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RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

MINUTES OF A SPECIAL MEETING 

OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS

GENESEE WATER & SANITATION DISTRICT

HELD

Tuesday, May 1, 2007

At 5:00 p.m. at the Genesee District Office


17301 W. Colfax, #220

Golden, CO 80401

ATTENDANCE

A Special Meeting of the Board of Directors of the Genesee Water & Sanitation District of Jefferson County, Colorado was held as shown above, and in accordance with the applicable statutes of the State of Colorado with the following Directors present and acting:

Stewart McNab

Scott Mefford

Bruce Strand

Frank Daviess

Also present were Scott Jones, General Manager; Debbie Schrimp, Director of Administration; John McWilliams, District Superintendent Timothy Beaton, District Attorney; Steve Jamieson, W.W. Wheeler; Gary Anderson, Galen Knickel, and William & Barbara Stanton, Genesee Residents.

CALL TO ORDER

Chair McNab called the meeting to order and opened for discussion the first agenda item.

MANAGER’S REPORT

Water Withdrawn and Returned – The Water Withdrawn and Returned Report for the months of February and March, 2007 were presented to the Board of Directors by Manager Jones and are incorporated within and made part of these minutes by attachment. 

SUPERINTENDENT’S REPORT

The Turbidity and Disinfection Report – The Turbidity and Disinfection Report for the months of February and March 2007 were presented to the Board of Directors by Superintendent McWilliams and are incorporated within and made part of these minutes by attachment. 

ADMINISTRATION REPORTS

Cash Disbursements

Motion: Thereupon, motion made by Director Collins and seconded by Director Strand was unanimously carried with Chair McNab voting aye the Cash Disbursements for February and March 2007 were approved as submitted.

Ms. Schrimp continued with a review of the cash and investments and financial recaps for the months of February and March 2007.

RESERVOIR PROJECT - Project Update

Manager Jones said the project has had some issues. The contractors finished the RCC at the end of March, but there are some substantial overruns in concrete and also an issue with the storage capacity.  He said he had a concern two or three weeks ago with the way the contractor was representing storage capacity achieved by using truck counts. Per District recommendation W.W. Wheeler and ASI together did a survey of the reservoir and the capacity results were substantially less than what they thought. 

Steve Jamieson said the State Engineer waived a second design submittal related to the dam toe drain and will allow a conditional fill. Phase 1 toe drain construction will collect any seepage that comes through the dam below elevation 6715. Phase 2 is the downstream drainage system that may require a three-foot thick layer of additional filter/drain sand to be placed along the entire downstream face of the RCC dam section prior to placing the downstream berm.  The SEO has the final decision after the conditional filling. This could be an issue that could be expensive, but said he will continue to work with the SEO over the next few months.  

Chair McNab asked where the contractors are on the grouting.  Steve Jamieson said they have used around 25% of the budget and are pumping some grout, but not a lot to date. They are getting close to the right abutment where they expect to have the biggest grout takes. The grouting is going slow because the contractor is doing it himself. It will take another three or four weeks. Director Mefford said the contractor did hire a grouting expert to help them. Chair McNab asked Steve if they are at 25% of the budget, how far are they with the grouting. Steve said that is still unknown because you have to drill holes every forty feet and then see if you have grout takes and if you have grouts takes then you go in twenty foot intervals and pump into to there. He said they have pumped about 70 bags of grout and there are 900 total bags quantity. The 25% of the budget is both drilling and mobilization. 

Chair McNab asked Steve Jamieson or Manager Jones to explain where the capacity is today and why it is not where the Board was told it would be. Chair McNab said he was told they are at 82 acre-feet as opposed to the 110 acre-feet that was budgeted in January.  The Board voted for 110 acre-feet at their meeting in January. Mr. Stonefelt assured the Board in August there was no reason as to any concerns that it was less than 100 acre-feet and now he understands why Steve Jamieson waffled in the storage capacity last September. He asked Steve if he knew something then and didn’t tell the Board at that time. Chair McNab said he is unhappy and wanted someone to explain to the Board why, where, and what can be done to get more than the 82 acre-feet.

