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Christian County Commission
100 West Church St, Room 100

Ozark, MO 65721

Contract Award  JSCO 2021-001 for Antenna Radar Units

Kim Hopkins-Will

Christian County Sheriff's Office would like to piggyback off of Jasper County's Contract #JSCO

2021-001 (which was competitively bid) to purchase four STALKER Antenna radar units from

TurnKey Mobile Incorporated.

Attorney Fax has reviewed the contract.

Cost:  $13,260.00

My recommendation is to approve the use of Jasper County's Contract #JSCO 2021-001 to purchase

Antenna radar units.

ATTACHMENTS:

Amendment 1 Signature Page

Jasper County Contract

TurnKey Mobile Quote

TurnKey Mobile Award Letter

Requested by: purchasing@christiancountymo.gov 2026-09-11 14:32

Updated: 2026-09-11 14:38









JCSO 2026-002 | Revision 2 .0 

                                                                       Appendix 1 

The following changes are requested to be made for Optional Brand Alternatives 

 

Added: 

Whelen Products at 20% off MSRP.   

Laguna 3P Products at 0% of MSRP. 

Tessco Products at 5% of MSRP 

 

We have customers request this be added to help their procurement  

  

Description Response 
Optional 
Alternative % off MSRP 

Optional Brand Alternatives 

Whelen Call for Pricing   20% 

Laguna 3P Call for Pricing  0% 

Tessco Call for Pricing  5% 
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JCSO 2026-001 | Revision 2.0 

 

Appendix 1 

The following changes are requested to be made for the Toughbooks 

 

The Toughbook 55 is end of life and supplies are limited.  Discounts changed from 15% off 

MSRP to 12% off MSRP.  

Added Toughbook 56 as it is the replacement for the Toughbook 55. Discount will be 12% off 

MSRP.   

Added Cradlepoint. Discount will be 11% off MSRP.  

 

Section 6 RUGGED/SEMI-RUGGED LAPTOPS MSRP % Discount 
Toughbook 
55 

See attached catalog listing - this unit is end of life - Supples 
are limited Varies 12% 

Toughbook 
56 

Call for specific model and SKU 

Varies 12% 

Section 13 Wireless Modems MSRP % Discount 
Cradlepoint Call for application and model Varies 11% 
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Website: Christiancountymo.gov 

Email: countycommission@christiancountymo.gov 

 

Christian County Commission 
100 W. Church Street Room 100 

 Ozark, Missouri 65721 

(417)582-4300 

Lynn Morris 

Presiding Commissioner 

Bradley A. Jackson 

Eastern Commissioner 

Johnny Williams  

Western Commissioner 

 

 

 

September 17, 2026 

 

 

 

 

Turn-Key Mobile, Inc. 

4510 Country Club Drive 

Jefferson City, Missouri 65109 

 

The Christian County Commission voted in session today to award Turn-

Key Mobile, Inc. the contract for Computers and Network Technology for 

the purchase of Stalker antenna radar units.  

 

The Jasper County Sheriff’s Office Contract with Turn-Key, Inc. (#JCSO 

2021-001) was utilized. 

 

Your point of contact is Sheriff Brad Cole.  Sheriff Cole can be reached at                    

417-581-2332 or by email at BCole@christiancountysheriff.net. 

 

 

 

 

     __________________                     __________________              __________________ 

 

 

       Date: ______________  Date: ______________      Date: ______________ 

 

Bradley A. Jackson 

Eastern Commissioner 

Lynn Morris 

Presiding Commissioner 

Johnny Williams  

Western Commissioner 



TurnKey Mobile 

Jasper County Contract #JCSO 2021-001 

 
 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed and entered into this Agreement as of 
the date first set forth above. 

 
 

                COUNTY OF CHRISTIAN              
 

 
By:        
           Lynn Morris, Presiding Commissioner 
 
 Date:  ________________________    
 
        
By:          
                   Bradley A. Jackson, Eastern Commissioner 
 
 
 Date:  ________________________ 
 
    
By:         
      Johnny Williams, Western Commissioner  
 
 
 Date:  ________________________ 
 
 
 
           
                            
     
        AUDITOR CERTIFICATION 
  
 
ATTEST BY:       I certify that the expenditure contemplated by    
                        Paula Brumfield, Christian County Clerk,  this document is within the purpose of the  

 the document is within the purpose of the 
appropriation to which it is to be charged and 
that there is an unencumbered balance of 
anticipated revenue appropriated for payment 
of same. 

APPROVED TO AS FORM:  
 
 
By: _________________________________________                 ____________________________________ 
   N. Austin Fax, Christian County Counselor                          Amy Dent, Christian County Auditor 

 

                        ___________ 
                                Date 
 

 



Christian County Commission
100 West Church St, Room 100

Ozark, MO 65721

Contract Amendment 1:  Contract #CC232820010  - JCI

Kim Hopkins-Will

The Commission approved a contract with JCI to monitor the Operations Center fire alarm on June

25th.  JCI, on their own, came back and offered us a lower price and better terms.  

The price is reduced from $850 annually to $600.  The term is reduced from three years to one year,

with options to renew.

Attorney Fax has reviewed Amendment #1.

I recommend approving Amendment #1 to JCI Contract #CC232820010 for Fire alarm monitoring.

ATTACHMENTS:

Amendment 1 Signature Page

JCI Amendment 1 Contract

Original JCI Contract

Award Letter

Award Letter

Requested by: purchasing@christiancountymo.gov 2026-09-11 12:44

















Amendment to Scope of Work (Rev 1/19)                                                             © Johnson Controls 2019    All rights reserved.  
Page 1 of 1  

 
AMENDMENT TO SCOPE OF WORK 

 
THIS AMENDMENT TO SCOPE OF WORK 10th day of September, 2026, by 
and between JOHSON CONTROLS FIRE PROTECTION LP Christian County Operations Center 

Fire Alarm Monitoring Agreement (CPQ-1279855)  between 
Company and Customer dated September 1st, 2026  

W I T N E S S E T H: 

The Scope of Work of the Agreement is hereby amended as follows: 

Price reduction for fire alarm monitoring services at the Christian County Operations Center. 

