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KENT COUNTY WATER AUTHORITY 
 

BOARD MEETING MINUTES 
 

June 21, 2006 
 

The Board of Directors of the Kent County Water Authority held its monthly 
meeting in the Joseph D. Richard Board Room at the office of the Authority on June 21, 
2006. 

 
Chairman Perry opened the meeting at 3:30 P.M. Chairman Perry, Board 

Members, Mr. Gallucci, Mrs. Graham, Mr. Masterson and Mr. Boyer were present 
together with the General Manager Timothy J. Brown, Technical Service Director John 
Duchesneau, System Engineer, Kevin J. Fitta, Arthur Williams, Finance Director, Legal 
Counsel, Maryanne Pezzullo, and other interested parties. 

 
The minutes of the Board meetings of May 4, 2006 and May 17, 2006 were 

moved for approval by Board Member Graham and seconded by Board Member Boyer 
and were unanimously approved. 

 
Guests: 
 
High Service Requests: 
 
 The Chairman read aloud for the benefit of the attendees all of the revised 
standard conditions in lieu of a moratorium attached as “A”. 
 
 The Chairman also read the memorandum submitted by the General Manager 
dated June 20, 2006 attached as “B” which states that the General Manager is the 
Department of Health licensed operator of the Kent County Water Authority system and 
that he can not countenance any further water approvals while the water deficit 
continues in order to avoid a catastrophic incident . 
 
420 East Greenwich Avenue, Matthew Gilchrest (continuation) 
 
 The applicant was not present.  Board Member Boyer had advised the applicant 
to hire a firm to test their well and he has not heard further from the applicant.  Board 
Member Graham informed the applicant of the need for test results and contacted the 
Town of West Warwick for inquiry and follow up.  The applicant is to contact the General 
Manager when the new results are obtained.  This matter is passed until applicant 
contacts Kent County Water Authority. 
 
 
 
 
 



 2 

 
Hidden Ridge (5, 35, 45) East Greenwich (Irrigation Proposal) 
 
 Peter Nolan, Esq., appeared on behalf of the applicant.  Mr. Nolan advised the 
Board that the applicant supplied Kent County Water Authority with conservation 
material from the Hunter Co.  He stated that the lots were approved by Kent County 
Water Authority for sprinklers in 2003 subject to applicant furnishing Kent County Water 
Authority with the conservation documents.  The General Manager stated that the 
sprinklers in question were not approved by Kent County Water Authority.  The 
Chairman advised Mr. Nolan that the regulations of Kent County Water Authority require 
a moisture sensor.  Mr. Nolan advised the Board that the applicant can include a 
moisture sensor.  Mr. Ronald Levesque (applicant) stated that the system has a 
moisture sensor and that it is the most technologically advanced equipment on the 
market.  The General Manager clarified that the applicant’s proposed equipment is a rain 
sensor as opposed to a ground moisture sensor. 
 
 The applicant stated that he was aware that Kent County Water Authority 
required a drip irrigation system for irrigation of flower beds and applicant has modified 
the plan by deleting the flower beds therefore, no irrigation would be required. 
 
 Mr. Nolan requested approval from the Board for the project.  The General 
Manager reiterated to the Board that since there is no soil moisture sensor, the proposal 
does not comply with the regulations.  The applicant then agreed to install a ground 
sensor.  Board Member Boyer advised the applicant that he needs to meet the 
regulations of Kent County Water Authority. 
 
 Board Member Masterson suggested that the Board approve of the project with 
the caveat that the applicant provide Kent County Water Authority with information 
evidencing less water usage.  The applicant stated that pursuant to the Hunter Co. that 
there will be 30% to 40% less water usage and that the project calls for a total of 16 
dwellings and that five homes have been constructed and two are presently under 
construction. 
 
 The Chairman inquired as to the type of lawns proposed.  The applicant informed 
the Board that they are a 4” to 6” loam with screened sub-soil.  The applicant stated that 
he could research turf that is more drought resistant but the proposed Bluegrass turf is 
standard in the industry. 
 
 Board Member Boyer and Board Member Graham stated that the applicant 
meets the requirements and Board Member Masterson moved and it was seconded by 
Board Member Boyer to approve supply to service the irrigation systems to 5, 35 and 45 
Hidden Lane subject to the revised conditions in lieu of a moratorium and additional  
stipulations as follows: 
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 This approval is stipulated that the developer must provide the additional cut 
sheet information regarding soil moisture sensors and the connection configuration to 
the sprinkler system controller. 
 
