
 

20170918 
 

MINUTES OF THE  

SEPTEMBER 18, 2017  

 BOARD OF DIRECTORS REGULAR MEETING  

OF THE RIO LINDA/ELVERTA COMMUNITY WATER DISTRICT 

 
 

1.   CALL TO ORDER, ROLL CALL and PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 

The September 18, 2017 meeting of the Board of Directors of the Rio Linda/Elverta Community Water 

District called to order at 6:30 p.m. at the Depot/Visitor Center located at 6730 Front Street, Rio Linda, 

CA. Interim General Manager Mitchell Dion took roll call of the Board of Directors. Director Mary 

Harris, Director Brent Dills, Director Ridilla, Director Henrici was available by remote location Sierra 

Grand Business Center and Interim General Manager Mitch Dion were present. Director Green was 

absent. Director Dills led the pledge of allegiance.  

 

2.   PUBLIC COMMENT 

No public comment. 

 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

 

3.1 Minutes 

August 21, 2017 Regular Board Meeting and September 9, 2017 Special Meeting. 

3.2 Expenditures 

3.3 Financial Reports 

 

It was moved by Director Harris and seconded by Director Ridilla to approve the Consent Calendar. 
Directors Harris, Dills, Henrici and Ridilla voted yes. Director Green was absent. The motion carried 
with a unanimous vote of 4-0-0. 
 

4. REGULAR CALENDAR 

 

  ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND ACTION 

  

4.1 GM Report 

 

1. RiverArc project team met.  The agencies are being asked to confirm their requirements in the 

respective phases of the project.  As proposed RLECWD would need approximately 10% of the 

ultimate project production.  However, the District would need nearly 30% of the first phase.  

Typically, the costs of projects of this nature are significantly front end loaded.  The other outcome of 

the meeting was a review of a scope of work recently awarded to initiate environmental permitting.  

The project definition and outreach were the only two expected deliverables. 

2. Water Forum meeting provided opportunity to disclose the River Arc project.  However, the focus on 

lower American River projects and the regional implications of the Water Fix were topics. 

3. The District (Directors Green and Dills with IGM Dion) met with Supervisor Serna on August 23rd.  

In addition to reinforcing or key relationships the District was able to introduce the concept of a 

single water supply agency in Northwest Sacramento County.  Supervisor Serna was receptive to 

exploring the plausibility of that option. 

4. The District (Engineer Carson, Legal Counsel Brenner, and IGM Dion) met with Ken Giberson of 

MacKay & Somps (representing ESP)as well as representatives of a couple of the owners  to discuss  

conditions, phases, and the timing for the projects within the  ESP. 
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5. The District has been in close coordination of County Planning regarding Northborough and 

Northborough 2.  The recommendation to increase density of the project was approved by the 

Planning Commission and forwarded to the Board of Supervisors.  One last minute inclusion is to use 

the Detention basins for groundwater recharge was discussed and will be worked out with County 

Staff later this month. 

6. The District continues to develop relationship with EDWPA.  Directors Henrici and Ridilla engaged 

in a 2 X 2 with El Dorado County Supervisors Frentzen and Ranalli.  The purpose of the meeting was 

to ensure the scope of project and goals were correctly understood by both agencies and to begin 

work on more specific tasks.   

7. Attended the Regional Water Authority (RWA).  In addition to a legislative update, the results of the 

RWA salary and compensation study was presented.  Many members of the Board requested to see 

the supporting data for the compensation study verse the summary therefore action was postponed.  

However, the committee recommendation to approve the increase in compensation for the Executive 

Director was approved. 
8. Attended the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) meeting. The State Water Resources 

Control Board has scheduled Part 2 of its water-right hearing, during which it will consider California 

WaterFix's environmental impacts. Initial Part 2 testimony is due November 30, 2017. The 

neighboring American River agencies are working with the Water Forum and its consultants to 

develop Part 2 testimony that will address how California WaterFix could injure fish in the lower 

American River and provide technical support for the modified flow management standard. 

9. The District (Super. Goyet and IGM Dion) met with Ali Rezvani, Sacramento District Engineer, 

Division of Drinking Water, to discuss the District’s permit.  We discussed the growth and current 

projects and possible implications of Cr6 regulations.  He highly recommended we proceed with Cr6 

treatment were ever it is feasible.  He cited a couple reasons for this recommendation.  First that the 

facts and forces which were in the initial rule are still present.  Second, the cost of treatment has 

continued to drop to the degree that a finding on not economically feasible for the beneficial return 

would be stronger than old data.  They were pleased the District took the time to engage them with 

our plans and ideas and committed to timely processing for our reviews and permits at well 16 and 

well 15A. 