New annual contract amount 09/1/2026  8/31/2027 - $600.00 

Any equipment and/or services provided pursuant to this Amendment to Scope of Work shall be provided pursuant to 
the terms and conditions of the Agreement between the parties.  The Agreement, as modified herein, constitutes the 
entire agreement between the parties, which can be modified only by a written agreement signed by both parties.   

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Amendment as of the date first above written. 

JOHNSON CONTROLS FIRE PROTECTION LP 
 

By: __________________________________ 

Print Name: Kevin Carroll 

Title: Service Sales Rep. 

Christian County Operations Center 
 

 
By: 
_________________________________ 
 
Print Name:       
 
Title:       

*   *   *   *   *  





Christian County Commission
100 West Church St, Room 100

Ozark, MO 65721

Memorandum of Agreement - Red Bridge Replacement Project

Miranda Beadles

The County Commission has been invited to be a signatory on a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)

between the County, USDA Forest Service, Missouri State Historic Preservation Office, Osage

Nation, Missouri Preservation and Dr. Robert Kipfer.  The MOA outlines our efforts to mitigate and

monitor any negative effects to the historic or archaelogical impacts to the bridge and surrounding

land.

ATTACHMENTS:

MOA - No Signatures

Requested by: mbeadles@christiancountymo.gov 2026-09-09 10:24
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
AMONG THE USDA-FOREST SERVICE, MARK TWAIN NATIONAL FOREST, 

THE  
MISSOURI STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER,  

 THE OSAGE NATION, AND  
THE CHRISTIAN COUNTY COMMISSION,  

REGARDING THE FY25 RED BRIDGE ROAD IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, 
CHRISTIAN COUNTY, MISSOURI  

 

WHEREAS, the USDA-Forest Service, Mark Twain National Forest (hereinafter "the Forest") 
has determined that consultation on proposed activities that might affect historic properties on 
National Forest System lands or under the direct or indirect jurisdiction of the agency per 36 
CFR 800.16(y) must be conducted in order for the Forest Supervisor and other agency officials 
to take such effects into account in evaluating alternatives and in making decisions pursuant to 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (80 Stat. 9 15 et seq.; 
16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.); and 

WHEREAS, the Forest, in consultation with the Missouri Department of Transportation, has 
determined that Bridge No. 4330004 (hereafter referred to as “the Red Bridge”) carrying Red 
Bridge Road (County Road H-14) over Bull Creek on the Ava Management Unit of the Forest in 
Christian County, Missouri (FS Site No. 09052100949; 23CN2119) is an early 20th century 
pinned Pratt pony truss bridge that is eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic 
Places (NRHP); and 

WHEREAS, the Forest, in consultation with the Missouri Department of Transportation and the 
Christian County Highway Department, has determined that the Red Bridge is structurally 
unsound and is neither safe nor suitable for ongoing, modern usage and needs to be replaced; and 

WHEREAS, the Forest plans to approve and permit the Red Bridge Road Improvement Project 
(undertaking) on behalf of the Christian County Commission pursuant to the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976, as Amended (Public Law 94–579, 43 U.S.C. §§ 1701–1782); and   

WHEREAS, the undertaking consists of providing the Christian County Commission with a 
temporary construction and right-of-way permit to realign a portion of Red Bridge Road, 
replacing the existing historical Red Bridge over Bull Creek with a modern, triple-span bridge to 
be constructed on the new, ca. 800 foot long approach roadway (including the new bridge), and 
to rehabilitate the ca. 550 foot long segment of roadway proposed for abandonment; and  

WHEREAS, the Forest has defined the undertaking’s Area of Potential Effects (APE) for the 
Red Bridge Road Improvement Project as comprising ca. 2.5 acres (1.6 acres of National Forest 
System lands and 0.9 acres of private property) for construction-related and other ground 
disturbing activities, including the active stream channel/gravel bars, the locations of the 
historical Red Bridge and road alignment, the newly proposed road alignment and bridge, and all 
temporary construction and clearing easements. Maps depicting the APE are included in 
Attachment A; and   
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WHEREAS, the duties of the Missouri State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) pursuant to 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and 36 CFR Part 800 include 
responsibilities to advise, assist, review, and consult with Federal agencies as they carry out their 
historic preservation responsibilities and to respond to Federal agencies' requests within a 
specified period of time; and 

WHEREAS, the Forest has determined that the undertaking would have an adverse effect on the 
Red Bridge, which is eligible for listing in the NRHP, and has consulted with the SHPO pursuant 
to 36 CFR Part 800, the regulations implementing Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (54 U.S.C. § 306108), as well as the processes defined in the 2019 Section 106 
Programmatic Agreement (hereinafter “the 2019 Section 106 PA”) among the Forest, the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP), federally recognized Tribal partners, and the 
Missouri SHPO in accordance with 36 CFR 800.14; and   

WHEREAS, under Stipulation VII.B (Buildings and Structures Provisions/Resolving Adverse 
Effects) of the 2019 Section 106 PA, the Forest is further obliged to follow the stipulations and 
protocols put forth in the 2008 Programmatic Agreement among the Forest, the Missouri SHPO, 
and the ACHP for the Realignment of Historic Properties on the Forest, as amended in 2018 
(hereinafter “the 2018 Realignment PA”); and  

WHEREAS, the Forest has consulted with the Osage Nation regarding the effects of the 
undertaking on historic properties and at their request has invited them to participate in this 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) as an invited signatory; and  

WHEREAS, the Forest has consulted with the Christian County Commission and at their 
request has invited them to participate in this Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) as an invited 
signatory; and  

WHEREAS, the Forest has invited the National Trust for Historic Preservation, the Sac and Fox 
Nation of Oklahoma (both concurring parties to the 2008 Realignment PA), as well as Missouri 
Preservation, the Legacy Retreat Center, and Dr. Robert Kipfer, the affected private landowner, 
to participate in this MOA as concurring parties; and     