 This submission must also show the moisture sensor installation location on each 
zone and a narrative of the system operation once fully configured.  All information must 
be presented to the Kent County Water Authority for review and approval prior to 
authorizing the activation of each system.  This conditional approval pertains only to the 
addresses listed above.   No other lots are authorized for irrigation systems.  Proposed 
irrigation systems for the remaining lots in this subdivision must be applied for on an 
individual basis as required in the original approval for development.  The Board of 
Directors must review and approve any additional supply to service proposed irrigation 
systems at the remaining sites. 
 
And it was unanimously,  

  VOTED:  To approve supply to service the irrigation systems to 5, 
35 and 45 Hidden Lane subject to the revised conditions in lieu of a 
moratorium and additional stipulation as follows: 
 
  This approval is stipulated that the developer must provide the 
additional cut sheet information regarding soil moisture sensors and the 
connection configuration to the sprinkler system controller. 
 
  This submission must also show the moisture sensor installation 
location on each zone and a narrative of the system operation once fully 
configured.  All information must be presented to the Kent County Water 
Authority for review and approval prior to authorizing the activation of each 
system.  This conditional approval pertains only to the addresses listed 
above.   No other lots are authorized for irrigation systems.  Proposed 
irrigation systems for the remaining lots in this subdivision must be applied 
for on an individual basis as required in the original approval for 
development.  The Board of Directors must review and approve any 
additional supply to service proposed irrigation systems at the remaining 
sites. 
 

368 Hopkins Hill Road, Hawkins First Notice 
 
 Mr. Hawkins was in attendance and advised the Board that he has a problem 
with his cesspool, and had the existing system serviced by a septic company and they 
installed a cap which has now failed.  Hawkins stated that the dwelling was erected in 
the 1930’s and he hired a contractor to install a new ISDS and in order to site and install 
a new ISDS, the existing well needs to be blocked because of Department of 
Environmental Management setback regulations.  The applicant requested water 
service from the Board because he can no longer use the well.  Mr. Hawkins stated that 
the proposed site for the ISDS is the only permissible location for the system.  He 



 4 

further stated that he can not connect to the existing sewer line because of a pressure 
problem. 
 
 The applicant requested relief from the Board citing health and safety issues.  
The Chairman reviewed the plan submitted by the applicant and informed the Board 
that the Department of Environmental Management requires a 100 foot set back from 
the well and the configuration of the property will not allow for this setback. 
 
 Board Member Boyer inquired of the applicant as to whether or not he has been 
cited for a violation and the applicant responded in the negative.  Mr. Hawkins further 
stated that he does not water the lawn. 
 
 The Chairman and Board Member Boyer suggested that the applicant have a 
professional engineer prepare and submit a plan to the Board indicating that it is not 
feasible for the ISDS to meet the required setback from the well.  The applicant agreed 
to obtain and submit to the Board a plan prepared by a professional engineer and the 
Board will further review this matter upon receipt of the plan. 
 
47 Clark Mill Road, Brown, Scott 
 
 Mr. Scott Brown was in attendance and stated that he has a problem with his 600 
foot artesian well.  More specifically, the family needs to wait a long period of time to 
replenish the well with water.  The applicant does not have a municipal water supply 
however, if it becomes available he will connect to the municipal supply.  The applicant 
further advised the Board that he will not use the water for irrigation and that his need 
for water is due to health and safety issues. 
 
 Board Member Gallucci suggested that the application be approved subject to 
the applicant meeting all of the regulations of Kent County Water Authority .  The 
Chairman suggested approval subject to the applicant complying with the revised 
conditions and no outside irrigation. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Gallucci and seconded by Board Member Boyer 
that the application be approved subject issue subject to the revised conditions in lieu of 
a moratorium as follows: 
 

1.  The Kent County Water Authority (KCWA) is not a guarantor of water supply 
for this or any other approval and KCWA can only supply water reasonably available to 
it and therefore any applicant/customer of KCWA understands that any third party 
commitments made by an applicant/customer are subject to the reasonable availability 
of water supply and limits of the existing infrastructure to support service. 

 
2.  A deficient condition associated with accelerated commercial and residential 

development exists in the area serviced by the KCWA.  The KCWA is in the process of 
planning for additional water supply and therefore delays  or diminution in service may 
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occur  if the water supply is unavailable or unable to produce water sufficient to service 
the customers of KCWA. 

 
3.  Ventures, commitments or agreements are at the applicant’s sole risk if supply 

or existing infrastructure is found to be insufficient to support service.  The applicant 
may afford the Authority with system improvements to facilitate adequate service. 

