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 DUCHESNE COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
 February 8, 2010


Minutes of the regular meeting of the Duchesne County Water Conservancy District (DCWCD) Board held at the Central Utah Water Conservancy District, 766 North Center Street, Duchesne, Utah, for the purpose of conducting business as posted on the agenda.






PRESENT:  Board Members: Lynn Burton, Chairman; Bruce Dart, Moreen Henderson, Kevin Rowley, Art Taylor, Max Warren.  General Manager:  Randy Crozier.  DCWCD Admin. Asst.:  Adrienne Marett.  Excused Absence: Brad Hancock, Board Member, and Dex Winterton, DCWCD Asst. Manager.  General Public:  None.

CALL TO ORDER:

Chairman Lynn Burton called the meeting to order at 1:05 p.m. and thanked everyone for their attendance. 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE REPORT:

Chairman Lynn Burton stated that the Executive Committee had prepared the agenda for this meeting on February 2, 2010.

MINUTES:

The DCWCD Board reviewed the minutes of the regular board meeting held on January 11, 2010.  Mr. Art Taylor stated that lately he had some concerns that the minutes needed to address more completely all of the items actually discussed in the board meetings.  Mr. Taylor requested that the following corrections to the January 11th minutes be made.  Mr. Taylor stated that he had made a request in the January 11th board meeting that Mr. Mark Holden, URMCC, be contacted in regard to the Rhodes Diversion and he would like that request to be added into the minutes.  Mr. Crozier reported that Mr. Holden had been contacted and would come out to review the Rhodes Diversion.

Mr. Taylor also stated that he felt like there were occasionally things added into the minutes that weren’t actually mentioned in the meeting and gave the example from the third page of the following discussion in regard to the Duchesne Valley Water Treatment Plant (DVWTP) and the Highway 40 Pipeline Project.  Mr. Taylor quoted from the Jan. 11, 2010 draft minutes the following sentence: “Mr. Crozier stated that because of water quality issues just the rebuilding of the present DVWTP would have cost around 60% to 70% of the $39 million and it would have been the responsibility of East Duchesne Water District, Duchesne City, Johnson Water District, etc. to repay up to $26.6 million as operations and maintenance costs.  Mr. Taylor stated that he thought the percentages and amounts mentioned were informative, but they weren’t actually discussed in the meeting.

Mr. Taylor referred to the fourth page of the minutes and stated that he would like to have it mentioned in the minutes in regard to Mr. Frank Steed and the Utah Mini-Ranches that DCWCD wasn’t necessarily not interested in servicing Utah Mini-Ranches, but that DCWCD could not provide service to them because of commitments DCWCD had made to not take away a customer from Duchesne City.

Mr. Taylor commented that it was his understanding that it was not just Duchesne City, but we as a District were not to be involved with the other entities such as East Duchesne and Johnson Water Districts in their contracts and that their contracts were going to remain the same with Central Utah Water Conservancy District (CUWCD), the contracts that were already in place.  Mr. Crozier clarified for the Board that the only contracts actually with CUWCD are ones with Duchesne City and East Duchesne Water District.  Mr. Crozier commented that Johnson Water District’s contract was actually with Starvation Culinary Water Users Association, as was Myton City’s contract.  Mr. Rowley inquired as to how Starvation Culinary Water Users received their water.   Mr. Crozier commented that they had an agreement with Duchesne City to market Duchesne City water, but did not have any capacity in the Duchesne Valley Water Treatment Plant (DVWTP).  Mr. Rowley inquired as to whether Upper Country Water District was part of Starvation Culinary Water Users.  Chairman Burton informed the Board that originally Upper County Water had to buy 25 ac. ft. of water from Starvation Culinary Water Users in order to have a source of water before they were able to get financing to do their own water project, and still owned that 25 ac. ft. of water.  The Board also discussed that most of Duchesne City’s excess project water is currently leased to the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service.

