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 KENT COUNTY WATER AUTHORITY 
 

BOARD MEETING MINUTES 
 

June 21, 2007 
 

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, 
2007. 

 
Chairman, Robert B. Boyer opened the meeting at 3:30 p.m.  Board Members, 

Mr. Gallucci, Mr. Masterson, Mrs. Graham and Mr. Inman 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 17, 2007 were moved for approval by 

Board Member Gallucci  and seconded by Board Member Graham and were 
unanimously approved.   

 
Guests: 
 
High Service Requests: 
Action Temporary High Service Moratorium 
 
 Chairman Boyer read aloud for the benefit of the attendees all of the Kent County 
Water Authority revised standard conditions from Kent County Water Authority Rules 
and Regulations 1.14.1, et seq. 
  
 The General Manager read and reviewed with the Board, the memorandum of 
April 19, 2007 regarding his recommended temporary high service moratorium which is 
incorporated as “A”.  The Chairman stated that a temporary high service moratorium is a 
most difficult issue with respect to overusing available water supply.  He stated that the 
system is averaging 10 million gallons per day due to outside watering, which is more 
problematic because of the lack of personnel to police the outside watering.  The 
Chairman further stated to keep in mind that Kent County Water Authority Board has 
been authorizing service for emergency situations, e.g., health and safety issues. 
 
 Board Member Graham inquired of the General Manager as to the status of the 
technology park tank.  The General Manager advised the Board that the Department of 
Health has not accepted the testing results of June 21, 2007.  Kent County Water 
Authority must drain the tank half way and refill it for a re-test and submit new samples 
to the State. The General Manager will be in contact with the State and does not expect 
any problems.   
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Board Member Masterson opined that the lack of water is very serious and 
agreed with Board Member Inman’s comments at the May meeting.  Board Member 
Masterson cited the Station fire as an example and reiterated safety considerations on a 
maximum water usage day and requested the Board’s input on a temporary moratorium.  
Board Member Masterson suggested a temporary thirty (30) day or ninety (90) day 
moratorium. 

 
 Board Member Gallucci referred back to the 2004 moratorium which lasted four 
months.  He stated that this is a more serious situation because there have been more 
approvals since 2004.  Board Member Gallucci stated that he respects the opinion of 
the General Manager but Kent County Water Authority is charged with providing water.   
Board Member Gallucci further stated that certain approvals are three years away from 
completion and he expressed concern over denying requests for approvals in Warwick 
because Warwick is not located within a high service area as is the case with West 
Greenwich and Coventry. 
 
 Board Member Gallucci stated that Kent County Water Authority is not presently 
out of water which is distinguished from 2004.  He opined that an outdoor watering 
moratorium achieves positive results however, a Statewide “odd/even” system would 
achieve more positive results.   
 
 Board Member Masterson inquired of the General Manager the amount of the 
current supply.  The General Manager informed the Board that Kent County Water 
Authority will be out of water during a maximum day demand.  Board Member 
Masterson stated that he attended all but a few of the State meetings and has heard all 
of the testimony and that the same is disconcerting to him.  Board Member Masterson is 
very concerned with respect to safety issues and does not like to stop tie-ins, however, 
safety issues are his utmost priority. 
 
 Board Member Graham inquired as to whether or not there is another way to 
view the issue.  She inquired as to whether maximum day demand was a complete 
draw on the system.  The General Manager stated that a maximum day demand is only 
a summer demand.  Board Member Graham opined that irresponsible customers 
continuing to ignore the outdoor watering ban drive the decisions of the Board in that 
during the summer months, Kent County Water Authority needs to be very careful.  
 
 The General Manager reiterated that during maximum day demand and in the 
event of a fire, equates into responsibility and liability for Kent County Water Authority. 
He informed that tanks do not recover on a maximum day and there will be no more 
supply.  The General Manager further stated that the Rhode Island House of 
Representatives bill mandated 65 gallons per capita and Kent County Water Authority is 
currently at 101-102 gallons per capita.  Board Member Graham reiterated that 
irresponsible customers are requiring the Board to make decisions that the Board does 
not want to make. 
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 Board Member Masterson suggested watering one day per week and no further 
installation  of irrigation systems.  The General Manager stated the Kent County Water 
Authority needs to curtail existing usage and that supply augmentation is required if 
build-out continues. 
 
 The Chairman inquired if 17 million gallons is the capacity and the General 
Manager answered in the affirmative, however,  as of June 18, 2007, the capacity is 13 
million gallons.  The Chairman then stated that the temporary (outside watering) 
moratorium is working and suggested that Kent County Water Authority review this 
temporary moratorium on a monthly basis.  He opined that if the General Manager 
determines the figures (usage) is increasing dramatically, then a moratorium is 
appropriate and can be instituted at a subsequent or special meeting of Kent County 
Water Authority.  The General Manager pointed out that Kent County Water Authority 
can lose its tanks in three days. 
 
 Board Member Graham was concerned that the message is not getting out to the 
public and suggested that the Kent County Water Authority do more with the media.  
The General Manager suggested that when there is a maximum day demand and the 
tanks would be out in three days and fire demand is compromised, and that the General 
Manager should have the ability to institute a moratorium.  The General Manager stated 
that if a customer is issued a second notice for termination due to violation, no service 
would be provided until the moratorium would be over. 
 
 The Chairman stated that Kent County Water Authority is in business to sell 
water and a moratorium defeats this however, the Chairman is of the opinion that if it is 
found to be necessary, a moratorium will be instituted.  The General Manager 
suggested that he be the gatekeeper with respect to instituting a moratorium.    
 