 
4.  The applicant shall file a formal single family home application.  The 

applicant/customer understands that any undetected error in the application or an 
increase or change in demand as proposed, which materially affects the ability to supply 
water to the site, will be the responsibility of the applicant/customer and not the KCWA. 

 
 5.  Only conservation-wise plumbing fixtures are to be installed, including, but not 
limited to low flow shower heads, low flow toilets and low flow aerators on faucets. 
 
 6.  If irrigation systems are installed, they must be supplied by a private well.  
Xeriscape landscaping technique and/or proper planting bed (high water holding 
capacity) soil preparations shall be employed throughout the project. 
 
 As the owner for the above referenced property, it is your responsibility to ensure 
the following items have been accomplished prior to connection to the Kent County 
Water Authority system. 
 
 1.  Installation of water service from the main to the curb line with all 
appurtenances unless a suspense service exists. 
 2.  Installation of service pipe from the curb line to the home. 
 3.  Meter setting inside the home must be plumbed to accept the Kent County 
Water Authority standard meter. 
 4.  Installation of a residential dual check valve backflow assembly directly after 
the effluent valve for the meter.  The installation of a thermal expansion tank is also 
required by plumbing codes as part of the backflow installation. 
 5.  Disconnection and/or severing of the existing well from the building plumbing 
to be serviced by the public water supply. 
 6.  Installation of a meter pit if the home is positioned more than 200 feet from the 
curb line. 
 7.  All materials must conform to the Kent County Water Authority requirements. 
 8.  Coordinating with the plumbing inspector to conduct service line disinfection 
and confirmation of meeting plumbing code requirements for this type of installation.  A 
letter from the plumbing inspector will be required upon request for meter installation.  It 
is the owner’s responsibility to obtain a valid plumbing permit and provide the letter from 
the plumbing inspector. 
 9.  Provide copies of the two sets of laboratory water samples required to support 
that disinfection was property accomplished. 
 

And it was unanimously,  
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VOTED:  That the application be approved subject issue subject to the 
revised conditions in lieu of a moratorium as follows: 
 
1.  The Kent County Water Authority (KCWA) is not a guarantor of water 
supply for this or any other approval and KCWA can only supply water 
reasonably available to it and therefore any applicant/customer of KCWA 
understands that any third party commitments made by an 
applicant/customer are subject to the reasonable availability of water 
supply and limits of the existing infrastructure to support service. 
 
2.  A deficient condition associated with accelerated commercial and 
residential development exists in the area serviced by the KCWA.  The 
KCWA is in the process of planning for additional water supply and 
therefore delays or diminution in service may occur  if the water supply is 
unavailable or unable to produce water sufficient to service the customers 
of KCWA. 
 
3.  Ventures, commitments or agreements are at the applicant’s sole risk if 
supply or existing infrastructure is found to be insufficient to support 
service.  The applicant may afford the Authority with system 
improvements to facilitate adequate service. 
 
4.  The applicant shall file a formal single family home application.  The 
applicant/customer understands that any undetected error in the 
application or an increase or change in demand as proposed, which 
materially affects the ability to supply water to the site, will be the 
responsibility of the applicant/customer and not the KCWA. 
 
 5.  Only conservation-wise plumbing fixtures are to be installed, 
including, but not limited to low flow shower heads, low flow toilets and 
low flow aerators on faucets. 
 
 6.  If irrigation systems are installed, they must be supplied by a 
private well.  Xeriscape landscaping technique and/or proper planting bed 
(high water holding capacity) soil preparations shall be employed 
throughout the project. 
 
 As the owner for the above referenced property, it is your 
responsibility to ensure the following items have been accomplished prior 
to connection to the Kent County Water Authority system. 
 
 1.  Installation of water service from the main to the curb line with 
all appurtenances unless a suspense service exists. 
 2.  Installation of service pipe from the curb line to the home. 
 3.  Meter setting inside the home must be plumbed to accept the 
Kent County Water Authority standard meter. 
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 4.  Installation of a residential dual check valve backflow assembly 
directly after the effluent valve for the meter.  The installation of a thermal 
expansion tank is also required by plumbing codes as part of the backflow 
installation. 
 5.  Disconnection and/or severing of the existing well from the 
building plumbing to be serviced by the public water supply. 
 6.  Installation of a meter pit if the home is positioned more than 
200 feet from the curb line. 
 7.  All materials must conform to the Kent County Water Authority 
requirements. 
 8.  Coordinating with the plumbing inspector to conduct service line 
disinfection and confirmation of meeting plumbing code requirements for 
this type of installation.  A letter from the plumbing inspector will be 
required upon request for meter installation.  It is the owner’s responsibility 
to obtain a valid plumbing permit and provide the letter from the plumbing 
inspector. 
 9.  Provide copies of the two sets of laboratory water samples 
required to support that disinfection was property accomplished. 
And it was unanimously,  

