an office building, or from a
light industrial plant to a refrigerated warehouse,
s elevation, configuration, location, orientation, or weight of the proposed structure,
composition of the design team, or
e  project ownership.

As a general rule, always inform your geotechnical engineer of project changes, even minor ones, and request an assessment
of their impact. Geotechnical engineers cannot accept responsibility or liability for problems that occur because their reports
do not consider developments of which they were not informed.

B.2.4 Subsurface Conditions Can Change
A geotechnical engineering report is based on conditions that existed at the time the study was performed. Do not rely on a

geotechnical engineering report whose adequacy may have been affected by: the passage of time; by man-made events, such
as comstruction on or adjacent to the site; or by natural events, such as floods, carthquakes, or groundwater fluctuations.
Always contact the geotechnical engineer before applying the report to determine if it is still reliable. A minor amount of
additional testing or analysis could prevent major problems.

| ASFE, 8811 Colesville Road/Suite G106, Silver Spring, MD 20910
Telephone: 301/565-2733: www.asfe.org
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Appendix B
Geotechnical Report Limitations and Guidelines for Use
AET Project No. 12-00695

B.2.5 Most Geotechnical Findings Are Professional Opinions

Site exploration identified subsurface conditions only at those points where subsurface tests are conducted or samples are
taken. Geotechnical engineers review field and laboratory data and then apply their professional judgment to render an
opinion about subsurface conditions throughout the site. Actual subsurface conditions may differ, sometimes significantly,
from those indicated in your report. Retaining the geotechnical engineer who developed your report to provide construction
observation is the most effective method of managing the risks associated with unanticipated conditions.

B.2.6 A Report’s Recommendations Are Not Final

Do not overrely on the construction recommendations included in your report. Those recommendations are not final, because
geotechnical engineers develop them principally from judgment and opinion. Geotechnical engineers can finalize their
recommendations only by observing actual subsurface conditions revealed during construction. The geotechnical engineer
who developed your report cannot assume responsibility or liability for the report’s recommendations if that engincer docs
not perform construction observation.

B.2.7 A Geotechnical Engineering Report Is Subject to Misinterpretation

Other design team members’ misinterpretation of geotechnical engincering reports has resulted in costly problems. Lower
that risk by having your geotechnical engineer confer with appropriate members of the design team after submitting the
report. Also retain your geotechnical engineer to review pertinent elements of the design team’s plans and specifications.
Contractors can also misinterpret a geotechnical engineering report. Reduce that risk by having your geotechnical engineer
participate in prebid and preconstruction conferences, and by providing construction observation.

B.2.8 Do Not Redraw the Engineer’s Logs

Geotechnical engineers prepare final boring and testing logs based upon their interpretation of field logs and laboratory data.
To prevent errors or omissions, the logs included in a geotechnical engineering report should never be redrawn for inclusion
in architectural or other design drawings. Only photographic or electronic réproduction is acceptable, but recognizes that
separating logs from the report can elevate risk.

B.2.9 Give Contractors a Complete Report and Guidance

Some owners and design professionals mistakenly believe they can make contractors liable for unanticipated subsurface
conditions by limiting what they provide for bid preparation. To help prevent costly problems, give contractors the complete
geotechnical engineering report, but preface it with a clearly written letter of transmittal. In the letter, advise contractors that
the report was not prepared for purposes of bid development and that the report’s accuracy is limited; encourage them to
confer with the geotechnical engineer who prepared the report (a modest fee may be required) and/or to conduct additional
study to obtain the specific types of information they need or prefer. A prebid conference can also be valuable. Be sure
contractors have sufficient time to perform additional study. Only then might you be in a position to give contractors the best
information available to you, while requiring them to at least share some of the financial responsibilities stemming from
unanticipated conditions.

B.2.10 Read Respensibility Provisions Closcly

Some clients, design professionals, and contractors do not recognize that geotechnical engineering is far less exact than other
engineering disciplines. This lack of understanding has created unrcalistic expectations that have led to disappointments,
claims, and disputes. To help reduce the risk of such outcomes, geotechnical engineers commonly include a variety of
explanatory provisions in their report. Sometimes labeled “limitations” many of these provisions indicate where geotechnical
engineers’ responsibilities begin and end, to help others recognize their own responsibilitics and risks. Read these provisions
closely. Ask questions. Your geotechnical engineer should respond fully and frankly.

B.2.11 Geoenvironmental Concerns Are Not Covered

The equipment, techniques, and personnel used to perform a geoenvironmental study differ significantly from those used to
perform a geotechnical study. For that reason, a geotechnical engineering report does not usually relate any geoenvironmental
findings, conclusions, or recommendations; e.g., about the likelihood of encountering underground storage tanks or regulated
contaminants. Unanticipated environmental problems have led to numerous project failures. If you have not yet obtained your
own geoenvironmental information, ask your geotechnical consultant for risk management guidance. Do not rely on an
environmental report prepared for someone elsc.
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January 31, 2012

Mr. Roy Van Gheem, P.E.
Director of Public Works
Village of Little Chute

1940 Buchanan Street

Little Chute, Wisconsin 54140

Re: Discussion of Site Preparation
Nixon Industrial Site
Little Chute, Wisconsin
AET Project No. 12-00695

Dear Mr. Van Gheem:

We are submitting this letter to recap our telephone conversation today regarding estimates of
the work needed to prepare the site for a “typical” industrial development.

The borings that we drilled showed a general condition of fill and fill over buried topsoil in most
of the northern parcel. The areas where we did not find fill/buried topsoil were borings

5, 6, and 7. Thus, for preliminary estimating of earthwork requirements, we recommend using
an average depth of undercutting of 6 feet below existing grade. For a 50,000-square foot
building, this would take about 12,000 cubic yards of soil correction(not including any fill that
might be needed to raise the grade at the building).

We recommend the use of granular fill because it would be easier to compact than clay fill, and
because granular fill generally performs better under industrial buildings. However, the party
that would purchase the parcel could elect to use clay fill if his anticipated structural and floor
loads were of magnitudes that could be supported on such soil. Whichever type of fill is chosen,
the cost will depend on factors in construction contracting at the time. If the village were to
make granular fill available for site correction, the cost would be reduced.

In the southern parcel we did not find fill or buried topsoil; rather, we found surficial topsoil.
Thus, site preparation for the southern parcel would not be as extensive as for the northern

parcel.

Regarding pavement subgrades in the northern parcel, the need to undercut and replace the fill
and buried topsoil will depend in part on the developer’s risk preference. It may be possible to
leave the buried topsoil in place and accept more pavement maintenance over time.

We wish to reiterate that any party purchasing either parcel should be strongly advised to carry
out a project specific geotechnical exploration, with borings located at strategic points of

building and equipment loads, and with laboratory testing applicable to the applied loads. This
is especially needed for any facility with heavy floor loads or tanks, and/or heavy column loads.



Mr. Roy Van Gheem, P.E.
Village of Little Chute
January 31, 2012

Page 2

If you have questions regarding this letter or if we can be of further assistance to you, please
contact us.

Sincerely,
AMERICAN ENGINEERING TESTING, INC.

William C. Kwasny, P.E.
Principal Engineer
Registered Professional Engineer, Wisconsin
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To

Request for Proposals from Architects for a
Municipal Garage by the Village of Little Chute, WI

Certified Survey Map

(attached)
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. 2103 PAGE 2 OF 3 Page 2103

PART OF THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 15, TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH,
RANGE 18 EAST, VILLAGE OF UTTLE CHUTE, QUTAGAMIE COUNTY, WISCONSIN.

| David M. Schmalz, Wisconsin Registered Land Surveyor S—1284, certify that | have
surveyed, divided, mopped ond dedicated part of the Northwest 1/4 of the Southeast 1/4
of Section 15, Township 21 Horth, Range 18 Eost, Village of Little Chute, Outagomie
County, Wisconsin, containing 809,689 square feet (18.58 Acres) of land and described

os follows:

Commencing at the South 1/4 corner of sald Sectlon 15; Thence NO1'08'30"W, 2630.07
feet along the West line of the Southeost 1/4 of Section 15 to the Center of said
Section 15: Thence N88'42°01"E, 688.00 feet clong the North line of sald Southeost 1/4
to the Point of Beginning; Thence continuing NB8'42'01"E, 604,72 feet along sold North
line to the West line of the Little Chute Industrial Park Plat; Thence S02°'04'37"E,

1315.89 feet olong sald West line to the South line of the Northwest 1/4 of the Southeost
1/4 of Section 15; Thence S88°43'58"W, 626.20 feet dlong sold South line; Thence
NO1'08'30"W, 1315.41 feet to the Point of Beginning. Subject to oll easements ond
restrictions of record.

| further certify thot this map is a correct representation of the exterior boundary
tines of the land surveyed and the division of that lond, and that | have complied
with Sectlon 236.34 of the Wisconsin Stotutes and the Villoge of Little Chute
Subdivision Ordinonce in surveying, dividing ond mapping the same.

N \\\'F\“‘"“‘ Wiy

Giveé under my hond and seal this |24h doy of

5CON M
Eeamz it L 199Y . Q\\QN‘S‘/E'?,‘.
Sggvmm"'- Y
1ALz %
Vil 1. Lchrrd s L
David M. Schmolz, Reg. W Lang Surveyor 5—1284 Mi‘:::.s:-m, i
e

Agpy "=sanent” ~
h.‘? SUR\JE'

o

OWNER's CERTIFICATE QOF DEDICATION

Village of Little Chute as Owners, hereby certify thot We caused the fand described on this
mop to be surveyed, divided, mapped ond dedicated os represented on this map.

Dated this _{5" day of Dembes 19.7X.

Village of Littie Chute
Wilness Village ;resé%ent 17l

ﬁ%m%@/

Witness Clerk Y7

Staote of Wisconsin)

. ss
&%{aﬂg County))
Personglly appeored before me on the _£4_ day of DMCA_, 19924, the above

nomed owner(s) to me known to be the person s) who executed the foregoing instrument
ond ocknowledged the some.
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PART OF THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF THE SOQUTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 15, TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH,
RANGE 18 EAST, VILLAGE OF UTTLE CHUTE, OUTAGAMIE COUNTY, WISCONSIN,

MLLA ARD_APPROVA

Approved by the Village of Little Chute, Outagomie County, Wisconsin, by the Village
Bo \on the 7 day of e , 1927 )

i 4 i
iMlage Presidént ~T ilfage Cler! F

CERTIFICATE OF TREASURERS

l, being the duly elecled, qualified and octing Treasurer, do hereby certify that in
accordonce with the records In my office there are no un—poid toxes or un—paid
special gssessments on ony of the londs Included In this Certified Survey Map as of:
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EXHIBIT D
To

Request for Proposals from Architects for a
Municipal Garage by the Village of Little Chute, WI

Storm Sewer Easement

(attached)



Permanent Storm Sewer

Easement
Document Number

For good and sufficient consideration, the sufficiency
and receipt of which are hereby acknowledged, the
undersigned Village of Little Chute (herein “Owner”) of
the property legally described below, hereby grants a
Storm Sewer Easement over a portion of the Owners
property to the Village of Little Chute (herein “Village”) as
described and portrayed on Exhibit A:

Description of “Owners” lands:

All of Lot 2 of Certified Survey Map No. 2103 as recorded
in Volume 11 of Certified Survey Maps on page 2103 as
Document No. 1143243 & All of Lot 1 of Certified Survey

Map No. 5580 as recorded in Volume 32 of Certified Record and return to
Survey Maps on page 5580 as Document No. 1748931, Village of Littte Chute
located in the Southwest ¥4 and the Northwest Y4 of the Village Clerk.