Steve Jamieson said he didn’t know anything new in September and that he wasn’t trying to hide anything. He said there were a lot of unknowns going into this project and that it was clearly documented in his memo to the Board in May where it stated there is no guarantee minimum target storage at the time.  In December he had a meeting with Manager Jones, Director Collins, Director Mefford and the contractor and looked at where they were at that point. Most of the foundation excavation was done and they thought they could get a target of 110 acre feet if everything went according to plan, but there were still some unknowns at that time. Since that time, there have been some overruns in the facing concrete and some quantity overruns. It was estimated there would be about 10 acre-feet less quarry excavation below the normal high water line. The contractor ran out of aggregate. Again, they were anticipating some storage from the quarry that didn’t get excavated from below from the normal high water line. The contractor had to bring in aggregate because they ran short.  The District did not pay for that because that line item was listed as a lump sum. 

Steve Jamieson said they did a survey a couple of weeks ago that was around 82 acre-feet, but now they are estimating 87 to 90 today. Because of the overruns and given the limited budget the District has, this is where the District’s budget is at right now. The decision the Board needs to make is whether to stop right now and call it good and finish things up or to continue to get the storage to get to 100 acre-feet, which would cost about $180,000 or more.  

Manager Jones asked Steve Jamieson if they lost reservoir capacity as a result of the foundation excavation going deeper and then using that material for aggregate production, which was a lump sum bid versus what would come out of the quarry excavation below the high water line.  Steve Jamieson said yes, that is one of the factors. The contractors took material from the foundation and mixed that in with the rock crushing operation. Chair McNab asked how much aggregate the contractor brought in when they ran out. Steve said it was around 1,400 cubic yards. Steve said the big thing was that they did not excavate as much quarry as they thought they would. Chair McNab asked how the quarrying was covered in the contract. Steve said it was a lump sum item and they had to quarry whatever they needed for the dam.  

Director Strand said he saw loose dirt and rock that had not been moved as of yesterday. He asked if the contractor took out all the loose material how much more could be stored.  Steve Jamieson said they don’t know where the rocks are. Director Strand said if you leave it in there would it cause maintenance issues.  Steve said they have a multilevel intake so even if everything flowed downward it should not be a problem. Manager Jones said the area that will be around the drain and fill pipeline will be excavated out a little bit below and away, which would help with any maintenance concerns.

Director Mefford said if they get down to the 105 or 110 acre-feet of storage that will resolve the issue because most of that will be out of there. They are down to bedrock on the left abutment and the right abutment has the access road. He said there was some rock the contractor blasted which is sitting under where the batch plant was but didn’t know if they decided whether or not it was adequately blasted to excavate. 

Chair McNab asked what material was going to be used on the downstream face of the dam. Steve Jamieson said the excess excavation material from the reservoir that is being scooped out and placed on the berm fill downstream. Chair McNab asked if the excavation for making the reservoir bigger is a lump sum amount or unit price. Steve Jamieson said it is a unit price. Chair McNab said somebody must have underestimated the amount of material to excavate. Director Mefford said the problem as he understands it is they needed some fixed amount of aggregate, the contractor blasted most of this and planned on using it, but because of some rock problems they had to go deeper so they took this material out and used that for aggregate in the dam which means they took less in other places and as a result they don’t have the storage taken out that they were anticipating. There were also some cost issues with how that is allocated in line items and that is one of the issues they are talking to Manger Jones about.  

Director Mefford said there are enough materials still in there to get at 100 acre-feet if not 105 to 110 acre-feet. The issue is how this is allocated cost wise and how much we end up paying for because of the way this was undertaken. District Attorney Beaton asked if there other cost overruns in other categories that would make this difficult to fit it in the budget. Director Mefford said one of the cost overruns was coming up with the RCC as well as the additional facing concrete and structural concrete. Some facing concrete was used to allow the contractor to phase the dam into the three different phases. Steve Jamieson said they had to excavate until they could get to good fresh rock and the SEO came out and told them to excavate more in a few places. 

Manager Jones said actual reservoir capacity currently is now closer to 90 acre-feet. He said by just looking at it and looking at the material there and where they hit rock and where they have not, he thinks they may be able to get between 105 to 110 acre-feet without getting into the access road on the right abutment. He said right now the contractor is estimating the cost at $15,000 per acre-foot gained. Chair McNab said over a week ago they were at 82 acre-feet and now it is between 87 and 90 acre-feet because of those truck counts. What has gone on the past ten days to get us from 82 to 87? He asked if this part of the normal course or did we pay extra. Manager Jones said it was an item bid amount. Chair McNab said he still didn’t understand, and asked what has happened to get us more capacity, eight more acre-feet. What has been done, or is this something that was going to be done anyway or is that extra work we are doing. Manager Jones said it would have been done anyway. The contractor is excavating the material out of the reservoir and putting it on the downstream face per the survey results. The contractor did not move the amount of material they said they had moved for reservoir excavation. Manager Jones said they are at the contract price now of $6.5 million dollars, which includes finishing the dam. (Including the tower and the concrete overruns).