65 Clark Mill Road, Hillier, Parris 
 
 The applicant, Mr. Kenneth Parris, stated that he has the same problem as Mr. 
Brown.  He stated that the toilets can not be flushed if the sink is being used and 
reiterated that the request for water is due to health and safety concerns. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Gallucci and seconded by Board Member Boyer 
that the application be approved subject to the revised conditions in lieu of a moratorium 
as follows: 
 

1.  The Kent County Water Authority (KCWA) is not a guarantor of water supply 
for this or any other approval and KCWA can only supply water reasonably available to 
it and therefore any applicant/customer of KCWA understands that any third party 
commitments made by an applicant/customer are subject to the reasonable availability 
of water supply and limits of the existing infrastructure to support service. 

 
2.  A deficient condition associated with accelerated commercial and residential 

development exists in the area serviced by the KCWA.  The KCWA is in the process of 
planning for additional water supply and therefore delays or diminution in service may 
occur  if the water supply is unavailable or unable to produce water sufficient to service 
the customers of KCWA. 

 
3.  Ventures, commitments or agreements are at the applicant’s sole risk if supply 

or existing infrastructure is found to be insufficient to support service.  The applicant 
may afford the Authority with system improvements to facilitate adequate service. 
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4.  The applicant shall file a formal single family home application.  The 
applicant/customer understands that any undetected error in the application or an 
increase or change in demand as proposed, which materially affects the ability to supply 
water to the site, will be the responsibility of the applicant/customer and not the KCWA. 

 
 5.  Only conservation-wise plumbing fixtures are to be installed, including, but not 
limited to low flow shower heads, low flow toilets and low flow aerators on faucets. 
 
 6.  If irrigation systems are installed, they must be supplied by a private well.  
Xeriscape landscaping technique and/or proper planting bed (high water holding 
capacity) soil preparations shall be employed throughout the project. 
 
 As the owner for the above referenced property, it is your responsibility to ensure 
the following items have been accomplished prior to connection to the Kent County 
Water Authority system. 
 
 1.  Installation of water service from the main to the curb line with all 
appurtenances unless a suspense service exists. 
 2.  Installation of service pipe from the curb line to the home. 
 3.  Meter setting inside the home must be plumbed to accept the Kent County 
Water Authority standard meter. 
 4.  Installation of a residential dual check valve backflow assembly directly after 
the effluent valve for the meter.  The installation of a thermal expansion tank is also 
required by plumbing codes as part of the backflow installation. 
 5.  Disconnection and/or severing of the existing well from the building plumbing 
to be serviced by the public water supply. 
 6.  Installation of a meter pit if the home is positioned more than 200 feet from the 
curb line. 
 7.  All materials must conform to the Kent County Water Authority requirements. 
 8.  Coordinating with the plumbing inspector to conduct service line disinfection 
and confirmation of meeting plumbing code requirements for this type of installation.  A 
letter from the plumbing inspector will be required upon request for meter installation.  It 
is the owner’s responsibility to obtain a valid plumbing permit and provide the letter from 
the plumbing inspector. 
 9.  Provide copies of the two sets of laboratory water samples required to support 
that disinfection was property accomplished. 
 
And it was unanimously,  

VOTED:  That the application be approved subject issue subject to the 
revised conditions in lieu of a moratorium as follows: 
 
1.  The Kent County Water Authority (KCWA) is not a guarantor of water 
for this or any other approval and KCWA can only supply water reasonably 
available to it and therefore any applicant/customer of KCWA understands 
that any third party commitments made by an applicant/customer are 
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subject to the reasonable availability of water supply and limits of the 
existing infrastructure to support service. 
 
2.  A deficient condition associated with accelerated commercial and 
residential development exists in the area serviced by the KCWA.  The 
KCWA is in the process of planning for additional water supply and 
therefore delays or diminution in service may occur if the water supply is 
unavailable or unable to produce water sufficient to service the customers 
of KCWA. 
 
3.  Ventures, commitments or agreements are at the applicant’s sole risk if 
supply or existing infrastructure is found to be insufficient to support 
service.  The applicant may afford the Authority with system improvements 
to facilitate adequate service. 
 