Mr. Taylor commented that in regard to the DCWCD minutes he didn’t see any mention of Berry Petroleum in regard to the Highway 40 Pipeline Project even though there had been quite a bit of discussion on that topic.  Mr. Crozier stated that Berry Petroleum had been discussed in the January meeting but as he continued to pursue funding for the Highway 40 project if DCWCD were to have over 25% industrial usage on the pipeline DCWCD wouldn’t qualify for any Rural Development money or Utah State Drinking water funds so he felt it best to delete the reference to Berry Petroleum out of the draft minutes.  Mr. Taylor stated that the reason he wanted to be sure that it was in the minutes was because East Duchesne Water District was concerned about DCWCD taking Berry away as a potential customer and Berry was in East Duchesne District area.  Mr. Taylor reiterated DCWCD’s commitment in not being involved in water district areas served by the first four million gallons from the Duchesne Valley Water Treatment Plant ( DVWTP).  Mr. Taylor stated that he thought it would be well that it was in the minutes that DCWCD wouldn’t get involved there.

Mr. Crozier asked for a clarification.  He stated that if East Duchesne Water District were to serve Berry Petroleum from their existing system, DCWCD shouldn’t be involved, but if Berry were served from the new Highway 40 Pipeline, how would this be interfering with the first four million gallons from the DVWTP.  Mr. Taylor stated that he just would have a hard time defending DCWCD’s position to the East Duchesne Water District and Mr. Lee Moon, General Manager, and Board Chairman, Mr. John Swasey.

Mr. Taylor inquired as to how DCWCD came to communicate with Berry Petroleum.  Mr. Crozier stated that he did not contact them, but that a representative of Berry Petroleum, Mr. Jeff Crozier, had contacted him in behalf of the company.  Mr. Crozier stated that he had met with Jeff and asked them to determine what their actual needs for water would be, then get back with DCWCD.  Mr. Crozier stated that as yet he hadn’t heard back on their usage amount.  Mr. Taylor commented that he had happened to talk to Mr. Jeff Crozier and Jeff had mentioned a barrel amount but Mr. Taylor couldn’t at this time remember what amount Jeff had stated.  Mr. Crozier and Mr. Taylor also discussed various take points such as Antelope and Indian Canyons.  It was also discussed that Frank and Joan Steed, Utah Mini-Ranches, had withdrawn from the East Duchesne Water District but were served by Duchesne City.

Mr. Crozier stated that he was just investigating ways to finance the Highway 40 Pipeline Project and pay for it.  Mr. Taylor stated that he had told Jeff that he should at least contact East Duchesne and DCWCD wouldn’t want to be accused of encroaching upon their District.  Mr. Crozier agreed.  Mr. Crozier clarified however that if Berry were to take from the Highway 40 Pipeline, it would be from the additional four mgd and wouldn’t be taking anything from the existing capacity of the DVWTP.

Mr. Taylor stated that he received the CUWCD minutes each month and was curious as to how the new Ashley Valley Water Treatment Plant was being financed.  Mr. Crozier stated that CUWCD was trying to expand that plant as a capital project, but due to cost over-runs was actually having to borrow money to do it, as well as seeking Permanent Community Impact Board funds and Rural Development funds.   Mr. Taylor asked about the resolution he had seen in the CUWCD minutes for $15,000,000.00 in bonding, for three plants (Ashley Valley, DVWTP, and one somewhere on the Wasatch Front).  Mr. Crozier stated that the way the CUWCD agreements were written if one of the plants bonds, all of the plants had to bond.

Mr. Crozier commented if the DVWTP had stayed at four million gallons, then it would have been rebuilt with the original four mgd for O&M and repair, and Duchesne, East Duchesne, Johnson, and Myton City would all have had to pay their portion.  Mr. Crozier commented that all the entities had met in the CUWCD board room and voted to move forward and build the pipeline and expand the treatment plant rather than the alternative option.

