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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
Bethel Municipal Center 1 School Street

Bethel Connecticut 06801 Telephone 203 7948501

SPECIAL MEETING

Monday January 23 2012

4

00

p
mC

J

HurginMunicipal
Center

MeetingRoom
A

Present

First

Selectman

Matthew
Knickerbocker

Selectman

Richard

Straiton

Selectman
Paul

Szatkowski and

CommissionerMichael
Gribbin

and

Commissioner

Peter

Valenti
Also

in
attendance

were

TownComptrollerBob
Kozlowski

Town

Engineer

Andrew

Morosky
Utilities

Superintendent

Kelly

Curtis

Town
Attorney

Martin

LawlorAbsentNone
Call

to

Order

First

Selectman
Knickerbocker

calledthe
Meeting

to

order

at

4

00

p
m

and

led

the

Pledgeof
Allegiance

PublicInput

None

Correspondence
Documentation

from

Attorney
Martin

Lawlor

regarding

the

Money
Market

Account

from

the

Stony
HillSanitary

Sewer

Extension

Project
See

attached

This

will

be
discussed

under

StonyHill
Sewer

Meeting
Minutesfrom Regular

MeetingJanuary

9
2012

Selectman

Straiton

made

a

motion

which
was

seconded

by

Commissioner

Gribbin
Vote

All

in

Favor

MotionApproved
New

Business

Route

6
Business

Zone

Text

Amendment

P
ZCommission

Inorder

to
help

the

Commissionbettergaugethe
potential

impact

if

all

parcels

along
Route
6

were
granted

a

50increasein

their

allocation
Mr

Moroskydistributedabuildout

scenario
for

theparcels

with
StonyHillRoad

addresses

Mr
Morosky

stated

that

the

results

on

the
spreadsheet

are

not

to

be

construedtomean

that

all

of

theproperties

will

need

l

5times

their

allocation

at

fullbuild

out

However

if

eachlot

were

increased

50

theflow

would

go

from

108
962

gallons

to

163

443gallons
per

day

which

would
bean

increase

of

54

481
gallons

a

day

Mr

Morosky
statedthatthese

numbers

are
onlyanexample

and

pointed
out

that

there

are

parcels
such

as

Target
s

that

areflowing
lowerthan

their
allocation

and
willlikelyremain

lower

in
the

future

The
text

amendmentinpart

establishes
development

densityguidelinesfor

the

Route

6
area

CommissionerGribbinwould
like toreviewtheTighe

Bond

Study

especially
the

downtownareabecausesome
applicants

are

seeking

approval

based
by

bedrooms

some

bysquare
feet

and

others
are basingtheiruse

on
bathrooms and

then
by

people

Commissioner
Gribbin
stated

thePUCshould

set

a

standard
of

how
the

allocationsare

determined

Selectman

Straiton
inquired

whetherthiswas

in
theregulations
Mr
Morosky

affirmed
that

thereare
several
available

industrystandardsfor
determining
proposed

sewage
flowsdependingon

the

application

First

Selectman

confirmed

that
the

Commission

shouldupdate

the

regulations

to

set

a

standard

for
evaluating
proposed

sewageflows
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Attorney Lawlor understood that Len Assard would be modifying the regulations for allocations First

Selectman Knickerbocker would like to have aconference call with Mr Morosky and Mr Assard