4.  The applicant shall file a formal single family home application.  The 
applicant/customer understands that any undetected error in the 
application or an increase or change in demand as proposed, which 
materially affects the ability to supply water to the site, will be the 
responsibility of the applicant/customer and not the KCWA. 
 
 5.  Only conservation-wise plumbing fixtures are to be installed, including, 
but not limited to low flow shower heads, low flow toilets and low flow 
aerators on faucets. 
 
 6.  If irrigation systems are installed, they must be supplied by a private 
well.  Xeriscape landscaping technique and/or proper planting bed (high 
water holding capacity) soil preparations shall be employed throughout the 
project. 
 
 As the owner for the above referenced property, it is your responsibility to 
ensure the following items have been accomplished prior to connection to 
the Kent County Water Authority system. 
 
 1.  Installation of water service from the main to the curb line with all 
appurtenances unless a suspense service exists. 
 2.  Installation of service pipe from the curb line to the home. 
 3.  Meter setting inside the home must be plumbed to accept the Kent 
County Water Authority standard meter. 
 4.  Installation of a residential dual check valve backflow assembly directly 
after the effluent valve for the meter.  The installation of a thermal 
expansion tank is also required by plumbing codes as part of the backflow 
installation. 
 5.  Disconnection and/or severing of the existing well from the building 
plumbing to be serviced by the public water supply. 
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 6.  Installation of a meter pit if the home is positioned more than 200 feet 
from the curb line. 
 7.  All materials must conform to the Kent County Water Authority 
requirements. 
 8.  Coordinating with the plumbing inspector to conduct service line 
disinfection and confirmation of meeting plumbing code requirements for 
this type of installation.  A letter from the plumbing inspector will be 
required upon request for meter installation.  It is the owner’s responsibility 
to obtain a valid plumbing permit and provide the letter from the plumbing 
inspector. 
 9.  Provide copies of the two sets of laboratory water samples required to 
support that disinfection was property accomplished. 
And it was unanimously,  

Hill Top Phase 3 – request to appear  
 
 Armand Cortelessa was in attendance on behalf of Patriot Homes.  He presented 
to the Board a letter from Kent County Water Authority dated November 9, 2001 which 
is attached as “C”. 
 
 Mr. Cortelessa stated that the contractor had backfilled over the waterline 
resulting in issues which applicant had to pay $140,000.00 to correct.  He stated that 
there are some areas on the as-built plan where he is requesting relief (of 2”) with 
respect to the depth of the line.  He further stated that the Hill Top condominiums need 
relief of 3”.  Mr. Cortelessa requested relief from the 4’ line depth to retain the existing 
road configuration.  In his opinion, the line would not freeze if it lies less than 4’ deep. 
 
 Board Member Graham inquired of the areas affected and Mr. Cortelessa 
described the affected areas and stated that if the road was required to be raised, this 
would result in drainage and runoff issues.  He further stated that the line would be 45.5”, 
45” and 46” opposed to the required 48”. 
 
 The General Manager informed the Board that the line was originally approved 
for 5’ installation and Kent County Water Authority had agreed to the applicant’s request 
for 4’ installation and that Mr. Cortelessa had also agreed to install the additional asphalt 
to obtain 4” maximum cover.  The General Manager further stated that the dwellings at 
the corner are 10-20’ below the road therefore, there would be no issue regarding 
additional flooding. 
 
 The General Manager further informed the Board that the corrections were to be 
completed two years ago and the as-built plans have never been submitted by the 
applicant until two weeks ago which require revision.   The General Manager reminded 
the Board that it had previously permitted applicant a waiver from the 5’ (to 4’) therefore, 
the required depth of 4’ waiver should be complied with. 
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 The applicant insisted that the original approval of Kent County Water Authority 
was 4’ (vs. 5’).  Board Member Masterson had reviewed the approved plan and affirmed 
that the required depth was 5’.  Board Member Masterson stated that the applicant 
assumed the approval plan would be followed by his contractor and that the applicant 
did not go out into the field to monitor it.   
 
 Board Member Boyer inquired as to whether or not the applicant has to modify 
the curbing and approach to the driveway and Mr. Cortelessa stated that he cannot 
build up to the road in one area and not in other areas because this will create a runoff 
issue. 
 
 Board Member Gallucci inquired of the applicant as to why he was seeking relief 
at this time and the applicant stated that he has another project located behind this 
project.  Board Member Gallucci stated that the November, 2001 letter from Kent 
County Water Authority is provisional and not final and the responsibility for overseeing 
a project and its contractors is that of the developer. 
 