WHEREAS, the Osage Nation has elected to participate in this MOA as an invited signatory; 
and  

WHEREAS, the Christian County Commission has elected to participate in this MOA as an 
invited signatory; and  

WHEREAS, the Sac and Fox Nation of Oklahoma has declined to participate in the MOA, but 
has requested notification should archeological materials be encountered during any phase of the 
bridge project; and  

WHEREAS, the National Trust for Historic Preservation has not responded to the Forest’s 
invitation, to date; and   

WHEREAS, Missouri Preservation has elected to participate in the MOA as a concurring party, 
but has offered no additional comment, to date; and 
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WHEREAS, the Legacy Retreat Center has declined to participate in the MOA; and  

WHEREAS, Dr. Robert Kipfer has elected to participate in this MOA as a concurring party; and  

WHEREAS, in accordance with 36 CFR § 800.6(a)(1) as well as Stipulation VII.B of the 2019 
Section 106 PA and Stipulation G.1.b of the 2008 Realignment PA, the Forest notified the ACHP 
of its adverse effect determination with specified documentation on May 21, 2026, and the 
ACHP has chosen not to participate in the consultation pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.6(a)(1)(iii) on 
June 1, 2026; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Forest, the Missouri SHPO, the Osage Nation, and the Christian 
County Commission agree that the undertaking shall be implemented in accordance with the 
following stipulations in order to take into account the effect of the undertaking on historic 
properties. 
 

STIPULATIONS 

The Forest shall ensure that the following measures are carried out by, or under the direction of, 
a professional who meets or exceeds the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification 
Standards for History and/or Architectural History (36 CFR Part 61): 

I. As discussed with the Missouri SHPO and other consulting parties, the Forest shall 
prepare or oversee preparation of archival documentation for Red Bridge to the following 
specifications: 

a. Preparation of historical documentation of the Red Bridge in accordance with 
Stipulation II.G.1.d of the 2008 Realignment PA which will be of like 
equivalency to MoDOT’s Level II Bridge Documentation Standards for Section 
106 Mitigation of Adverse Effect (Attachment B). 

b. Prior to implementation of any project activity that could adversely affect the 
NRHP eligibility of Red Bridge, its character-defining attributes shall be photo-
documented as follows: 

i. Photographs shall be consistent with the National Register of Historic Places 
and National Historic Landmarks Program’s 2024 Consolidated and 
Updated Photograph Policy with sufficient coverage to provide overall 
views of the bridge and its significant details and shall be legibly keyed to a 
site map. 

ii. The Forest shall consult with the Missouri SHPO regarding the adequacy of 
the photographic coverage for the bridge and the selection of images for 
retention.  

iii. The Forest shall provide digital images (TIF or JPEG) to the SHPO, which 
will maintain the digital images. 
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iv. The SHPO shall be given 30 days to review and comment on the submittal 
of photographic documentation. Removal of the Red Bridge may occur once 
SHPO concurs with the adequacy of photographs, photo log, and photo key 
map. 

c. Provide the Missouri SHPO with a report consisting of digital photographs, photo 
log, photo key map, and the available historical documentation. The SHPO shall 
be given 30 days to review and comment on the submittal of the Level II report.    

II. In accordance with Stipulation II.H of the 2008 Realignment PA (Interpretive/Archival 
Preservation), should the currently proposed adaptive re-use of Red Bridge’s historical 
trusses be implemented via aesthetic incorporation into the new bridge, the Forest shall 
develop (or oversee development of) interpretive signage to be displayed in the vicinity 
of the new bridge to provide a concise history of the original structure and the purpose of 
its adaptive reuse. 

a. Context for the signage shall include, but not be limited to, the historic context, 
photographs, and plans compiled from the Level II documentation described 
above (if available) in order for the signs to convey the historic significance of the 
Red Bridge. 
 
i. Content development shall be under the supervision and review of 

personnel meeting Secretary of the Interiors Professional Qualification 
Standards (48 FR 44738-447389) in History and/or Architectural History. 
 

ii. The Forest shall provide SHPO, and any other interested consulting party, 
final draft content and mock-up of final design as well as map showing 
the proposed installation location for review and comment. 

 
iii. SHPO, and any other interested consulting party, shall have 30 calendar 

days to review and provide comment. 
 

iv. The Forest shall take all comments into consideration and make any 
necessary revisions for final SHPO acceptance prior to final production 
and installation. 

 
b. Final installation shall be within one year after completion of construction. 

III. The Forest shall ensure that decommissioning activities in the immediate vicinity of 
historic properties in the Red Bridge Road Improvement Project APE are monitored by a 
professionally qualified archaeologist.  

a. Monitoring shall include preparation of a monitoring report following 
implementation of such activities.  
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b. The Forest shall submit this report to the Missouri SHPO and The Osage Nation, 
as appropriate.    

c. The Forest shall prepare a Mark Twain National Forest Archaeological Site 
Recordation Form update for the Red Bridge Site (FS No. 09052100949; 
23CN2119) reflecting any change in its NRHP status, and submit the update to 
the Missouri SHPO and other interested consulting parties, as appropriate. 
 

IV. DURATION 
 
This MOA will expire if its terms are not carried out within five (5) years from the date 
of its execution. Prior to such time, the Forest may consult with the other signatories to 
reconsider the terms of the MOA and amend it in accordance with Stipulation VIII 
below. 
  

V. POST-REVIEW DISCOVERIES 
 
If properties are discovered that may be historically significant or unanticipated effects on 
historic properties found, the Forest shall implement the discovery plan included as 
Attachment C of this MOA. 
 

VI. MONITORING AND REPORTING 

Each calendar year following the execution of this MOA until it expires or is terminated, 
the Forest shall provide all parties to this MOA a summary report detailing work 
undertaken pursuant to its terms.  Such report shall include any scheduling changes 
proposed, any problems encountered, and any disputes and objections received in the 
Forest’s efforts to carry out the terms of this MOA. 