 Board Member Inman commented that the position of Kent County Water 
Authority is similar to the canary in the mine and Kent County Water Authority is being 
“red-flagged” and all of the experts opine that this problem is not getting solved.  Board 
Member Inman stated that not all stakeholders are involved yet in the total process.  
Therefore, Board Member Inman suggested that the Kent County Water Authority 
engage all of the stakeholders  to wit, legislators, City and Town Council, business 
leaders, and coordinate to develop a strategic plan to address the immediate issue of 
water supply.  He further stated if these stakeholders fail to participate, then it will be a 
clear message that Kent County Water Authority will have no choice but to implement a 
moratorium.   
 

Board Member Gallucci stated that high service is the problem. Board Member 
Inman stated that the moratorium message is not getting out to the City and Town 
Council Members.  The Chairman also concurred with Board Member Inman.  Board 
Member Masterson stated that Kent County Water Authority has tried to include the 
municipalities without success. 
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 The Chairman requested that the General Manager make the invitation to the 
community leaders and Board Member Inman suggested to the General Manager that 
Kent County Water Authority inform the leaders that a moratorium is imminent.  Board 
Member Gallucci questioned the necessity in that a meeting would rehash everything 
done previously and that there is already a commission in place looking at all of Kent 
County Water Authority. 
 
 Board Member Graham wants Kent County Water Authority to think of  a different 
strategy and thinks a face to face meeting is a good idea as Kent County Water 
Authority has an utmost responsibility to safety.  Board Member Graham and Board 
Member Gallucci both stated that incredibly some customers and officials are unaware 
of the outside watering moratorium.  Board Member Gallucci suggested that Kent 
County Water Authority put the General Assembly on notice of the moratorium. Board 
Member Graham suggested that this has been a long time problem.  The Chairman 
favored Board Member Inman’s suggestion of a meeting.  Board Member Gallucci 
suggested the meeting be in the form of a public meeting with an Agenda. 
 
 Board Member Inman  moved and it was seconded by Board Member Gallucci to 
hold a meeting of the legislators, representatives of the City/Town Councils  and 
business leaders and it was unanimously,  
 

VOTED:  To hold a meeting of the legislators, representatives of the 
City/Town Councils and business leaders.  

 
Coventry Crossings, Discussion request “aid in construction” 
 
 The General Manager provided the Board Members with the opinion of Legal 
Counsel dated June 20, 2007 attached as “B”.  The General Manager informed the 
Board that it is the opinion of Legal Counsel that Kent County Water Authority can not 
accept monetary consideration on a voluntary basis with no bearing on the cost of 
construction.  Board Member Gallucci and Board Member Graham disagreed with the 
opinion of Legal Counsel as they believe a monetary contribution may be deemed aid-
in-construction.  Board Member Gallucci cited the examples of the Paolino and 
Carpionato projects.  The General Manager informed the Board of the differences of 
these two examples.  More specifically, with Paolino,  the developer paid the contractor 
for the extension of the line and with Carpionato, the developer requested a 12” line over 
and above the required 8” line.  The General Manager stated that if no construction is to 
be performed, the voluntary aid-in-construction should not be accepted. 
 
 Legal Counsel further informed the Board that acceptance of such aid would 
require PUC review and in order to avoid the appearance of impropriety, the aid should 
not be accepted.  The Chairman raised the example that aid could be accepted for 
engineering services.  The Chairman further stated that the aid could be accepted upon 
commencement of the construction.  The Chairman suggested that the issue be further 
researched.  Mr. Shekarchi, Legal Counsel for the developer, stated that the developer 
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would not make the monetary contribution until the project was up and running.  The 
Board requested the matter be continued pending further legal research. 
 
Hopkins Hill Business Park in West Greenwich Commerce Park, Gansett Assoc. 
 
 Board Member Masterson recused himself from voting on this matter due to a 
possible conflict of interest and had prior to the meeting issued a conflict letter to the 
State Ethics Commission.  
  
 Jeffrey Butler presented the Board with a June 21, 2007 site history attached as 
“C” to provide the Board with an overview of the history of the site and status to date of 
the approvals. 
 
 Jeffrey Butler stated that he has several interested buyers which are not high 
domestic users, e.g. non-manufacturers.  He stated that the construction will be phased 
however, the applicant needs to install the roads and infrastructure as soon as possible 
and to extend the 8” water line.  Mr. Butler informed the Board that irrigation, if any, 
would be via wells.  He further informed the Board that there is adequate flow for fire 
demand however, the Town of West Greenwich will require two more hydrants. 
 
 Kevin Morin, P.E. of DiPrete Engineering stated that he reviewed the site again 
and that the consumption will be less than 1,500 gallons/day and that there would be 
xeriscape landscaping and no domestic sprinklers. 
 
 In answer to the Chairman, the applicant replied that there would be six buildings 
but that two of the buildings may be converted to self-storage.  Currently, the 
prospective buyers are a general contractor, moving/storage facility and automotive 
facility.   The Chairman then inquired of the applicant what guaranty can be provided to 
Kent County Water Authority that an occupant will not be a large water user.  The 
applicant replied that there will be a master meter with separate billing. The applicant 
further stated that the earliest occupation of a building would be January, 2008. 
 