10. IGM Dion attended the League of Cities conference session to address new opportunities for 

communities to address workforce housing.  Also met with City of Chino Council Member Rodriguez 

regarding the use of the poor water quality in Chino Groundwater Basin to produce high quality 

specialty waters needed for certain research and manufacturing processes that provided jobs and 

redevelopment of the Chino Community. 

11. The District (Director Dills and IGM Dion) attended the Community Cabinet meeting of Supervisor 

Frost.  The meeting focused on the code compliance issues.  However, the possibility of a District 

office (with Old Schoolhouse façade) on the corner of M and 7th) was introduced by Mr. Bastain.  

Only one member of the public commented and her comments were specific to the awareness that the 

County will not likely be funding a new library in Rio Linda. 

12. The District completed the onsite portion of the annual Audit with NO FINDINGS!  Another 

indication the District remains on track.  The Consolidated Annual Financial Report (CAFR) will be 

compiled and prepared in format for submission for a Governmental Financial Officers Association 

(GFOA) award.  Director Henrici represented the Finance Committee to debrief with the Auditor. 

13. The District (Engineer Carson and IGM Dion) met with Sacramento Suburban Water District AGM 

York to discuss details of possible long term use of the Northridge pipeline.  IGM Dion also met with 

SSWD production staff to address any possible concerns relating to the pilot test or long-term 

plausibility of wheeling water across their system. 

14. The District (IGM Dion) met with San Juan Water District GM Hiliker to review and discuss 

treatment and conveyance capacity of the SJWD facilities to convey water delivered to Folsom Lake 

to RLECWD for use in ASR or in leu recharge. 
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4.2 District Engineer’s Report 

Engineer, Jim Carson provided the Board of Directors a written report of current projects since the last 

Board meeting. Mr. Carson provided the Board with updates on the Water Supply Update,  El Dorado 

Water Agency (EDWA) ASR Groundwater Injection Project, Well 10 – Proposition 84 Grant Funded, 

Cr6 Treatment, Well 16 – Replacement Well,  Well 15A – Replacement Well, Elverta Specific Plan 

(ESP) District Development. 

 

4.3 Well 10 

 

The District had bid and authorized the award of a contract to refurbish Well 10 and equip for the 

treatment of Chromium 6 (Cr6).  Subsequently, the State maximum contaminant level (MCL) was 

suspended by a judgment regarding the failure to consider the economic implication of the new MCL.   

The District had initiated the preliminary notice of award by never executed the contract and the vendor 

agreed to hold his bid until the situation was clear.  The committee was presented a staff report 

recommending that Well 10 facilities be repaired and renovated without Cr6 treatment, deleting the vessel 

installation and related improvements until the Cr6 regulation is resolved.  

 

The committee discussed the pros and cons of repairing the facilities now versus later when the Cr 6 

ruling is finalized.  The State anticipates 18 months for the rule making process to conform to the 

regulations to support the revised MCL.  If the District waits until the MCL is finalized the current 

contract will have to be cancelled and rebid at a later date with the potential of a higher cost, as well as, 

the added costs to revise the specifications and oversee the bidding process.  There is also the possibility 

the current facilities will fail before the MCL is finalized.  This could leave a portion of the District 

without a reliable water supply.  Staff is meeting with DWR on September 19 to discuss the grant funding 

of this project to confirm the grant still applies to this project for well 10 reliability without treatment. 

It was moved by Director Dills and seconded by Director Ridilla to proceed with the rehab and repair 
on Well #10 based on DWR’s input to grant 60% of the $500k from the prop 84 grant funding. If DWR 
will only grant the full $500k on Well #10 with rehab and treatment then that is the option the Board 
will approve. Directors Henrici, Dills and Ridilla voted yes. Director Harris voted no. Director Green 
was absent. The motion carried with a unanimous vote of 3-1-0. 
 
4.4 Well 14 Site 

 

Well site 14 (see attached) is approximately 1.84 acre near the intersection of Marysville Boulevard and 

M Street.  The site was acquired with the intent of developing a production well and was large enough to 

be considered for a District office. The site is in a location adjacent to residential homes and vacant large 

lots. 

Subsequently, the development of the well has resulted in Arsenic levels (primary drinking water 

standard) requiring treatment, as well as, Iron and Manganese (secondary drinking water standard) to be 

problematic without treatment.  Both treatment protocols require a sewer service and discharge permit or 

a storage and haul accommodation for waste materials.  Additionally, constructing the District office at 

this location would also require sewerage and frontage improvements.   