VII. DISPUTE RESOLUTION 
 
Should any signatory or concurring party to this MOA object at any time to any actions 
proposed or the manner in which the terms of this MOA are implemented, the Forest 
shall consult with such party to resolve the objection.  If the Forest determines that such 
objection cannot be resolved, the Forest will: 
 

A. Forward all documentation relevant to the dispute, including the Forest's 
proposed resolution, to the ACHP. The ACHP shall provide the Forest with its 
advice on the resolution of the objection within thirty (30) days of receiving 
adequate documentation. Prior to reaching a final decision on the dispute, the 
Forest shall prepare a written response that takes into account any timely 
advice or comments regarding the dispute from the ACHP, signatories and 
concurring parties, and provide them with a copy of this written response. The 
Forest will then proceed according to its final decision. 
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B. If the ACHP does not provide its advice regarding the dispute within the thirty 
(30) day time period, the Forest may make a final decision on the dispute and 
proceed accordingly. Prior to reaching such a final decision, the Forest shall 
prepare a written response that takes into account any timely comments 
regarding the dispute from the signatories and concurring parties to the MOA 
and provide them and the ACHP with a copy of such written response. 

 
C. The Forest's responsibility to carry out all other actions subject to the terms of 

this MOA that are not the subject of the dispute remain unchanged. 
 

VIII. AMENDMENTS  
 
This MOA may be amended when such an amendment is agreed to in writing by all 
signatories. The amendment will be effective on the date a copy signed by all of the 
signatories is filed with the ACHP.  
 

IX. TERMINATION 
 
If any signatory to this MOA determines that its terms will not or cannot be carried out, 
that party shall immediately consult with the other parties to attempt to develop an 
amendment per Stipulation VIII, above. If within thirty (30) days (or another time period 
agreed to by all signatories) an amendment cannot be reached, any signatory may 
terminate the MOA upon written notification to the other signatories.  
 
Once the MOA is terminated, and prior to work is continuing on the undertaking, the 
Forest must either (a) execute an MOA pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.6 or (b) request, take 
into account, and respond to the comments of the ACHP under 36 CFR § 800.7. The 
Forest shall notify the signatories as to the course of action it will pursue.  
 
Execution of this MOA by the Forest and SHPO and implementation of its terms 
evidence that the Forest has taken into account the effects of this undertaking on historic 
properties and afforded the ACHP an opportunity to comment. 
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
AMONG THE USDA-FOREST SERVICE, MARK TWAIN NATIONAL FOREST,

THE 
MISSOURI STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER, 

THE OSAGE NATION, AND 
THE CHRISTIAN COUNTY COMMISSION,

REGARDING THE FY25 RED BRIDGE ROAD IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, 
CHRISTIAN COUNTY, MISSOURI

SIGNATORY:

USDA-FOREST SERVICE, MARK TWAIN NATIONAL FOREST

___________________________________                Date__________________ 
Vinci Keeler, 
Forest Supervisor 
            

Digitally signed by 
Vinci Keeler 
Date: 2026.08.27 
13:22:43 -05'00'
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 

AMONG THE USDA-FOREST SERVICE, MARK TWAIN NATIONAL FOREST, 

THE  

MISSOURI STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER,  

 THE OSAGE NATION, AND  

THE CHRISTIAN COUNTY COMMISSION,  

REGARDING THE FY25 RED BRIDGE ROAD IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, 

CHRISTIAN COUNTY, MISSOURI  

 

CONCURRING PARTY: 

 

MISSOURI PRESERVATION 

 

___________________________________                 Date__________________  

Riley Price 

Executive Director 

Missouri Preservation 
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 

AMONG THE USDA-FOREST SERVICE, MARK TWAIN NATIONAL FOREST, 

THE  

MISSOURI STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER,  

 THE OSAGE NATION, AND  

THE CHRISTIAN COUNTY COMMISSION,  

REGARDING THE FY25 RED BRIDGE ROAD IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, 

CHRISTIAN COUNTY, MISSOURI  

CONCURRING PARTY: 

DR. ROBERT KIPFER 

___________________________________  Date__________________ 

Dr. Robert Kipfer 

Affected Landowner 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENT A: AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECT (APE) MAPS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 



 



ATTACHMENT B: LEVELS OF BRIDGE DOCUMENTATION 
FOR SECTION 106 MITIGATION OF ADVERSE EFFECT



November 3, 2016 

1 

Levels of Bridge Documentation (State Level) For 

Section 106 Mitigation of Adverse Effect 

This guidance serves for information purposes, and examples provided are not intended to be 

considered an inclusive list. The researcher should consider the individual bridge being 

researched and should develop the themes associated with that bridge.  The appropriate level of 

bridge documentation shall be determined through consultation between the FHWA, SHPO, 

MoDOT, the local government and other consulting parties. 

For all levels of documentation include: 

 Location map showing bridge location

 Identifiers (County, Route, Feature crossed, MoDOT or County Bridge Number (Not

Fraser Inventory Number), Project Number), include all items on the lists or explain why

an item is not included.

 Historic and Common Name(s)

 Historic Photographs if they can be located

Bridge projects described in the State Highway Commission Biennial Reports shall be 

documented at Level I or Level II. 

Level I: the highest level of documentation—for bridges over major rivers, for example, the 

Mississippi or Missouri River or the main tributaries to these rivers, and bridges with Criteria A 

or B associations as well as Criterion C. 

 Drawings—as built or final construction plans for bridge (including rehabs), if extant (if

drawings are not available a detailed technical description will be required).

 Photographs* (8” X 10” format) showing elevations of the bridge, substructure,

important connections, all span types, and other significant details; images should be

taken, printed and labeled according to NRHP/MoSHPO standards.

 Bridge description--A reader friendly bridge description narrative shall include; if bridge

plans are not available, this should be a technical description of the bridge. The

description should reference the mitigation photographs and plans to identify features of

the bridge.

 Written history—should be the product of primary and contemporary sources as much as

possible; it should address significant themes associated with the bridge, for example:

o Engineering significance (Criterion C)—explain how and why the bridge is

significant from an engineering perspective; discuss its relationship to surviving

bridges of the same type in region and state. Also explain:

 Who designed the bridge? Is it a standard bridge type or did it require

modification from standard plans?