 The Chairman reiterated his concern over controlling/ensuring lower water 
usage.  The General Manager replied that it can not be controlled and that Kent County 
Water Authority does not have the water.  The General Manager reiterated that the 
Board is facing greater liability as there is no more water.  The General Manager 
suggested the Board wait for thirty days until the stakeholder meeting. He stated that, if 
there is a high water user or irrigation system, this will be problematic and that Dunkin' 
Donuts violated the outdoor watering ban via a underground sprinkler system which was 
a stipulation  and condition of the original approval.  The General Manager stated that 
Kent County Water Authority is not in the business of policing its customers and Kent 
County Water Authority does not have water regardless of what a Council Member or 
business representative says.  Kent County Water Authority needs to conserve and 
reserve consumption  in order to supply it. 
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 The applicant then requested that Kent County Water Authority review his 
application on a building to building basis and if there is a high water user, then Kent 
County Water Authority can have the option of shut off and irrigation will be via wells 
only.  The Chairman inquired if wells can be used for domestic supply.  Kevin Morin 
stated that this would require further review.  Kevin Morin further stated that fire demand 
is the issue with respect to the use of wells.  The General Manager stated that the 
applicant could try the hybrid system with respect to fire demand.   
 
 The Chairman opined that there is proposed low usage for this project but in high 
service there is no water.  The Chairman suggested that the applicant utilize wells and 
Kent County Water Authority will further review this matter.  He further stated that the 
applicant should have intercepted the illegal irrigation by Dunkin’ Donuts.  The Chairman 
ended that Kent County Water Authority is not in  a position to supply the proposed 
development. 
 
 Board Member Gallucci commented that there is a risk as to whether or not Kent 
County Water Authority will have water two years from now.  The General Manager 
stated Kent County Water Authority can not give water it does not have and there is no 
new supply on line and the Route 95 corridor is expanding. 
 
 The partner of the applicant stated that the issue  for the developer is fire 
protection.  He stated that they can work around wells.  He stated that the developer 
needs fire protection and if not obtained, development stops.  The General Manager 
stated that if the numbers are the same, fire demand is okay.  However, a method to 
decrease stagnation is required because it is a dead end line.  The General Manager 
does not want people drinking the water and that the last building could not have 
enough pressure to flush the line.  
  
 It was moved by Board Member Inman and seconded by Board Member Graham 
to approve fire protection connection only and that the General Manager will work with 
the engineer for the applicant with respect to ensuring the cleanliness of the line and it 
was unanimously, 
 

VOTED:  To approve fire protection connection only and the General 
Manager will work with the engineer for the applicant with respect to 
ensuring the cleanliness of the line. 
 

Brookside Center – DiPrete Engineering 
 
 
 The General Manager presented the Board with correspondence dated June 18, 
2007 from DiPrete Engineering with respect to its request for water service attached as 
“D”.  Angelo Simone, Esq., on behalf of John C. Revens, Esq. and a representative of 
Churchill & Banks appeared on behalf of the applicant.  Mr. Simone informed the Board 
that the applicant has received municipal approvals and a planning Board meeting is 
scheduled for June 27, 2007 with respect to applicant’s preliminary plan review. 
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 The General Manager informed the Board that the site is an ideal location for a 
hybrid system.  However, due to pressure issues, individual booster pumps would be 
required.  The General Manager suggested use of high service for fire flow for 
residential and office use and low service satisfies the requirements.  He said that fire 
service is dead ended therefore, flushing of the line needs to be reviewed. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Inman and seconded by Board Member Graham 
to approve a hybrid system and use high service supply for fire flow only for residential 
and office use with the stipulation that a flushing program be reviewed to ensure water 
quality within the main and it was unanimously, 
 

VOTED: To approve a hybrid system and use high service supply 
for fire flow only for residential and office use with the stipulation 
that a flushing program be reviewed to ensure water quality within 
the main. 
 

Lowe’s Plaza, Quaker Lane – Garofalo Request to Appear 
 
 Mr. Joseph Shekarchi, Esq., Legal Counsel for applicant, Brian Bucci and a 
representative of Capuano Garafalo were present.  The Board was informed that this 
concerns a water line within Route 2 and the applicant is requesting water service for a 
coffee shop and dental office.  Mr. Shekarchi stated that the developer for Herb 
Chambers is installing the line.  The dental office will consist of approximately 3,200 
square feet and the Starbucks will consist of approximately 1,800 square feet.   A 2” line 
is required for both buildings and there is no line in the front of the site. 
 
 The Chairman inquired as to how Denny’s Restaurant obtains water and was 
informed that Denny’s receives service from the low pressure gradient line.  The General 
Manager inquired if the site would be under the same ownership and Mr. Shekarchi 
replied that the site will be subdivided and separately metered and owned by separate 
entities. 
 
 The General Manager informed the Board that a 16” water main is proposed.  Mr. 
Shekarchi stated that this will be a new line and the applicant will offer aid-in-
construction to bring the line up to the property. 
 
 The General Manager stated that the proposed Shipwreck Falls water park is on 
a high service line.  The Chairman stated that there are no Kent County Water Authority 
funds to construct the line.  Mr. Shekarchi requested suggestions from the Board. 
 
 The Chairman suggested that the applicant consult with Lowes and Metropolitan 
Life as Metropolitan Life originally wanted to obtain service off the line but abandoned 
this idea.  Mr. Shekarchi stated that, if approved, this will enable the applicant to get 
other developers on Board with respect to extending the line. 
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 Brian Bucci stated that Lowes has a large tank and maintenance of the tank is 
expensive and the high pressure line will require participation from Lowes.  If not 
approved, Lowes will not participate.   
 
 The Chairman stated that even if approval were given, the applicant will have no 
service until the line is installed.  Mr. Shekarchi stated that approval is important for joint 
effort for other developers to extend the line. 
 