 The Chairman stated that he needs to view the site and the General Manager 
stated that the last set of as-built plans were only received two days ago and therefore, 
have not been reviewed yet.  Board Member Boyer stated that the plans need to be 
reviewed.  The matter will be continued to allow a view of the site and review of the 
plans. 
 
Legal Matters 
 
Bald Hill Pumping Station 
 
 Legal Counsel informed the Board that the Agreement was hand-delivered to the 
City of Warwick on June 20, 2006 for execution by the City and Legal Counsel obtained 
the executed contract for the City on June 21, 2006 for execution by the Chairman on 
June 21, 2006.  The Chairman executed the contract on June 21, 2006 and the matter 
is finalized. 
 
Relocation of Tank Site – Read School House Road 
 
 Legal Counsel advised the Board that the Chairman, General Manager and Legal 
Counsel would be meeting with the officials for the Town of Coventry the week of June 
26, 2006 to further discuss a proposed land swap/location of the tank site.  
  
Town of Coventry Cost Share Agreement (Re: Paving) 
 
 On June 6, 2006, Kent County Water Authority delivered over to the Town of 
Coventry $195,435.83 which said sum represents the amount previously agreed to 
($200,900) less setoffs for the Colvintown Road project ($5,464.17).  Acting Town 
Manager, Richard Sullivan, and the Chairman will further review this matter upon the 
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Manager’s return from vacation.  The Chairman stated that the Town was pleased to 
receive the funds. 
 
Ames Street 
 
 The Chairman stated that Kent County Water Authority will repave curb to curb 
however, Kent County Water Authority shall not be responsible for correcting the 
drainage. 
 
Facility Access – Amgen 
 
 Easement rights of Kent County Water Authority are impeded due to Amgen's 
security protocol.  Legal Counsel has researched the easement rights of Kent County 
Water Authority and this issue will be reviewed by the Board. 
 
NE Gas/DPUC/Greenwich Avenue/Warwick 
 
 Kent County Water Authority and Legal Counsel are awaiting final, executed 
copies of the documents from New England Gas and a stipulated release from DPUC. 
 
Wakefield Street, West Warwick Tank Site 
 
 The General Manager stated that the appraisal of the site has been obtained by 
Kent County Water Authority and that the Town of West Warwick owns most of the land 
and this matter will be reviewed further. 
 
Department of Health follow up private systems 
 
 Legal Counsel sent a general matrix to Kent County Water Authority the week of 
June 13, 2006 and the staff of Kent County Water Authority and Legal Counsel will work 
on the matrix together and will then present it to the Department of Health.  The General 
Manager stated that they will write comprehensive regulations rather than just an outline 
and that the General Manager and Kevin Fitta will be meeting to review this matter. 
 
Centre of New England (First case)       
 

Kent County Water Authority Board Members signed their releases on 
September 23, 2005 and September 26, 2005 and we have not received the original 
release from the Plaintiff and the Board direction is this is to be pursued. 
 
National Grid Easement 
 
 Legal Counsel to pursue a recorded copy of easement from National Grid. 
 
RI DOT Contracts 8067 and 9516 
 



 13 

 The sum of $95,000 was agreed upon by the parties for settlement of these 
matters.  Subsequently, the Rhode Island Department of Transportation requested that 
we provide releases specific to these two contracts (opposed to a general release) due 
to the historical nature of these contracts and the General Manager was comfortable 
with a specific release as there are not other outstanding contracts.  The Board 
approved the settlement on May 17, 2006 and the Chairman was authorized to execute 
any documents necessary to finalize this matter. 
 
Morgan Court, Coventry Easement 
 
 Kent County Water Authority discovered that an older line is located near the 
foundation of a dwelling, however, the owner will not permit the excavation of his 
driveway in order to relocate the line.  Legal Counsel did not discover a historical 
easement of record for this line given the age of the line.  Legal Counsel was advised by 
the Town that part of Morgan Court is owned by the property owners and the other 
portion is owned by the Town.  Kent County Water Authority will further review this 
service matter. 
 
Director of Finance Report: 
 

Arthur Williams, Finance Director, explained and submitted the financial report 
and comparative balance sheets, statements of revenues, expenditures, and cash 
receipts, disbursements through May 31, 2006 and closing documents which is 
attached as “D”, and after discussion, Board Member Boyer moved and seconded by 
Board Member Gallucci to accept the reports and attach the same as an exhibit and that 
the same be incorporated by reference and be made a part of these minutes and it was 
unanimously,  
 

VOTED: That the financial report, comparative balance sheet statement of 
revenues, expenditure, cash receipts and disbursements through May 31, 
2006 and closing documents, be approved as presented and be 
incorporated herein and are made a part hereof as “D”.   