Southeast Y of Section 15, Township 21 North, Range 18 I{QSIYVCiMaf“\it.@Ft s 4140
East, Village of Little Chute, Outagamie County, fo e

Wisconsin.

Permanent Storm Sewer Easement: A permanent Storm Sewer Easement is granted by Owner to
the Village for the installation and maintenance of underground utilities, pipes, and/or drainage
structures, and above ground or underground appurtenances for storm water drainage purposes,
including the additional right, but not limited to the additional right, to make repairs and replacements
thereof in the future. This Easement area is legally described and portrayed on attached Exhibit A
and is granted over a portion of the Owners lands described above.

Easement Property Usage: The undersigned Owner remains free to use that portion of the
Easement properties as described and portrayed on Exhibit A not occupied by the Village for
purposes which do not interfere with present or future usage of Easement rights granted to the Village
herein. Any such present or future uses by Owner which interfere with present or future uses by
Village shall be removed, temporarily or permanently as reasonably necessary, by the Owner to the
extent necessary to facilitate use of the Easement property by the Village as authorized herein.

Restoration: The Village shall restore the surface of the ground in the Easement area to the extent
reasonably practical to the condition that existed prior to performing and installations, maintenance,
repairs and replacements of the utilities in the easement property. However, the Village is not
required to restore or replace any improvements of the Owner constructed within any present or
future easement area.

Burdened Property and Persons Bound: This Easement shall be a burden upon the properties
described above, and binding upon the Owner and Owner’s heirs, successors and assigns in the future
which hold or acquire and interest in these properties.

Recording: This Easement may be recorded with the Register of Deeds for Outagamie County by
the Village.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said Grantor has caused these presents to be signed this day
of ,20

Village of Little Chute

By:

Printed name:

Title:
STATE OF WISCONSIN )
. ss.
OUTAGAMIE COUNTY )
Personally came before me this ___dayof , 20 , the
above-named, and ,to me knownto be

the persons who executed the foregoing instrument and acknowledged the same.

Notary Public, State of Wisconsin
My commission is/expires

This instrument was drafted by: Doug Woelz. McMahon Associates
Proj. No. L0001 940690.06
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EXHIBIT A

SEMENT:_ A PART OF LOT 2 OF CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. 2103 AS RECORDED
IN VOLUME 11 OF CERTIFIED SURVEY MAPS ON PAGE 2103 AS DOCUMENT NO. 1143243 AND PART OF LOT

1 OF CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. 5580 AS RECORDED IN VOLUME 32 OF CERTIFIED SURVEY MAPS ON

PAGE 5580 AS DOCUMENT NO. 1748931, LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 AND THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF

THE SOUTHEAST 1/4, SECTION 15, TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 18 EAST, VILLAGE OF LITTLE CHUTE,

OUTAGAMIE COUNTY, WISCONSIN CONTAINING 23,782 SQUARE FEET OF LAND AND DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
THE WEST 25.00 FEET OF SAID LOT 2 OF CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. 2103 AND THE WEST 25.00 FEET

OF SAID LOT 1 OF CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. 5580 LYING ADJACENT TO AND EAST OF THE EAST

RIGHT—OF~WAY LINE OF NIXON STREET.

|
I
EISENHOWER DRI-VEJ

LOoT 1
CSM_NQ. 2103 ‘

—— —EEM—DRIVE—— — ——
i |

! l
Rt [-—25' STORM

SEWER EASEMENT

(@]
o
B
W
B
o

200

10T 1
CSM_NQ. 5580

100 0 200

SCALE — FEET

Page 3 of 3

3UOUSJaUX ‘Wd OC ¥ 8l0Z/8/T 210( 10|d '[2pow 'Bmpriuswasply Jemas WI0YS 3§ UOXIN\S}USWAasD3 90\0690%6\ L000T\SLO3rOHd\ M ‘ZieoMmp

McMAHON

ENGINEERS Y\ ARCHITECTS

Project NoL0001—940890.06qteJULY, 20155cqle 1"=200"

1445 McMAHON DRIVE NEENAH, WI 64956

Tel: (920) 7514200 Fax: (920) 751-4284

Drawn By MJA  Fjeld Book Page

Mailing: P.O.BOX 1025 NEENAH, W| 54957-1025

ON 3|4




EXHIBIT E
To
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A201- General Conditions
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-AIA Document B101“‘ - 2007

Standard Form of Agreement Between Owner and Architect

AGREEMENT made as of the =—— day of in the year 2016
(In words, indicate day, month and year.)

BETWEEN the Architect’s client identified as the Owner:

(Name, legal status, address and other information)

Village of Little Chute

108 West Main Street . i . r |

Little Chute, WI 54140 This document has important
legal consequences.

Consultation with an attorney
is encouraged with respect to
its completion or modification.

and the Architect:
(Name, legal status, address and other information)

for the following Project:
(Name location and detailed descrlplton)

Design of a new municipal garage in the Village of Little Chute to service the needs of the
Departments of Public Works and Parks, Recreation and Forestry Department of
approximately 44.500 square feet (or less given efficient design inputs) with the facilities
generally described in the Preliminary Scope Overview dated as of Januarv 14, 2016

ched hereto as Exhibit A vided the Village reserves the right to ately install

the Salt Storage Building, Cold Storage Building, Yard Waste Site and Mate:r al Storage
Bins {ccllectwely the "Independent F: acilities") after design developmeut is completed,
with an approximate total value of $1.000.000. The Preliminary Scope is subject to
modlﬁcanon through the design and budpeting process. The maximum construction
Ldget for ﬂ‘IlS prowct IS &S 000 000 (collectively. the "Prg;ecr“) A preliminary
hni en prepared for this site and an adjoining property.

11115 report i gg ﬁ January 19, 2012 and has nine boring locations within the proposed
development limits. This report is attached as Exhibit B, The Architect will be responsible

for determining the suitability of the Project site and shall engage consultants, such as
engineers and survevors to prepare final geotechnical reports and surveys. ;

The Owner and Architect agree as follows.

ELECTRONIC COPYING of any
portion of this AIA® Document
to another electronic file is
prohibited and constitutes a
violation of copyright laws as

set forth in the footer of this
document.
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ARTICLE 1 INITIAL INFORMATION

§ 1.1 This Agreement is based on the Initial Information set forth in this Article 1 and in eptienal-Exhibit-Ac-tnitial
Informationthe attached exhibits. In addition, to the extent such provisions are supplementary and not
contradictory to this Agreement, the RFP dated , attached hereto as Exhibit E and
Architect’s Response dated . attached hereto as Exhibit F,, such provisions will be deemed a part of the
Architect’s Basic Services. The Request for Proposals and the Architect’s Response are attached to this Agreement
as Exhibits C and D. All terms of the RFP and Response that are in addition to the terms of this Agreement and are
not contradictory with it. shall be deemed part of the Architect’s responsibilities hereunder.

(Complete Exhibit A, Initial Information, and incorporate it into the Agreement at Section 13.2, or state below
Initial Information such as details of the Project’s site and program, Owner’s contractors and consultants,
Architect’s consultants, Owner’s budget for the Cost of the Work, authorized representatives, anticipated
procurement method, and other information relevant to the Project.)

§ 1.2 The Owner’s anticipated dates for commencement of construction and Substantial Completion of the Work are
set forth below:
1 Commencement of construction date:

October 3. 2016
.2 Substantial Completion date:

September 1. 2017

§ 1.3 The Owner and Architect may rely on the Initial Information. Both parties, however, recognize that such
information may materially change and, in that event, the Owner and the Architect shall appropriately adjust the
schedule, the Architect’s services and the Architect’s compensation.
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reserved. WARNING: This AIA" Document is protected by U.S. Copyright Law and International Treaties, Unauthorized reproduction or distribution
of this AlA" Document, or any partion of it, may result In severe clvil and criminal penalties, and will be prosecuted to the maximum extent possible
under the law. This draft was produced by AIA software at 11:54:40 on 02/22/2016 under Order No,4358593424_1 which expires on 07/31/2016, and is not for
resale

User Notes: (1800811874)



ARTICLE 2 ARCHITECT'S RESPONSIBILITIES
§ 2.1 The Architect shall provide the professional services as set forth in this Agreement.

§ 2.2 Subject to the Standard of Care, time is of the essence for all of Architect’s services. The Architect shall
perform its services consistent with the professional skill and care ordinarily provided by architects practicing in the
same or similar locality under the same or similar eireumstances—circumstances ("Standard of Care"). The Architect
shall perform its services as expeditiously as is consistent with such professional skill and care and the orderly
progress of the Project. The Architect shall not be responsible for the construction means, methods, techniques,
sequences or procedures, or for safety precautions and programs in connection with the Work, nor shall the
Architect be responsible for the Contractor’s failure to perform the Work in accordance with the requirements of the
Contract Documents, since these are solely the Contractor’s rights and responsibilities under the Contract
Documents. ' o ‘ ‘

§ 2.3 The # ha ntifya ative-ad on-beha H .
street address, phone number and email address of Architect’s representative ("Architect’s Representative") are as
follows:

The Architect’s Representative shall have the authority to bind the Architect with regard to all matters involving the
Contract Documents and multiple signatures are not required. Architect shall provide at least twenty (20) days
written notice to Owner before changing the Architect’s Representative.  The Architect or Architect’s
Representative shall render decisions and approve the Owner’s requests in a timely manner in order to avoid
unreasonable delay in the orderly and sequential progress of the design and construction of the Project.

§ 2.4 Except with the Owner’s knowledge and consent, the Architect shall not engage in any activity, or accept any
employment, interest or contribution that would reasonably appear to compromise the Architect’s professional
judgment with respect to this Project.

§ 2.5 The Architect shall maintain the following insurance for the duration of this Agreementtany-ofthe
aguEam a arth halag a ha na nd linas ha A hita mat H Ouine I

rebmbbet -chiteet-for-any-additienal-eost: Agreement and for three years afier Final Completion. Insurer’s must
have a Best's Insurance Reports rating of at least "A" and a Financial Size Category of no less than "Class VI" and
are authorized as an admitted insurance company in the State of Wisconsin, The minimum insurance requirement is
as follows:

(Identify types and limits of insurance coverage, and other insurance requirements applicable to the Agreement, if

any.)

