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RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS


MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING & PUBLIC HEARING

OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS

GENESEE WATER & SANITATION DISTRICT

HELD


Tuesday, October 26, 2004

At 4:00 p.m. at the Genesee Vista Clubhouse


24425 West Currant Drive

Golden, CO 80401

ATTENDANCE

A Regular Meeting and Public Hearing 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

Christopher O’Dell

Scott Mefford

Timothy Collins

Bruce Strand

Also present were Scott Jones, General Manager; Debbie Schrimp, Director of Administration; John McWilliams, District Superintendent; Timothy Beaton, District Attorney; Mark May, District Attorney; Steve Jamieson, W.W. Wheeler & Associates, Attorney Karl Ohlsen, Representing Mr. James Williams; Genesee residents (Approximately 6). 

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Water Withdrawn and Returned – The Water Withdrawn and Returned Report for the month of September 2004 was presented to the Board of Directors by Manager Jones and is incorporated within and made part of these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 month of September 2004 was presented to the Board of Directors by Superintendent McWilliams and is incorporated within and made part of these minutes by attachment. 

The Influent Prior to Treatment Report and the Wastewater Discharge Report 

The Influent Prior to Treatment Report and the Wastewater Discharge Report for the month of September 2004 was presented to the Board of Directors by Superintendent McWilliams and is incorporated within and made part of these minutes by attachment. 

3rd Quarter 2004 Discharge Report – Water Treatment Plant
No discharges were reported during the 3rd Quarter of 2004.

Compliance Advisory – Notice of Significant Noncompliance

Director O’Dell asked what the problem was with the chlorination system. Superintendent McWilliams said it is the same problem that has happened before. Part of it is operator error and the plant not getting the concentration of the dechlorinating agent correct. He said he has since made some changes at the wastewater treatment plant as to where they will feed in the chlorine. He said there should not be any more problems in the future. Basically, he said that by adding the chlorine for the disinfection at a point further up in the treatment process where the chlorine would dissipate more readily it should take care of both problems listed on the notice. 

Chair McNab asked Superintendent McWilliams when he made those changes. Superintendent McWilliams said they were made last week. He said he plans to respond to the State’s letter by end of this week. 

Chair McNab asked what the Health Department was likely to do. Superintendent McWilliams said there is a possibility of them sending more letters and possibly a fine. Manager Jones said that this was not a complicated matter to get fixed. He said Plan A is to do what Superintendent McWilliams said and that is putting in a portable chlorinator. Plan B would be the UV disinfection.  

Chair McNab asked if any of the Board members remembered a previous notice dated March 6, 2004 from the State of Colorado Department of Health. Superintendent McWilliams said he didn’t think it was presented to the Board. Chair McNab asked how many violations were on that notice. Superintendent McWilliams said the ones listed that were on this notice that are prior to that date. 

Director Strand asked how expensive UV would be if the District had to go to that. Manager Jones said he did not have a representative price on it yet. Chair McNab asked Superintendent McWilliams if on the notice the State sent in March required a response by a certain date. Superintendent McWilliams said yes it did and that he responded. Chair McNab asked what if any process changes were made at that time. Superintendent McWilliams explained that the problem is there are three points that need to be fed chlorine and there are only two pipelines for doing that. He said the recent strategy was to bring in some liquid chlorine to use for control of the filaments. That would free up the gaseous chlorine feed at the FEB for disinfection purposes. Manager Jones stated that the anoxic zone has created additional problems with filamentous bacteria and that they need to be controlled with chlorine. The liquid chlorine feed should handle this problem.

Chair McNab said personally, he was really disappointed in both Superintendent McWilliams and Manager Jones in that the District got the notice of noncompliance in March and the Board was not told about it and now the Board gets another one. He said the District looks bad because it looks like we have not done anything and here they are making decisions on budgets and allocating resources and didn’t know anything about it. Chair McNab said he was really disappointed and asked that at the next meeting he would appreciate Manager Jones supplying to the Board, prior to the meeting, both the original letter and the original response and any further information that the District receives from the Health Department. He said that this is not good. 

ADMINISTRATION REPORTS

Cash Disbursements

Thereupon, motion made by Director O’Dell and seconded by Director Strand was unanimously carried with Chair McNab voting aye the Cash Disbursements for September 2004 were approved as submitted.