 
POINT OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE & COMMUNICATIONS 
 
 The Chairman referred to two letters from the Town of East Greenwich regarding 
Signal Ridge, East Greenwich, RI which are attached as “E” and there was general 
discussion. 
  
 The Chairman advised the Board of the article in the Providence Journal on June 
21, 2006 with respect to a “tack-on” tax (bill) of 8% and general discussion ensued. 
 
 
 
GENERAL MANAGER/CHIEF ENGINEER’S REPORT 
OLD BUSINESS: 



 14 

 
Supplemental Water Supply for Discussion 
 

The General Manager reviewed the legislative status report regarding the 
supplemental water supply. 

 
Warwick Bald Hill Booster Station 

 The General Manager informed the Board that he will get the RFP out and obtain 
the engineering. 
 
PWSB Possible 3rd Aqueduct Connection, Permanent Injunction 
 
 The General Manager stated that he is trying to obtain a meeting with the 
Providence Water Supply Board regarding the third connection with respect to funding 
via the Water Resources Board. 
 
Discussion Private Systems Operations & Ownership, D.O.H. 
 
 This matter was discussed in legal infra. 
 
AMGEN Security Access to KCWA Property 
 
 The General Manager and the Board will further review this matter. 
 
New Business 
 
Prospect Hill Water Service Conflict 
 
 The General Manager disseminated June 14, 2006 correspondence (attached as 
“F”) with respect to the obstructed curb box.  This matter is still pending.  Board Member 
Boyer stated that he will survey the street line and if there is a wall in the street, the wall 
needs to be moved. 
 
 
Landscape Irrigation Discussion and Direction 
Proposal Review and Approval 
 
 The General Manager expressed his concern with respect to approval of 
irrigation in high service areas and denial of the same with respect to single family 
homes as there is no vehicle in place at this time to address the irrigation issue and he 
stressed to the Board the need for conservation pending a resolution to this issue.  The 
General Manager suggested regulations as to installation and personnel for inspections.  
The Chairman suggested a survey via mail to the customers of Kent County Water 
Authority.  The General Manager was concerned that the customers may not respond to 
the survey. 
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 The Chairman suggested that all sprinklers systems need a permit, specific “sign-
off” for outdoor sprinklers, build a data base as to which customers have sprinklers (via 
meter readers, for example) and do not permit sprinklers in high service areas.  The 
Chairman further suggested an inspection fee for pre-existing sprinkler systems.  This 
matter will be further reviewed with respect to resolution.   
 
 Storage Tank Cleaning and Inspection 
 
 The General Manager disseminated the June 9, 2006 memo from John 
Duchesneau with respect to the proposal from Liquid Engineering Corp. and Extech, 
LLC (attached as “G”).  Two proposals were received.  Liquid Engineering submitted a 
bid of $28,020.00 and Extech submitted a bid of $53,340.00.  It was moved by Board 
Member Boyer and seconded by Board Member Graham that the storage tank cleaning 
and inspection proposal be awarded to Liquid Engineering Corp. in the amount of 
$28,020.00 as attached as “G” and it was unanimously, 
 

VOTED: That the storage tank cleaning and inspection proposal be 
awarded to Liquid Engineering Corp. in the amount of $28,020.00 as 
attached as “G”. 

 
Fiscal Year Audits 
 
 The General Manager provided the Board with a memo dated June 9, 2006 
regarding bids for auditing services.  Two bids were received from KPMG and Prescott, 
Chatellier, Fontaine, Wilkinson, LLP (PCFW).  PCFW proposed $30,000.00 for the first 
year and KPMG proposed $36,300.00 for the first year.  The General Manager stated 
that KPMG directly answered all questions posed by Kent County Water Authority and 
Kent County Water Authority has worked with KPMG and recommended approval of 
KPMG.  It was moved by Board Member Gallucci and seconded by Board Member 
Gallucci that the Fiscal Year proposal be awarded to KPMG in the amount of 
$$36,300.00 and it was unanimously, 
 

VOTED:  That the Fiscal Year proposal be awarded to KPMG in the 
amount of $36,300.00. 
 

Regulation Modification Review 

 The General Manager stated that he will furnish the Board with this modification 
for the next Board meeting. 
 
 
 
 
New Hire Customer Service Representative 
 



 16 

 The General Manager stated he interviewed six (6) applicants for the position 
and the best candidate was Elizabeth Bate.  Board Member Graham moved and it was 
seconded by Board Member Gallucci to hire Elizabeth Bate as a customer service 
representation subject to adherence to the established entry level salary at $14.50 per 
hour and it was unanimously, 
 

VOTED:  To hire Elizabeth Bate as a customer service representative 
subject to two years probation, successful drug testing and adherence to 
the established entry level salary at $14.50 per hour. 
 