A General Liability

Commercial General Liability:
General aggregate limit
(other than Products-

Completed Operations): $2.000,000 per project
Products-Completed Operations $1.000,000 (aggregate)
per project
Personal and Advertising Injury $1.000.000
Each Occurrence Limit $1.000,000
2 Automobile Liability
Auto liability:
Combined single limit per accident $1.000.000 (coverage at least as
broad as Insurance Services Office Form #CA 00 01
07 97, provided on a Symbol 1-Any
auto basis)
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3 Workers’ Compensation and Employer’s liability.

In statutory form and sufficient to meet underlying Umbrella liability insurance requirements

4 Professional Liability:
Each occurrence i . $1.000.000
Aggregate $2,000,000
) Umbrella Liability:
Each occurrence $2.000,000
Aggregate $2.000.000

.6 Architect shall submit true and correct copies of its insurance policies, certified by an officer, and
valid endorsements as well as certificates of insurance attached hereto as Exhibit E, in form and
substance satisfactory to Owner evidencing compliance with the foregoing insurance requirements to
Owner before Architect commences any services hereunder.  Architect, in its sole discretion, shall be
able to redact any and all confidential, financial and proprietary information it deems appropriate
from said policies, not including limits and terms of coverage.

.d__ Architect shall require all consultants retained by Architect for the Project to obtain and/or maintain
insurance of at least the same kind. terms and conditions as required of the Architect under this
Agreement, unless otherwise agreed to in writing by Owner.

8 The Owner. its elected officials and emplovees . shall be named as additional insureds on all
Architect Commercial General Liability and Umbrella Liability policies for liability arising out of the
Project. The Commercial General Liability coverage for these additional insureds shall be on a
primary and non-contributory basis. The Commercial General Liability policy shall provide that any
insurance maintained by the additional insureds is excess and non-contributing with any insurance
required hereunder.

§ 2.6 The Architect shall, at all times. keep the Project property free from all liens and encumbrances made by any
person or entity providing any services, labor or material to the Project on behalf of Architect or a consultant of
Architect. and Architect shall discharge from record any lien filed within ten (10) days written notice, provided this
provision shall not apply to liens arising because of non-payment by the Owner unless Architect agrees Lo such
non-payment or Owner is found not liable to make such payment under the dispute resolution provisions of this
Agreement .

§ 2.7 The following persons assigned to this Project by the Architect are considered to be key personnel ("Key
Personnel") for the success of this Project and shall not be replaced unless they are no longer in the employment of
the Architect or are seriously ill or injured. Any replacement Key Personnel shall have equivalent experience and
skills of the person they are replacing and shall be approved by the Owner, which approval shall not unreasonably
be withheld. conditioned or delaved. The Key Personnel and their positions are as follows:

The Owner may request the removal of any of the Architect’s emplovees or its consultant’s employees ilit is
reasonably dissatisfied with their performance or if they act or dress in a way that the Owner deems improper or
offensive. The Architect shall promptly replace. or cause the replacement. of such employee unless it has a
material reason for not doing so, which reason shall be provided to the Owner. A breach of this Section 2.7 shall be
considered a material breach of the Agreement.

§ 2.6 The term "Contractor” herein shall mean "Construction Manager")
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ARTICLE 3  SCOPE OF ARCHITECT'S BASIC SERVICES

§ 3.1 The Architect’s Basic Services consist of those described in Article 3 and Section4.1 and shall include usual
and customary structural, mechanical, and electrical engineering services. Services not set forth in this Article 3 or
as designated as such in Section4.1 are to be Additional Services. The Architect acknowledges that the Project is to
be desiened and built using a Project Team delivery model, with the Owner, Contractor _and Architect’s
consultants, as necessary. comprising the Project Team. In connection with such delivery model. the Construction
Manager acknowledges that it shall be a member of the Project T'eam and agrees to perform its Services as a Project
Team Member whenever required by this Agreement or the A201-2007 General Conditions or this Agreement.

§ 3.1.1 The Architect shall manage the Architect’s services, consult with the Owner, research applicable design
criteria, attend Project Team meetings, communicate with members of the Project team and report progress to the
Owner—Owner and Project Team.

§ 3.1.2 The Architect shall coordinate its services with those services provided by the Owner and the Owner’s
consultants. The Architect shall be entitled to reasonably rely on the accuracy and completeness of services and
information furnished by the Owner and the Owner’s consultants. The Architect shall provide prompt written notice
to the Owner if the Architect becomes aware of any error, omission or inconsistency in such services or information.

§ 3.1.3 As soon as practicable after the date of this Agreement, the Architect shall submit for the Project Team’s
review and the Owner’s approval a schedule for the performance of the Architect’s serviees—services, which may be
adjusted upon written approval by Owner as the Project proceeds. The schedule initially shall include anticipated
dates for the commencement of construction and for Substantial Completion of the Work as set forth in the Initial
Information. The schedule shall include allowances for periods of time required for the Owner’s review, for the
performance of the Owner’s consultants, and for approval of submissions by authorities having jurisdiction over the
Project. Once approved by the Owner, time limits established by the schedule shall not, except for reasonable cause,
be exceeded by the Architect or Owner. With the Owner’s approval, the Architect shall adjust the schedule, if
necessary, as the Project proceeds until the commencement of construction.

§ 3.1.4 The Architect shall not be responsible for an Owner’s directive or substitution made without the Architect’s
approval.

§ 3.1.5 The Architect shall, at appropriate times, contact the governmental authorities required to approve the
Construction Documents and the entities providing utility services to the Project. In designing the Project, the
Architect shall respond to applicable design requirements imposed by such governmental authorities and by such
entities providing utility services.

§ 3.1.6 The Architect shall assist the Owner in connection with the Owner’s responsibility for filing documents
required for the approval of governmental authorities having jurisdiction over the Project.

§ 3.1.7 The Architect shall be responsible for determining the suitability of the Project site for the Project and shall
collect all data necessary to make that determination. The Architect shall furnish such tests, inspections and reports
required by Applicable Law, such as structural, mechanical, and chemical tests, tests for air and water pollution, and
tests for hazardous materials.

§ 3.1.7.1 Once the improvements have been sited. the Architect shall furnish services of geotechnical engineers after
the improvements are sited, which may include but are not limited to test borings, test pits. determinations of soil
bearing values. percolation tests, evaluations of hazardous materials, seismic evaluation. ground corrosion tests and
resistivity tests, including necessary operations for anticipating subsoil conditions. with written reports and
appropriate recommendations.

§3.1.7.2The Architect shall engage a surveyor to furnish surveys to describe physical characteristics, legal limitations
and utility locations for the site of the Project. and a written legal description of the site. The surveys and legal
information shall include, as applicable, grades and lines of streets, alleys, pavements and adjoining property and
structures: designated wetlands: adjacent drainage: rights-of-way. restrictions, easements. encroachments, zoning.
deed restrictions, boundaries and contours of the site; locations, dimensions and necessary data with respect to
existing buildings. other improvements and trees: and information concerning available utility services and lines,
both public and private. above and below grade. including inverts and depths. All the information on the survey shall
be referenced to a Project benchmark.
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§3.1.7.3 The Architect shall furnish services of geotechnical engineers, which may include but are not limited 1o test
borings, test pits, determinations of soil bearing values, percolation tests, evaluations of hazardous materials, seismic
evaluation, ground corrosion tests and resistivity tests, including necessary operations for anticipating subsoil
conditions, with written reports and appropriate recommendations.

§3.1.8 The Architect shall jointly develop with the Contractor a list of all permits and approvals necessary for the
design of the Project. The Architect shall have the obligation to prepare all required submittals for the Owner’s
approval and signature, where necessary, and to timely submit the same. The Contractor shall provide any required
information on a timely basis. The Contractor shall be similarly responsible for any permits or approvals related fo
the construction and occupancy of the Project, including the occupancy a)unut

§ 3.2 SCHEMATIC DESIGN PHASE SERVICES

§ 3.2.1 The Architect shall review the program and other information furnished by the Owner, and shall review
laws, codes, and regulations applicable to the Architect’s services. The Architect shall site the improvements on the
Project site as soon as possible.

§ 3.2.2 The Architect shall prepare a preliminary evaluation of the Owner’s program, schedule, budget for the Cost
of the Work, Project site, and the proposed procurement or delivery method and other Initial Information, each in
terms of the other, to ascertain the requirements of the Project. The Architect shall notify the Project Team and the
Owner of (1) any inconsistencies discovered in the information, and (2) other information or consulting services that
may be reasonably needed for the Project.

§ 3.2.3 The Architect shall present its preliminary evaluation to the Owser-Project Team and shall discuss with the
Owner-Project Team alternative approaches to design and construction of the Project, including the feasibility of
incorporating environmentally responsible design approaches. The Architect shall reach an understanding with the
Owner regarding the requirements of the Project.

§ 3.2.4 Based on the Project’s requirements agreed upon with the Owner, the Architect shall prepare and present for
the Project Team’s review and the Owner’s approval a preliminary design illustrating the scale and relationship of
the Project components.

§ 3.2.5 Based on the Owner’s approval of the preliminary design, the Architect shall prepare Schematic Design
Documents for the Project Team’s review and the Owner’s approval. The Schematic Design Documents shall
consist of drawings and other documents including a site plan, if appropriate, and preliminary building plans,
sections and elevations; and may include some combination of study models, perspective sketches, or digital
modeling. Preliminary selections of major building systems and construction materials shall be noted on the
drawings or described in writing.

§ 3.2.5.1 The Architect shall consider environmentally responsible design alternatives, such as material choices and
building orientation, together with other considerations based on program and aesthetics, in developing a design that
is consistent with the Owner’s program, schedule and budget for the Cost of the Work. The Owner may obtain other
environmentally responsible design services under Article 4.

§ 3.2.5.2 The Architect shall consider the value of alternative materials, building systems and equipment, together
with other considerations based on program and aesthetics, in developing a design for the Project that is consistent
with the Owner’s program, schedule and budget for the Cost of the Work.

§ 3.2.6 FH ; A
Seet-}en—é—fi—lntentlonally omltted

§ 3.2.7 The Architect shall submit the Schematic Design Documenits to the Ownerandrequest-the-Owner’s
approval—Project Team’s for its review and the Owner’s approval.

§ 3.2.8 The Architect shall fast-track the Schematic Design Phase for the independent Facilities.
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§ 3.3 DESIGN DEVELOPMENT PHASE SERVICES

§ 3.3.1 Based on the Owner’s approval of the Schematic Design Documents, and on the Owner’s authorization of
any adjustments in the Project requirements and the budget for the Cost of the Work, the Architect shall prepare
Design Development Documents for the Project Team’s review and the Owner’s approval. The Design
Development Documents shall illustrate and describe the development of the approved Schematic Design
Documents and shall consist of drawings and other documents including plans, sections, elevations, typical
construction details, and diagrammatic layouts of building systems to fix and describe the size and character of the
Project as to architectural, structural, mechanical and electrical systems, and such other elements as may be
appropriate. The Design Development Documents shall also include outline specifications that identify major
materials and systems and establish in general their quality levels.