Ms. Schrimp continued with a review of the cash and investments, financial recap and quarterly reports for the month of September 2004.  

Reimburse Enterprise in 2004 - Discussion

Ms. Schrimp said she and Director Collins agreed that the end of 2004 would be the best time to transfer the funds between the Government and Enterprise. The District has several accounting transactions to make with regard to the reservoir. For example, there are legal expenses from 2003 that are part of the $97,788.15 and legal expenses before the bond approval in 2004 that are not re-classed until the transfer is made. She said Enterprise has $25,000 to transfer to Government (Mountain Mutual Agreement) and from an accounting perspective it is better and cleaner to have everything posted in the year that the bonds were purchased in that it would make more sense and be less confusing for future financials. The funds transferred will continue to earn interest as before.

Thereupon, motion made by Director Stand and seconded by Director Mefford, the Genesee Water & Sanitation District Board of Directors approved the transfer of funds in 2004 with regard to the Government and Enterprise reservoir transactions described above. The motion passed unanimously. 

2004 Audit Bids

Ms. Schrimp said she received four audit proposals to do the District’s 2004 audit. They are from Clifton Gunderson, Wagner & Barnes, P.C., Masini & Company, Inc., and Bondi & Company, LLC.  She said she spoke to Mr. Eric Barnes and to Mr. Masini and felt they both asked good questions and were qualified. Ms. Schrimp said the District’s financial statements are current and they have always been one of the first ones audited. Director O’Dell said his concerns with going to a smaller company are the GASB requirements for Special Districts. Ms. Schrimp said the District implemented the management’s discussion two years ago that was required by GASB. Director Strand asked if references were called of the above proposals. Ms Schrimp said she called references on Wagner & Barnes, PC and Masini & Company. She said she did not call references for Bondi & Company. Ms. Schrimp recommended going with Wagner & Barnes, P.C. for one year.

Thereupon, motion made by Director Stand and seconded by Director Mefford, the Genesee Water & Sanitation District Board of Directors accept the recommendation of staff to change auditors and accept the proposal from Wagner & Barnes, P.C. The motion passed unanimously with Chair McNab voting aye. 

2005 PROPOSED BUDGET – Draft

Manager Jones said the first draft of the budget message is attached. He said this was the first chance he had to read it in its entirety and that he has a few changes. He said that he still has to put together page 5 that is the summary schedule of capital improvements. No changes were made to pages 17 and 18. He explained why he included two page 18’s with the first one showing the reservoir funds and the other one not including the reservoir funds when determining the 2005 mill levy. Manager Jones said the transfer of past reservoir expenses has not been deducted and is not included in the Government’s year ending balance. 

Attorney Beaton said before the November Board meeting the District needed to include a supplemental appropriation for the year 2004 regarding the bond proceeds. He said that notice of the proposed supplemental appropriation needed to be published ten days in advance of the November 16th Board meeting. Attorney Beaton said he would prepare a supplemental appropriation notice that supplements the expenses and revenue.  Manager Jones said the budget needed to reflect the bond proceeds. He said he spoke to Ms. Schilling of Clifton Gunderson and she said the best way to manage the budget is to footnote the bond proceeds because the District will have a large ending funds available balance on the Government side for the next couple of years. Attorney Beaton said in order for the District to be in the budgetary appropriations it needed to go through this formal supplemental process. 

Director O’Dell said the mill levy increased because the accessed valuation decreased. (The church taken off the tax rolls.) Manager Jones said two other reasons for this is 1) the ending funds available for 2004 are less than in 2003 and 2) the District’s 2005 debt repayment schedule increases slightly from 2003. 

Manager Jones reviewed the Enterprise revenue pages and then moved on to discuss the capitalized projects scheduled for 2005. He said the only change made was on page 21 the 2% increase in retirement benefits. No changes were made to pages 22,23, 24 and 25.

Attorney Beaton said the Board will have a public hearing regarding the 2005 Budget at the November meeting. Manager Jones will prepare a revised budget based on the Board’s recommendations and accompanying resolutions. The Board will also consider at the November meeting a resolution to amend the 2004 Budget to conform to the bond proceeds. Copies of the budget will be available in the District’s office and also on the District’s web site. 