Resident Stanton said he was confused about the 82 and 87 acre-feet. He asked if the 82 was based on truck counts. Chair McNab said no, the 82 acre-feet was the surveyed amount because the contractor said they were at 100 acre feet based on the truck counts. Director Mefford said the truck counts don’t really matter. They will be using the terrain model to compare with the surface survey, and then it is up to WW Wheeler as our representatives on site to verify the quantities that have been removed. 

Director Daviess left the meeting at this time. 

Resident Stanton asked Manager Jones what he was basing his 105 to 110 acre-feet estimate on.  Manager Jones said since he has spent at lot of time at the site all he is doing is making a mental picture of this at 82 acre-feet and looked at what materials have actually come out and other areas where there is excavatable material and just basically has a good idea of what is diggable and what isn’t.  Resident Knickel said there is a problem as to where to put it. Manager Jones said the contractor has done a good job at manipulating where to stack the materials. Anything above the 100 acre-feet is hard pressed as to where to put it. One problem is having to keep the downstream face exposed for the next six months so we are limited. 

Manager Jones gave the Board a project cost and storage capacity comparison estimate. It projects 100 acre-feet total construction cost of $6,853,270.  A copy is included within and made part of these minutes by attachment. Manager Jones said the current construction budget from the December 2006 meeting is $6,550,000. The construction contract is $6,500,766. Since that time our known overruns are the SEO Phase 1 Toe drain which has cost $44,750, plus what was included in the line item originally, totaling $65,000. Chair McNab asked when did this number become available to us. Manager Jones said he got it last week. Chair McNab said the Board knew in December that this would be an issue and thought it was part of the $50,000 the Board voted for with Change Order Number 2. Manager Jones said no it couldn’t have been. Steve Jamieson said the SEO required a more expensive toe drain that was not in the original design.

Manager Jones said the next overrun was the facing and abutment concrete. Chair McNab asked when they knew this was a problem. Manager Jones said at the end of March, by that time the concrete work was basically done. Chair McNab said WW Wheeler had an inspector there watching all the concrete and should have known beforehand that there was going to be a lot more, he asked why didn’t the Board have an estimate as to what this extra cost would be, not just the final number. The Board should have been told in February about the fact the additional concrete was going to be needed and that it would affect the budget. Why wasn’t the Board told when the concrete went down that more was going in and there was going to be $170,000 increase? Steve Jamieson said he didn’t have those quantities until the RCC was complete.  Chair McNab asked what Wheeler’s people were doing sitting there. They watched it come in and they knew there was more, why didn’t they count trucks. Steve Jamieson said it is not a truck count. It is based on batch tickets from the batch plant. Chair McNab said that is a bogus answer. His question is, why weren’t your people who were representatives on the site, who were supposed to be looking out for us tell this Board before the last minute, that this is going to be a big extra item, but instead you waited. You had to have known more was going in so why didn’t you alert us then instead of hitting us now at the same time of telling us the reservoir isn’t going to hold as much as we were told last year. Steve Jamieson said they had an idea of this a month ago and they started talking about it then, but in February he didn’t know the quantities of material and that is what makes the dam. He said he was sorry he couldn’t give him a better answer than that.

Manager Jones said the next over run is the parapet wall increase, the length of the wall.  RCC was a slight overrun and the leveling concrete on the right abutment. Total overruns to date are $247,104. 

Manager Jones said the under runs since Change Order Number 2 were bedding concrete which came in less than what was bid, the service spill way tower, riprap bedding and geotextile. Using Change Order Number 2 and including the overruns, less the under runs we end up at approximately $6,707,766. He said he received an email from the contractor today and for l00 acre-feet the cost would be $6,746,270. He said he was giving the Board a list of where they are at today and worst case scenarios because he agrees there has been many unknowns and he would be frustrated too if he were a Board member.

Manager Jones said the contractor is representing they will do 100 acre-feet for $6,746,270, but there are still some unknowns with the SEO’s Phase 2 toe drain. He said he thought it would be around $90,000. It could be higher than that and more likely double said Director Collins, which is a great big warning. 

Manager Jones said if we stop the contractor based on the Change Order Number 2 price we will have to stop him 10 acre-feet short of what his bid amount was in order to compensate for the concrete overruns. If we continue excavating based on the way it was bid in Change Order Number 2 and pay for the concrete overruns then we can get to the 100 acre-feet.  