 The General Manager expressed his concern that once approved, the applicant 
may have access to the system.  Board Member Gallucci stated that approval enables 
the extension of the line and service is subject to the line being built. Mr. Shekarchi 
stated that wells are not feasible due to the regulations of the Department of Health.  
The Chairman suggested that Legal Counsel and Mr. Shekarchi draft an agreement 
with respect to extension of the line regarding approval. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Gallucci and seconded by Board Member 
Graham that approval be granted subject to the stipulation that a new 16” transmission 
main be installed by an entity or entities and that no Kent County Water Authority 
service may be provided without the extension of the 16” main and that supply must be 
available in the system at the time the main is extended and this approval is subject the 
conditions in lieu of a moratorium pertaining to the high service gradient as outlined in 
the Kent County Water Authority Regulations, Section 1.14 as follows: 
 

1.14.1 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. 

 
 1.14.2  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. 
 
 1.14.3 Ventures, commitments or agreements are at the applicant’s sole risk if 
supply or exiting infrastructure is found to be insufficient to support service.  The 
applicant may afford the Authority with system improvements to facilitate adequate 
service. 
 
 1.14.4 The applicant shall file a formal application with the necessary design 
drawings, flow calculations, including computer hydraulic modeling to fully evaluate this 
project supply availability and the potential impact on the existing public water supply 
system.  The applicant/customer understands that any undetected error in any 
calculation or drawing or an increase or change in demand as proposed, which 
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materially affects the ability to supply water to the project, will be the responsibility of the 
applicant/customer and not the KCWA. 
 
 1.14.5  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. 
 
 1.14.6  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 preparation shall be employed throughout the project. 
And it was unanimously,   
 

  VOTED: That approval be granted subject to the stipulation 
that the new 16” transmission main be installed by an entity such that no 
service can be provided without the extension of the 16” main and that 
supply must be available in the system at the time the main is extended 
and this approval is subject the conditions in lieu of a moratorium 
pertaining to the high service gradient as outlined in the Kent County 
Water Authority Regulations, Section 1.14 as follows: 
 
 1.14.1 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. 
 
 1.14.2  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. 
 
 1.14.3 Ventures, commitments or agreements are at the 
applicant’s sole risk if supply or exiting infrastructure is found to be 
insufficient to support service.  The applicant may afford the Authority 
with system improvements to facilitate adequate service. 
 
 1.14.4 The applicant shall file a formal application with the 
necessary design drawings, flow calculations, including computer 
hydraulic modeling to fully evaluate this project supply availability and 
the potential impact on the existing public water supply system.  The 
applicant/customer understands that any undetected error in any 
calculation or drawing or an increase or change in demand as 
proposed, which materially affects the ability to supply water to the 
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project, will be the responsibility of the applicant/customer and not the 
KCWA. 
 
 1.14.5  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. 
 
 1.14.6  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 preparation shall be employed 
throughout the project. 

 
136 Reservoir Road, - Mr. White 
 
 This matter is postponed until the September Board meeting. 
 
12 Marion Drive – Mr. Leonard 
 
 Mr. Leonard presented the Board with a plan attached as “E”.  He stated that he 
owns a single family home on Johnson’s Pond.  He stated that he was denied water 
albeit the line is 5 feet in front of his house.  The home is approximately 10 feet away 
from Johnson’s Pond and the dwelling will be serviced by ISDS.  However, it can not 
meet the required 100 foot setback with respect to the ISDS.  The Chairman reviewed 
Mr. Leonard’s plan and concurred that a well can not be used due to the insufficient 
setback and that this represents a hardship and safety issue. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Inman and seconded by Board Graham to 
approve service due to hardship and safety reasons subject to the following conditions 
in lieu of a moratorium: 
 

 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 preparation shall be employed throughout the project. 
 
 7.  The applicant shall comply with all Kent County Water Authority Rules and 
Regulations. 
 
 And it was unanimously, 
 

  VOTED:  To approve service due to hardship and safety 
reasons subject to the following conditions in lieu of a moratorium: 

 
 
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. 
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 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 preparation shall be employed 
throughout the project. 
 
 7.  The applicant shall comply with all Kent County Water 
Authority Rules and Regulations. 

 
 
Centre of New England – Caito Corporation 
 
 Robert Rapoza and Benjamin Caito, P.E. were in attendance and presented the 
Board with a plan attached as “F”.  They informed the Board that a 100 room Marriott 
Hotel is in the process of being constructed.  Further, a restaurant and a 130 bed 
assisted living facility will also be constructed across from WalMart however, these 
projects are not on the Agenda.  At this time, the applicant is requesting approval for fire 
flow. 
 
 The General Manager informed the Board that Kent County Water Authority has 
allocated 67,000 gallons per day.  The Chairman inquired of the current usage.  The 
applicant stated that Building C consists of a Mattress Discounter, nail salon, sew and 
vacuum store and a buffet restaurant.  Mr. Caito informed the Board that 7,700 gallons 
per day is the usage for pads C & D including the hotel and  the maximum usage would 
be 40,548 gallons per day. 
 
 The applicant anticipates digging two more wells due to Department of Health 
Regulations.  A planned Circuit City and a furniture store will be low usage.  The 
assisted living facility and the hotel will be the higher water user.  However,  only pads C 
& D and the hotel are before the Board.  The General Manager provided the Board with 
correspondence dated June 18, 2007 from Lightowler Johnson Associates, Inc. with 
respect to the Marriott Residence Inn attached as “G”. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Inman and seconded by Board Member Gallucci 
to approve service due to hardship and safety reasons for the hotel and Pads C & D 
subject to the stipulations from the February 27, 2006 board meeting regarding service 
to the site and the following high service gradient conditions of service contained in 
Section 1.14 of the Kent County Water Rules & Regulations as follows: 
 
 1.14.1 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 
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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. 
 