§ 3.3.2 The Architectshalupdate-the-estimate-of the-Cost-of the- Werlk—Intentionally omitted.

§ 3.3.3 The Architect shall submit the Design Development Documents to the Owner, advise the Owner of any
adjustments to the estimate of the Cost of the Work, and request the Owner’s approval.

§ 3.3.4 The Architect shall fast-track the Desien Development Phase and the specifications for the Independent
Facilities. Prior to the commencement of the Construction Documents Phase, Owner shall notify the Architect and
the Contractor. which. if any, of the Independent Facilities that the Owner will install.

§ 3.4 CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS PHASE SERVICES

§ 3.4.1 Based on the Owner’s approval of the Design Development Documents, and on the Owner’s authorization of
any adjustments in the Project requirements and the budget for the Cost of the Work, the Architect shall prepare
Construction Documents for the Project Team’s review and the Owner’s approval. The Construction Documents
shall illustrate and describe the further development of the approved Design Development Documents and shall
consist of Drawings and Specifications setting forth in detail the quality levels of materials and systems and other
requirements for the construction of the Work. The Owner and Architect acknowledge that in order to construct the
Work the Contractor will provide additional information, including Shop Drawings, Product Data, Samples and
other similar submittals, which the Architect shall review in accordance with Section 3.6.4.

§ 3.4.2 The Architect shall incorporate into the Construction Documents the design requirements of governmental
authorities having jurisdiction over the Project. The Architect shall exercise its professional skill and care
consistent with Section 2.2 herein, to provide a design that complies with such regulations and codes.

§ 3.4.3 During the development of the Construction Documents, the Architect shall assist the Owner in the
development and preparation of (1) bidding and procurement information that describes the time, place and
conditions of bidding, including bidding or proposal forms; (2) the form of agreement between the Owner and
Contractor; and (3) the Conditions of the Contract for Construction (General, Supplementary and other Conditions).
The Architect shall also compile a project manual that includes the Conditions of the Contract for Construction and
Specifications and may include bidding requirements and sample forms.

§ 3.4.4 FheArchitectshal-update-the-estimate-for the-Cest-of the- Werk—Intentionally omitted.

§ 3.4.5 The Architect shall submit the Construction Documents to the Owner-advise-the-Owner-ofany-adjustments
to-the-estimate-of the-Cost-of the-Werl-Project Team for its approval and , take any action required under Section

6.5, and request the Owner’s approval.

§ 3.5BIDDING OR NEGOTIATION PHASE SERVICES

§ 3.5.1 GENERAL

The Architect shall assist the OwrerConstruction Manager in establishing a list of prospective contractors.
Following the Owner’s approval of the Construction Documents, the Architect shall assist the @wsaer-Construction
Manager in (1) obtaining either competitive bids or negotiated proposals; (2) confirming responsiveness of bids or
proposals; (3) determining the successful bid or proposal, if any; and, (4) awarding and preparing contracts for
construction.

§ 3.5.2 COMPETITIVE BIDDING
§ 3.5.2.1 Bidding Documents shall consist of bidding requirements and proposed Contract Documents,
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| § 3.5.2.2 The Architect shall assist the Owser-Construction Manager in bidding the Project by
1 procuring the reproduction of Bidding Documents for distribution to prospective bidders;
.2 distributing the Bidding Documents to prospective bidders, requesting their return upon completion
of the bidding process, and maintaining a log of distribution and retrieval and of the amounts of
deposits, if any, received from and returned to prospective bidders;

3 . organizing and conducting a pre-bid conference.for prospective bidders;

4 preparing responses to questions from prospective bidders and providing clarifications and
mterpretatlons of the B]ddmg Documents to all prospective bidders in the form of addenda; and

5 sertng-ol-the bids: and subsequenthy-doewmenting-and-distributing

th&btddmg—msuks—a&éwééted—by—#&&@wer—lntentlonally omitted..

§ 3.5.2.3 The Architect shall consider requests for substitutions, if the Bidding Documents permit substitutions, and
shall prepare and distribute addenda identifying approved substitutions to all prospective bidders.

| § 3.5.3 NEGOTIATED-PROPOSALSIntentionally omitted.
§-3:834 Proposat-Docoments-shall-consist- oF propesal-requirements-and-proposed-Contract Doctments:

§-3.5.3.2 The-Architect shall-assist-the-O e obtaini
—1—f)H)EHHﬂg—Eh€~IE13+9d-H&HeH—BPPF9pGFTﬂl—BHEHH s fordiste

shal-prepare-and-distribute-addendad

§ 3.6 CONSTRUCTION PHASE SERVICES

§ 3.6.1 GENERAL

§ 3.6.1.1 The Architect shall provide administration of the Contract between the Owner and the Contractor as set
forth below and in AIA Document A201™-2007, General Conditions of the Contract for Censtruction:
Construction, as modified, attached hereto as Exhibit D. If the Owner and Contractor modify AIA Document
A201-2007, those modifications shall not affect the Architect’s services under this Agreement unless the Owner and
the Architect amend this Agreement.

§ 3.6.1.2 The Architect shall advise and consult with the Owner during the Construction Phase Services. The
Architect shall have authority to act on behalf of the Owner only to the extent provided in this Agreement. The
Architect shall not have control over, charge of, or responsibility for the construction means, methods, techniques,
sequences or procedures, or for safety precautions and programs in connection with the Work, nor shall the
Architect be responsible for the Contractor’s failure to perform the Work in accordance with the requirements of the
Contract Documents, since these are solely the Contractor’s rights and responsibilities under the Contract
Documents. Nothing herein. however, shall relieve Architect fiom its obligations set forth in Sections 3.6.2.1 and
3.6.3.1. The Architect shall be responsible for the Architect’s negligent acts or omissions, and the negligent or
willful acts or omissions of Architect’s employees, agents or consultants, but shall not have control over or charge
of, and shall not be responsible for, acts or omissions of the Contractor or of any other persons or entities performing
portions of the Work. The Architect shall promptly report defects discovered under Sections 3.6.2.1 and 3.6.3.1.

§ 3.6.1.3 Subject to Section 4=+4.3 and Section 3.6.6.5. the Architect’s responsibility to provide Construction Phase
Services commences with the award of the Contract for Construction and terminates on the date the Architect issues
the final Certificate for Payment.

§ 3.6.2 EVALUATIONS OF THE WORK

§ 3.6.2.1 The Architect shall visit the site at intervals appropriate to the stage of construction, or as otherwise
required in Section 4.3.3, to become generally familiar with the progress and quality of the portion of the Work
completed, and to determine, in general, if the Work observed is being performed in a manner indicating that the
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Work, when fully completed, will be in accordance with the Contract Documents. However, the Architect shall not
be required to make exhaustive or continuous on-site inspections to check the quality or quantity of the Work. On
the basis of the site visits, the Architect shall keep the Owner reasonably informed about the progress and quality of
the portion of the Work completed, and report to the Owner (1) known deviations from the Contract Documents and
from the most recent, construction schedule submitted by the Contractor, and (2) defects and deficiencies observed in
the Work.

§ 3.6.2.2 The Architect has the authority to reject Work that does not conform to the Contract Documents. Whenever
the Architect considers it necessary or advisable, the Architect shall have the authority to require inspection or
testing of the Work in accordance with the provisions of the Contract Documents, whether or not such Work is
fabricated, installed or completed However, neither this authority of the Architect nor a decision made in good faith
either to exercise or not to exercise such authority shall give rise to a duty or responsibility of the Architect to the
Contractor, Subcontractors material and equipment suppllers their agents or employees or other persons or entities
performing portions of the Work.

§ 3 6. 2 3 MMMMW%M@GM%{WIW&W%WWM)HM

%M&thw&%meﬁm&agrw&wew—eﬂw%%ﬂ%embkﬁmwlmumomll
deleted.

§ 3.6.2.4 Interpretations-and-decisions-of the-Architeet shallbe-consistentwith-the-intent-ol-and reasenably-inferable
from-the Contract-Documents-and-shall-be-in-weiting-or-in-the form-o L dravwines— When-making-such-interpretations
and-decistonsthe Architeet shall endeaver-tosecure-faithful-performanee by-both- Owner-and-Contractor—shall-not
show-partiality-to-either-and-shall-net-be-Hable-forresulis-of interpretations-or-decisionsrendered-in-good-faith-—The
Architeet’s-decisions-on-matters-relating-to-aestheticeffeetshath-be-final-H-eonsistent-with-the-intent-expressed-in-the
ContractDocuments:Intentionally deleted.

Owneﬁaﬂd—eerwaetepas—pfewded—mﬁe@eﬁ&ae%eumeﬁm—lntennonallv omltted

§ 3.6.3 CERTIFICATES FOR PAYMENT TO CONTRACTOR

§ 3.6.3.1 The Architect shall review and certify the amounts due the Contractor and shall issue certificates in such
amounts. The Architect’s certification for payment shall constitute a representation to the Owner, based on the
Architect’s evaluation of the Work as provided in Section 3.6.2 and on the data comprising the Contractor’s
Application for Payment that, to the best of the Architect’s knowledge information and belief, the Work has
progressed to the point indicated and that the quality of the Work is in accordance with the Contract Documents.
The foregoing representations are subject (1) to an evaluation of the Work for conformance with the Contract
Documents upon Substantial Completion, (2) to results of subsequent tests and inspections, (3) to correction of
minor deviations firom the Contract Documents priot to completion, and (4) to specific qualifications expressed by
the Architect.

§ 3.6.3.2 The issuance of a Certificate for Payment shall not be'a representation that the Architect has (1) made
exhaustive or continuous on-site inspections to check the quality or quantity of the Work, (2) reviewed construction
means, methods, techniques, sequences or procedures, (3) reviewed copies of requisitions received from
Subcontractors and material suppliers and other data requested by the Owner to substantiate the Contractor’s right to
payment, or (4) ascertained how or for what purpose the Contractor has used money previously paid on account of
the Contract Sum.

§ 3.6.3.3 The Architect shall maintain a record of the Applications and Certificates for Payment.