 Who constructed the bridge? Include fabricator and contractor for truss

bridges. Were they well-established companies? Did they have history of

contracts with the state/county/city? Did they build a large number of

bridges? How many of their bridges survive?
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o Transportation significance--explain how the bridge fit into the larger 

transportation system. Consider: 

 Construction of the bridge, including planning and actual construction 

 Address any issues encountered during bridge planning that had to be 

overcome (opposition, etc.) 

 Address any issues encountered during construction and how they were 

resolved (weather, etc.) 

 How was the bridge perceived by the community—eagerly anticipated, 

apathetically, etc.? Was it received differently in various parts of the larger 

community? 

 Was the bridge built as part of a new road or replacing an earlier crossing? 

If replacement, of what type—ford, ferry or earlier bridge? 

o Social History—did important events associated with American culture occur on 

the bridge or is it associated with a route significant in American culture? 

(Examples would be civil rights marches that crossed bridge, bridges associated 

with Route 66, bridges associated with early farm-to-market roads, bridges 

associated with seedling miles of highway, etc.) 

o Commerce—was the bridge important in the economic development of a 

community or did local business leaders promote the bridge? If so, explain how 

they were involved. If the bridge was a toll bridge, explain how the toll structure 

was set up, who collected the tolls, how long the tolls were collected, if possible 

what the toll rates were, local attempts to free the bridge, and when it became a 

free bridge. 

o Planning – Was the bridge built or incorporated into a Parkway? Was the bridge 

built as part of a larger development? Was the planning for the bridge tied up in 

litigation related to its construction or the construction of an associated highway? 

o There may be other broad patterns in American History that the bridge is 

associated with. Consultation between the SHPO, FHWA, MoDOT, the local 

government and other consulting parties will help to determine the appropriate 

areas of significance for the bridge. 

o Examples of sources to utilize include: MoDOT Bridge and Commission Records 

(if State Highway Department Constructed the bridge); County Commission 

Minutes (if County constructed the bridge); contemporary newspapers; trade 

journals; diaries; builder or engineering company records; County Histories; etc. 

o An example of a Level I mitigation document is the Daniel Boone Bridge 

available for viewing at: 

http://library.modot.mo.gov/RDT/reports/historicbridges/Daniel_Boone_Bridge_J

1000_Report.pdf 

 

Level II: a moderate level of documentation—for bridges over small rivers/major creeks, with 

no significant association with historical contexts; it is anticipated that most mitigation will fall 

into this level.  See Level I comments above 

 Drawings—as built or final construction plans for bridge (including rehabs), if extant (if 

drawings are not available a detailed technical description will be required). 
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 Photographs* (8” X 10” format) showing elevations of the bridge, substructure, 

important connections, all span types, and other significant details; images should be 

taken, printed and labeled according to NRHP/MoSHPO standards. 

 Bridge description--A reader friendly bridge description; if bridge plans are not available, 

this should be a technical description of the bridge. The description should reference the 

mitigation photographs and plans to identify features of the bridge. 

 Written history—should be the product of primary and contemporary sources as much as 

possible; should address significant themes associated with the bridge, for example: 

o Engineering significance—explain how and why the bridge is significant from an 

engineering perspective; discuss its relationship to surviving bridges of the same 

type in region and state. Also explain: 

 Who designed the bridge? Is it a standard bridge type or did it require 

modification from standard plans? 

 Who constructed the bridge? Include fabricator and contractor for truss 

bridges. Were they well-established companies? Did they have history of 

contracts with the state/county/city? Did they build a large number of 

bridges? How many of their bridges survive? 

o Transportation significance—explain how the bridge fit into the larger 

transportation system. Consider: 

 Construction of the bridge, including planning and actual construction 

 Address any issues encountered during bridge planning that had to be 

overcome (opposition, etc.) 

 Address any issues encountered during construction and how they were 

resolved (weather, etc.) 

 How was the bridge perceived by the community—eagerly anticipated, 

apathetically, etc.? Was it received differently in various parts of the larger 

community? 

 Was the bridge built as part of a new road or replacing an earlier crossing? 

If replacement, of what type—ford, ferry or earlier bridge? 

o An example of a Level II document is the Branson Bridge and can be viewed at: 

http://library.modot.mo.gov/RDT/reports/historicbridges/Branson%20Bridge%20

J0705R%20Report.pdf.  

 

Level III: a well-documented inventory form with continuation sheets—for bridges over small 

streams away from populated areas, lettered routes in rural areas; these may include small 

bridges that were built as part of a large project and bridges which may be contributing to a 

district or landscape or may be individually eligible and a type with many documented examples. 

It may also be used when there is a context for the type developed (or being developed) which 

will explain the overall background for the resources. 

 Drawings—as built or final construction plans for bridge (including rehabs), if extant (if 

drawings are not available a detailed technical description will be required). 

 Photographs* (8” X 10” format) showing elevations of the bridge, substructure, 

important connections, all span types, and other significant details; images should be 

taken, printed and labeled according to NRHP/MoSHPO standards. 
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 Completed MoDOT Missouri Bridge Inventory Form. The inventory form should include 

a footnoted history of the bridge, a brief description, and appropriate illustrations to 

demonstrate the history and significance of the bridge. 

 An example of a Level III document is the St. John’s Creek Bridge and can be viewed at: 

http://library.modot.mo.gov/RDT/reports/historicbridges/N0141_Bridge_Mitigation_Doc

ument.pdf.  

 

Level IV: a documented inventory form for bridges over minor crossings (small streams/creeks, 

highways, railroads, etc.) that are not individually eligible but are contributing resources to a 

larger historic property. It is anticipated few bridges will qualify for this level of documentation.  

 

 Photographs* (5” X 7” format) showing elevations of the bridge, substructure, important 

connections, all span types, and other significant details; images should be taken, printed 

and labeled according to NRHP/MoSHPO standards. 