Mr. Taylor asked a question about how the Sand Wash Reservoir pipeline to Roosevelt was financed.  Mr. Crozier stated that the Sand Wash pipeline to Roosevelt was all part of the Sand Wash Reservoir project and that Roosevelt City would be paying $200 an ac. ft.  Mr. Crozier explained that Roosevelt City’s   M&I water would pay the full cost of their portion of the project, plus interest, on a forty-year repayment plan once the water goes out on a permanent basis.  Roosevelt City would be paying for a 2,000 ac. ft. block of water and the other 1,000 ac. ft. would be available to other culinary entities.  Mr. Crozier commented that DCWCD had already received requests for the 1,000 ac. ft. from Johnson Water District, Cedarview/Montwell Special Service District, Upper County Water District and Ballard City, and when that water goes out on a permanent basis, the DCWCD Board would have to decide how to allocate it.

Chairman Burton asked if there were any other questions or comments on the minutes.  Mr. Kevin Rowley suggested a clarification to the minutes on the Permanent Community Impact Board funding on the Highway 40 Pipeline Project to read “$3,000,000.00 grant and a $3,250,000.00 loan for 25 years at zero percent interest.”  Chairman Burton stated that if there were no other comments on the minutes, he would entertain a motion on them.                    

Mr. Max Warren made a motion that the minutes be corrected as discussed, and the corrected minutes accepted and approved.  Ms. Moreen Henderson seconded the motion.  Board members voting in favor of the motion:  Mr. Burton, Mr. Dart, Ms. Henderson, Mr. Rowley, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Warren.  Board members voting against the motion:  None.  The motion passed unanimously.

Chairman Lynn Burton stated that it was good to have discussion on any items that needed clarified prior to the minutes being approved.  He encouraged the board members to take the time prior to the approval of the minutes to ask any and all questions they might have in regard to various topics. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS:  As no general public was in attendance, no public comments were recorded.  Chairman Burton turned the time over to DCWCD General Manager Randy Crozier to report on the various District projects 

DUCHESNE/STRAWBERRY RIVER DIVERSIONS:

Mr. Crozier stated that in regard to diversions it had been gone over quite extensively in work session but asked if anyone had any additional questions.  Mr. Dart inquired as to the source of the funding for the diversions.  Mr. Crozier replied that this particular funding was part of the Central Utah Completion Act and there were 2.1 million dollars specifically allocated for fishery development and passage on the Duchesne and Strawberry Rivers.

Mr. Dart mentioned that his irrigation company had some diversions to be done, such as the “C” Canal heading, so he was wondering if these funds applied to those type of diversions also.  Mr. Crozier explained that the funds were basically Section 8 funds administered through the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation Commission (URMCC) for the Duchesne and Strawberry Rivers diversions.  Mr. Crozier commented that in regard to the “C” Canal heading it would have been rebuilt as part of the Sand Wash Project, but unfortunately as it was located on Ute Tribal land, they had been unable to proceed.  Chairman Burton commented that Moon Lake Water Users Association had now purchased some private land that could be used to locate a diversion. Mr. Crozier commented that funding had been found to rehabilitate both the Uintah No #1 and Myton Townsite Diversions and they were now completed and hopefully something could be done on the Class “C” in the future.

Mr. Crozier reported that the work was moving ahead well on the New Tabby and Jasper Pike Diversions and Vancon was hoping to have them finished up by mid-March.  Mr. Crozier reported that the diversion gates were supposed to be delivered by mid-March as well.  Mr. Crozier reported that all the concrete work was completed on both the Jasper Pike and New Tabby Diversions and the Jasper Pike Diversion had been back-filled and most of the rock work completed.  As soon as all the work was completed on the Jasper Pike, Vancon would move to the New Tabby to finish it. 