§ 3.6.4 SUBMITTALS

§ 3.6.4.1 The Architect shall review the Contractor’s submittal schedule and shall not unreasonably delay or
withhold approval. The Architect’s action in reviewing submittals shall be taken in accordance with the approved
submittal schedule or, in the absence of an approved submittal schedule, with reasonable promptness to maintain the
Project schedule while allowing sufficient time in the Architect’s professional judgment to permit adequate review.
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§ 3.6.4.2 In accordance with the Architect-approved submittal schedule, the Architect shall review and approve or
take other appropriate action upon the Contractor’s submittals such as Shop Drawings, Product Data and Samples,
but only for the limited purpose of checking for conformance with information given and the design concept
expressed in the Contract Documents. Review of such submittals is not for the purpose of determining the accuracy
and completeness of other information such as dimensions, quantities, and installation or performance of equipment
or systems, which are the Contractor’s responsibility. The Architect’s review shall not constitute approval of safety
precautions er-unless-otherwise-specificathy-stated-by-the-Architeet-of any construction means, methods,
techniques, sequences or procedures. The Architect’s approval of a specific item shall not indicate approval of an
assembly of which the item is a component.

§ 3.6.4.3 If the Contract Documents specifically require the Contractor to provide professional design services or
certifications by a design professional related to systems, materials or equipment, the Architect shall specify the
appropriate performance and design criteria that such services must satisfy. The Architect shall review Shep
Drawines-shop drawings and other submittals related to the Work designed or certified by the design professional
retained by the Contractor that bear such professional’s seal and signature when submitted to the Architect. The
Architect shall be entitled to reasonably rely upon the adequacy, accuracy and completeness of the services,
certifications and approvals performed or provided by such design professionals.

§ 3.6.4.4 Subject to the provisions of Section 4.3, the Architect shall review and respond to properly prepared and
timely requests for information about the Contract Documents. The Architect shall set forth in the Contract
Documents the requirements for requests for information. Requests for informdtion shall include, at a minimum, a
detailed written statement that indicates the specific Drawings or Specifications in need of clarification and the
nature of the clarification requested. The Architect’s response to such requests shall be made in writing within any
time limits agreed upon, or otherwise with reasonable promptness. If appropriate, the Architect shall prepare and
issue supplemental Drawings and Specifications in response to requests for information.

§ 3.6.4.5 The Architect shall maintain a record of submittals and copies of submittals supplied by the Contractor in
accordance with the requirements of the Contract Documents. .

§ 3.6.4.6 The parties acknowledge that Architect’s internal costs and efficiencies during the Construction Phase are
dependent on Contractor’s submittals and inquiries conforming to preapproved schedules, deadlines. and format.
Any time limits for Architect’s review of shop drawings or other submittals are conditioned upon Contractor
preparing and obtaining Architect’s approval of a master schedule of submittals per Section 3.6.4.1 herein. and
subsequently transmitting the submittals to the Architect in accordance with this schedule, subject to the occasional
need to revise the master schedule to maintain the construction schedule. Additionally, if after completion of the
construction documents, Contractor requests Architect to review and analyze a requested product or material
substitution, the Architect shall undertake such review only as an Additional Service and afier obtaining Owner’s
approval to do so.

§ 3.6.5 CHANGES IN THE WORK

§ 3.6.5.1 The Architect may authorize minor changes in the Work that are consistent with the intent of the Contract
Documents and do not involve an adjustment in the Contract Sum or an extension of the Contract Time. Subject to
the provisions of Section 4.3, the Architect shall prepare Change Orders and Construction Change Directives for the
Owner’s approval and execution in accordance with the Contract Documents.

§ 3.6.5.2 The Architect shall maintain records relative to changes in the Work.

§ 3.6.6 PROJECT COMPLETION

§ 3.6.6.1 The Architect shall conduct inspections to determine the date or dates of Substantial Completion and the
date of final completion; issue Certificates of Substantial Completion; receive from the Contractor and forward to
the Owner, for the Owner’s review and records, written warranties and related documents required by the Contract
Documents and assembled by the Contractor; and issue a final Cettificate for Payment based upon a final inspection
indicating the Work complies with the requirements of the Contract Documents.

§ 3.6.6.2 The Architect’s inspections shall be conducted with the Owner to check conformance of the Work with the
requirements of the Contract Documents and to verify the accuracy and completeness of the list submitted by the
Contractor of Work to be completed or corrected.
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§ 3.6.6.3 When the Work is found to be substantially complete, the Architect shall inform the Owner about the
balance of the Contract Sum remaining to be paid the Contractor, including the amount to be retained from the
Contract Sum, if any, for final completion or correction of the Work.

§ 3.6.6.4 The Architect shall forward to the Owner the following information received from the Contractor: (1)
consent of surety or sureties, if any, to reduction in or partial release of retainage or the making of final payment; (2)
affidavits, receipts, releases and waivers of liens or bonds indemnifying the Owner against liens; and (3) any other
documentation required of the Contractor under the Contract Documents.

§ 3.6.6.5 Upon request of the Owner, and prior to the expiration of one year from the date of Substantial
Completion, the Architect shall, without additional compensation, conduct a meeting with the Owner to review the

facility ope

ARTICLE 4

rations and performance.

ADDITIONAL SERVICES

§ 4.1 Additional Services listed below are not included in Basic Services but may be required for the Project. The
Architect shall provide the listed Additional Services only if specifically designated in the table below as the
Architect’s responsibility, and the Owner shall compensate the Architect as provided in Seetien—H-2-Sections 11.2

and 11.3.

(Designate the Additional Services the Architect shall provide in the second column of the table below. In the third
column indicate whether the service description is located in Section 4.2 or in an attached exhibit. 1f in an exhibit,
identify the exhibit.)

Additional Services Responsibility Location of Service Description

(Architect, Owner | (Section 4.2 below or in an exhibit

or attached to this document and
Not Provided) identified below)

Architect Part of Basic Services to the extent
§ 4141 Programming (B202™-2009) described in Article 3
§ 412 Multiple preliminary designs
§ 41.3  Measured drawings
§ 414 Existing facilities surveys

Architect Part of Basic Services to the extent
§ 415 Site Evaluation and Planning (B203™-2007) described in Article 3
§ 4.1.6 Building Information Modeling

(E202™-2008)
§ 41.7  Civil engineering Architect Part of Basic Services
§ 418 Landscape design Architect Part of Basic Services
§ 419 Architectural Interior Design (B2527™-2007) | Architect Part of Basic Services
§ 4110 Value Analysis (B204™-2007)
§ 4111  Detailed cost estimating
§ 4112 On-site Project Representation (B207™—-2008)
§ 4113  Conformed construction documents
§ 4114  As-Designed Record drawings
§ 4.1.15 As-Constructed Record drawings Architect Part of Basic Services
§ 4.1.16  Post occupancy evaluation
§ 4.1.17  Facility Support Services (B210™-2007)
§ 4118 Tenant-related services
§ 4119  Coordination of Owner’s consultants
§ 41.20 Telecommunications/data design
§ 41.21  Security Evaluation and Planning
(B206™-2007)

§ 41.22 Commissioning (B2117™™-2007)
§ 4.1.23  Extensive environmentally responsible design
§ 4.1.24 LEED" Certification (B214™-2012)
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Architect Part of Basic Services as described
§ 41.25 Fast-track design services in Article 3

§ 41.26  Historic Preservation (B205™-2007)

§ 41.27  Furniture, Furnishings, and Equipment Design
(B253™-2007)

§ 4.2 Insert a description of cach Additional Service designated in Section 4.1 as the Architect’s responsibility, if not
further described in an exhibit attached to this document.

§ 4.3 Additional Services may be provided after execution of this Agreement, without invalidating the Agreement.
Except for services required due to the faultnegligence of the Architect, any Additional Services provided in
accordance with this Section 4.3 shall entitle the Architect to compensation only if preapproved in writing on a not
to exceed cost prior to proceeding with the service pursuant to Section 11.3 and an appropriate adjustment in the
Architect’s schedule.

§ 4.3.1 Upon recognizing the need to perform the following Additional Services, the Architect shall notify the
Owner with reasonable promptness and explain the facts and circumstances giving rise to the need. The Architect
shall not proceed to provide the following services until the Architect receives the Owner’s written authorization:

A Services necessitated by a change in the Initial Information, previous instructions or approvals given
by the Owner, or a material change in the Project including, but not limited to, size, quality,
complexity, the Owner’s schedule or budget for Cost of the Work, or procurement or delivery
method;

.2 Services necessitated by the Owner’s request for extensive environmentally responsible design
alternatives, such as unique system designs, in-depth material research, energy modeling, or LEED®
certification;

.3 Changing or editing previously prepared Instruments of Service necessitated by the enactment or
revision of codes, laws or regulations or official interpretations;

4 Services necessitated by decisions of the Owner not rendered in a timely manner or any other failure
of performance on the part of the Owner or the Owner’s consultants or contractors;

.5  Preparing digital data for transmission to the Owner’s consultants and contractors, or to other Owner
authorized recipients;

.6 Preparation of design and documentation for alternate bid or proposal requests proposed by the
Owner;

.7 Preparation for, and attendance at, a public presentation, meeting or hearing;

.8 Preparation for, and attendance at a dispute resolution proceeding or legal proceeding, except where
the Architect is party thereto,

9 Evaluation of the qualifications of bidders or persons providing proposals;

10 Consultation concerning replacement of Work resulting from fire or other cause during construction;
or

A1 Assistance-to-the Initial Decision-Maker,f other-than-the-AxchitectIntentionally omitted.

§ 4.3.2 To avoid delay in the Construction Phase, the Architect shall provide the following Additional Services,
notify the Owner with reasonable promptness, and explain the facts and circumstances giving rise to the need. Ifthe
Owner subsequently determines that all or parts of those services are not required, the Owner shall give prompt
written notice to the Architect, and the Owner shall have no further obligation to compensate the Architect for those
services:

1 Reviewing a Contractor’s submittal out of sequence from the submittal schedule agreed to by the
Arehiteet: Architect. except as provided in a revised master schedule, except as provided in a revised
master schedule and not to exceed 6% of the total submittals;

.2 Responding to the Contractor’s requests for information that are not prepared in accordance with the
Contract Documents or where such information is available to the Contractor from a careful study
and comparison of the Contract Documents, field conditions, other Owner-provided information,
Contractor-prepared coordination drawings, or prior Project correspondence or documentation;
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.3 Preparing Change Orders and Construction Change Directives that require evaluation of Contractor’s
. proposals and supporting data, or the preparation or revision of Instruments of Service;

4 EBvaluating-an-extensive-number-of Claims as-the-Initial-Deeision-Maker:Intentionally deleted;

.5  Evaluating substitutions proposed by the Owner or Contractor and making subsequent revisions to
Instruments of Service resulting therefrom; or

.6 To the extent the Architect’s Basic Services are affected, providing Construction Phase Services 60
days after (1) the date of Substantial Completion of the Work or (2) the anticipated date of Substantial
Completion identified in Initial Information, whichever is earlier.