 Completed MoDOT Missouri Bridge Inventory Form. The inventory form should include 

a concise history of the bridge, a brief description, and statement explaining the 

significance of the bridge. 
 

Guidance on How to Document a Bridge is available from the Missouri Department of 

Transportation, Historic Preservation Section. 

 

*Guidance on photographing bridges is available on the Preservation in Pink blog: 

https://preservationinpink.wordpress.com/2012/02/02/how-to-photograph-a-bridge/ 

 

 



ATTACHMENT C: POST-REVIEW DISCOVERY PLAN 
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In accordance with Stipulation V of the Red Bridge Road Improvement Project Memorandum of 
Agreement (Post-Review Discoveries), the following discovery plan shall be implemented in a 
manner consistent with the terms of Stipulation XII.A-C (Inadvertent Discoveries) and 
Attachment H (Protocols for the Treatment of Inadvertently Discovered Human Remains) of the 
2019 Section 106 Programmatic Agreement among the Mark Twain National Forest (MTNF), the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP), federally recognized Tribal partners, and the 
Missouri State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), as amended (hereinafter “the 2019 Section 
106 PA”), pursuant to 36 CFR 800.14: 

POST-REVIEW DISCOVERIES 

The Tribes, Regional Heritage Program Manager (HPM), and SHPO as appropriate or if Tribal 
affiliation is affirmed, or other parties as appropriate, will be notified by the MTNF immediately 
upon discovery that a recorded or previously unidentified historic property has been, or could be, 
inadvertently affected by an undertaking under the Red Bridge Road Improvement Project MOA. 

(A) If the undertaking has not been completed at the time the effect is discovered, all associated
activities in the vicinity (100 meters or as determined practicable by an MTNF heritage
professional) of the property shall cease and reasonable efforts shall be taken to avoid or
minimize harm to the property until consultations are completed and a heritage professional can
evaluate the discovery, assess the effects, determine what kind of treatment is warranted, and
consult with Tribes and SHPO to determine if the find is eligible or not eligible for listing on the
NRHP. In the event that the property is a historic site (standing or partially standing), the buffer
will be determined by the heritage professional, pending confirmation by the SHPO.

Consultation will be initiated within seven days between the MTNF, Tribes and/or SHPO or 
other interested parties as appropriate, to develop an agreed upon response. If agreement cannot 
be reached, the Tribes and/or SHPO shall provide written comments to the MTNF which will 
then initiate consultation with the ACHP and request the comment of the ACHP before making a 
decision on how to proceed with the undertaking. The MTNF will notify the Tribes, and/or 
SHPO, Regional Heritage Program Manager, and any interested parties of its decision. The terms 
of the PA do not relieve or substitute the MTNF's responsibilities under NAGPRA, ARPA, or 
other authorities as appropriate. 

(B) If the undertaking has already been concluded when an effect to an historic property has been
discovered, the MTNF, Regional HPM, Tribes as appropriate, SHPO, and ACHP (should they
choose) shall consult to develop an agreed upon action which the MTNF will implement, and a
timetable for implementation. MTNF will notify and submit reports to all consulting parties
when the agreed action is complete following the schedule outlined below.

(C) Within six months (or an alternate agreed upon schedule) of the discovery of the inadvertent
effect and notifying the Tribes, SHPO, Regional HPM, ACHP, and other interested parties as
appropriate, the MTNF shall provide the Regional HPM, Tribes, SHPO, and ACHP (if they are a
participant) and other interested parties with a report describing the undertaking and the
circumstances surrounding the cause and resolution of the effects. This report must include
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information regarding: the type of property affected; the property's NRHP status; the nature of 
the effects; the date effects were identified; the location of the property (i.e., name of Ranger 
District); the condition of the property; and other pertinent information, as well as document the 
MTNF's response to the discovery of the effects and the actions taken to address or resolve the 
effects. 

TREATMENT OF INADVERTENTLY DISCOVERED HUMAN REMAINS 

In the event human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, and objects of cultural patrimony 
are inadvertently discovered or identified during project implementation, all activities shall cease 
and the Forest shall comply with the provisions of NAGPRA as outlined in 43 CFR 10. 
Discovery of any human remains during excavation or evaluation of a historic property requires a 
full halt to work within a 100-meter buffer. Consultation with Tribes and SHPO shall begin 
within 48 hours to consider appropriate treatments for human remains discovered in Missouri 
and to determine if the discovery will be treated under the terms of NAGPRA or in consultation 
with the SHPO as outlined in Mo. Rev. Stat., Sections 194.400-410 or Section 214.131-132 if a 
cemetery. 

(A) Inadvertent Discoveries on Federal Lands

1. Upon a possible inadvertent discovery of human remains or funerary objects, the
MTNF archaeologist or contractor shall ensure that work shall cease in the
immediate vicinity of the discovery and the remains shall be protected in situ
from any potential disturbance (including vandalism or theft). This includes the
establishment of a one hundred (100)-meter buffer area around the burial to
ensure avoidance. The remains shall then be covered with canvas and not exposed
to public view.

2. Any inadvertent discovery that includes human skeletal material will be treated as
a potential crime scene. If the remains are determined by Law Enforcement to be
recent human remains and/or associated with a forensic crime, MTNF Law
Enforcement/Rangers will assume complete control of the effort.

3. No Photographs will be taken of human remains. If necessary, only hand-drawn
illustrations or plan notes may be used in documentation and other communication.
Should unforeseen, unusual circumstances arise, law enforcement may request that
photographs be taken in the case of a crime scene. These photographs will, however,
be taken only after consultation and with the Tribes. After conclusion of the criminal
case, all photographs of human remains will be destroyed.

4. When the archaeologist/project lead/contractor determines that the inadvertent
discovery of human remains or funerary objects has occurred, immediate telephone
notification must be provided to the Tribes within twenty-four (24) hours. This
telephone notification will be followed immediately by written notification that
contains all information regarding the current status of the discovery.
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5. The Tribes shall be given the opportunity to visit the location and be provided an
on-site orientation of the location where the human remains were discovered prior
to any further disturbance or excavation in the location

6. It is the preference of the Tribes that, wherever possible, burials are left in place (in
situ) and any further project activities avoid the burial with an appropriate buffer
area, to be determined with the Tribal THPOs on a case-by-case basis.