Director Mefford asked for clarity to the budget regarding the account(s) “gain on sale of assets” to include the word “truck(s).”  

WATER/SEWER SERVICE CHARGES

Manager Jones referred to the 2003 actual through 2009 forecasted Enterprise operations spreadsheet. He said that prior Boards wanted to see the comparison between service fee revenue and operating expenses without relying on other sources of revenues such as tap fees, government transfers and other expenses associated with capital outlay, etc. Manager Jones said the District has not raised water rates since the beginning of 1994. 

Manager Jones reviewed the rate comparison graphs. Scenario #1 shows a base rate at $35.00 bimonthly that will provide $106,125 in additional revenue. Scenario #2 a $30.00 base rate providing $58,995 in additional revenue and Scenario #3 a $30.00 base rate and a .20 usage increase provides $77,873 in additional revenue. All three scenarios and their projected increases were applied to a graphic presentation comparing Genesee to other nearby Districts. 

The average water bill for the majority of Genesee residents is $53.10 every two months. If the District went with the third scenario it would increase to $62.80 every two months, an overall increase of $58.20 per year for the average user. Manager Jones said these numbers are based on average bimonthly usage of 11,000 gallons.

Resident Question: How much would we have to increase our water usage to keep our rates down? 

Resident Comment:  I would support the proposal to raise the base rate a little bit, but also add to usage so that those who use it pay for it.

Director Strand said he was looking at the upper curve of the graph of Riva Chase and Lookout Mountain. He said they both break upward at 15,000 to 42,000 gallons. The majority of the District users are between the 11,000 to 12,000 gallons range, so why are we giving big users lower rates? Director Stand asked Manager Jones what would happen if the District raised rates above the 30,000 gallon point, keeping more in line with our neighbors what the value was in that, what kind of revenues would that produce? He said he was not advocating not raising the base rate at this time. 

Manager Jones said he could probably give him an idea, but the majority of the high usage is during the summer months. Director O’Dell asked Manager Jones to use a couple of average years and give the Board some numbers based on that.  Attorney Beaton said others like Riva Chase do not have the commercial usage that Genesee does, even though they have high rates at that point, they do not have the same constituency.  

Director Mefford said what would be interesting to him would be to have some concept of how much spill water the District has that is going downstream from it’s water rights from year to year. He said that is an asset the District has, which it is not using. 

Manager Jones commented that consideration may want to be given to the water rate structure that is put in place today, as if the reservoir were in place. He said the Board may have disagreements from residents that the District spent money for a reservoir to provide ample water so why are they being penalized on the higher usage side. Director O’Dell said the Board hasn’t done anything to encourage conservation and rates haven’t been raised and they still conserve. He said you can’t force people to use more water.

Chair McNab asked how the Board would like to proceed at this point in connection with the 2005 Budget. Director Collins said he has gone through the budget a couple of times and there are some line items the District may be able to defer. For example, the District needs one truck, but this being a tough budget year, does it really need two trucks. He said he has a list of some other things overall and would like to take another look at the budget as presented and see if the Board could lower that amount by 5%. Given that, how much of a percent would the District need to raise rates in order to recover? Manager Jones said that capital outlay is probably the easiest thing to defer and he has been doing that for years. 

Director Collins said the drought in 2002 has changed the rules. He said 2003 was a recovery year and they were hoping that things would pick up again and it didn’t happen in 2004. Now it is at a point where this Board needs to do something to fix this. He said he thinks it will be a combination of what the District absolutely has to have in terms of expenses and what is the best fit in terms of raising revenues. He said it could be an increase in the base rate or an increase in flow or both. 

Chair McNab asked a question to Manager Jones. Is there a way to cut more out of the budget at this time to temper the rate increase in water? He said one issue is the capital deferring, but are there other ways to deal with this. Manager Jones said it is a budget and there are always ways to cut a little out of it. He said he goes back to the five year forecast because it is more realistic. He said the forecast is the fixed or known version of the budget. It does not include a contingency line item and it uses averaging versus estimated average highs.