First Selectman Knickerbocker made a motion which wasseconded

by

Selectman

Straiton
to

endorse
thetext
Amendment

from
P

Z

Commission

withtheunderstanding

that

the

Public

Utilities
Commission

must

still

approve

applications
for

sewer

service

and

allocation
changes

for
eachproposed

developmentVote
Allin FavorMotion

Approved

Old

BusinessPlumtrees Pumping StationConsultant

Engineers
Agreement

Mr
Moroskydistributed

a

memorandum
fromRoald

Haestad
concerningthe

invoicesFirst
SelectmanKnickerbockeraskedMr

Morosky

about

thecontract for

Roald
Haestad

MrMorosky
stated

that
eachof

their

services
listedin their

proposal
included

anestimated
fee

Attorney

Lawlor
agreed

that

the

signedcontract

included

estimates
for

eachitem
anddid notincludeanot

to
exceedcost

Commissioner
Gribbinreferring

toa
changeinhatchsize

notedby
MrMorosky

inquired

whether
we

gavethem
thechangeofthe

pump

or
didRoaldHaestad

suggest
the

changeMr
Morosky

indicated
thatthe

hatch

size
inthebid

documents
was

notlarge
enough

for

the
Homa

pump

that

theUtility

Department
desiredand

sothe
changerequiredrevisionstothe

design
andadditionalshop drawingreviews

Commissioner

Valenti
askedwhythePUChas

to
payforthe extracostsFor

example
istheremoresteelrequired

for
thelargerhatch areaTheCommission

should
haveafixedpricecontract

with
thisprojectas

well
as

anyprojects
goingforward

Selectman
Straiton

inquired

about
thedifferent hatch

for
the

pumpand
changeorders concerningthis

First

Selectman
wouldlike to reevaluate

theestimate
andsee whereweare

with
thedesign

andpossibly
change

theconstruction
phaseestimate

by
7

500

00
MrMorosky

willretrieve
more

detailedinformation
on

thechanges
fromHaestad

Selectman

Szatkowski

inquired

aboutasking
for

afixedpriceinthefuture

with

nochange
orders

Mr

Morosky

notedthat
this

may

result

inhigher
fees

for

design

proposalsSelectman
Straiton

made

a

motionwhich
was

seconded

by

FirstSelectman

Knickerbocker

to

table

PlumtreesPumping
Station

for

next

month
s

meetingVoteAll
in

Favor

Motion

Approved
Engineering

Utility

Consultant

Report

Eureka

Water

Storage

Tank

First

Selectman

Knickerbockerupdated

the

Commission

regarding

the
Open

Housefor
the

EurekaWater
Storage
Tank

heldon
January

11

2011

He
indicated

thatafter
a

statementof
opposition

froma
Danbury

residenttostart
the

meeting
he

felt

theresidents
were

extremely

helpful

and

positiveIn
addition

up

to

six6
Danbury

residents

indicated

theywould volunteer toassist
with

the
landscapereview

portionMrMoroskydistributedaletterfromWrightPierce
regarding

an

amendment

for

additional
engineering

services
required

to
prepare

updated

plans

and anapplicationtotheCityof
Danbury

PlanningCommission
This
will

be

an
additionalcost

of6995
00

Selectman

Szatkowski

inquired

about

thecostof
construction

and
if

it

has
changed

MrMoroskyindicatedthat
he

spoke

toWright
Pierce

and

they

weregoing
to

discuss

the

matterwith
Natgun

First

Selectman

Knickerbocker

made
a

motionwhich
was

seconded

by

SelectmanStraiton
to

authorize

Wright

Piercein
an

amountnotto
exceed

6

995

00to
prepare

thepermitapplicationfortheEurekaWaterStorage
TankDiscussion

took
placeVoteAll

in
FavorMotion

Approved
StonyHillSewerProjectFinancial

Referring
tohis

lettercited
earlierAttorney

Lawlor

noted

Item

2

Pursuant

to

Sec

5

of

the
approved

borrowing

resolution

interest

earnedonthe
temporary

PublicUtility

CommissionSpecialMeeting January
232012
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investment of such proceeds shall be applied forthwith to the payment of the principal and interest of all
notes issued in anticipation thereof or shall be

depositedintrustfor
such

purposes

with
a

bank

ortrustcompany
or

shallbeapplied
or

rebatedas
may

be
required

under
the

provisions
of

lawBased
on

Sec

5ofthe

approved
borrowing

resolution

the
PUConitsowndoesnothaveauthoritytousethemoneymarket

funds
for

project
constructioncostsFurther

as
noted

in

item
3

Since
the

bonds
arethe

Town
s

obligation
any

decision

whichchangesor
altersthe

borrowing

issubjectto
approval

by
theTown

ofBethelwhichcould include aSpecialTown
Meeting

Attorney
Lawlor

summedup
hisopinionbyindicatingthatinordertousethemoneymarketfundsforconstructionthismatterneedstobeforwardedtotheBoardofSelectmanforrecommendationtotheBoardofFinancefollowed

by

aSpecial
Town

Meeting
forapprovalfromeachAttorneyLawloralsonotedthattheinterestmonieswouldnotbeadded to

the assessments

toberepaid

as
the

income
was

derivedfrom
the

principalof
funds

for

the
projectFirstSelectmanKnickerbockermadeamotionwhichwassecondedbySelectmanSzatkowskitorecommendthattheBoardofSelectmansendarecommendationtotheBoardofFinancethatwouldallowthePUC

to

usethe
bond

interest
intheamountof75137132fortheStonyHillSewerProjectforphases1 2

and
3

Discussiontookplace

Vote
All

inFavor

Motion
Approved

FinancialReport
PUC
INVOICES

January23
2012

SpecialMeetingItemvendorInvDateAmountDescriptionAccountImprovementsof1KovacsConstruction4972205PlumtreesPumpStationPaymentApplication3iAa3e52tosi8cFAFil