 1.14.2  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. 
 
 1.14.3 Ventures, commitments or agreements are at the applicant’s sole risk if 
supply or exiting infrastructure is found to be insufficient to support service.  The 
applicant may afford the Authority with system improvements to facilitate adequate 
service. 
 
 1.14.4 The applicant shall file a formal application with the necessary design 
drawings, flow calculations, including computer hydraulic modeling to fully evaluate this 
project supply availability and the potential impact on the existing public water supply 
system.  The applicant/customer understands that any undetected error in any 
calculation or drawing or an increase or change in demand as proposed, which 
materially affects the ability to supply water to the project, will be the responsibility of the 
applicant/customer and not the KCWA. 
 
 1.14.5  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. 
 
 1.14.6  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 preparation shall be employed throughout the project. 
And it was unanimously,   
 

  VOTED:  To approve service due to hardship and safety 
reasons for the hotel and Pads C & D subject to the stipulations from 
the February 27, 2006 board meeting regarding service to the site and 
the following high service gradient conditions of service contained in 
Section 1.14 of the Kent County Water Rules & Regulations as follows: 
 
 1.14.1 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. 
 
 1.14.2  A deficient condition associated with accelerated 
commercial and residential development exists in the area serviced by 
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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. 
 
 1.14.3 Ventures, commitments or agreements are at the 
applicant’s sole risk if supply or exiting infrastructure is found to be 
insufficient to support service.  The applicant may afford the Authority 
with system improvements to facilitate adequate service. 
 
 1.14.4 The applicant shall file a formal application with the 
necessary design drawings, flow calculations, including computer 
hydraulic modeling to fully evaluate this project supply availability and 
the potential impact on the existing public water supply system.  The 
applicant/customer understands that any undetected error in any 
calculation or drawing or an increase or change in demand as 
proposed, which materially affects the ability to supply water to the 
project, will be the responsibility of the applicant/customer and not the 
KCWA. 
 
 1.14.5  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. 
 
 1.14.6  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 preparation shall be employed 
throughout the project. 
 

Pine Ridge Subdivision Review and Consideration 
 
 William Landry, Esq. and Mr. Hennessey of Picerne appeared at the request of 
the General Manager.  The Board was advised that four homes have been sold.   A 
representative of Picerne was watering the lawn of the model unit despite the stipulation 
prohibiting irrigation at the site.  Mr. Landry stated that the Picerne representative was 
not aware of the outdoor watering ban and stated that this would not occur again.  The 
Board was informed that the irrigation restriction is set forth in the deed and that Kent 
County Water Authority discovered the violation.  The site is located in a zero water 
table area. 
 
 The General Manager informed the Board that the deed restriction prohibits 
irrigation and landscaping systems.  The Picerne representative claimed he was 
unaware of the restriction.  The General Manager stated that Kent County Water 
Authority can not continue to have water used that is restricted.  The applicant has 
exceeded their capacity and 60 homes were approved. 
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 The Chairman stated that the problem that the developer had agreed to is 
xeriscape.  The Chairman inquired of the General Manager as to whether Kent County 
Water Authority can inspect what the applicant has installed and bill the applicant for 
construction.  The General Manager replied that Kent County Water Authority does not 
have the ability to inspect/police around the clock.  The Chairman suggested that a firm 
be engaged  to conduct an inspection.  The General Manger suggested that a 
landscaper submit information as to whether the applicant is in compliance. 
 
 Mr. Landry stated that the landscape architect submitted plans to Kent County 
Water Authority and the architect confirmed the “as-builts”.  The General Manager stated 
that a subcontractor is needed to review the site.  The Chairman stated to the applicant 
that Kent County Water Authority will review the plans.  
 
MaraCap Realty – 835 Bald Hill Road Easement Encroachment 
 
 Robert Murray, Esq. and Joseph Pimental (contractor) appeared on behalf of the 
owner and presented to the Board a plan of the site. 
 
 Mr. Murray informed the Board that Legal Counsel for Kent County Water 
Authority notified the owner that the building was encroaching two feet within the Kent 
County Water Authority easement area.   Mr. Murray further stated that the former 
owners of the site granted an easement to Kent County Water Authority.  Mr. Murray 
stated that there was a breakdown in knowledge with respect to the easement and 
concrete footings (encroachments) were removed.  There was a site visit with the 
General Manager and Legal Counsel for Kent County Water Authority and test pits dug.  
An indemnification agreement with respect to the encroachment was circulated and no 
structure is located over the water line. 
 
 The owner is requesting the permission of the Kent County Water Authority to 
have a cantilever overhang and a 5 foot sidewalk around the building, a portion of which 
is located within the easement area.  There will also be a small retaining wall and 
landscaping.  The General Manager stated that some landscaping will need to be 
removed which is located over the waterline.  The General Manager requested the final 
landscaping plan. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Gallucci and seconded by Board Member 
Graham to approve the cantilever, sidewalk and landscaping as depicted on site plan to 
be approved by Kent County Water Authority with the stipulation that an indemnification 
agreement be provided to Kent County Water Authority with the final landscaping plan 
and it was unanimously,  
 

VOTED: To approve the cantilever, sidewalk and landscaping as 
depicted on site plan to be approved by Kent County Water 
Authority with the stipulation that an indemnification agreement be 
provided to Kent County Water Authority with the final landscaping 
plan. 
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LEGAL MATTERS 
 
Relocation of Tank Site – Read School House Road 

 
 The Coventry administrative subdivision plan for the new tank site along with the 
respective deeds from the Town of Coventry and Kent County Water Authority have 
been recorded and therefore, this protracted matter is now complete. 
 