The current well has been researched extensively and due to construction and outfitting is not able to be 

modified to produce water (without treatment) at any productive aquifer zone. 

Therefore, four options were considered to move forward. 

• Do nothing and wait for future conditions to influence decisions. 
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• Abandonment of the entire site with the destruction of the well and monitoring well. 

• Retaining the site and consider the placement of a district office and future well development on 

the site (with treatment). 

• Retain on the land useful for water production and sell the surplus. 

Below is a summary of the consideration. 

Doing nothing leaves a valuable asset and significant investment stranded. 

Abandonment of the entire site would require an investment of an additionally $50k and still leave the 

District a requirement to acquire land for another production facility in the vicinity with the possibility of 

requiring treatment and not as high level of water production.   Assuming land value is approximately 

$100k per acre.  The District could gross $130 and still need to acquire another acre for a net valuation of 

$30k and unknown certainty of water production (no fees and transaction figures included). 

Retaining the site and placing the District office at the site is a worthy consideration.  However, frontage 

improvements and zoning process is uncertain.  Additionally, the site is not located near the District’s 

maintenance and storage lots. 

Retaining the site for future water production and selling the surplus was considered the most favorable.  

With the land value assumptions from above (no transaction factors) the District would net approximately 

$55k and retain an adequate water production site. 

This well does produce water at approximately 2,300 gpm, therefore could be a useful resource with 

treatment once the District is required to implement treatment at other sites.  This could be accommodated 

on part of the site which would leave balance of land as surplus.  With a lot line adjustment, the surplus 

land could be sold with the proceeds being available to use for a replacement of the District office.  The 

cost for a lot line adjustment is approximately $10,000, additionally, the current monitoring well would 

need to be abandoned or a restrictive covenant would be place on remaining property to accommodate.  

The cost of abandonment is approximately $12,000.  

It is proposed that the District divide the parcel to retain the Southernmost portion and access from 

Marysville Boulevard. 

Director Dills stated that in order to sell the land you would need septic and to get a septic permit there 

must be at least ¾ of an acre. Splitting into 3 lots would not be enough to obtain a permit for septic. 

It was moved to table the item. 
 

4.5  Denial of Claim for Property Damage 

 

On Tuesday August 15th, the District initiated a repair in the vicinity of C St.  The repair was planned in 

advance and the few houses which were to be affected were notified.  As the District Utility Worker shut 

down the valve, the bolts holding the valve together failed.  The District had to shut down a larger area 

than planned and responded with contractor and district personnel.  The repairs were made late in the 

afternoon and the line was flushed for air and contamination is accordance with district procedure. 

On August 16th, Alma Aguiar came to office and discussed a leak in her home with Customer Service 

and with Operations Superintendent Pat Goyet.  She indicated that she felt the district had caused the leak 

in her plumbing manifold and she was concerned as to how to have it fixed.  A District Operator was 

dispatched to determine if the District could be of assistance.  That Operator observed water leaking from 

the Plumbing Manifold as well as indication of minerals and discoloration the Manifold label that may be 

indications the leak had occurred at an earlier time frame.   

Modular Manifold Plumbing Systems (ManaBloc) are on the retail customer side of meter and not an 

item which we could provide assistance.  The customer indicated she did not have the ability to fix it and 

the District personnel did suggest that she contact a plumber.  She did hire a plumber to replace the 

ManaBloc and paid $747.00 for the repair. 
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Our review of the circumstance indicate that no excessive pressures were experience during the repair and 

the system was flushed as it was returned to service.  Therefore, there we no conditions in the system 

which would have caused the ManaBloc to fail. 

In my discussion with the customer, she informed me that she would have found a less expensive method 

to do the repair, but she was told by the District she needed a plumber.  Due to this misunderstanding, I 

offered to split the cost.  She refused. 

 

It was moved by Director Dills and seconded by Director Ridilla to deny the claim for property damage 
from Alma Aguiar for $747.00.  Directors Harris, Henrici, Dills and Ridilla voted yes. Director Green 
was absent.  The motion carried with a unanimous vote of 4-0-0. 
 

4.6  Authorize the General Manager to proceed with contract for Roofing Repair 

 

The District identified the need to do roof repairs and included $35,000 in the current year budget (M- 

General Plant Assets). 

The roof of the maintenance and storage facility at the District Headquarters has failed.  In addition to 

storm damage, the sheathing has decay and facia boards are rotting.  It is recommended that the entire 

roof and damaged sheathing and facia be replaced. This roof will be restored for 25 or 35 years depending 

upon the option select. 