CANAL LINING PROJECT (PHASE II):

Mr. Crozier reported to the DCWCD Board in regard to the Duchesne County Colorado River Salinity Control Project (Phase II) that DCWCD was still waiting in regard to the right-of-way from the Ute Tribe Business Committee for the T.N. Dodd Canal.  Mr. Crozier explained that there were three canals to be rehabilitated in the original project (the lower Pleasant Valley Canal portion, the K-2 Canal, and the T.N. Dodd Canal).  The Pleasant Valley and K-2 were completed but the T.N. Dodd was still pending a right-of way.

Mr. Crozier also explained that approximately 127 acres of canal mitigation property next to the Green River south of Jensen had been purchased by DCWCD from Scott Wall.  Of that property four acres were retained by Scott Wall for the Union Canal Company for mitigation on a project they were doing, about 50 acres were used on the Salinity Control Project (Phase II), and DCWCD still had around 73 acres available to be used by DCWCD for mitigation on future projects.

Mr. Crozier explained that the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service had approved it as mitigation property on a mitigated acre/project acre basis.  It was a section of land that U.S. Fish & Wildlife had wished to acquire for flood easements but had never been able to acquire so when DCWCD had the opportunity to purchase it, it was already acceptable as mitigation property.  Mr. Crozier stated that the T.N. Dodd Canal would be mitigated for on Ute Tribal land.  Mr. Crozier also commented that DCWCD had been approached over the years in regard to selling the Wall property, but in order to do so, it would have to be declared surplus property.  Mr. Crozier commented that he had been approached about leasing some of the Wall property on a short-term basis but had not heard anything back.

Mr. Crozier commented that legally DCWCD could lease the land on a short-term basis to generate some revenue. It would allow a canal company to lease some mitigation acreage while they were finishing their project and obtaining their own mitigation property.  Mr. Crozier also discussed the commitment with Union Canal to rebuild the fencing on the west and north sides of the Wall property and stated that Union Canal had committed to the upkeep and maintenance of the fences at the time of the initial purchase.  Mr. Crozier also commented that DCWCD was committed to allow the land to flood if the Green River was flooding, if the tamarisks exceeded a certain percentage they were to be controlled, and there was once-a-year rotational grazing to help control the whitetop.  Mr. Crozier stated that there was no current costs to the District in owning the property as it was all paid for, and there were no taxes as it was in a public entity’s name.  Mr. Crozier also explained that the Phase I canal project was mitigated for by the development of Mallard Springs. 

UBRP - 203:

Mr. Crozier reported, in regard to the 203 Project, that everything was functioning well. Mr. Crozier also reported that the project irrigation water would be contracted out on a temporary basis for one more year.

GREEN RIVER FILINGS:

Mr. Crozier reported that he had a meeting on Feb. 18th to discuss how DCWCD would use the Green River water rights in relationship to the 40-year Green River Conceptual Analysis.  Mr. Crozier also stated that there was a meeting on Feb. 18th with the other entities [Utah State Department of Water Resources, CUWCD, Uintah Water Conservancy District (UWCD), U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI), and BOR] in regard to developing to a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) on the priority dates of the Green River water rights.  Mr. Crozier stated that even if all the above entities signed the MOU, it would still be up to the Utah State Engineer’s office whether they would accept the recommendation or whether they would do something different with the Green River rights.  Mr. Crozier explained that DCWCD currently had a request for an extension of time in with the Utah State Engineer’s office on the Green River rights.  This is what had initiated a move to create a MOU and the discussion of a 40-year time line. 

HIGH MOUNTAIN LAKES (HML) STABILIZATION - LAKE FORK/YELLOWSTONE DRAINAGES:

Mr. Crozier explained for the new board members in regard to the High Mountain Lakes that, as negotiations took place to move the water to Sand Wash Reservoir, the water users would never have received the amount of water they had if all of the parties hadn’t agreed and submitted a recommendation to the Utah State Engineer’s office.  Mr. Crozier stated that historically the 6,500 ac. ft. couldn’t be defended, but it was only through all parties coming to an agreement that this transfer was able to take place.  Mr. Crozier stated that the water users had storage rights but couldn’t show “wet water” on an annual basis.  In regard to the High Mountain Lakes there was a 10% shrinkage on anything that was released, and a 5% shrinkage on anything released from Moon Lake Reservoir to cover river losses.

