WINDHAM WATER POLLUTION
CONTROL AUTHORITY

MINUTES

April 28, 2009

The Windham Water Pollution Control Authority hetisl meeting on April
28, 2009 in Town Hall. Chairman Rene Goss caledneeting to order at
6:30 P.M. Members present were Mary Burnore, Siardano, Charles
Kratt, Rene Goss and Stanley Morytko. Also presexd Plant
Superintendent David Garand.

Mary Burnore made a motion to amend the agendadtentem #4 as the
second order of business and Nita Giordano secaéetiotion. The
motion carried unanimously.

1) Public Comment

Bill Sayers, 17 James Drive, Windham, CT addrefisedoard
regarding the Town of Windham being charged sewer aharges for
the Splash Park. He was very upset over this &tedshis concerns.
He said we need to review how we treat the youthtarpayers in
Windham. There is very little for the youth of @gmmunity to do
as itis. Charging the Town for the Splash Pavkesecharges is
definitely the wrong way to go. He suggested thatWPCA
reconsider its action and issue a waiver on theeseger charges as
the Splash Park benefits the youth of our commurtitg said he will
review the State Rules & Regulations sewer useamgelsaadding even
if there is a statute out there, there has toWwayato circumvent it.
We need to consider all our options before we staatging for
activities that benefit our children. He addedyloan an agency that



lets its Director drive an oversized, expensiveiderback and forth
from home want to charge the town for children\ainéis.

Plant Superintendent David Garand reviewed hisretated April 21,
2009 in response to Mr. Sayers’ complaint. He dskbir. Sayers
had read the letter and Mr. Sayers responded élaat not read the
letter. Garand said the state statute pertaimngér charges does
exist and governs the WPCA decision making onedlaédsues. He
referred to the Connecticut General Statutes (C)&sapter 103:
Section 7-255 (Charges, Hearing, Appeal, Paymemutnyicipalities
of charges upon specified classification of propertusers). He said
Section 7-255 states that municipally-owned anemotix-exempt
property which uses the sewage system shall bedtioj such
charges under the same conditions as are the owhetiser property.
It is important to understand that the WPCA hassponsibility to
follow all state statutes, he added. We are aspansible to secure
funding for the entire operation of the Wastewdteratment Plant
and the 45+ miles of collection system. He sagldbard is made up
of dedicated individuals who volunteer their tinmelaare committed
to providing this town with a top quality wastewatieatment
operation while maintaining extremely reasonableesaiser rates for
all its customers. In response to Mr. Sayers’ cemimegarding the
vehicle he uses, Garand explained that vehicleshpsed for the
sewer facility are purchased with a vehicle lifeleyand specific
functions assigned to that vehicle. The vehics Mr. Sayers refers
to was purchased in 2005 to replace the 1987 tawaiork truck once
it died. This type of truck is what is requiredast many years
standing up to the daily grind of the wastewatesrapon. Garand
then referred to the P.I.L.O.T fund. The Town ahdham currently
received federal and state funds (P.l.L.O.T.) é@v Income housing
(Housing Authority) as a substitute for collectiages and sewer user
fees for those properties. The sewer authoritgthte statute is
unable to charge the Housing Authority sewer ubarges which
results in over $150,000 annually in lost revenuggercentage of
the P.I.L.O.T. funds given to the Town are for seuser fees, yet the
entire amount is kept by the Town. The sewaga@uodf the
P.I.L.O.T. would be more than adequate to coves#wveer user fees
for the Splash Park. He concluded by statingttatVPCA is not
trying to single out charging the Town for its cinén activities. It is
simply trying to comply with regulatory requiremsnthile acting



2)

responsibility in the best interest of the entireugp of paying sewer
users.

Mr. Sayers said if we have no money, does that rtieasplash park
will have to close? As a rate payer | am expressig concerns
about charging the Town for children activitieshelar comments
from teenagers at school complaining that they hay® out of town
to find suitable activities. We have to provide éar children, said
Sayers. Garand said he has been trying to g8WVB€A'’s portion of
the P.I.L.O.T. fund, but we have not seen a prodstribution.
Charles Kratt agreed that in the past we have taddjht for our
portion of the P.I.L.O.T., but it went nowhere. .Nhayers said he
would support the WPCA before the Board of Seleatnegarding
securing its portion of the federal and state funds

New Business

Michael Paulhus, Financial Consultant with RBC Weal
Management, gave a brief overview of the compd&RBC Wealth
Management is a division of RBC Capital Marketsgooation,

which is a wholly owned subsidiary of Royal BankG#dnada. He
referred to an article from Global Finance entifléee World's Safest
Banks Mid-2009. Global Finance selects the worddifest banks, the
50 institutions with the highest ratings from teading credit rating
agencies. Royal Bank of Canada is listed as #1lamating. Itis a
triple A rated company and considered one of tifessan the world.
Mr. Paulhus said he is working with other municippad and their
plans and could help the WPCA with its portfolide said if he was
to handle the WPCA plan he would report to the WR®Aa monthly,
guarterly or semi-annual basis. There would beasts involved, nor
penalty for liquidation of the present plan. Itwd simply be a
transfer with no penalties involved. He said hail@dope to deliver
a peace of mind to the WPCA by working with a loagént.