7. The Tribes and the MTNF will consult to develop a NAGPRA Plan of Action should
excavation be deemed necessary by both parties. Under the NAGPRA regulations
(43 CFR 10.3-10.5), MTNF must prepare, approve, and sign a Plan of Action if the
MTNF intends to excavate or remove, or leave in place NAGPRA cultural items.

8. At minimum, this Plan of Action will address the requirements of 43 CFR 10.5(e):

a) The kinds of objects to be considered as cultural items;

b) The specific information used to determine custody;

c) The planned treatment, care, and handling of human
remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of
cultural patrimony recovered;

d) The planned archeological recording of the human remains,
funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony
recovered;

e) The kinds of analysis planned for each kind of object;

f) Any steps to be followed to contact Indian tribe officials at the
time of intentional excavation or inadvertent discovery of
specific human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or
objects of cultural patrimony;

g) The kind of traditional treatment, if any, to be afforded the human
remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony by members of the Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian
organization;

h) The nature of reports to be prepared; and

i) The planned disposition of human remains, funerary objects,
sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony.

9. Neither the MTNF staff nor any of its contracted employees will conduct
excavation, handling, or removal of any human remains without the affiliated
Tribe’s consent, per the guidelines established in the NAGPRA Plan of Action.

10. Any construction contractor may resume construction activities in the area of the
discovery upon receipt of written authorization from the MTNF.
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(B) Inadvertent Discoveries on State or Private Lands

In the event of an unanticipated discovery of human remains or burials on non-Federal lands 
during MTNF archaeological survey or construction activities, MTNF will comply with the 
Missouri Unmarked Human Burial Law (RSMO §194.400-410) and the Missouri Cemetery 
Law (RSMO §214.010-550), and follow these procedures: 

1. Upon encountering human remains or an unmarked human burial during ground
disturbing activities, MTNF will ensure that the archaeological crew supervisor or
construction contractor immediately stops work within a one hundred (100) meter
radius from the point of discovery.

MTNF will ensure that the archaeological crew supervisor or construction contractor
implements interim measures to protect the discovery from vandalism and looting, but
must not remove or otherwise disturb any human remains or other items in the immediate
vicinity of the discovery.

2. Only natural materials will be used in the process of implementing protection
measures for any uncovered human remains.

3. MTNF will notify the county coroner, SHPO and the Tribes no later than forty-eight
(48) hours of the discovery of unmarked human remains as defined by RSMO
§194.400-407. MTNF will contact by phone the points of contact for the Tribes of the
discovery.

4. Within seventy-two (72) hours after notification the county coroner will determine
jurisdiction.

5. Other than for crime scene investigation, no excavation, examination, photographs, or
analysis of human remains will be conducted by the MTNF or any contracted
professional without first consulting with the SHPO and, in the instance of human
remains suspected of being Native American, securing permission from the Tribes.
Unless the remains were inadvertently removed, the evaluation will be conducted at the
site of discovery. If necessary, burial drawings and other records will ultimately be
curated at Missouri’s Rock Bridge curation facility. Drawings cannot be published in any
form or shown as part of scholarly presentations without the written permission of the
Tribes or nearest living descendants.

6. The SHPO is responsible for notifying MTNF and the Tribes within twenty-four (24)
hours of the county coroner’s findings regarding the Native American determination.

7. If it is determined that intact or fragmented human remains are present and not
considered modern or criminal evidence SHPO will consult with the MTNF and Tribes
regarding additional measures to avoid and protect or mitigate the adverse effect of
the project on the human remains and burial site. These measures may include:

a. exploration of potential alternatives to avoid the human remains or burial;

b. formal archaeological evaluation of the site;
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c. if the remains are determined to be Native American, consultation with the
Tribes will be required;

d. visits to the site by the SHPO, the Tribes, and other interested parties;

e. for Native American remains, implementation of a mitigation plan by MTNF in

consultation with the Tribes, including procedures for disinterment and re-
interment; and

f. implementation of the mitigation plan.

8. Should removal of burials be approved by SHPO through consultation and consensus
with Tribes, all objects associated with the human remains will be collected,
transported, and stored with the human remains with which they are associated and will
remain so throughout.

9. SHPO approval will be required to resume construction following completion of
any fieldwork component of the mitigation plan.

10. MTNF is responsible for transferring control and possession of any collected
human remains and/or funerary objects to the SHPO with all accompanying
documentation.

11. MTNF staff will notify the Tribes within twenty-four (24) hours of physical transfer
that either SHPO has accepted control and possession in the case of finding on non-
federal land. MTNF will provide the Tribes with copies of all future documentation
concerning human remains including documentation concerning the transfer of
control of the human remains and the associated objects from MTNF to the SHPO.

12. The SHPO will, upon receipt, proceed according to RSMO §194 and NAGPRA,
respectively, to continue consultation regarding repatriation independently.

(C) Reburial Consultation

Through consultation among the MTNF and the Tribes, a determination of cultural affiliation 
of the human remains shall be made as part of the above Plan of Action development. After 
NAGPRA disposition is determined should a burial need to be removed, the MTNF will 
continue consultation to determine a reburial site both available and appropriate with the 
affiliated Tribe(s). The affiliated Tribe(s) shall be able to visit any proposed reburial sites 
with MTNF staff as part of this consultation. 

1. The MTNF will host consultations regarding determining a reburial site location
and shall be prepared to consult on for following elements of stewardship:

a. Providing access to the reburial area by affected Tribes and other procedures
specific to the locality;

b. Restrictions, if any, relating to the reburial area, including but not limited to
restrictions relating to proposed changes from current land use in the
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reburial area, maintenance restrictions, and restrictions regarding the 
marking of grave sites; 

c. Security of the reburial area;

d. Supporting long-term coordination with the affected Tribes, including
affording the opportunity to conduct religious ceremonies with regard to
Native American human remains and funerary objects on the site itself;
and

e. Development of a confidentiality agreement that shall stipulate the
location of the reburial not be disclosed to the public, and shall only be
disclosed to those MTNF employees who have a need to know.