Mr. Crozier commented that the advertisement for temporary workers for the High Mountain Lakes project on East Timothy would come out in the Uintah Basin Standard on February 9th.  He stated that after all resumes were submitted there would be a selection process to determine what individuals would be hired.  Mr. Crozier reported that he would be attending a High Mountain Lakes meeting in Heber on Tuesday, Feb. 9th.

Mr. Crozier stated that one thing that the Board might hear about in regard to last year’s DCWCD project was in regard to work on Five-Point Lake.  Mr. Crozier commented that BOR was in charge of the surveys and control points on the project.  Mr. Crozier said when BOR came back to do their as-builts, there was a three-foot discrepancy discovered between the two surveys.  Mr. Crozier stated that when this was discovered Valton Mortensen, the Forest Service engineer, and Mr. Crozier made the determination that the stakes on the upstream side of the dam were used because the stakes on the downstream side were in snow banks.  Mr. Crozier stated that he and Mr. Mortensen had to drop the elevation a foot because the slopes through the dam were over 5% and were supposed to be less than 4%.  Mr. Crozier stated that the current as-built (due to dropping the elevation a foot) showed a slope of about 4.6%.  Mr. Crozier stated that his crew did what was in the engineering notes, but when BOR shot the as-builts, the spillway was at 99 instead at 97 where they had set it.  Mr. Crozier stated that this basically resulted in 1 ½ to 2 ft. more of water in the reservoir than what had been anticipated to be there, but that he had talked to Mr. Bob Leake, Utah Division of Water Rights, and he was O.K. with it.  Mr. Crozier stated that this year URMCC had agreed that on East Timothy the water level would be used rather than the surveys.

Mr. Crozier commented that URMCC Contract Modification No. 5, which had been approved in last month’s board meeting, increased the High Mountain Lake contract with URMCC by $500,000.00, for a total contract amount of $1,125,000.00.

Mr. Crozier stated that in regard to last year’s project there would be interpretive displays and Fresno scrapers set up at the various trailheads by the Forest Service in order to educate the public as to the history of the lakes.

Mr. Taylor stated that he hesitated to bring up the subject but was concerned where the District had been cited in two separate audit reports for the employment of relatives, also that he had been approached by members of the public asking why the District was employing relatives of the General Manager.

Mr. Crozier stated that there was just one incident that there had been a finding on, which because of the time element, it ran over into two fiscal years.  Mr. Crozier stated that, as the Board would recall, when he had done the Brown Duck project he had taken his two daughters with him to do the project but didn’t go through an advertisement process, which was corrected by advertising the following year and staying within twelve weeks.  Mr. Crozier further clarified that his daughters had worked in May and June which was one audit year and then also July and August which was the following audit year, so it was listed in two years audits.  Mr. Taylor stated that didn’t understand this, but just was concerned when it appeared to his mind that the District had another separate audit finding for this past year when the District had employed five relatives in the workforce.  Mr. Crozier stated that they had all stayed within the twelve-week temporary employment exception so that there wasn’t a separate finding applicable for this past year.  It was a carry-over finding from the previous year.

As this year’s selection process was discussed, Chairman Burton inquired if the whole Board would like to be the ones to review the resumes this year, rather than just the Executive Committee.  Mr. Taylor indicated that he thought it would be better to do that.

