Brooklyn Special Service District
Board Meeting Minutes
Date: August 19, 2025
Location: Elsinore Town Hall, Elsinore, Utah

Board Members and Attendees
· Brent White, Board Chair
· Matt Dyreng, Board Member
· Ralph Brown, Sevier County Commissioner
· Malcolm Nash, Sevier County Administrator
· Parker Vercimack, Jones & DeMille Engineering
· Koy Barton, Jones & DeMille Engineering

1. Call to Order
The meeting was called to order at the Elsinore Town Hall.

2. Adoption of Electronic Meeting Policy
The board reviewed and discussed the proposed Electronic Meeting Policy and Procedures. The policy establishes requirements for electronic participation, including public notice postings and anchor locations.
· Motion: Matt Dyreng moved to adopt the Electronic Meeting Policy.
· Second: Motion was seconded.
· Vote: Unanimously approved.

3. Approval of Prior Minutes
Minutes from the July 2, 2025 and July 22, 2025 meetings were presented for review.
· Motion: Motion made to approve the minutes as presented.
· Second: Seconded.
· Vote: Approved unanimously.

4. Water Project – Bid Award
Jones & DeMille Engineering reported that the EPA has granted approval to proceed. Recommendations were made to award the water project to Silversburg Construction in the amount of $10,130,000.
· References checked were satisfactory.
· Contractor has prior experience in Sevier County and intends to continue working locally.
· Contractor indicated work would be completed largely in-house.
· Construction start deadline is within 60 days of contract signing, anticipated by November 1, 2025.
· Motion: Motion made to award the project contract to Silversburg Construction as recommended.
· Second: Motion seconded.
· Vote: Approved unanimously.
Additional discussion included:
· Possibility of utilizing remaining federal grant funds (originally $3.1 million, with bids coming in under budget) for related improvements such as chip sealing disturbed roads, connecting additional water lines, or considering a small maintenance/storage shed site for district equipment.
· Any additional work would require environmental review and potential CIB amendments.

5. CIB Grant Agreement
The board reviewed the Community Impact Fund Board (CIB) Grant Agreement for the Brooklyn SSD Culinary Water Improvements Project.
· Grant total: $4,355,000
· Project period: June 10, 2025 – June 1, 2030
· Funds apply to the original project scope with amendments possible for additional work.
· Motion: Motion made to approve the CIB Grant Agreement.
· Second: Motion seconded.
· Vote: Approved unanimously.

6. Transition of Agreements from Sevier County to Brooklyn SSD
Discussion was held on transitioning existing contracts from Sevier County to Brooklyn SSD.
· Agreement with Sevier County (remaining balance of $639,000) to be transferred to Brooklyn SSD.
· Funds cover environmental services, cultural surveys, design completion, contractor award, and construction staking for both A-Line and B-Line projects.
· Engineering services will continue under Jones & DeMille Engineering through project completion.
· Motion: Motion made to ratify acceptance of the agreement transitioning from Sevier County to Brooklyn SSD.
· Second: Motion seconded.
· Vote: Approved unanimously.

7. Banking and Administrative Updates
· Efforts continue to finalize SSD bank account setup; delays have been encountered but are being resolved.
· All invoicing and financial tracking from June 1, 2025 forward are transitioned under Brooklyn SSD.
· County staff will assist with compliance and auditing requirements during the transition period.

8. Other Business / Open Discussion
· Future consideration of establishing a maintenance shed for equipment and materials.
· Potential improvements to connect additional water lines and upgrade road surfaces following construction.

9. Adjournment
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
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