Director Stand asked is there any logic as to what an appropriate level of funds on hand should be and how quickly does the District want to recover. He asked the Board and Manager Jones what kind of reserve does the District need. Manager Jones said historically, prior boards wanted $500,000 in reserve. The prior boards designated the tap fee revenue for capital improvements, but that is no longer available as the District is all but built out. Attorney Beaton said his recollection was Clifton Gunderson suggesting the range was $750,000 and upward. 

Director Strand said one of the District’s known contingencies is replacing the Aster Lift Station. He said they should at least establish that as needing $500,000. Manager Jones said everything is a little unknown at this time because the District has bond proceeds to cover the reservoir and at this time it is unknown if there will be money left over after the reservoir is built to put into the other capital projects. Manager Jones said he is doing everything he can from the beginning to maximize any money that may be have money left over. 

Director Strand said regarding the current operative loss, in his judgment, the Board should not let the District continue to operate consistently in the red. He said what concerns him is that none of the proposed scenarios fix the problem. Manager Jones said no they don’t, but the reason he put together these numbers was based on if the District continues with the prior boards thoughts on using the estimated $50,000 transfer from Government to Enterprise to make up the difference, and by the 2004 bond authorization this allow for continuance through 2017.

Resident Comment:  That is only one half of the problem. It looks like the District is budgeting about $1,350,000 in capital expenditures over the next five years. Even if the Board raises the rates to offset the operating shortage of $75,000 it hasn’t begun to address the $300,000 average per year it will take to sustain those capital expenditures. Even with the transfer it still leaves $150,000 shortage so it would seem like the increase is not $75,000 but $225,000 otherwise the cash will continue to be diminished by that amount. I know the previous board wanted to look at service fees against operating expenses, but that is not the meaningful number, the meaningful number is cash balance at the end of the year. 

Manager Jones said that he agrees with the concept to adjust shortfalls quickly but as mentioned many times in the past review and make adjustments regularly instead of waiting several years. He said he liked the concept of scenario three where there is some split between the base rate and the usage rate. He said he also didn’t want to see the system get so old that they are jury rigging and trying to keep it running and then have big problems all at once. 

Chair McNab said that next year the District will be involved in reservoir planning, but not involved in any construction stuff. He said he would like to see the water and sewer rates discussion on the agenda early next year, as a priority, to deal with its long-term financial issue. 

Director O’Dell suggested that staff draft a revised budget, which includes scenario three numbers and then the Board could approve the rate increase along with the budget at the November meeting.

Chair McNab asked if any of the Board members had an objection to scenario three. Director Strand said he had no objection, but a concern that it may not be enough. He asked to look at the value of increasing rates at the 15,000 gallons level.  He said to clarify, he favors scenario three, but would like to get more out of it by raising some of the higher usage rates. Director O’Dell said to Manager Jones instead of using the $77,000 income on scenario three give the Board an estimate of what he really thinks it will be ($3,000 more or $15,000 more) based on those users that use well above the average. 

Chair McNab asked the Board about a sewer increase. Director Mefford said he was not interested in letting the District’s assets go down. He said that the District could push back the PRV’s a couple of years and at least evenly space out capital expenditures. Chair McNab asked using the same analysis what does the District need. Manager Jones said he was looking for $75,000 in revenue and that would equate to $9.00 per billing and raise the current $58.00 bimonthly billing to $67.00 bimonthly. He said that sewer has been operating at a deficit since 1992. 

Resident Question:  How is Office/Commercial charged for sewer? Manager Jones said they are charged based on usage. They pay the $58 dollars just like the residential and for every additional 12,000 gallons used they pay an additional $58.00. Manager Jones asked the Board to consider a surcharge for certain commercial users. i.e., restaurant, schools, those that cause the additional maintenance. Attorney Beaton said the Board would need to have a rational basis for charging an additional fee. He said some reasonable approximation of the costs and expenses the District faces is part of providing that service. 

Director Collins recommended adjusting the 2005 Budget to include a $67.00 bimonthly flat rate for sewer an increase of $9.00 every two months from rates. Chair McNab and the rest of the Board agreed. Director O’Dell suggested that next year when the Board reviews the rates to include what additional costs if any in certain types of businesses are needed. Chair McNab said that next year they would have a more analytical discussion of the District’s rates and expenses.