Manager Jones said the total projected 100 acre-feet construction costs including overruns, under runs and unknowns is $6,853,270. Director Mefford said if they go to 105 acre-feet by excavating they are 3.5% over the construction budget and if you add in the toe drain and other things the SEO put in they are 4.5% over budget.

Resident Knickel asked if they could access both sides of the reservoir. Manager Jones said they would be able to drive across the dam. Galen Knickel asked if there would be a handrail or some kind of safety requirement.  Manger Jones said he may put in cable verses a handrail, but hasn’t decided yet. Galen Knickel asked if there would be fencing to keep trespassers out of the reservoir. Director Mefford said the Water Plant facility is fenced, but Evergreen reservoir is not fenced, nor are other reservoirs of this size. Galen Knickel said the reservoir is an attraction and nuisance and he could see guys going up and jumping in the water and never coming out. The sides are not conducive in getting out.

Manager Jones continued saying for 87 acre-feet including the unknowns the cost is $6,607,766, which exceeds the construction budget by $57,766 and the amount the Enterprise fund would supplement the reservoir project is $448,483.  If the District went to 100 acre-feet the estimated cost is $6,853,000 exceeding the construction budget by $303,270 and using $693,987 in Enterprise funds. If even physically achievable the 105 acre-feet estimated cost is $6,930,290, exceeding the budget by $380,290 and using $771,007 in Enterprise funds.

Resident Anderson commented that he has a deep appreciation for the frustration the Board is feeling in the cost and capacity. He says he has a great deal of empathy for the budget crunch, but believes there is no choice but to find the money to get to this 105 acre-foot number. He said it could make a difference in dry years and is uncomfortable if it is not a three-digit number for the protection of the community.

Galen Knickel said the total cost of this dam is over the $8 million dollar bond issue. He said one of the ways the Board handled this was to have Manager Jones do the supervision even though he had not had the experience in doing dam supervision before or experience with a project of this nature. He appreciates the fact Manager Jones has been spending most of his life at the reservoir by his own admission but was wondering if the Board was considering his salary as part of the cost of dam. Chair McNab said no. As far as the accounting on the reservoir everything that has been spent has been accounted for as part of the reservoir project and at the end of the day we will know how much we have spent. Some of the money was spent on getting cost of getting the $8 million dollars and some on subsidizing the tax levy while waiting for other bonds to be paid off. 

Mr. Stanton asked if Manager Jones was trading an access road for more capacity. Manager Jones said they can get close to the 105 acre-feet without cutting into the access road. Mr. Stanton said he was surprised they were thinking of stopping the contractor today in order to stay within budget; it is hard to imagine the contractor was structured that way. He thought they would have a certain volume that they had to excavate and that would be it. Chair McNab said his understanding is there was a volume, but part of that excavation was used for the foundation as opposed to upstream volume. Mr. Stanton said at the end of the decade people will remember this was a very expensive dam, so they might forget whether it was $6.5 million or $6.9 million, but they will remember that we only got 87 acre-feet instead of the 110 acre feet that we have talked about this whole time. He agrees with Mr. Anderson to go over the 100 acre-feet and feels there is enough material in the basin to get that.

Director Strand said it is cheaper today to move material out of that dam than it is tomorrow because of having to remobilize, inflation and possibly having some hauling issues. The material is loose and movable, do it now. Chair McNab said conceptually that is fine, but he didn’t know what was under the next rock they don’t know, just like earlier this year. He asked if the dollar amount to get the 105 acre-feet is true or just assumed. He wants to be assured that all material can be put down on the berm and not have to pay hauling charges.  Manager Jones said that is something he would want to get in the form of an agreement from the contractor. He said the other side of that is getting a price per acre foot for additional excavation in case the contractor ended up hitting rock or if other issues are going to cost more money. He may have to shut them off at 102 acre-feet.

Director Collins said the biggest unknown right now sits with the State Engineer. This has been one of the biggest surprises as they get to the end of the project. This toe drain started out at $10,000 to $18,000 and now we are at $68,000 and we don’t have any idea what the State Engineer will want us to do next except it will be more. He agrees with Chair McNab in thinking what’s next and before we spend all of the money in trying to scoop out more excavation we need to make sure we can finish this project adequately.  He asked Steve Jamieson if the toe drain has been approved by the SEO and if we have approval to fill it now. Steve Jamieson said once everything is complete we will have a conditional fill after the SEO does an inspection and WW Wheeler submits an action plan and construction report. Director Collins asked when this would be done. Steve Jamieson said by the end of the month or June 1st. Director Collins asked how long does the SEO have to give us the okay to fill the reservoir. Steve Jamieson said the SEO can take 60 days, but he doesn’t think they will take that long. 