Facility Access – Amgen 
 
 Easement rights of Kent County Water Authority were impeded by Amgen's 
security protocol.  The General Manager forwarded correspondence to Berglund, P.E. 
setting forth easement rights and to contact to discuss the matter and there has been no 
formal reply and the General Manager stated that there is a conflict and there will be a 
need to discuss further. 
 
 The water tank requires maintenance painting.  Amgen requested Kent County 
Water Authority and its contractor to execute an access agreement/ license with respect 
to access to the tank.  On February 7, 2007, Kent County Water Authority forwarded 
correspondence to Amgen stating that Kent County Water Authority has pre-existing 
easement rights for accessing the tank.  With respect to draining the tank for the 
maintenance, the Kent County Water Authority discovered the proposed drainage 
system was not installed and the existing system removed.  Kent County Water 
Authority had coordinated with Amgen the draining of the tank and the painting is 
underway.  Legal Counsel has been in contact with Mark Berglund, P.E. of Amgen and 
Legal Counsel for Amgen will be contacting Legal Counsel for Kent County Water 
Authority regarding securing a drainage easement.  Legal Counsel is still awaiting 
contact from the Legal Counsel for Amgen.  On June 21, 2007, Legal Counsel was 
contacted by Legal Counsel for Amgen.  They are preparing a draft of the easement 
and will forward the easement to Legal Counsel for review. 
 
Quaker Lane Booster Station 
 
 In order to meet setback requirements of the generator from the structure and to 
accommodate a temporary construction easement, 25’ to 50’ of abutting property owned 
by Duke Associates Limited Liability Corp. is required.  Legal Counsel forwarded to the 
owner written request for a lease and has subsequently been in contact with the owner.  
Legal Counsel and the General Manager met with the land owner at the site.  Kent 
County Water Authority will provide the land owner with a survey depicting the 
easement area and the owner will obtain an appraisal of the site with respect to Kent 
County Water Authority obtaining an easement and the owner will forward to Legal 
Counsel the appraised value of the easement.  Kent County Water Authority is awaiting 
the completion of the engineering at June 14, 2007. 
 
Pressure Reducing Station 
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The Village at East Shore-Phase II (Coventry) 
 
 In connection with the development, Kent County Water Authority will install a 
pressure reducing valve station on an undeveloped road off of Route 3.  Kent County 
Water Authority and Legal Counsel met with the Coventry Town Solicitor to confirm that 
no zoning board approvals are required for the station.  Legal Counsel for Kent County 
Water Authority and Legal Counsel for the land owner are working to secure easements 
for construction and operation of the station. 
 
Joseph Petrarca, Department of Public Utilities and Carriers 
 
 The decision by the Division of Public Utilities and Carriers has not been 
rendered by the Hearing Officer. 
 
Padula Easement/Flat Top 
 
 Legal Counsel is working with Legal Counsel for the Developer to secure an 
easement for the condominium project. 
 
Department of Health Rules and Regulations 
 
 Legal Counsel forwarded to Gregory A. Madoian, Esq., Legal Counsel for the 
Department of Health, the proposed private water system rules and regulations 
amendments as pertaining to public drinking water.  These amendments were prepared 
by Legal Counsel, the General Manager and the staff.  Legal Counsel also placed a 
telephone call to Mr. Madoian.  Mr. Madoian contacted Legal Counsel who stated that 
that the rules and regulations will be reviewed the week of April 15, 2007.  Legal 
Counsel subsequently inquired of the Department of Health and it is still being 
considered.  Legal Counsel will continue to contact the Department of Health until he 
receives an answer. 
 
Aid-in-Construction 
 The Board has requested Legal Counsel to research aid-in-construction.  Legal 
Counsel prepared and circulated an opinion letter to the Board on June 21, 2007.  The 
Board requested Legal Counsel to further research this issue infra. 
 
G-Tech/Amgen Water Services 
 
 On June 30, 2006, G-Tech received approval of water service for its campus.  
Subsequent to approval, the campus was subdivided and sold.  G-Tech did not notify 
Kent County Water Authority of the change in ownership as required by its Rules and 
Regulations.  As a result of the change in ownership, the service at the property (Data 
Center) does not conform to the original tenets of the approval as the building is 
occupied by a different owner resulting in one service supplying different owners.  
Master metering is reserved for single ownership and G-Tech does not meet this 
requirement as G-Tech is currently connected to the Condyne Master Meter Service.  
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Kent County Water Authority met with a representative of Condyne who was not aware 
that it was servicing the G-Tech data center.  G-Tech is required to install a separate 
service to Hopkins Hill Road as set forth in Option A of the December 14, 2006 
correspondence from G-Tech to Kent County Water Authority in order to resolve the 
issue of water service.   
 
 Legal Counsel performed research of the West Greenwich Land Evidence 
Records to ascertain the ownership of certain parcels of real estate located within the 
G-Tech site given recent subdivision of the site.  The data center is under different 
ownership as a result of the subdivision but serviced by a master meter in violation of 
the regulations of Kent County Water Authority for property owned by another owner.  
Legal Counsel for Kent County Water Authority, the General Manager and John 
Duchesneau met with Legal Counsel for Amgen and two Amgen representatives.  
Amgen and its Legal Counsel provided Kent County Water and its Legal Counsel with 
title to the subject property from Legal Counsel for the title company.  Legal Counsel for 
Amgen will draft an indemnification agreement with respect to common service.  Legal 
Counsel will review the indemnification agreement and determine whether or not the 
common service is legally permitted by the regulations of Kent County Water Authority.  
Amgen will coordinate a meeting with the owner of the property providing water to the 
data center.  
 