The roof on the Headquarters building is badly worn.  It is leaking in numerous places and the fibers in 

the fabric are visible and exposed as the asphalt material has worn away. It is recommended that a 

temporary repair be implemented to extend the life of the current material for 2 to 5 years. 

The District prepared a specification and bid the project.  A mandatory prebid meeting was conducted 

whereas 3 of the 6 qualified and recommended contractors opted to attend.  The District opened bids on 5 

September.  Only one (Gentry Roofing) of the three contractors submitted a bid.  The District contacted 

the other two contractors that attended the prebid and one was too busy and the other was out of town and 

was not able to bid.  The Bids included two options, one was for a longer lasting shingle for the 

maintenance and storage facility.  The references for Gentry Roofing were satisfactory. 

 

The price for option 1 is $33,000 while the price for option 2 is $35,500.  Both options include a $2,500 

contingency which may not be used, depending upon conditions. 

The District also expended approximately $750 on Engineering support in preparing the specification, 

bidding and conducting research.  It is anticipated that another $750 will be spent to perform inspection 

and material verification to conform with the specification. 

While the longer lasting shingle should add ten years to the life of the new replacement roof (with the 

manufactures warranty for the material), but it exceeds the budget.  In addition to longer warranty, the 

thicker roof is less likely to fail or experience storm damage.  However, combined with our 

engineering/inspection cost the total project would exceed the budget by approximately $3,000 (if the 

contingency is used).  Once authorized to award, some degree of negotiation can occur to do prevent the 

costs from exceeding the budget.  However, there are unknowns such as pest damage (which was the 

basis for the contingency).  Roofing work will progress rapidly and unnecessary delays such as awaiting 

approval of additional funds can add increased and unproductive costs to a project of this nature. 

  

Because the proposed contracted work will exceed budget it is also needed to identify that any shortfall 

would be funding from the Contingency Fund in the O & M budget. 

 

It was moved by Dills and seconded by Director Henrici to authorize the General Manager to proceed 
with the roofing repairs in the amount of $35,500.00. Directors Harris, Henrici, Dills and Ridilla voted 
yes. Director Green was absent.  The motion carried with a unanimous vote of 4-0-0. 
 
5. INFORMATION ITEMS 
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5.1. DISTRICT ACTIVITY REPORT 

a. Water Operations Report 

b. Conservation Report 

 

  5.2. BOARD REPORTS 

a. Regional Water Authority - Henrici – Agenda and Executive Report provided. 

b. Sacramento Groundwater Authority - Green, Harris – No meeting this month.  

c. LAFCo - Green - No Report. 

d. Planning Committee - Henrici, Harris – September minutes provided. 

e. Finance / Administrative Committee - Henrici, Ridilla - September minutes provided. 

f. Other Reports –Ad Hoc Committee  

  

6. PUBLIC COMMENT FOR CLOSED SESSION 

 

No public comment. 

The Board convened to closed session at 7:27 p.m.  

 

7.   CLOSED SESSION - The Board of Directors will convene to Closed Session to discuss the 

 following item. 

 

A. APPOINTMENT / SELECTION / EMPLOYMENT OF GENERAL MANAGER – Directors 

will meet in closed session pursuant to Government Code §5457(b)(1)-for discussion appointment 

of the General Manager position.  

B. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – ANTICIPATED LITIGATION - Initiation of 

litigation pursuant to paragraph (4) of subdivision (d) of Section 54956.9: (1 case). 

8.  RECONVENE OPEN SESSION 

President Dills reconvened to open session at 8:01 p.m. 

President Dills reported that the contract was reviewed for terms that were negotiated by the AD Hoc 

Committee for Mitch Dion to assume the position of General Manager.  

 

 8.1 Approval of contract and appointment of General Manager 

 

It was moved by Director Harris and seconded by Director Ridilla to approve the contract for new the 
General Manager Mitch Dion.  Directors Harris, Henrici, Dills and Ridilla voted yes. Director Green 
was absent.  The motion carried with a unanimous vote of 4-0-0. 
 

9.  DIRECTORS’ AND GENERAL MANAGER COMMENTS 

 

Director Dills stated he was honored and humble to have Mitch Dion join us as the General Manager of 

the RLECWD. 
 

10.  ADJOURNMENT 

President Dills adjourned the meeting at 8:03 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

Signature on File_________    Signature on File______________ 

Mitchell S. Dion, Secretary                                                Brent Dills, President of the Board 