Attorney Beaton asked Steve Jamieson what was the SEO’s jurisdictional basis for requiring the Phase 2 toe drain, presumably the District had plans that were approved by the SEO and now at this stage this is an additional increment of some required monitoring. What is the SEO’s right to tell us to do something if they have already approved our plans? Steve Jamieson said the SEO’s approval says they reserve the right to reevaluate the drainage system after the initial fill. That is what they are hanging their hat on. Attorney Beaton said what if we have a good dam with no leaks do we have the right to say we don’t’ need this expensive monitoring. Steve Jamieson, yes, but their concern is if you cover it up and you do get a leak you don’t know where it is going to happen. He said there are non-destructive testing methods you can use that will eliminate the need to put this in altogether and technical arguments that can be made. He said that people in Colorado are not familiar with covering up a RCC dam with a berm fill. They are not comfortable with that concept and they have to get comfortable by looking at the data, performance and other technical issues, which may help them, get more comfortable. 

Director Collins thinks they should shoot for the 100 acre-feet. Director Strand said he is not uncomfortable with the 100 acre-feet and supportive in what Director Collins said about it being low risk.

Motion: Thereupon motion made by Director Strand and seconded by Director Collins to approve a budget of not to exceed $6.930 million dollars for storage capacity at or above 105 acre feet with the understanding that all of the necessary cost variables are confirmed in writing before proceeding and number two that the District Manager will work with the construction team and the engineering team to only exceed the $6.853 million dollar expenditure level for a minimum of 100 acre feet if it is prudent to do so based on technical requirements. Manager Jones will also give the Board a recap every Friday after the reservoir meeting of what the status is and address the cost variables.

Discussion: Chair McNab asked Steve Jamieson how the Board will know what the final storage number is rather than using contractor truck counts. Steve Jamieson said he would do a survey when the contractor is done. He has to provide a reservoir capacity curve to the State Engineer for their record. 

Attorney Beaton questioned if the grout cost exceeds the estimate does it need to be finalized before the Board approves the $6.930 million in case of another overrun. He also asked if there were any other cost variables that the Board should be concerned about. Chair McNab said he is concerned that the grout program may take longer than anticipated and then what happens if the excavating is done before the grouting. Steve Jamieson said the grouting on the right abutment should be done by the 18th and that is where the risk of an overrun is. Manager Jones said it would probably take until the 18th to excavate to reach the 100 acre-feet. Chair McNab asked if it was appropriate to ask Manager Jones to apprise the Board weekly and alert them of a need for a meeting if they have to have one.  Director Strand said, as much as he wants the additional excavation he wants less risk first. 

The motion passed unanimously.

2006 FINANCIALS AUDIT, Eric Barnes, Wagner, Burke & Barnes, LLP

Ms. Schrimp explained to Mr. Barnes the reservoir update was moved to the top of the agenda. Mr. Barnes understood and said he would be happy to come to the next Board meeting scheduled on May 22, 2007.

Attorney Beaton said there were a couple of things in the audit management letter he would like the Board to address. Ms Schrimp said the auditor was concerned with the way the office handled its electronic back up tapes. The auditor recommended that the loss of four days data would cause a significant amount of work to restore if the tapes were lost to destruction.  Ms. Schrimp said the tapes are currently stored in the server/copier room and that Friday’s tape is alternately removed from the office for safekeeping.  Ms. Schrimp suggested the tapes be locked up in a fireproof cabinet and that only one day’s data would be lost in case of destruction instead of four. The Board agreed with this solution.  

The second item was the general leave maximum accrual. Chair McNab asked Ms. Schrimp and Attorney Beaton to discuss this issue and come to the next Board meeting with some solutions. The Board will discuss it with Eric Barnes at that time.

FUTURE PLANNING DISCUSSION

Director Strand said at the public workshop on April 3, 2007 the Board agreed to discuss three key issues at the public meeting in June. The intent of the Board was to give the residents extra efforts in advertising of this meeting so that people didn’t miss the opportunity to come. He asked Ms. Schrimp to email the Board with the core discussion items and requested that comments be sent to her. When he gets back in town he will do a final report and put it in the meeting notice. 

