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TIMPANOGQOS SPECIAL SERVICE DISTRICT D D
ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD MEETING MINUTES A P/U?@
/[T

August 18, 2016 6:00 p.m. Conference Room

Board Members

Present: Tracy Wallace Mark Johnson Craig Whitehead Craig White
Mack Straw Dale Goodman Lynn Walker David Bunker
Spencer Kyle Chris Condie *Brian Braithwaite

Excused: Dale Thrke Keith Blake

District

Staff: Jon Adams, District Manager, Shannon Hansen, Human Resource
David Barlow, District Engineer Danette Smith, Board Secretary

Joe Martin, CPA

Others: Ken Spiers, Bowen, Collins & Associates
Craig Carlile, Ray, Quinney & Nebeker

Call to Order
Tracy Wallace, Board Chair called the meeting to order. 6:05 p.m.

Public Comment
There was no public comment.

Approval of Minutes
1. Approval of the July 21, 2016 Administrative Board Meeting Minutes

David Bunker made a motion to approve the minutes from the July 21, 2016 Administrative Board
Meeting. Lynn Walker seconded the motion. Those voting “Aye” — Tracy Wallace, Mark Johnson, Mack
Straw, Spencer Kyle, Lynn Walker, David Bunker, Craig White, Dale Goodman, and Craig Whitehead. Chris
Condie abstained. The motion passed with a majority.

*Brian Braithwaite arrived. 6:08 p.m.

Consent Calendar

1. Pay Request No. 5 Van Con Construction — Compost Access Project

2. Pay Request No. 5 (Final) Van Con Construction — 2015 Miscellaneous Plant Improvements Project
Tracy said these have been approved by staff and recommended for payment.

David Bunker made a motion to approve the Consent Calendar, which includes Pay Request No. 5
Van Con Construction - Compost Access Project and Pay Request No. 5 (Final Payment) Van Con
Construction - 2015 Miscellaneous Plant Improvements Project. Brian Braithwaite seconded the motion.
Those voting “Aye” — Tracy Wallace, Mark Johnson, Mack Straw, Spencer Kyle, Brian Braithwaite, Chris
Condie, Lynn Walker, David Bunker, Craig White, Dale Goodman, and Craig Whitehead. The motion passed
unanimously.
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Finance
1. Financial Report

Joe Martin reviewed the impact fee with the Board. Joe said we did not get a June report from Alpine and
we also have not received a July report from Cedar Hills and Vineyard. Joe said, in the past, Dale lhrke has brought
up that there is not much time to review the financials before board meeting as they are put on drop box late. Joe said
that is due to the nature of when city billings are done. Joe said we could review financials a month behind or leave
it like it is and any questions or comments after the meeting can be emailed to Joe and addressed at the next meeting.
Tracy asked how often these change after they are presented to the board. Joe said not very often. Tracy said he
would rather receive the most recent information instead of waiting a month to review. Chris Condie agreed. Joe
said these financial reports include the amended numbers that were adopted last month.

Action Items
There were no action items,

Communication

1. Manager’s Report

Jon Adams said last month there was a presentation by Dr. Theron Miller and Leland Myers. That
presentation was an update on where we are on the research on Utah Lake as part of being members of the water
council research group. Also included was discussion about the algal bloom at Utah Lake. There have been some
follow up meetings because of the Utah Lake issues. Jon said he had the opportunity to meet with the Utah
Commissioner of Agriculture and Food, the State Toxicologist and the State Veterinarian. The meeting was held at
the Department of Agriculture. We are still hearing that the algal bloom was toxic even though results are coming
back that it was not toxic. Unfortunately, you have some confusion on whether people could irrigate or water their
livestock. We met to try to bring agriculture in; we do not want to be pitted against them and thought this was an
opportunity to work together. One problem we saw with this event was the length of time before we could get
information back. Jon said the treatment plants are set up with certified laboratories and we can get accurate
information within about 4 to 5 hours. The Department of Agriculture has agreed they will set policy and limits, so if
cell counts are below a certain level, users can still irrigate or water stock. We have offered to work with them to do
the testing so we can turn around and give them those results. Jon said we think it will benefit us to compile a history
of what happens with the algal blooms over time. That benefit would go with some of the research we are doing. It
also shares resources and brings us together. If we can get information that agriculture can glean, it will also help
them down the road.

Brian asked if they would help pay for the cost. Jon said yes they will. They are building a new facility and a
new laboratory. We are right here on the lake and we can sample and do some quick turnaround. They have the
whole state to worry about; they also have an established network in agriculture, which is a good thing. Jon said he
would certainly ask for the Board’s support. Right now, we are seeing an initial cost that would be around $8,000 -
$10,000. Then it would be by the incident on an ongoing basis. Some years could be pretty low. The state currently
uses a cell count, and the cell count does not indicate toxicity. The open water samples came back below drinking
water standards, so we want to drill down to know if we really have a threat. As far as a procedure for the Health
Department to post it, that is appropriate. Jon said some of these toxins are not as serious of a threat as they could be,
because sometimes they will live 2 to 4 hours.

Jon said the meeting went well and they were all receptive. The state toxicologist is Dr. Hall; he performed
the analysis on the dogs that passed away from the Lindon area. His report said one died of a tumor and the other
died of heart failure. Brian asked if there is a reason Department of Water Quality is not part of this. Jon said we
talked with them but they felt it was more appropriate that agriculture set those limits and take responsibility. Some
of the confusion is that the DWQ posted language on their website that said the water should not be used.
Agriculture took that and said do not use the water, the state then backed off and said that is not really a prohibition,
you need to decide. Jon said if you are an elected official and the state says the water should not be used, you are
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going to err on the side of caution. What we are saying is we need to find out if it is toxic or not, and if it can be
done in 4-5 hours we should be doing that.