Mr. Taylor commented that the Administrative Code talked about restrictions as to a manager supervising his own relatives and he wondered about that.  Mr. Crozier commented that he had consulted Gayle McKeachnie and he had said it was O.K.  Mr. Taylor also commented that he wondered as to how the wages for the temporary workers were set.  Mr. Crozier commented that the way that the wages had been determined was that he took the amount of the $30.00 per hour paid the year before and then broke it out this past year and paid $26.00 per hour and a $5.50 per hour bonus if the worker stayed to the very end of the project (totaling $31.50).  Mr. Crozier stated that he couldn’t remember if was discussed with the Board, but it was similar as to what was paid the year before.  Chairman Burton stated that he remembered talking about the process with Randy but perhaps it hadn’t been discussed with the whole Board.  Mr. Crozier stated that the wage was based on the $30.00 paid the year before, which was basically the price that a roustabout was being paid at that point in time.  Mr. Taylor stated that because of the economic conditions in the Uintah Basin he understood that right now there were operators working at about $22.00 an hour.  Mr. Crozier stated that BOR was receiving almost $100 an hour for the operators that were working for them on the project but that included markup–similar to hiring engineers–where they don’t actually get the whole wage–there is a markup above the actual wage.  He commented that the BOR operators actually probably were in competitive range with what DCWCD paid but the BOR operators also received total benefit packages.  

Mr. Taylor stated that he had a question as to the DCWCD Administrative Code where it stated that a trustee or a manager was not to receive any economic benefit from a project that is done by the District, but he had noticed Randy’s   construction bonus check for the Turnbow Diversion in last month’s vouchers.  Mr. Crozier stated that he had researched that and had received training at a Special Service Districts conference in regard to the Fair Labor Standards Act, and to be qualified to be listed as salaried and exempt from overtime you have to have direct hire & fire ability over two workers.  Mr. Crozier stated that he currently had a contract with the Board, and Adrienne currently had a contract with the Board, but when Dex came on board he was directly hired through Randy, so that in this case, in regard to the Fair Labor Standards Act, the District would be illegal if it wasn’t paying overtime.  Also if you are just overseeing a project then you can be considered salaried, but if you are actually doing physical work then you are not considered salaried and you have to be paid overtime.    

As it was time to hold the regularly scheduled board meeting for the Local Building Authority of DCWCD, Mr. Max Warren made a motion that DCWCD temporarily adjourn board meeting to hold the LBA meeting.  Board meeting was temporarily adjourned at 2:29 p.m.

Upon completion of the LBA meeting, Chairman Burton reconvened DCWCD Board meeting at 2:51 p.m.

UINTAH BASIN WATER SUMMIT - ROOSEVELT, UT - FEB. 11, 2010:

Mr. Crozier discussed various topics that would be presented at the Uintah Basin Water Summit to be held on February 11, 2010 at the Crossroads Center in Roosevelt.

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION (BOR) RIVER HEADING AUTOMATION / RWTA:

Mr. Crozier briefly discussed the work Mr. Dex Winterton was currently doing on river automation.  Mr. Crozier reported that Ms. Sydne Jacques, Rural Water Technology Alliance, was currently working on the next RWTA contract for the coming year. 

STARVATION RESERVOIR - 3,000 ACRE-FEET PROJECT WATER:

Mr. Crozier reported that the advertisement on the applications for the 39 ac. ft. of available Block “1B” water had been published in the newspaper starting on January 12th, and applications were currently being received.  Mr. Crozier stated that the deadline for applications would be February 18th.  It was determined that the board members located on the Duchesne River would serve on the selection committee (Ms. Henderson, Mr. Rowley, and Mr. Taylor).

SAND WASH TEMPORARY AG AND M&I WATER DISTRIBUTION:

Mr. Crozier reported that the Sand Wash water would go out on temporary contract one more year, so there would be water available for water users above Sand Wash Reservoir again this year.  Mr. Crozier stated that the contract documents should be received from CUWCD soon. 

CULINARY WATER ISSUES:

Mr. Crozier reported that a letter had been received from the Cedarview/Montwell Special Service District requesting the continued administrative assistance of DCWCD through the design and construction phase of their project with the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers.