 
Payroll Proposal Discussion 
 
 The General Manager advised the Board that the committee met one and one-
half weeks ago and they propose a staggered approach; which would allow an 
experienced employee to start at a higher level.  Each level of pay grade has a 
description and each employee would undergo grade level testing to advance up the 
ladder. 
 
 The General Manager stated that the grade level changes would be implemented 
on a fiscal year basis and the employees would be reviewed by their supervisor on a 
calendar year basis.  The payroll system could be an incentive based system and an 
employee is eligible for promotion without a pay increase if there is no pay increase for 
that year. 
 
 Board Member Gallucci inquired as to whether or not there are merit increases 
and the General Manager replied in the affirmative.  The General Manager gave the 
example of promoting an employee to a grade 7 (whereby the employee would be 
salaried).  This employee could then receive a pay increase based on merit. 
 
 The Board will further explore and review the payroll proposal. 

Budget 2006/2007 Approval 
 
 The General Manager referred the Board to the proposed budget (attached as 
“H”).  The General Manager reviewed the budget with the Board and general discussion 
ensued.  The General Manager highlighted for the Board the following areas: 
 
 Minimum pension contributions were less than last year; infrastructure was 
included in the budget; developer financing was not included because Kent County 
Water Authority does not have a vehicle for this. 
 
 The General Manager stated that Kent County Water Authority will complete 
hydraulic storage tank analysis.  He suggested that with respect to the bond implication 
of program adjustment, that bond legal counsel should be contacted to obtain their 
input. 
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 The General Manager stated that the projected total revenues set forth on page 1 
of the budget includes the 25% increase.  The operating expenses total $11.1 million 
and that Kent County Water Authority has sufficient funds to cover restricted accounts.  
The metered sales for both residential and commercial increased due to the 25% 
increase. 
 
 The administrative and general expenses decreased 4.6% totaling $11,188,600 
and the debt service totals $2,922,700.00.  The General Manager stated that a 
modification may be needed with respect to vehicle replacement and if necessary, a 
vehicle will be dropped. 
 
 With respect to revenues, there has been very modest growth, i.e. $73,000 
residential, $34,000 commercial, public fire $6,200 and public authorities $5,200.  There 
was a 3% total budget based payroll increase. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Boyer and seconded by Board Member Graham 
to approve the 2006/2007 budget, except for implementation of payroll increases and it 
was unanimously,  
 

VOTED:  To approve the 2006/2007 budget, except for implementation of 
payroll increases. 
 

CAPITAL PROJECTS: 

INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS :  
 
 The General Manager reviewed with the Board the June 5, 2006 proposal of 
James J. Geremia & Associates, Inc. attached as “I” with respect to the proposed Task 
Order modification for the Kent County Water Authority 2004 Infrastructure improvement 
project.  The rates for the project were fixed through March, 2005 and James J. 
Geremia & Associates, Inc. requested an increase in rates through the completion of 
the project as set forth on said June 5, 2006 proposal and it was moved by Board 
Member Masterson and seconded by Board Member Graham to approve the proposal 
of James J. Geremia  & Associates, Inc. attached as “I” and it was unanimously,  
 

VOTED:  To approve the proposal of James J. Geremia  & Associates, 
Inc. attached as “I”.    

 
 The General Manager then reviewed with the Board the June 1, 2006 proposal of 
James J. Geremia & Associates, Inc. attached as “J” regarding the Kent County Water 
Authority 2006 infrastructure project on Main Street, West Warwick, Rhode Island with 
respect to the design fees for the project set forth on said June 1, 2006 proposal and it 
was moved by Board Member Masterson and seconded by Board Member Graham to 
approve the proposal of James J. Geremia & Associates dated June 1, 2006 and 
attached as “J” and it was unanimously,  
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VOTED:  To approve the proposal of James J. Geremia & 
Associates dated June 1, 2006 attached as “J”.  

 
All Capital Projects and Infrastructure Projects are addressed in an exhibit 

attached as “K” as prepared and described to the Board by the General Manager with 
general discussion following. 

 
 Board Member Boyer made a Motion to adjourn, seconded by Board Member 
Graham and it was unanimously,  

 
  VOTED: To adjourn the meeting at 7:45 p.m. 
 
 
 
       ____________________  
       Secretary Pro Tempore 
 
 




































































