§ 4.3.3 The Architect shall provide Construction Phase Services exceeding the limits set forth below as Additional
Services. When the limits below are reached, the Architect shall notify the Owner:
A 3 Two (2) reviews of each Shop Drawing, Product Data item, sample and similar submittal of the
Contractor
2 —3Weekly visits to the site by the Architect over the duration of the Project during construction
3 Two (2) inspections for any portion of the Work to determine whether such portion of the Work is
substantially complete in accordance with the requirements of the Contract Documents
4 —3Two (2) inspections for any portion of the Work to determine final completion

§ 4.3.4 If the services covered by this Agreement have not been completed within Twenty Four (24 ) months of
the date of this Agreement, through no fault of the Architect, extension of the Architect’s services beyond that time
shall be compensated as Additional Seeviees—Services

ARTICLE 5 OWNER'S RESPONSIBILITIES

§ 5.1 Unless otherwise provided for under this Agreement, the Owner shall provide information reasonably
available to the Owner in a timely manner regarding requirements for and limitations on the Project, including a
written program which shall set forth the Owner’s objectives, schedule, constraints and criteria, including space
requirements and relationships, flexibility, expandability, special equipment, systems and site requirements. The
Owner acknowledges that time is of the essence. ~ Within 15 days after receipt of a written request from the
Architect, the Owner shall furnish the requested information as necessary and relevant for the Architect to evaluate,
give notice of or enforce lien rights.

§ 5.2 The Owner shall establish and may periodically update the Owner’s budget for the Project, including (1) the
budget for the Cost of the Work as defined in Section 6.1; (2) the Owner’s other costs; and, (3) reasonable
contingencies related to all of these costs. If the Owner significantly increases or decreases the Owner’s budget for
the Cost of the Work, the Owner shall notify the Architect. The Owner and the Architect shall thereafter agree to a
corresponding change in the Project’s scope and quality.

§ 5.3 The OwnershalHdentify-arepresentative-authorized-to-net-on-the Owner s-behalwith-respect-to-the-Project:
The-Ownername, street address, phone number and email address of Owner’s representative ("Owner’s
Representative") are as follows:

James Fenlon

Village Administrator

108 West Main Street

Little Chute, W1 54140

Email address: James@littlechutewi.org
Telephone: (920) 423-3850

The Owner's Representative shall have the authority to bind the Owner with regard to all matters involving the
Contract Documents and multiple signatures are not required. Owner shall provide at least twenty (20) days written
notice to Architect before changing the Owner’s Representative. The Owner or Owner’s Representative shall render
decisions and approve the Architect’s submittals in a timely manner in order to avoid unreasonable delay in the
orderly and sequential progress of the Architect’s services.

§-5.4-Fhe-Owner shall-lurnish-surveysto-deseribe-physical-characterist Ptk ionsan -ty ot orstor
the site-ol-the-Projeet—and-a-written-legal deseription-of me&”w%ml%muflelm*wﬁe—m
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apphieable:- grades-and-lines pets —prvementsindadjeining property-and-steuetures; designated wethinds:
adjncent dl-amdte—HEI%s—ef—w&y—re&tr%ﬁH&—ememeﬂEb encroachments, zoning. deed restrictions;-houndaries-and
contours-afthe site-locations-dimensions-and-necessary-data-with-respectteo-existing-buildings-other-improvements
and-trees-and-information-concerning-available-utility-services-and-lines- both-public-and private—abeove-and-below
grade—including inverts-and- depths—Adbthedormationon-the survey-shat-beretereneed-toa- Project benchmark.

§ 5.4 Intentionally omitted

§ 5.5 Intentionally omitted..

§ 5.6 The Owner shall coordinate the services of its own consultants with those services provided by the Architect.
Upon the Architect’s request, the Owner shall furnish copies of the scope of services in the contracts between the
Owner and the Owner’s consultants. The Owner shall furnish the services of consultants other than those designated
in this Agreement, or authorize the Architect to furnish them as an Additional Service, when the Architect requests
such services and demonstrates that they are reasonably required by the scope of the Project. The Owner shall
require that its consultants maintain professional liability insurance as appropriate to the services provided.

§ 5.7 The Owner shall furnish tests, inspections and reports required by law or the Contract Documents, such as
structural, mechanical, and chemical tests, tests for air and water pollution, and tests for hazardous materials.

§ 5.8 The Owner shall furnish all legal, insurance and accounting services, including auditing services, that may be
reasonably necessary at any time for the Project to meet the Owner’s needs and interests.

§ 5.9 The Owner shall provide prompt written notice to the Architect if the Owner becomes aware of any fault or
defect in the Project, including errors, omissions or inconsistencies in the Architect’s Instruments of Service.

§ 5.10 The Owner shall endeavor to copy the Architect on communications to its contractor that will affect the
Architect’s performance. Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, or when direct communications have
been specially authorized, the Owner shall endeavor to communicate with the Centractorand-the-Architect’s
consultants through the Archltect about matters arisin g out of or relatm gto the Contract Documents the—prrer

§ 5.11 Before executing the Contract for Construction, the Owner shall coordinate the Architect’s duties and
responsibilities set forth in the Contract for Construction with the Architect’s services set forth in this Agreement.
The Owner shall provide the Architect a copy of the executed agreement between the Owner and Contractor,
including the General Conditions of the Contract for Construction.

§ 5.12 The Owner shall provide the Architect access to the Project site prior to commencement of the Work and
shall obligate the Contractor to provide the Architect access to the Work wherever it is in preparation or progress.

§ 5.13 If requested by the Owner. the Architect shall. on the Owner’s behalf, arrange for and coordinate professional
photography of the completed project. Owner shall pay for such photography and it shall become the property of
the Owner and the Architect shall be entitled to obtain copies of the images for its own use.

§ 5.14 The Owner shall grant the Architect permission to display the Architect’s firm name on a banner provided by
the Architect, at its expense, in a publicly visible location at the project site.

§ 5.15 The Architect acknowledges that the Owner has supplied to the Architect information prepared by third parties
without any independent investigation or analysis by the Owner and strictly for informational purposes to assist the
Owner’s project development efforts and to aid the Architect in determining the Cost of the Work. Design
Documents, Project Schedule. and performing any other services required of the Architect under this Agreement.
The Owner makes no representations or warranties that such information is complete or accurate or sufficient for the
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Architect’s purposes. Nonetheless, the Architect shall be entitled to reasonably rely on such provided information,
as stated in Article 3.1.2.

ARTICLE 6 COST OF THE WORK

§ 6.1 For purposes of this Agreement, the Cost of the Work shall be the total cost to the Owner to construct all
elements of the Project designed or specified by the Architect and shall include contractors’ general conditions costs,
overhead and profit. The Cost of the Work does not include the compensation of the Architect, the costs of the land,
rights-of-way, financing, and contingencies for changes in the Work or other costs that are the responsibility of the
Owner.

§ 6.2 The Owner’s budget for the Cost of the Work is provided in Initial Information, and may be adjusted
throughout the Project as required under Sections 5.2, 6.4 and 6.5. Evaluations of the Owner’s budget for the Cost of
the Work, the preliminary estimate of the Cost of the Work and updated estimates of the Cost of the Work prepared
by the Architect, represent the Architect’s judgment as a design professional. It is recognized, however, that neither
the Architect nor the Owner has control over the cost of labor, materials or equipment; the Contractor’s methods of
determining bid prices; or competitive bidding, market or negotiating conditions. Accordingly, the Architect cannot
and does not warrant or represent that bids or negotiated prices will not vary from the Owner’s budget for the Cost
of the Work or from any estimate of the Cost of the Work or evaluation prepared or agreed to by the Architect.

§ 6.3 In preparing estimates of the Cost of Work, the Architect shall be permitted to include contingencies fot
design, bidding and price escalation; to determine what materials, equipment, component systems and types of
construction are to be included in the Contract Documents; to make reasonable adjustments in the program and
scope of the Project; and to include in the Contract Documents alternate bids as may be necessary to adjust the
estimated Cost of the Work to meet the Owner’s budget for the Cost of the Work. The Architect’s estimate of the
Cost of the Work shall be based on current area, volume or similar conceptual estimating techniques. If the Owner
requests detailed cost estimating services, the Architect shall provide such services as an Additional Service under
Article 4.

§ 6.4 If the Bidding or Negotiation Phase has not commenced within 90 days after the Architect submits the
Construction Documents to the Owner, through no fault of the Architect, the Owner’s budget for the Cost of the
Work shall be adjusted to reflect changes in the general level of prices in the applicable construction market.

§ 6.5 1f at any time the Arehiteet’s-Construction Manager’s estimate of the Cost of the Work exceeds the Owner’s
budget for the Cost of the Work, the Architect shall make appropriate recommendations to the Owner to adjust the
Project’s size, quality or budget for the Cost of the Work, and the Owner shall cooperate with the Architect in
making such adjustments.

§ 6.6 If the Owner’s budget for the Cost of the Work at the conclusion of the Construction Documents Phase
Services is exceeded by the lowest bona fide bid or negotiated proposal, the Owner shall -

A1 give written approval of an increase in the budget for the Cost of the Work;

2 authorize rebidding or renegotiating of the Project within a reasonable time;

.3 terminate in accordance with Section 9.5;

4 in consultation with the Architect, revise the Project program, scope, or quality as required to reduce

the Cost of the Work; or
.5  implement any other mutually acceptable alternative.

§ 6.7 If the Owner chooses to proceed under Section 6.6.4, the Architect, without additional compensation, shall
modify the Construction Documents as necessary to comply with the Owner’s budget for the Cost of the Work at the
conclusion of the Construction Documents Phase Services, or the budget as adjusted under Section 6.6.1. The
Architect’s modification of the Construction Documents shall be the limit of the Architect’s responsibility under this
Article 6.

ARTICLE 7 COPYRIGHTS-AND-LICENSES
§ 74 The-Architeet-and-the-Owner-warrant-that-in-ansmitt H'rg-m strients-of-Servieeor-any-otherindbrmutionsthe
ummmlwmeeewﬁaéwemkﬂfﬁwhmknmmmﬂwm from: lhe—eﬂpw—mh{—ewaa—m
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Service-or-any-otherinformation-or documentation-in-digital-form—they-shal-endeaver-to-establish-neeessary

ARTICLE 7 OWNERSHIP AND USE OF DRAWINGS, SPECIFICATIONS AND OTHER INSTRUMENTS OF SERVIC

E ‘ D ‘

§ 7.5.1 The Architect. Architect’s consultants. the Contractor, Subcontractors of any tier and material or equipment
suppliers hereby authorize each other to use and reproduce their respective Instruments of Service (as delined in the

General Conditions) solely and exclusively for use in completion of the Project.

§ 7.5.2 In addition to the limited license granted above, the Authors erant a broader irrevocable, perpetual,
rovalty-free right and license to the Owner, including its contractors, agents. licensees. consultants, architects, and
tenants, to use. incorporate. copy. reproduce. display, disiribute, change, modify. alter or prepare other derivative
waorks under the copyrights, and any common law, statutory and other reserved rights in any proprietary information
relating to the subject matter of their Instruments of Service in connection with future repairs, maintenance,
improvements, alterations. expansions. additions, modifications, or updates to the Project, or reports to
covernmental or non-governmental authorities with jurisdiction over the Owner and Project: provided, however, the
Owner mav nol use the Instruments of Service without the prior written consent of the Author for improvements not
physically connected to the Project.