Mr. Kevin Rowley made a motion that DCWCD still continue to provide administrative assistance to the Cedarview/Montwell Special Service District through the design and construction phase of their project.  Board members voting in favor of the motion:  Mr. Burton, Mr. Dart, Ms. Henderson, Mr. Rowley, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Warren.  Board members voting against the motion:  None.  The motion passed.

HIGHWAY 40 PIPELINE PROJECT:

As questions in regard to the Highway 40 Pipeline Project had been discussed quite extensively during discussion on the minutes, there were only two items of business still to be attended to.  Mr. Crozier reported that it had been necessary for Chairman Burton to sign the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers 595 application in order to get it mailed in on time, so the signing of the application needed ratified by the DCWCD Board.  Mr. Art Taylor stated that he had some concerns in regard to the project.  Mr. Bruce Dart also indicated he had some concerns but was o.k. with submitting the application.

Ms. Moreen Henderson made a motion that the DCWCD Board ratify the signing and submission of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 595 application.  Mr. Max Warren seconded the motion.  Board members voting in favor of the motion:  Mr. Burton, Mr. Dart, Ms. Henderson, Mr. Rowley, Mr. Warren.  Board members voting against the motion: Mr. Taylor.  The motion passed.

Mr. Crozier also reported that he was still meeting with the various entities on the Highway 40 project in regard to their contracts.

MIDVIEW EXCHANGE:

Mr. Crozier stated that, in regard to the proposed Moon Lake Reservoir enlargement, he was still looking to see if there was a way to develop the undeveloped portion of Midview Exchange rights.  Mr. Crozier stated that he had asked Mr. Bob Leake, Utah Division of Water Rights,  if he would research to see if from a water rights standpoint there were any possibilities, then if there was the possibility of water that information would be brought back to discuss with the Board.  Ms. Henderson stated that she did not want to see anybody out of water, but did not want to see water moved from one area to another area resulting in damage to individuals.  Mr. Burton commented that he didn’t even know if it would work.  Ms. Henderson stated that she felt that no one had enough information on this as yet, but that it certainly needed to be investigated.

CLOUD-SEEDING - FY 2009-2010:

Mr. Crozier reported that the FY 2009-2010 cloud-seeding program was ongoing, but DCWCD hadn’t received the monthly report from North American Weather Consultants yet.  Mr. Crozier commented for the new board members that the cloud-seeding program was cost-shared between DCWCD, CUWCD, and the Uintah Water Conservancy District (UWCD), also a large portion of the cost was paid by the Utah Division of Water Resources, with some additional funds being provided by the Lower Colorado Basin states (New Mexico, California, Arizona, Nevada).  Mr. Crozier stated that cloud-seeders were located on both the south slopes and the north slopes of the Uinta Mountains.  The cost to DCWCD on an annual basis averaged around $11,500 each year.  

TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD (TMDL) - PARRIETTE WASH:

Mr. Crozier reported that a TMDL draft report on Parriette Wash was supposed to be published by December but DCWCD had not received a copy of the draft yet.  Mr. Crozier stated that salinity, selenium, and boron were identified as the problem elements for the Parriette Wash area.  Mr. Taylor stated that the Indian Canyon TMDL study had also identified those same elements in Indian Canyon.

Mr. Crozier reported that he would be attending a Utah Watershed Council meeting being held by Mr. Chad McDonald, Uintah Basin Watershed Coordinator, in Vernal on February 16th.  Mr. Crozier commented that an invitation to the meeting had been issued to a number of individuals and entities, including the congressional delegation.

BUILDING AUTHORITY/BUILDING DESIGN:


Mr. Crozier reported that in regard to the construction of the DCWCD office 
complex, Nichols Change Order #2, #3, and #4 had been discussed and ratified in the Local Building Authority meeting.