F

rcc
c

i
iF1117Prrc1efTYp1YKTCOCt1ICT4HealdHaestad4458 ggStier

c

Abkiarage8

e
Total

Approved
49

722
05

SelectmanStraiton

made
a

motion
which

was
secondedby

FirstSelectman

to
approvefor

payment

theapplicationpaymenttoKovacsConstructionintheamountof4972205DiscussiontookplaceVoteAllinFavorMotionApprovedAdjournAstherewasnofurtherbusinesson

the

agendaCommissioner Valenti

made
amotionsecondedbySelectmanStraitontoadjournthemeetingat500pmhearing

no
objections

the
meetingwasadjourned

Respectf
ly

submitted

cyRogalskiRecording
cretary Public

Utility
Commission

Special
Meeting

January

232012Page3



WRIGHTP1 E RCE
Engineering a Better Environment

January 18 2012

WPProject

No11

167A

MrAndrewM Morosky
P

EPublic
Works

DirectorTown
EngineerTown

of

Bethel1
SchoolStreet

Bethel

CT06801Water
Wastewater

Infrastructure
Subject

Eureka
Water

Storage
TankDesign

Additional
EngineeringServices

related

totheCity
of

Danbury

Planning

andZoning
Department
Permit

Applications
Dear

Andrew
As

requested

this
is

our
proposed

scope
and

fee

foradditional
services

relatedtothe
permitting

effortsfor the
abovereferenced

project
The

proposedscope
of

services
is

based

onourcurrent
understanding

ofTown
s

needs
in

order

to
movethe

projectforwardandsecureapprovals
from

the
City

ofDanbury

Planning

and

Zoning

CommissionThe

following

is
our

proposed scope

and

feeTask
No

l

Prepare
additional

renderingsoftheproposedtank siteup
to

3

different

optionsbasedon
comments

receivedfromtheLong
Ridge

residents

duringthe

publicinformational
meeting on
January

11
2012

heldat
the

Bethel

MunicipalCenter
Task

No

2
Prepare

for

andconduct
a

workshop
meeting

with
Wright

Piercelandscapearchitect Townof Bethel representatives and

Long Ridge Road residents to review
and

finalizethe

rendering s before submittingaformal

application to the

City

of
Danbury

PlanningandZoning
Commission

We
wouldprovidealaptopcomputerwitha

projector
to

allow

for
real

timechangesto
therenderings

during
theworkshop

meetingOfficesThroughout

NewEngland

I

www

wrightpierce
com

169Main
Street

700

PlazaMiddlesex
Middletown

CT06457 Phone860

343

8297

Fax

860
343

9504



Mr Andrew M Morosky

PE
January

182012
Page

3

of3
We

appreciate

the
opportunity

to

submitthis
proposal

and
look

forward
to

continuingtowork withyou and the Bethel

Public Utilities Commission on this important
project

Feelfree

to contact me withanyquestions

or comments at

860

343
8297

SincerelyWRIGHTPIERCE
Mariusz

D
JedrychowskiPEProjectManagerMDJmepcc

Rick
Davee

P

E
Wright

Pierce



RE Stony Hill Sanitary Sewer Extension Project
Money Market IncomeInterest

Issue Can the Money Market Income be used to finance the Sewer Project

Assumption The monies in

theMoney

Marketaccount

were
derivedfrom

the

bond
note

proceeds
of

the

StonyHill
Sanitary

Sewer
Extension

Project
the

Project

In

connection

withtheabovematter
I

reviewed
the

warning

for
the

Town

Meeting

of

October

1

2003

and

the

Motion
for

the

appropriation

for
19

760

000
00

that
was

approved
by

the

Townspeople
1

The
bonds

asapprovedfor
the

Project

were

anobligationofthe
Town

of
Bethelnot

the

PUC

There

is
language

that

indicates

thatin addition tothe

bondsbeing
secured

by

the
full

faith

and

creditof

the

Town
the

bondswill
alsobe

secured
by

a

pledge

ofrevenues

to
bederived

bybenefit
assessments2 Pursuantto

Sec

5
ofthe

approved

borrowing
resolution

interestearned
onthe

temporary
investment

of

such
proceedsshall

be
appliedforthwith

tothe
payment

of

the
principaland

interest
ofall notes issuedin

anticipationthereof
or

shall

be
deposited

intrust
forsuchpurposes

with
a

bankor
trust

company
orshall

be

applied
orrebated

asmay
be

required under
theprovisions oflaw

Based

on
SecS

of
theapproved

borrowingresolution
thePUConits

own

does

nothave

authority
touse

themoney
marketfunds

for
proiectconstruction

costs
3Sincethe

bonds
are

theTown
sobligationanydecisionwhich

changes
oraltersthe borrowingissubiect

to
approvalbytheTownof

Bethel
whichcouldinclude aSpecialTown

Meeting
ThereisnoCharterprovision

that
addressesthespecific issueonhand

because