§ 7.5.3 The Author shall be permitted to retain copies. including reproducible copies, of the documents for
information and reference. If the Author’s services are terminated prior to completion of construction. the Owner
shall indemnify and hold the Author and the Author’s consultants harmless from any and all costs or claims for
damages arising out of use of incomplete documents, any interpretation, revision, alteration or omission of the
documents which are not made by the Author or its consultants. Further. should the Owner reuse the documents or
any part thereof, the seals and certifications of the Author and Author’s consultants shall be invalid. shall not be
used and shall be deleted, and the Author and the Author’s consultants shall not be liable for any costs of claims for
damages arising out of the reuse; provided. however. the Author and the Author’s consultants shall be liable (i) if the
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Author is retained to provide professional services in connection with the reuse or (ii) where the Author is
responsible for the accuracy of its Instruments of Service as provided in the respective agreements entered into by
the Authors with respect (o the services or Work relating to the Project.

8§ 7.5.4 Each Author shall obtain licenses from its consultants, Contractor, Subcontractors of any tier and material or
equipment suppliers sufficient to grant the licenses set forth above in this Section 1.6.1.

§ 7.5.5 None of the Authors may use the Instruments of Service (except for standard details and the like) for any
other project without the specific written consent of the Owner and the Author of the specific Instruments of Service

§ 7.6 TRANSMISSION OF DATA IN DIGITAL FORM

If the parties intend to transmit Instruments of Service or any other information or documentation in digital form.
they shall endeavor Lo establish necessary protocols governing such transmissions, unless otherwise already
provided in the Agreement or the Contract Documents.

ARTICLE 8 CLAIMS AND DISPUTES

§ 8.1 GENERAL

§ 8.1.1 The Owner and Architect shall commence all claims and causes of action, whether in contract, tort, or
otherwise, against the other arising out of or related to this Agreement in accordance with the requirements of the
method of binding dispute resolution selected in this Agreement within the period specified by applicable law, but in
any case not more than 10 years after the date of Substantial Completion of the Work. The Owner and Architect
waive all claims and causes of action not commenced in accordance with this Section 8.1.1.

§ 8.1.2 To the extent damages are covered by property insurance, the Owner and Architect waive all rights against
each other and against the contractors, consultants, agents and employees of the other for damages, except such
rights as they may have to the proceeds of such insurance as set forth in AIA Document A201-2007, General
Conditions of the Contract for Construction. The Owner or the Architect, as appropriate, shall require of the
contractors, consultants, agents and employees of any of them similar waivers in favor of the other parties
enumerated herein.

§ 8.1.3 The Architect and-Owner-waive-waives consequential damages for claims, disputes or other matters in
question arising out of or relating to this Agreement. This sautaal-waiver is applicable, without limitation, to all
consequential damages due to either party’s termination ef this-Agreementexceptasspeecificallyprovided-in
Seetion-9-Zof this Agreement. The Owner waives consequential damages for claims, disputes or other matters
arising out of or relating to this Agreement that are in excess of the limits of the insurance coverage required to be
maintained by the Architect under this Agreement.

§ 8.1.4 Pending final resolution of a Claim. the Architect shall proceed diligently with performance of this
Agreement and the Owner shall continue to make payments in accordance with this Agreement.

§ 8.2 MEDIATION

§ 8.2.1 Any claim, dispute or other matter in question arising out of or related to this Agreement shall be subject to
mediation as a condition precedent to binding dispute resolution. If such matter relates to or is the subject of a lien
arising out of the Architect’s services, the Architect may proceed in accordance with applicable law to comply with
the lien notice or filing deadlines prior to resolution of the matter by mediation or by binding dispute resolution.

§ 8.2.2 The Owner and Architect shall endeavor to resolve claims, disputes and other matters in question between
them by mediation which, unless the parties mutually agree otherwise, shall be administered by the Ameriean
Arbitration-Association-inaccordance-with-is-a mediator or mediation service mutually agreed to by the parties in
accordance with the American Arbitration Association’s Construction Industry Mediation Procedures in effect on
the date of the Agreement. A request for mediation shall be made in writing, delivered to the other party to the
Agreement, and filed with the person or entity administering the mediation. The request may be made concurrently
with the filing of a complaint or other appropriate demand for binding dispute resolution but, in such event,
mediation shall proceed in advance of binding dispute resolution proceedings, which shall be stayed pending
mediation for a period of 60 days from the date of filing, unless stayed for a longer period by agreement of the
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partles.

§ 8.2.3 The parties shall share the mediator’s fee and any filing fees equally. The mediation shall be held in the place
where the Project is located, unless another location is mutually agreed upon. Agreements reached in mediation shall
be enforceable as settlement agreements in any court having jurisdiction thereof.

§ 8.2.4 If the parties do not resolve a dispute through mediation pursuant to this Section 8.2, the method of binding
dispute resolution shall be the following:

(Check the appropriate box. If the Owner and Architect do not select a method of binding dispute resolution below,
or do not subsequently agree in writing to a binding dispute resolution method other than litigation, the dispute will
be resolved in a court of competent jurisdiction.)

[ bitrati Section8.3-of thi
[— 1 Litieationinueourtefeompetent-iurisdietion]]] Litigation in the Circuit Court of Outagamie,
Wi

[ X_] Other (Specify)

Owner shall have the option to elect either binding arbitration with a panel of three mutually-selected
arbitrators or litigation in the Circuit Court for Qutagamie County. Wisconsin. _The parties further agree to
utilize the Construction Industry Arbitration Rules of the American Arbitration Association to govern (he
arbitration procedure but the parties may mutually agree upon any arbitration service and are not required
to use the American Arbitration Association. However, nothing herein shall prohibit Construction
Manager or Architect from enforcing its lien rights in a court of law.

582 ARBITRATION
W—Fﬁﬂi&pﬁ{i&&hﬂveﬁel&btﬂi—mblh-&lum %ﬁeﬁ%&ﬂwﬂ—(&%biﬂdwmfﬂﬂhmmihﬁ—ﬂﬁeemem—aﬂj
elaim-dispute-or-other-matier-in-gues A

§-8344-A-demand-forarbitration-shall-be- made no-earlier-than-coneurrently-with-the fling-ef arequest-for
mediation—butin-no-eventshallitbe-made-afterthe date-when-the-institution-of-legal-or-equitable-proceedings-based
on-the-elaim-dispute-or-other-matter-in-guestion-would-be-barred-by-the-applicable-statute-of-Himitations—For-statute
ef-himitations-purpuses—receiptofa-wrilten-demand-or-arbiteation-by-the-person-erentity-ndministering the
arbitrationshall-constitute-the-institution-of-legal-orequitable proceedines-based-on-the elaimdispute-or-other
Eretesingquestion:
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provided-that the-party-seught-te-bejoined-eonsentsinwritingto-such-jeinder—Consentto-arbitration-involving-an
ndditional person-or-entity-shall-not-econstitute-consent-to-arbitration-efany-elaim- dispute orother-matter-in-question
setdogeribaddn-thevritsaeonsent

WMMMMEHME@H}H(%WWHHWWMW—WWMMWQ
Section-8.3; whether-by-jeinder-orconselidation-thesame-rights- efoinder-and-consolidation-as-the Owner-and
AzehitesundesthisAprecment

ARTICLE 9 TERMINATION OR SUSPENSION

§ 9.1 1f the Owner fails to make payments to the Architect in accordance with this Agreement, for a period of
seventy-five (75) days subsequent to receiving invoices in accordance with Article 11, such failure shall be
considered substantial nonperformance and cause for termination or, at the Architect’s option, cause for suspension
of performance of services under this Agreement. If the Architect elects to suspend services, the Architect shall give
seven days’ written notice to the Owner before suspending services. In the event of a suspension of services, the
Architect shall have no liability to the Owner for delay or damage caused the Owner because of such suspension of
services. Before resuming services, the Architect shall be paid all sums due prior to suspension and any expenses
incurred in the interruption and resumption of the Architect’s services. The Architect’s fees for the remaining
services and the time schedules shall be equitably adjusted.

§ 9.2 If the Owner suspends the Project, the Architect shall be compensated for services performed prior to notice of
such suspension. When the Project is resumed, the Architect shall be compensated for expenses directly incurred in
the interruption and resumption of the Architect’s serviees—services (excluding profit). The Architect’s fees for the
remaining services and the time schedules shall be equitably adjusted.

§ 9.3 If the Owner suspends the Project for more than 90 cumulative days for reasons other than the fault of the
Architect, the Architect may terminate this Agreement by giving not less than seven days’ written notice.

§ 9.4 Either-Subject to the expiration of a thirty (30) day right to cure that commences after receipt of written notice
by the defaulting party, cither party may terminate this Agreement upon not less than seven days’ written notice
should the other party fail substantially to perform in accordance with the terms of this Agreement through no fault
of the party initiating the termination.

§ 9.5 The Owner may terminate this Agreement upon not less than seven days’ written notice to the Architect for the
Owner’s convenience and without cause.

§ 9.6 In the event of termination not the fault of the Architect, the Architect shall be compensated for services
performed prior to termination, together with Reimbursable Expenses then due and all Termination Expenses as
defined in Section 9.7.

§ 9.7 Termination Expenses are in addition to compensation for the Architect’s services and include actual expenses
dlrectly attrlbutable to termmatlon for whlch the Archltect is not otherwise compensated, ptus-anameountfor-the

formed-by-the-Arehiteetincluding the costs to the

Architect for demobilization.

§ 9.8 The Owner’s rights to use the Architect’s Instruments of Service in the event of a termination of this
Agreement are set forth in Article 7 and Section 11.9.

ARTICLE 10 MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

§ 10.1 This Agreement shall be governed by the law-efthe-place-where-the Project-islocated-except-thatifthe

I b 5 ‘. iy - 2 g g .. > .+ 3 & - “- - : M S " A - 5 o 3 I! q i\.‘ Eyhﬂll ‘g H] vlal.n
Section-8-3-internal law of the State of Wisconsin without application of conflicts of law.

§ 10.2 Terms in this Agreement shall have the same meaning as those in AIA Document A201-2007, General
Conditions of the Contract for Construction.
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§ 10.3 The Owner and Architect, respectively, bind themselves, their agents, successors, assigns and legal
representatives to this Agreement. Neither the Owner nor the Architect shall assign this Agreement without the
written consent of the other, except that the Owner may assign this Agreement to a lender providing financing for

the Project-i-the-tenderagreesto-assume-the- Owner'srivhis-and ebligations-under-this-Asreenemt—Project.