Mr. Art Taylor made a motion that the DCWCD Board ratify Nichols Change Orders #2, #3, and #4.  Ms. Moreen Henderson seconded the motion.  Board members voting in favor of the motion:  Mr. Burton, Mr. Dart, Ms. Henderson, Mr. Rowley, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Warren.  Board members voting against the motion:  None.  The motion passed.

Mr. Crozier stated that an increase to the Lloyd Architects contract (to cover the additional evaluation of building bids) had been discussed in the previous board meeting but a motion to approve the change had not been made.

Mr. Max Warren made a motion that the DCWCD Board ratify the increase to the Lloyd Architects contract by $1,225.00 to cover the additional evaluation of bids on the building.  Ms. Moreen Henderson seconded the motion.  Board members voting in favor of the motion:  Mr. Burton, Mr. Dart, Ms. Henderson, Mr. Rowley, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Warren.  Board members voting against the motion:  None.  The motion passed.

VOUCHERS:

Mr. Crozier turned the time over to Ms. Marett to review the vouchers with the DCWCD Board.

After the vouchers were reviewed, Mr. Art Taylor made a motion to approve the vouchers.  Mr. Max Warren seconded the motion.  Board members voting in favor of the motion:  Mr. Burton, Mr. Dart, Ms. Henderson, Mr. Rowley, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Warren.  Board members voting against the motion:  None.  The motion passed unanimously.

DATE OF NEXT WORK SESSION & REGULAR BOARD MEETING:

Chairman Burton reminded the DCWCD Board that the next scheduled board meeting would be held on March 8th at the Roosevelt City Municipal Building, Roosevelt, Utah, with work session beginning at 10:00 a.m., the regular session board meeting beginning at 1:00 p.m., and the LBA board meeting beginning at 2:30 p.m.

MANAGER’S REPORT / OTHER BUSINESS:

Mr. Crozier reported that the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Utah Division of Wildlife Resources, and the Ute Tribe had made funds available for a fish ladder on the Myton Townsite Diversion.  Mr. Crozier stated that, if a fish ladder was put in place, it would be important that the water users be protected with indemnification agreements in case an endangered fish became entrapped in an irrigation structure.  He also stated that the bullhead sucker was being     considered for the threatened species list.

Mr. Crozier reported that a Duchesne River Group/IBAT meeting would be held at the CUWCD office in Duchesne on March 3rd at 10:00 a.m.

Mr. Crozier briefly discussed some of the bills before the Utah State Legislature, such as House Bill 80 “Public Access to Private Stream Beds”, and Senate Bill 99 “Water Companies and Water Rights Change Requests.”  Mr. Crozier also discussed the canal safety bill that was currently before the Legislature which was drafted partially in response to three deaths caused by a canal break in Logan.  Mr. Crozier also commented that a bill, which would affect the taxing authority of Special District boards with appointed rather than elected members, was before the Legislature and should be followed closely.  

Ms. Marett informed the Board that Mr. LeGrand Bitter of the Utah Association of Special Districts would be holding a Special Districts Board Member training session on March 25th at Western Park and asked that anyone who would like to be registered please contact her.  Ms. Marett also reported that the registration forms arrived yet for the St. George Law Conference but she would get everyone registered that wanted to attend when the forms came.

Chairman Burton asked if there was any other business to be discussed.  Mr. Taylor commented that he had noted that the new District truck had regular license plates, rather than EX plates as the other office truck had, so it meant that the District would be paying taxes on it each year, rather than being tax-exempt.  Mr. Crozier stated that he would change the new truck to EX plates when the truck came due for re-licensing.

Chairman Burton asked if there were any other items to be discussed.  No one had any further items of business.

ADJOURNMENT:

Chairman Burton stated that as there was no other business to be discussed he would entertain a motion for adjournment.  Mr. Max Warren made a motion that the meeting be adjourned.  The meeting was adjourned at 4:15 p.m.

______________________________    ___________________________           Lynn Burton, Chairman                              Adrienne S. Marett, Admin. Asst.