thePUCisa

separate

entity
ofthe

Town

of
Bethel

andhas
autonomywhen

it
comes

to

its
ownfunds and

budget
However

C10
4SpecialAppropriationsand

Transfers

of
Appropriationscontain two sectionswhich

couldbe
applicableThe

first
is

C10

4
Bwhich

normally
wouldapply

regardinga
Town

agency

surplus
orcontingency

fund
B

The
Board

ofSelectmenwhen requestedbyanytown
agencyand

after
approval

of

the

Board

ofFinance
may

make
special

appropriations

from
any

town

agencysurplusoran
approved

contingencyfund
in

amounts

not

to

exceed

in

total

for

any

individual

town
agencytwenty

five
thousanddollars25

000
inany

one
1fiscalyearAnyrequest

by
anytown

agencywhich
shallexceed

the
amount

herein
provided

shall
require

a

vote

of
the

TownMeetingafter
approval

bythe Board
of
Finance

Thesecond isC10
4

Cregarding appropriationsform
those

other

than

a
cash

surplus

or
an

approved
contingency

fund
Page

1
of2



C Special appropriations other than those from cash surplus or from an approved contingency
fund may be acted upon onlyby

a

Town

Meeting

after

approval

bytheBoard
of

FinanceItis
my

belief
sincetheSpecialTownMeetingsettheparametersforthebondingfundsonlyaSpecialTownMeetingwouldbeauthorizedtochangethetermsofthesameSincetheTown

isultimately
responsiblefor

the
payment

ofthebondsinorder

to
changethe use

ofthe
moneymarket

funds
forsomething

other than

repaymentof the
principal

and
interest the

procedures
as

setforth

in
C10

4shouldbefollowed
BOS

recommendation
to

BOFandSpecialTown
Meeting
BOF

approval
and

a
Special

TownMeeting

Sincetheincomewasderived
from

the

principal
of

funds

that
thebenefited

landowners

are already goingtorepaythrough
benefitassessmentsitwouldbeinappropriatetoaddthemonies

used

fromthe
income

for
project

costs
to

theassessments
to

be
repaidbythebenefitedlandownersInessencethemaximumprincipalamountthatcanbeassessedistheamountoftheoriginalbonding1976000000Ialsowasconcernedthatmostofthemonieshavingalreadybeenborrowedandorbondsissuedthattheholdersofthenotesandorbondsmight

have

the
right

torely
on

thebonding
resolution

of
paying

downprincipal or
interest

with
the

income

funds

Would theTown
need

permissionfromthe

holders
to

usethose
funds

for
project

costs
I

spoke

toBethel
s

bond

counselFrank
Cleary

at
Pullman

Comely

concerningthe
same

He

agreed
that

the

Town

Meeting

could

change

the
bonding

resolution
to
allow

the
use
ofthe

income for
the

Project

Healso
believed

that

the
current

noteorbond
holdersare

no
worse

off
and

the

Town would
notneedpermissionfrom

the
bond

or

note
holders

to
usethe

income
forthe

Project
MJLJR

01
23

2012
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ROALD HAESTAD INC
Consulting Engineers

37 Brookside Road Waterbury Connecticut 06708

Telephone 203 753

9800FAX
203 5759249

Websitewww
rhiengineering

com
MEMORANDUM

TO
AndrewM

Morosky
PE

JOB
NO
269

005
FROMRonaldG

Litke
PE

F
DATE

January232012SUBJECTPlumtreesRoadPumpingStationPleasebe

advised

that

we

have
exceeded
the5

000

budget

estimate
for

Engineering
Services duringconstruction

included

in
the

August242010Agreementfor
the

above
noted

project
It

was

pointed

out

thatthebudget
figure

could

vary

depending

on
the

services
requested

As

of

December

23
2011

the

total

fee

for
Engineering

Services

During

Construction

was
10

591

31
The timerequired

for

shop
drawingreview

was
more

than
originally

anticipated

In
addition tothe

normal

submittalstheContractor
Kovacs

Construction
submitted

adetailedset
ofdrawingsand

bill

of

materials
for

the
projectTherewere

also
several

itemsthatrequiredresubmittals

a

number

thatrequired
coordination

betweensubcontractorsand
suppliers

anda
few

deviationsfromContractDocumentstomeet
field

conditions
thathad tobe

reviewed
To

date
the

majority
of theshop

drawingshavebeen
submitted

andprocessedWe
suggest

that
the

budget

estimate

for
Engineering
Services

During
Construction

be

increased

to
12

500

to
accommodate
consultation

andadvice

during
construction toresolve

fieldconditions
encountered

andprocessmonthlyestimates
cc
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SHEET

1
OF

1