RESERVOIR PROJECT

Representatives of Affected Property Owners - Discussion

Chair McNab began by reviewing the correspondences between the Board and Mr. Williams over the past couple of months. He said the District has to condemn the land that belongs to the Genesee Foundation. The Foundation cannot sell it to the District. The District needs to know how much it is worth, so appraisals are being done. The Board felt the better time to negotiate with Mr. Williams is when the District has to make an offer. Chair McNab said to Attorney Karl Ohlsen that the Board did talk in executive session about certain strategies for dealing with Mr. Williams’ proposal. He said it may be that the District could still work out something with Mr. Williams and still go through the condemnation process. The Board wants to talk to Mr. Williams, but they are not at that point yet. 

Attorney Karl Ohlsen said that Mr. Williams is still out of town until tomorrow, but the impression Mr. Williams was given from the October 1st letter was that condemnation proceedings were starting and that was the end of it. Attorney Ohlsen said having subsequently spoken to both Attorney May and Attorney Beaton that is not the case. Mr. Williams has gone through other counsel and he would like to cooperate with the Board and get things resolved in as friendly a manner as possible, but wants to know first if the District is willing to negotiate. Attorney Ohlsen said he is not sure of the amount of time they have to sit back and negotiate a resolution rather than just start the trial hearing. He said the September 26th letter Mr. Williams wrote had land use considerations and obviously those are not all with the Genesee Water & Sanitation District, but how much the District is willing to negotiate with the other entities on behalf of Mr. Williams. He asked how willing the District is to negotiate based on the District’s timeline. Chair McNab said the Board did talk about this and, yes, absolutely the Board is willing to negotiate. Chair McNab said selling taps it is a political issue for the District. He said in order to get the property into the Genesee Foundation it will need to be voted on by the entire membership of the Foundation. The Board has some ideas and will share them with Mr. Williams at the right time, but didn’t think the time is right now. 

Attorney Beaton said the District’s timeline is tight. Director O’Dell said just because the condemnation process has begun it doesn’t mean the Board cannot continue to negotiate with Mr. Williams. He said the engineers need the land at a specific time, but getting title to the land does not, in his opinion, stop the Board with making an agreement that everyone is happy with. 

Attorney May said he had a discussion with Attorney Ohlsen saying that once eminent domain action is filed the Board can still negotiate with Mr. Williams and have discussions. If Mr. Williams and Attorney Ohlsen want to talk to Board about granting the District immediate possession (right to get on the property and dig some holes) it would solve some of the District’s timeline issues and take pressures off of everyone. Director O’Dell said that when the order for immediate possession is entered, the party’s whose property is being condemned then has the right to withdraw from the court the funds at least in the amount of the offer the District has originally made to them. 

Chair McNab said the District does not need to get possession and use of the entire property to do what it needs to do with the first step. He asked Attorney Ohlsen if the District could get an agreement to allow the engineers to go on to the land to drill holes they could put off the filing of an action with respect to the Williams property right away. Attorney Beaton said at some point the District would have to negotiate condemnation for the purpose of dealing with the County issues, but could delay for a short amount of time filing the condemnation action if it had an agreement from both the Foundation and Mr. Williams. 

Chair McNab asked Attorney Ohlsen if there was anything else he needed at this point. Attorney Ohlsen asked if he could get a letter from Attorney Beaton and/or Mr. Jamieson putting together a timeline as far as what the project deadlines are and when the engineers need to get on the property to drill holes. He said he wants to tell Mr. Williams when he gets back tomorrow this is our window before an action needs to be filed, this is our window when we can negotiate pre action and post action. He wants a detailed letter letting him know what the timeline is and letting him know what the windows are for negotiation so he knows there is a willingness to do it and perhaps discuss the tap issues and land issues so he is more comfortable. He said Mr. Williams’ perception is that this project is flying along without him knowing what is going on.  Attorney Beaton said he is a little uncomfortable with a timeline, but generally can indicate when the District needs to be on the property for the geophysical work and what that would involve, so that Mr. Williams understands what and why the District needs to do, but the District can’t agree to certain conditions at this stage. 