Attorney Beaton asked what extent legal counsel needs to be prepared to discuss these matters intelligently. He asked if doing research and possibly a Power Point presentation to show what options are available to the District was acceptable. Director Strand said that would be excellent and will help the community understand what a mill levy is. Chair McNab said he wants to make it clear they are not making a proposal at this time only examples to review and have an open discussion.

REVIEW OF TAP/INCLUSION/WATER RESOURCE FEES

The Board reviewed the District’s current tap, inclusion and water resource fees. Tap fees have not been increased since 1994. The Board compared its tap fees to other districts. Manager Jones said the best comparison to Genesee is Evergreen. 

Galen Knickel said that tap fees paid for the initial infrastructure, but now if they are not careful they can price themselves out of the market if they want to raise funds. He said they are competing with the cost of drilling wells and septic systems.

After discussion of the District’s current infrastructure and the present day cost of water the Board agreed to increase the fees to total $52,000. Director Strand asked for a recommendation on how to allocate the fees. Galen Knickel commented that a Board motion now is hastily done and the Board should give it more thought and seek expert counsel. Director Strand said he recalls two previous budget years where the Board talked about tap fees at length and have taken some action based on those discussions and he feels informed.  Director Collins said tap fees were discussed at the Public Workshop in April. Director Mefford thinks that Evergreen is in the process of evaluating their tap fees again and that it’s important to be competitive with Evergreen Metro. Evergreen is competitive to the development of what is going on right now. 

Motion:  Thereupon motion made by Director Collins and seconded by Director Strand to increase the water tap fee for a 3/4 inch line from $10,000 to $20,000, sewer tap fee from $10,000 to $20,000, decrease inclusion fees from $13,000 to $4,000 and increase the water resource fee from $4,500 to $8,000 for a total of $52,000. The 3/4 inch tap is the base tap fee then proportionally increase the fee to the current structure depending on the size of service. The motion passed unanimously.

PROPOSED 2007 DROUGHT MANAGEMENT PLAN

Motion:  Thereupon motion made by Director Strand and seconded by Director Mefford to adopt the 2007 Drought Management Plan to be in effect contingent upon its terms and that it’s posted on the District’s web site with a preface that gives the residents a best estimate of the likelihood of its implementation. The motion passed unanimously.

Chair McNab suggested that once the reservoir is on line the Board might want to think about changing the criteria.

MINUTES

Motion: Thereupon, motion made by Director Stand and seconded by Director Mefford, the February 27, 2007 minutes are approved as submitted. The motion passed unanimously. 

OLD BUSINESS


Resident Letter

Director Strand asked if the Board could get a reservoir progress letter ready and out to the District rate payers by the June billing.  Manager Jones said the CCR Report will also be included in the June billing. 

Director Strand asked if it was still reasonable to set up a tour of the reservoir. Manager Jones said the problem is how much notice he would be able to give residents between the time the contractor is out of there and when it starts filling. Director Mefford thought it would take a while to fill it and that it shouldn’t matter to people. Director Strand asked Manager Jones to do what is feasible and decide when to do it. 

NEW BUSINESS

Foothills Fire Protection District

Manager Jones said the Foothills Fire Protection District contacted him. They are looking for the possibility of putting in a new fire station either by Exit 256 or by Exit 254. They do have a prospective site on Exit 254 and contacted the District regarding water and sewer availability.  Attorney Beaton said if the District considers providing service to them he thinks the Board would want to think about not getting a mill levy from them and structuring fees accordingly.

EXECUTIVE SESSION – Attorney Timothy Beaton

Director Mefford MOVED TO GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION for the purpose of receiving legal advice on specific legal questions, including matters posing potential litigation, under C.R.S. 24-6-402(4)(b). The motion was seconded by Director Collins, and passed unanimously.
Director Mefford MOVED TO CLOSE THE EXECUTIVE SESSION and return to the regular open meeting. The motion was seconded by Director Collins, and passed unanimously.

Motion:  Thereupon motion made by Director Collins to approve up to $2,000 for the purpose of providing a witness for the trespassing case at the Water Plant. The motion failed for lack of a second.

The Board directed Attorney Beaton to make the approach that was discussed in executive session.

ADJOURNED

There being no further business and upon motion duly made, seconded and unanimously carried, the meeting was adjourned.

S. Scott Jones, Secretary of the Meeting

Stewart McNab, President

Scott Mefford, 1st Vice President

Bruce Strand, Vice President

Timothy Collins, Secretary/Treasurer

Frank Daviess, Vice President 

PAGE  
1