Brian asked who determines whether it is safe to swim or recreate in. Jon said the Health Department. Brian
asked if we want them involved in this too. Jon said we can bring Utah County Health Department in; but they have
limited resources, right now they have been relying on DWQ, DEQ and Department of Agriculture. It was apparent
at the meeting that no one has the capability to make that determination, especially on this bloom. It was basically
made on visual inspection. Jon said as far as protecting the public, if the visuals are there you can close it to be safe.
It is the timeliness and getting back to the public that is a concern. Brian said it is also the statements made by the
politicians and the media, and the problem of it be referred to as toxic. There is nobody really trying to correct that.
Brian said the statement should be “we are closing because there is potential.” Jon said hindsight is 20/20, but once
those results come in, instead of doing what they did, they could have said we have the results and we are lucky there
is not toxicity. Nobody did that, and they didn’t change their website until the end of last week.

Brian asked if there is a reason that we do not have the Department of Health in these meetings. Jon said we
want to make sure there is interest and that the Board supports this before we bring everyone else in. What we want,
which is primarily a benefit to our group, is to gain a history on the blooms; if they were toxic and what type of algae
it was. We can invite the Health Department to the meetings, we can have a representative from the Utah Lake
Commission there as well. Brian said in his opinion, we have a lot to lose if we are not collecting this data, so even
without them participating, there is real value in this. Even if we go it alone, we can share the information with them
so they feel part of it, make it viable for those who look at it and usable for the public. Jon said if we follow approved
methodology and have the state toxicologist reviewing it, that is pretty good compared to what has taken place up to
this point. We can bring others in and this is something we should go ahead with and not wait. Jon said we lost time
joining the research council in trying to bring in other cities.

Brian said the concern of the moment takes place over any science. If we do not build the science and have
the data there to support it, any decision could be made today, based upon whatever fear there is. It could take years
to erase that decision that was based on fear not on fact. Brian said in his opinion we need to get ahead of this. Jon
said if we have the science that tells us to treat to this level we would want to do that, but if the science says you will
spend all this money and it will not make a change, there may be some interim steps to help get there. We also may
buy time for some new technology. Jon said there are times when you jump into things and make it worse. Jon said
one of the statements made is this is the largest algal bloom in the history of Utah Lake, and we can no longer wait to
do something. The bloom in 2006 was two and a half times bigger than this latest bloom, and the aerials confirm
that. Jon said our rate payers should have an expectation, that if we do this then this will be the result. We have to
tell them how it really is, and we have to have the science to do that.

Spencer Kyle said the one thing he would add is there are so many sources of phosphorus that are contributed
to the lake that every source could say “if we did everything we could, it is not going to make a difference”, and not
do anything. Spencer would like to make sure that does not happen. Spencer said he guesses the state is going to get
involved and it is going to be everyone doing a little to make a difference. We need to be focused on all the sources
changing, not just on our little part. Jon said we get defensive, but we hear statements like 75%-79% of phosphorus
come from treatment plants. Then people think if the treatment plants get rid of it, it would go away, but it will not.
What is left in the lake will more than support continuous blooms. In fact, even if agriculture reduces, you still may
have enough naturally occurring phosphorus. Jon said he agrees that everybody should do their part; it has more to
do with the conditions, timing and a lot of things. As it turns out, people are not at risk, like they thought. David
Bunker said we should have the opinion that we will do what we can and do our part, but not to the extent that we set
unreasonable limitations or force ourselves to do unreasonable costly changes, when we know we are not going to
achieve what it will take. Jon said we focus on phosphorous and nitrogen because that impacts us directly; they are
going to set limits on those. When you look at the lake and how shallow and turbid, and all those other factors, the
science can help us with that too. We want to protect the lake as a resource and make sure it is getting better and not
worse. Jon said we have to realize, we are environmentalists, we put out so many gallons of clean water every day,
but there is a way to do that reasonably and well. Jon said the meeting was more than just a first step, because there
were actually some conclusions and direction given. If the State Department of Agriculture comes up with those

-3-



O 00 N O U B WM e

N N NN NNMNNRPRE R PR P R B R 2R
~N OO WN R O W NN DR W PO

limits, we didn’t have those last time; they sure would have been helpful. The Department of Health comes up with
how they are going to handle the bloom and what they will post and what they will watch. That is good.

Our effluent phosphorous has been a little high because we had an issue with ammonia toxicity, but now the
ammonia is below detection, so we are focusing on and will try to drop the phosphorous. Jon said another big player
in this is business, because phosphorous limits on us will result in phosphorous limits on them. They need time to
deal with it and we need to make sure what we do to them is reasonable. We have one of the largest dischargers in
the state and they happen to have high phosphorous. Christopher Condie asked if that is IM Flash, Jon answered yes.
Brian said there are some other businesses that put product into the plant or lake, but there are also recreational
organization that suffer when this kind of negative thing happens. Having some financial help in running these tests
would help us, but also benefit them. Jon said we should participate in this and start gathering data.

2, Compost Access Project Construction Progress Report No. 5

The board reviewed the report. Jon said we have wider roads down in the green waste area, and we are
getting signs up. We have some gates to control access so people do not go where they are not supposed to. David
Bunker asked if we are hauling sludge out to the landfill. Jon said yes we still haul to North Pointe Solid Waste. We
compost as much as we can and haul the remainder. With the settlement, the increase of solids that comes with
growth will be hauled out.

Closed Session
There was no closed session.

Adjourn:
David Bunker made a motion to adjourn. Mack Straw seconded the motion. All present “Aye”.
Meeting adjourned. 7:39 p.m.