2. When determining specific reburial locations to present as options to the affiliated
Tribe(s), the following Reburial Area Criteria shall be considered:

a. Proximity to original burial/disinterment area

b. Flood susceptibility and location above the 100 year flood plain

c. Ease of digging for reburial

d. Restrictions on public access

e. Current land use and no anticipated change in current use

f. Access potential

g. Adequate land area to accommodate anticipated burials

h. View shed

i. Proximity to areas with a history of looting

3. The MTNF shall provide the consulting Tribe(s) with written documentation of
the potential reburial sites in the above reburial consultations. The
documentation is to include:

a. Map of the area

b. Size of the area

c. Normal flood plain elevation and flood risk

d. Description: topography soil type, flora, fauna, distance to roads and public areas

e. Present land classification

f. Advantages and disadvantages of the particular site

g. Known historic properties; need for field investigations

h. Photographs and/or videotapes

(D) The MTNF will maintain copies of the NAGPRA Plan of Action and any relevant draft
or final Notice of Inventory Completion and/or Notice of Intent to Repatriate, or any
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other NAGPRA documentation needed. The MTNF shall maintain a current list of any 
reburial areas designated and date of the reburial completed. This information will be 
housed with the MTNF HPM in a secure location protected from public access. The list 
and its contents shall only be disclosed to authorized tribal representatives and, upon 
prior notification to the affected Tribes, to MTNF personnel who have a need to know the 
information. 



Christian County Commission
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Ozark, MO 65721

Show Me Christian County Update and Request for Funding

Rachel Campbell - Show Me Christian County

Show Me Christian County (SMCC) is wanting to present their yearly Update and will be requesting

an Economic Development Services Funding Request of a $50,000 Investment from the County for

the 2027 calendat year.

Requested by: bporterfield@christiancountymo.gov 2026-09-14 08:38



​SMCC Updates​
​County Commission Meeting​

​September 17, 2026​

​SMCC Update and Economic Development Services Funding Request​

​Show Me Christian County is requesting an investment of $50,000 from Christian​
​County for the 2027 calendar year to execute economic development services.​

​Mission:​​We advance economic growth and quality of life in Christian County, Missouri​
​by connecting partners and resources.​

​(reporting activity: January - September 2026)​

​●​ ​Business Development​​-​​Building relationships within public and private sectors​
​to support business attraction, retention, and expansion in Christian County​

​○​ ​Managed 30 Active Projects YTD:​​New business / existing expansion / site​
​development​
​■​ ​16 currently active projects (site development, retail, industrial, healthcare,​

​mixed-use, recreation/hospitality) + 7 new leads​
​■​ ​Added 6 new projects in 2026​
​■​ ​Directly assisted County projects and sites in 2026 – Straightline Canvas,​

​Pro-Line Metal Fabrication, 1 unannounced site development​
​○​ ​Technical Assistance:​

​■​ ​Pursued & received federal USDA grant funds to create economic​
​development portion of new long-range comprehensive plan for​
​Highlandville, MO (process to occur through summer 2027)​

​■​ ​Monthly economic development progress meetings with Billings, Clever,​
​Highlandville, Nixa, Ozark, Sparta​

​○​ ​Legislative:​​Jefferson City visit, advocacy for local control and special district​
​services, collaboration and dialogue with local and regional legislators re:​
​Christian County’s economic impact in SWMO​

​○​ ​Groundbreakings:​​Marabella (229 acre planned community including​
​neighborhood commercial sites, Ozark)​

​○​ ​Additional Announcements:​​190 acre mixed-use development planned for​
​Nixa including residential, commercial, and family recreational uses​

​●​ ​Community Enhancement​​-​​Collaborating with public​​and private sector partners​
​to enhance the overall quality of life in Christian County​



​SMCC Updates​
​County Commission Meeting​

​September 17, 2026​
​○​ ​Received 501(c)3 public charity status from IRS, allowing SMCC to partner​

​directly with municipalities to pursue philanthropic contributions for​
​community betterment projects​

​○​ ​Worked with City of Billings and OACAC to establish Wildcat Camp this​
​school year​

​■​ ​Provides Monday care for Billings students​
​■​ ​Facilitates workforce participation for families​
​■​ ​Program serves as regional pilot for city and nonprofit childcare​

​partnerships​
​○​ ​Assisted with market research and resource connections to establish senior​

​services in Billings – They are now working through the fundraising stage​
​○​ ​Purchased park benches for Eoff Park in Nixa through funds awarded to​

​SMCC from the Ball Foundation​
​○​ ​Facilitated action planning session for Nixa Downtown Revitalization​

​Committee board​

​●​ ​Promoting Christian County​​-​​Showcasing Christian County as a destination for​
​business investment and tourism​

​○​ ​Created and provided informational material to developer partners to promote​
​commercial investment in Nixa and Ozark​

​○​ ​Explore Christian County​​(since Jan. 2026): 22K+ unique website visitors,​​2.1​
​million combined impressions​​across social media channels, 9K+ social​
​media followers across platforms and growing​

​○​ ​Received Destination Marketing Organization status with Missouri Division of​
​Tourism (1 of 40 statewide)​

​■​ ​Eligibility for state-matched grant funds up to $30K to be used for​
​tourism promotion (applied for $6K and were awarded this year)​

​○​ ​Explore Christian County billboards in Joplin, Lebanon, NW Arkansas region​
​○​ ​Partnered with James River Basin Partnership for educational video series on​

​river safety​
​■​ ​ExploreCCMO did the filming, editing and online promotion​

​○​ ​Represented ExploreCCMO at MOConnections Content Summit (Columbia,​
​MO), hosted by MO Division of Tourism​

​○​ ​Working to update official Christian County Area Guide, available in print and​
​digitally in early 2027​

http://exploreccmo.com/