Division of Taxation – Sales and Use Tax 
 
 Legal Counsel has previously filed for a hearing and the Kent County Water 
Authority staff has collected the bulk of the tax of approximately $25,720.71. Legal 
Counsel is now working with the Collection Section, Chief Richard Smith, and Legal 
Counsel has filed an offer-in-compromise of approximately $25,000.  The forms have 
been signed by the General Manager and were hand delivered on June 18, 2007 and 
will await Division of Taxation response. 
 
Providence Water Supply Board 
 
 There hearing was held at the PUC on May 2, 2007.  A Motion to Intervene was 
filed with the PUC on May 14, 2007.  First data request of Kent County Water Authority 
was sent to the PUC on May 17, 2007.  The Pass through motion was filed 
electronically on May 21, 2007 and the original filed with the PUC on May 25, 2007 and 
it is proceeding according to schedule. 
 
Drug Policy 
 
 Legal Counsel submitted a draft of revised statement of policy on drug abuse to 
the General Manager for review. 
 
 
Bald Hill Road encroachment 
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This matter was discussed and acted upon infra.   
 
 
AFA – Review document purchase order 
 
 The AFA Protective Systems Inc. proposal to install the Kent County Water 
Authority fire alarm system was approved at the special Board meeting of March 6, 
2007 in the amount of $23,300.00.  On March 7, 2007 Kent County Water Authority 
issued a purchase order according to §1.8 of the Kent County Water Authority 
Procurement Procedures and AFA breached the contract by refusing to do the work 
without modifications to the RFP.  Legal Counsel sent a letter on May 10, 2007 to AFA 
that Kent County Water Authority would allow it a brief opportunity to do the work or 
suffer legal consequences.  There has been no further communication from AFA. 
 
 
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, 2007  and closing documents which is attached 
as “H” and after discussion, Board Member Gallucci moved and seconded by Board 
Member Masterson 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, 
2007 and closing documents, be approved as presented and be 
incorporated herein and are made a part hereof as “H”.   

 
Point of Personal Privilege and Communications: 
 
 Board Member Graham praised the job performance of the support staff of Kent 
County Water Authority.  
 
 Board Member Masterson informed the Board that he attended the informal PUC 
hearing and the General Manager and Legal Counsel did a great job at the hearing. 
 
 Board Member Gallucci stated that he wished to discuss the Carpionato model at 
a future meeting. 
 
 The Chairman stated that he is happy with the way the Board is working with the 
General Manager. 
 
 
GENERAL MANAGER/CHIEF ENGINEER’S REPORT 
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OLD BUSINESS: 
 
PWSB Rate Case Filing Intervention Status 
 
 The General Manager informed the Board that this is a joint intervention. 
 
PWSB/KCWA Pass Through Approval 
 
 The General Manager informed the Board that this matter will be continued until 
completion of the Providence Water Supply Board rate case filing intervention. 
 
 
“Aid in Construction” Discussion 
 
 This matter was discussed infra.  
 
 
2002A Bond Refinancing Status 
 
 The General Manager stated that a conference telephone call is required and 
Legal Counsel will pursue this and the General Manager will have more information on 
this matter next month. 
 
New Business 

 
RFP Approvals 
 
 Legal Solicitation Preparation for RFP 
 
 The General Manager informed the Board that an RFP to write the specifications 
was advertised and that no proposals were received. 
 
 Bond Underwriter Service  
 
 The General Manager informed the Board that this matter was postponed to this 
meeting because of financial consultant review.  The General Manager provided the 
Board with correspondence dated May 22, 2007 from First Southwest attached as “I”.  
The General Manager stated that both firms can perform the work and that Kent County 
Water Authority has previously engaged the services of RBC Capital Markets.  The 
General Manager recommended RBC Capital Markets. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Gallucci and seconded by Board Member 
Graham to engage the service of RBC Capital Markets with an average takedown of 
$2.68 per $1,000 of bonds issued plus $.18 for expenses and it was unanimously,  
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VOTED: To engage the service of RBC Capital Markets with an average 
takedown of $2.68 per $1,000 of bonds issued plus $.18 for expenses. 
 
 

 Treatment Design Mishnock Well Field 
 
 The General Manager provided the Board with the RFP for engineering 
consulting services for the water treatment facility design for the Mishnock Wellfield 
attached as “J”.  The General Manager stated that the proposals of Wright Pierce, Tata & 
Howard and Stantec were considered. 
 
 The General Manager recommended that Wright-Pierce and Stantec be 
interviewed by the Board.   
 
 It was moved by Board Member Masterson and seconded by Board Member 
Graham that Wright-Pierce and Stantec be interviewed by the Board and if necessary, a 
special meeting will be called to conduct the interviews and it was unanimously,  
 

VOTED: That Wright-Pierce and Stantec be interviewed by the 
Board and if necessary, a special meeting will be called to conduct 
the interviews. 

 
 Preliminary Design Mishnock Storage, Transmission & Pump Station 
 
 The General Manager provided the Board with the proposal attached as “K” for 
preliminary design report for the water storage tank and opined that all of the candidates 
had the ability to perform the job.  The Chairman inquired as to the recommendation of 
the General Manager.  The General Manager recommended Pare Engineering but all 
candidates were very close in their qualifications and bids.  Kevin Fitta reviewed the 
proposals also attached as "K" and concurred with the General Manager that all 
candidates were very capable. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Graham and seconded by Board Member 
Masterson that Pare Engineering be awarded the RFP subject to further pricing 
negotiations pursuant to “K”  and it was unanimously, 
 

VOTED: That Pare Engineering be awarded the RFP subject to 
further pricing negotiations pursuant to “K”. 
 