Attorney Ohlsen requested copies of the feasibility reports of all the sites the District looked at. Director O’Dell also offered Mr. Ohlsen a copy of the packet that the Board receives before the Board meetings. Attorney Ohlsen said yes, he would like a Board packet and asked the Board if all the sites were presented to the Corps of Engineers. Chair McNab said yes, but they are still waiting to hear from the Corps of Engineers. Attorney Ohlsen also requested a copy of the Resolution for Condemnation. Attorney Beaton said the Board at the September Board meeting passed a motion and that the Board will formally adopt a resolution this evening after discussion in executive session. Attorney Beaton said he would provide a copy of the Resolution once it is approved. Chair McNab thanked Attorney Ohlsen for coming. 

Update – Steve Jamieson, W.W. Wheeler & Associates

Steve Jamieson updated the Board on the 404 permitting issues, the Jefferson County permitting issues and the initial and geo evaluations of the surveying board. He said a letter was sent to Tim Carey, US Army Corps of Engineers on October 19, 2004 requesting final jurisdictional determination of site wetlands. A copy of the letter is incorporated within and made part of these minutes by attachment. He said the District should get a response back within the next two weeks. 

Mr. Jamieson said a letter was received from Bev Evans, Pre Development Review Coordinator of Jefferson County regarding a site approval process. Ms. Evans suggested the District proceed with a Pre Application review prior to the formal submittal for the Site Approval process. Mr. Jamieson suggested that the District wait until the formal response is back from the USACE on the jurisdictional status of site wetlands and then proceed with the County. A copy of the letter is incorporated within and made part of these minutes by attachment. Director O’Dell said the other process is the 1041 process, which is was not addressed in the letter. Ms. Evans said that would also be discussed in the pre application review process.

Mr. Jamieson said he met with Mike West, project geologist and Kit Choi, project geotechnical engineer on October 7th and took a preliminary look at the site staying on Genesee Foundation property the whole time. Mike West said he didn’t see anything that indicated a potential problem just looking at the surface of the dam site. Steve Jamieson said the best thing to do would be to get Mike on the site to do geological mapping of the exposed bedrock in several places with a handheld GPS and create a site-specific geological map. Once the District has access to the property he suggested doing some bulldozer or backhoe cuts in both the lower alternate dam site and the alternate dam site. He said that way they could see what is going on with the bedrock at the site. He said from those trenches he could then pick an alignment that makes the most sense. Steve Jamieson said that Mike is tentatively scheduled to do the geo mapping on November 15th provided the District has permission to go on the properties. 

Mr. Jamieson said he has engaged Sellards and Grigg, Inc as the project surveyor. The aerial flight was completed on October 20. 

Mr. Steve Jamieson had the Board clarify the tasks to be done:

· An immediate project timeline for Attorney Karl Ohlsen

· Hydrology Report. To determine the inflow design that is needed for the reservoir for the size of the spillway. He said he needs to submit a separate hydrology report to the Engineers office ahead of time and it would be one less thing to worry about and have done. The Board agreed that it should be done now. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION – Attorney Mark May

Director O’Dell 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 O’Dell MOVED TO CLOSE THE EXECUTIVE SESSION and return to the regular open meeting. The motion was seconded by Director Collins, and passed unanimously.

Director Collins was excused and left the meeting at this time.

Condemnation Resolution

Thereupon, motion made by Director O’Dell and seconded by Director Strand, the Genesee Water & Sanitation District Board of Directors adopt the Resolution for Condemnation. The motion passed unanimously. 

MINUTES

Thereupon, motion made by Director Strand and seconded by Director Mefford, the September 26, 2004 minutes were approved as submitted. The motion passed unanimously. 

OLD BUSINESS

Intra-Board Work Session

Director Strand said the next Intra-Board work session is tentatively scheduled for Monday, December 6, 2004 at 6:30 PM at the Mt. Vernon County Club. He will confirm the date and invited all of the Board members to attend. 

Employee Handbook

Director O’Dell requested the Employee Handbook be put on the November Agenda.

NEW BUSINESS

No new business.

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

Christopher O’Dell, 1st Vice President

Bruce Strand, Vice President

Timothy Collins, Secretary/Treasurer

Scott Mefford, Vice President
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