Dave Garand said if we had bought with higher geim the past we
might not have gotten as high an interest rateeadid; and they are
all FDIC insured. Stan Morytko asked if MBS (MulBaink Securities
Inc.), who is presently handling our plan, appreatcthe WPCA as
Mr. Paulhus is doing? Dave Garand said MBS wasmeeended by
Rob Buden, the former controller for the Town. &watf said they



were directed to go out and buy the best rate® objective was to
get the highest yield. As pointed out by Mr. Passlthere would be
no risk in going with RBC, added Garand. It wobh&lbusiness as
usual, but with local guidance. Charles Kratt dsikéhere would be
any front or back end cost to us? Mr. Paulhus tbeace would be no
out of pocket expenses. Mr. Kratt asked will moheyput into CD’s
at our request? Mr. Paulhus answered that it woldl@tt asked is
RBC covered by FDIC. Mr. Paulhus said that it wesired by FDIC.

The WPCA tabled discussion on this topic until tiest meeting.

3) Approval of Minutes

4)

The minutes of March 24, 2009 were amended aswsllgg 1, para
2 ...He questioned why the WPCA couldn’t do a 5%ease for -
year period, and then another 5% foyears... pg 2, item 2 under
Public Comment. Add@l Giordano questioned anddiscussed the
Mansfield Arbitration , pg 4 item6 Capital Reserve Investments
correcting the last maturity date2/2023. Nita Giordano made a
motion to approve the minutes as amended and Manydse
seconded the motion. The motion carried unaninyousl

Reports

Chairman

The Chairman had no report.

Plant Superintendent

a) Construction

Current Work: New garage building — Install overtheaors,
continue electrical pipe and wire, sheet rock ngsi soundproof
blower room. Primary settling tanks: Backfill tastkucture to base
on influent and effluent distribution chambers. Adistration

building: Install roof on new electrical room, iatemergency
generator. Form and pour primary effluent channel.



Change Orders: One new change order (4 totaljar@@aeviewed
the changes. The total increase in the contract p $11,818.00.

b) Plant Performance

All permit requirements were met for the month aigh. Garand
reviewed the March 2009 Effluent Quality Report.

c) Administration & Finance

1) Monthly Budget Report — Garand reviewed the MonBudget
Report ending 3/31/09Total revenuesare $2,259,367 which is
71% revenue collected with 75% of the year comgleteotal
expendituresare $2,241,528 which is 70% of budgeted expenses
with 75% of the year completed.

2) Significant Non-recurring Expenses — Garandawed
significant non-recurring expenses from March Z00@- April
27, 2009.

3) Mansfield Dispute — Arbitrator scheduled to gineerim award
by May 30, 2009. Garand said he will be meetintphe
arbitrator this week to clarify some of the queassio

4) High Strength Waste — Garand said he will dis¢hg at the
next CAWPCA and report back to the board.

5) Capital Reserve Investments — 4CD’s purchaséadu(®
closings). Garand reviewed the account activiporefor April
2009.

6) Absent Employee — Resolved. Early retiremanrdlized.

7) Proposed 2009/2010 Water Pollution Control AutigdBudget
is $3,416,000 — This was originally presented sit iaonth’s
meeting and line items were reviewed. Discussisued.

Certain line items were discussed. Rene Goss guestiwhy there
IS an increase in accounting costs. Garand exgaldimat is our
portion of the audit. Charles Kratt said the ¢8&9,000) for a
new truck is projected too high. Garand explaitined his



intention is to turn his present vehicle into a kvborse and
purchase a full sized 6-cylinder pick-up truck watiplow. This
vehicle will serve as a back-up truck for the fiagiand will also
provide his transportation.

After some further discussion Mary Burnore madecéion to
approve the 2009/2010 budget as presented ance$tdiorytko
seconded the motion. Mary Burnore suggested thedrfal shop
around for a price on a 6-cylinder, small SUV typek-up truck.
Voting in favor of the motion were Mary BurnoreaBley
Morytko, Nita Giordano and Rene Goss. Charlestkatastained.
Motion carried.

8) Special Sewer Rate customer renewal settdretter from
General Cable requesting renewal of their speaial for sewer
usage. Garand said they are paying 55% of water He added
that Stonegate Manor is also paying a specialfoatineir sewer
usage. They are currently paying $50.97 per quioteeach
home. Mary Burnore made a motion to approve tleeigprates
for General Cable and Stonegate Manor. StanleytWor
seconded the motion. Voting in favor were Maryiigure, Stanley
Morytko, Nita Giordano and Rene Goss. Charlestk@tied in
opposition. The motion carried. Garand agreagbtto Stonegate
Manor to check on the number of homes in the pankell as the
number of sewer hook-ups.

d) Customer Relations
There were no sewer blockages in our lines thré\gii 28, 2009.
e) New Business

Charles Kratt referred to the minutes of MarchZ2)9, pg 5, item 10
regarding the Collection System. He also refetoeitie Sewer
Collection System Operation and Maintenance PlaeddSeptember
26, 2006. Kratt said that Dave Garand has fadeti¢et the
objectives outlined. Dave Grand explained thateOtoye #5 on the
above report contained a typo. The date (7/1/@&& wcorrect. It
should be 7/1/09. Garand said he has met alllijextives that were
outlined. Chairman Rene Goss agreed adding thaawlewve would



camera all the lines and then compile a list oasuthat needed to be
addressed.

As there was no further business, the meeting dW@sianed at 8:40 P.M.
Motion by Mary Burnore and seconded by Stanley Nlary The motion
carried. The next meeting will be held on May 2609.

Respectfully submitted,

Lillian Murray, Clerk