Bid Approvals 
 
 General Construction throughout system 
 
 The General Manager provided the Board with the invitation to bid with respect to 
materials for general construction attached as “L”.  The General Manager  
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recommended that all bids be rejected and obtain bids for materials for specific projects. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Gallucci and seconded by Board Member 
Masterson to reject all bids and it was unanimously,  
 
   VOTED: To reject all bids. 
 
 Paving services 
 
 The General Manager provided the Board with a  memorandum dated June 7, 
2007 from John Duchesneau with respect to the single bid for paving services as 
attached as “M”.  It was recommended that it is in the best interest of Kent County Water 
Authority to reject the bid and extend the existing contract. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Graham and seconded by Board Member Inman 
to reject the bid and extend the existing contract and it was unanimously, 
  
  VOTED: To reject the bid and extend the existing contract. 
 
 Greenwich Avenue Main Replacement 
 
 The General Manager presented the Board with correspondence dated June 1, 
2007 from Geremia & Associates as attached as “N”.  The correspondence 
recommended that Parkside Utility Construction Corp. be awarded the contract for the 
water system replacement.  The General Manager also presented the Board with 
correspondence dated June 8, 2007 from the Warwick Sewer Authority as attached as 
“O”.  The letter states that the only contractor permitted to perform work on the lines of 
the Warwick Sewer Authority is D’Ambra Construction.  The General Manager will 
respond to this correspondence. 
 
Action Legal Services Contract 
 
 The General Manager again informed the Board that no proposals were received 
for the RFP to write the specifications for legal services infra as attached as “P”.  
Therefore, the General Manager requested that current Legal Counsel submit a letter of 
engagement for the period July 1, 2007 to June 30, 2008 as attached as “Q”.   
 
 The General Manager recommended that the Board engage current general 
legal counsel from July 1, 2007 to June 30, 2008 pursuant to the letter of engagement 
attached as “Q”. 
 
 The Chairman suggested the contract be extended for two years due to the rate 
filing cases.  The General Manager informed the Chairman that the law only permits for 
one year for engagement. 
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 It was moved by Board Member Masterson and seconded by Board Member 
Gallucci to approve the letter of engagement of current general legal counsel  for 
services from July 1, 2007 to June 30, 2008 as attached as “Q” and it was unanimously,  
 

VOTED: To approve the letter of engagement of current general legal 
counsel for services from July 1, 2007 to June 30, 2008 as attached as “Q”. 

 
Flushing Program Completion 
 
 The General Manger informed the Board that the program has been completed 
and Kent County Water Authority had only two customer complaints with respect to the 
flushing program. 
 
GIS/West Warwick License Agreement, Usage & Distribution 
 
 The Chairman stated that the issue concerns the representations of the GIS 
system in Colorado.  Boyer & Assoc. was provided with a disc and topographical 
information which was omitted from the disc.  The company represented in writing that 
topographical information is included on the disc.  The Company will honor the writing 
and provide topographical information for no further monetary consideration. 
 
Water Audit Approved for Distribution 
 
 The General Manager presented the Board with a proposed draft of a pamphlet 
that will allow each customer in the Kent County Water Authority system to conduct their 
own audit to determine how much water the customer is using. Kent County Water 
Authority will print the pamphlet and send it to each customer. 
 
 The Chairman suggested that the pamphlet include a provision that allows the 
customer to calculate the monetary savings with respect to water consumption. 
 
Request to Rescind – Design/Build Award Fire Alarm Installation Award 
 
 The General Manager stated that the bid which was awarded by this Board for 
the fire alarm system on March 6, 2007 will not be honored by the vendor unless Kent 
County Water Authority holds the vendor harmless with respect to installation of the 
equipment.  Therefore, the General Manager recommended that the bid be rescinded 
and Legal Counsel sent a letter to that effect on May 10, 2007. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Masterson and seconded by Board Member 
Graham that the bid of Design/Build Award Fire Alarm installation be rescinded and it be 
re-bid in the best interests of Kent County Water Authority and it was unanimously,  
 

VOTED: That the bid of Design/Build Award Fire Alarm installation 
be rescinded and it be re-bid in the best interests of Kent County 
Water Authority. 
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Budget Approval FY 2007/2008 
 
 The General Manager reviewed the entire annual budget for the year 2007/2008 
as attached as “R”.  The General Manager stated that salaries still need to be reviewed 
with respect to the tier system which the General Manager explained to the Board and 
thorough discussion ensued by the Board. 
 
 The General Manager stated that revenue is less and that Kent County Water 
Authority has not met the fixed allocation for infrastructure.  The General Manager 
stated that 8.8 million is needed for income and the PUC is aware of this.  The exact 
cost for the upgrade of the phone system is unknown at this time but will be less than 
$25,000. 
 
 It was moved by Board Member Gallucci and seconded by Board Member 
Graham that the budget for 2007/2008 be approved and it was unanimously voted 
among the remaining Board Members (Board Member Inman had been excused from 
the meeting because of a pressing personal matter): 
 
   VOTED:  That the budge for 2007/2008 be approved. 
 

 
CAPITAL PROJECTS: 
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS :  
 

All Capital Projects and Infrastructure Projects are addressed in an exhibit 
attached as “S” as prepared and described to the Board by the General Manager with 
general discussion following. 

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

 
  VOTED: To adjourn the meeting at 7:15 p.m. 
 
 
       ____________________  
       Secretary Pro Tempore 
 
 
 
 
 
























































































































































