§ 10.4 If the Owner requests the Architect to execute certificates, the proposed language of such certificates shall be
submitted to the Architect for review at least 14 days prior to the requested dates of execution. If the Owner requests
the Architect to execute consents reasonably required to facilitate assignment to a lender, the Architect shall execute
all such consents that are consistent with this Agreement, provided the proposed consent is submitted to the
Architect for review at least 14 days prior to the requested dates of execution. The Architect shall not be required to
execute certificates or consents that would require knowledge, services or responsibilities beyond the scope of this
Agreemert—Agreement or, that within the sole judgment of the Architecl. increase the Architect’s risk or the
availability or cost of its professional or general liability insurance.

§ 10.5 Nothing contained in this Agreement shall create a contractual relationship with or a cause of action in favor
of a third party against either the Owner or Architect.

§ 10.6 Unless otherwise required in this Agreement, the Architect shall have no responsibility for the discovery,
presence, handling, removal or disposal of, or exposure of persons to, hazardous materials or toxic substances in any
form at the Project site.

§-10-7 Fhe-Arehitect-shall-havetherightto-inelude-photographic-orartistie representations-of the-design-of the
Pfejeel—mﬂaﬂg—}heﬁfehneeH—pmnehm%and -profi e*-vbmnﬂl—ﬁmtei+ﬂlﬁ—¥he~i\fd+ﬁeel—&hﬂ|—|—b€—%kmﬂ%ﬁﬂdble

§ 10.7. Architect may include photographic or artistic representations of the design of the Project among the
Architect’s promotional and professional materials. I Owner agrees to allow Architect to representations of the
desien in Architect’s promotional materials, the Architect shall be given reasonable access to the completed Project
to make such representations. However, the Architect’s materials shall not include the Owner’s confidential or
praoprietary information unless consent has been received as provided in Section 10,7 below, The Owner shall
provide professional credit for the Architect in the Owner’s promotional materials. images, press releases,
brochures, and similar publications depicting the Project, whether the Project images, models. photos. renderings or
the like are created or commissioned by Architect or Owner.

§ 10.8 H-theAvchitectorDwnerreceiver didormation specticath-desienated-by-the othesparpe-eondtidential or
"bustness-proprietarys- All information received by either party from the other shall be considered confidential or
business proprietary and the receiving party shall keep such information strictly confidential and shall not disclose
it to any other person except to (1) its employees, (2) those who need to know the content of such information in
order to perform services or construction solely and exclusively for the Project, or (3) its consultants and contractors
whose contracts include similar restrictions on the use of confidential information. The "confidential" or "business
proprietary" information shall not be disclosed unless withholding such information would violate the law, create the
risk of significant harm to the public or prevent the Architect from establishing a claim or defense in an adjudicatory
proceeding. If either party wishes to disclose information it received from the other, it may request consent to do so
in writing, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld, delayed or conditioned.

§ 10.9 All notices that are required or may be given under this Agreement shall be deemed received (i) on the same
day if given by personal delivery or by email by 5:00 PM CST with proof of delivery, (ii) on the next business day if
sent by overnight mail with a nationally recognized delivery service with prool of delivery, or (jii) on the third
business day if sent lw certified mail with written acceptance r Lqmred and dc.po‘-.ltecl in a mailbox with all postage

prepaid.
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All notices from the parties shall be delivered to the Owner’s or Architect’s Representative identified in this
Agreement at the address provided herein.

ARTICLE 11 COMPENSATION

§ 11.1 For the Architect’s Basic Services described under Article 3, the Owner shall compensate the Architect as
follows:

(Insert amount of, or basis for, compensation.)

A lump sum of

§ 11.2 A
Intentionally omitted.
(Insert amount of, or basis for, compensation. If necessary, list specific services to which particular methods of

compensation epplyapply.).

§ 11.3 For Additional Services that may arise during the course of the Project, including those under Section 4.3, the
Owner shall compensate the Architect as follows: ‘ ‘
(Insert amount of, or basis for, compensation.)

Fees for services identified as "Additional Services" shall be compensated per Architect’s hourly rates identified on
Exhibit C attached hereto with a mutually agreed upon cap.

§ 11.4 Compensation for Additional Services of the Architect’s consultants when not included in Section 11.2 or
11.3, shall be the amount invoiced to the Architect plus pereesst{—%)-one and one-tenth percent (1.10%
). or as otherwise stated below:

§ 11.5 Where compensation for Basic Services is based on a stipulated sum or percentage of the Cost of the Work,
the compensation for each phase of services shall be as follows:

Schematic Design Phase Twenty percent ( 20 %)
Design Development Phase Twenty percent ( 20 %)
Construction Documents Forty percent ( 40 %)
Phase

Bidding or Negotiation Phase Five percent ( S %)
Construction Phase Fifteen percent ( 15 %)
Total Basic Compensation one hundred percent ( 100 %)

§ 11.6 When compensation is based on a percentage of the Cost of the Work and any portions of the Project are
deleted or otherwise not constructed, compensation for those portions of the Project shall be payable to the extent
services are performed on those portions, in accordance with the schedule set forth in Section 11.5 based on (1) the
lowest bona fide bid or negotiated proposal, or (2) if no such bid or proposal is received, the most recent estimate of
the Cost of the Work for such portions of the Project. The Architect shall be entitled to compensation in accordance
with this Agreement for all setvices performed whether or not the Construction Phase is commenced.

§ 11.7 The hourly billi

ng rates for services of the Architect and the Architect’s consultants, if any,

are set forth

on Exhibit C. The rates shall be fixed for the term of the Agreement.

EmployesorCategery Rate:
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§ 11.8 COMPENSATION FOR REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES
§ 11.8.1 Reimbursable Expenses are in addition to compensation for Basic and Additional Services and include
expenses incurred by the Architect and the Architect’s consultants directly related to the Project, as follows:
Transportation and authorized out-of-town travel and subsistenee;-subsistence;;
.2 Long distance services, dedicated data and communication services, teleconferences, Project Web
sites, and extranets;
3 Fees paid for securing approval of authorities having jurisdiction over the Project;
4 Printing, non-computer reproductions, plots, standard form documents;
.5  Postage, handling and delivery;
6  Expense of overtime work requiring higher than regular rates, if authorized in advance by the Owner;
7 Renderings, models, mock-ups, professional photography, and presentation materials requested by
the Owner;

HWWWMMWWINTENTIONALLY
DELETED:

.9  All taxes levied on professional services and on reimbursable expenses; and

A0 Site office expenses;andexpenses.
A1 Othersimilar Project-related-expendituressINTENTIONALLY DELETED.

All Reimbursable expenses in excess of $2500 shall be pre-approved in writing by the Owner,

§ 11.8.2 For Reimbursable Expenses the compensation shall be the expenses incurred by the Architect and the
Architect’s consultants plus pereent{——5%)zero percent (0%) of the expenses incurred.

§ 11. 9COMPENSATION FOR USE OF ARCHITECTS INSTRUMENTS 0F SERVICE

W%HHME&H«HW&MM&M& ! ~§Iae~(—)w&ef~a~eem+n+red—meﬂ+

theArehitteetstnstruments ol-Service solely for 1mrpe>ﬁe-el—ean+ﬁletﬂ+g—us+ﬂv—ﬂﬂd—ﬂmn%&mrng+he Project as
foHows:

INTENTIONALLY DELETED

§ 11.10 PAYMENTS TO THE ARCHITECT

§ 11.10.1 An initial payment of ¢&——)-zero Dollars (§ 0) shall be made upon execution of this Agreement and-is-the
MR- pwm%undeeﬂ%&%gr&m&%kﬂwﬂ%méﬂe&toﬁe@wm%w%%&%ﬂ—mfor
Pre-Design work of Architect. This fee for Pre-Design work is not included in the Basic Service fee described in
11.1.

§ 11.10.2 Unless otherwnse agreed payments for services shall be made monthly in proportlon to setwces
performed. Pay b HIPE
days-alter themme—llwome <.ha|l he received hy the su.ond Monday of each nwnlh (m Tuesdcw i Monday is a
nationally recognized holiday. Invoices with all required back-up will be paid on the 15" or 16" day after the
second Monday or Tuesday of the Month. Invoices received after those dates will be paid with the next monthly
invoice. Amounts unpaid thirty (30 ) days after the due date shall bear interest at the rate entered below, or in
the absence thereof at the legal rate prevailing from time to time at the principal place of business of the Architect.
(Insert rate of monthly or annual interest agreed upon.)

Five percent (5.00%)
28

§ 11.10.3

The Owner shall not withhold amounts from the Architect’s compensatlon to impose a penalty or liquidated
damages on the Architect, or to offset sums requested by or paid to contractors for the cost of changes in the Work
unless the Architect agrees or has been found liable for the amounts in a binding dispute resolution proceeding.
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§ 11.10.4 Within the time for payment to become due to the Architect, the Owner shall examine the invoice in detail

to determine its accuracy and completeness,  Owner shall raise any questions or objections which it may have
regarding the format of or information on the invoice within this period.

§ 11.10.5 Records of Reimbursable Expenses, expenses pertaining to Additional Services. and services performed on
the basis of hourly rates shall be available to the Owner for review. copying and audit at mutually convenient times,

§ 11.10.6 With each payment request, the Architect shall (i) state the amount of the compensation allocable to each
phase of the Services: (ii) certify the percentage of Services previously completed and the amount previously
received for each phase of the Services, (iii) certify the new percentage of Services completed and the additional
amount due for each phase of the Services: (iv) certify the amount due to each consultant along with a copy of the
consultant’s invoice. (v) certify the amount of Reimbursable Expenses with copies of the supporting documentation
for the same; (vi) attach executed lien waivers from the Architect and each consultant who will receive payment
under the current pay request that are conditional only upon receiving payment and (vii) unconditional lien waivers
that replace the conditional lien waivers provided in the previous payment request.

ARTICLE 12 SPECIAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS
Special terms and conditions that modify this Agreement are as follows;

ARTICLE 13 SCOPE OF THE AGREEMENT

§ 13.1 This Agreement represents the entire and integrated agreement between the Owner and the Architect and
supersedes all prior negotiations, representations or agreements, either written or oral. This Agreement may be
amended only by written instrument signed by both Owner and Architect.

§ 13.2 This Agreement is comprised of the following documents listed below:
A AIlA Document B101™-2007, Standard Form Agreement Between Owner and Architect

0 M 00 Ny o

.3 Other documents: ‘ -
(List other documents, if any, including Exhibit A, Initial Information, and additional scopes of
service, if any, forming part of the Agreement.)
Exhibit A — Preliminary Scope Overview dated January 14, 2016.
Exhibit B - Geotechnical report dated January 19, 2012.
Exhibit C- Hourly rates
Exhibit D - General Conditions, AIA Document A021™-2007, as modified
Exhibit E - Certificate of Insurance and Endorsement of Additionally Insured Parties

This Agreement entered into as of the day and year first written above.

OWNER ARCHITECT
VILLAGE OF LITTLE CHUTE
By:
By:
(Signature) (Signature)
(Printed name and title) (Printed name and title)
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