Minutes from the Abbotsford City Council held August 27, 2008 at the Abbotsford City Hall.

Mayor Raatz called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

Roll call:  Mayor Raatz, Voss, Albrecht, Horacek, Kilty, Morrow, L. Raatz, Sossaman, and Kattre.
Others present:  Clerk Lopez, DPW Beil, Deputy Clerk Belanger, Todd Medenwaldt – Abbotsford Water Department, Librarian Medenwaldt, Chief Gosse, and several other members of the community. 
The Public Hearing was called to order.

An introduction was giving by Jon Strand, City Engineer, explaining the CDBG Grant Award received from the Wisconsin Department of Commerce.  The City applied for $750,000 and received $345,500.  The grant was applied for in conjunction with Abbyland Foods.  Because of Abbyland’s expansion project, which results in increased employees and larger demands of water, the City qualified for grant assistance in the water exploration process.  The award will pay the cost of the new wells in the West Well field.  
Strand presented a power point presentation to the public detailing the progress the City has made over the years in water exploration.  The public was presented the three options that the City is currently facing and the economical feasibility of each option.

1.  Purchase water from the City of Wausau with a 35 mile pipeline.

2. Continue Ground water exploration.

3. Proceed with a surface water (with limited interim ground) water plant

Under public comments, Sossaman questioned the cost of trucking water instead of constructing a pipeline.  It was stated that trucking has been used in various situations, although, due to the gallons that are needed, it is not logical.  The need of additional water is over 200 to 300 gallons per day.  Glen Falkowski of the Wisconsin Department of Natural Recourses stated that it would be too difficult to continue the sanitary conditions of the water and it would not be feasible at this scale.

Sossaman questioned the difficulty of the treatment of iron and manganese.  Strand stated that in the existing wells, the levels are very low and are harmless.  Both iron and manganese are presented in higher levels in the West Well field and are a nuisance contaminate.  The cost of treatment of these would be less than the cost of the pipeline and the cost of the surface water plant, but at this time there is not much water available in the West Well field.  

L. Raatz questioned if we could sell off rights to other communities with the pipeline approach.  It was stated that it would be possible to sell the rights, but we would need firm contracts with the other communities.  A meeting is being held next week to address the needs of the area communities.  At this time we believe that the surrounding community needs are very minimal and are not immediate needs.

Resident Dennis Kramer questioned if the City is to this point due to the enormous amount water that Abbyland uses.  It was questioned if Abbyland could implement a reuse program internally?  Strand stated that Abbyland is looking internally to reduce water usage and is using conservation efforts at this time.  The amount of water they are projecting needing includes the conservation efforts which are already in place.  It was stated that the reuse plan will result in water that is at safe drinking water standards.  At this time the proposed reuse plant will only serve Industrial Park tenants; although with additional pipe lying could be connected to the entire City.  The residential City system will be allowed into the Industrial Park system in case of an emergency situation. At this time the reuse plant is contained to Industrial for ascetical purposes only.  

Strand stated that the reuse plant would be the first plant in Wisconsin, but there are several instances of reuse being used throughout the United States.  In California it is very common to take waste water effluent, treat it, and then place it back into the ground to replenish the ground water.

Florida also uses a similar system due to their seawater issues.  These have been around for several years and there are statistics showing this is a viable source of renewable water.  

Sossaman questioned if it is possible to have the reuse water enter back in the main distribution system.  Strand stated there will be only one check valve entering into the reuse system; water would not be allowed back out into the main distribution system.  
Paul Hess of Abbyland Foods, questioned if the pilot study is producing quality results.  Strand stated that the pilot water is meeting safe drinking water standards and is in a softer form than the water in the main distribution system.  The particle counts are lower from the Pilot Plant than from the existing water and Strand stated the quality of the water is equal.  It was stated that the theory of reuse is used up and down the Mississippi 12 times between Minneapolis and St. Louis.  The proposed City system has more filtration units than other plants reviewed.  Atlanta is currently taking a portion of their wastewater and running it through a system and building a pipeline to pump it to their water source lake to supplement the water source with the treated wastewater. Originally the City looked at using only Elm Brook for the process, but due to the variable tribitity levels in the spring time, it was difficult to treat, direct waste water effluent was a better water consistency than the Brook.  
Kramer questioned the cost of the plant and the guarantee.  Strand stated that yes, with the regulatory committees there will be a guarantee of the produced water.  Rural Development will require a second opinion which will verify the cost and the operation of the plant.  At this time we do know that the system works.  This process has several safeguards built into it.  There will be several checks and valves that will be in the process.  The City will know the price before construction begins.  The Public Service Commission does set the water rates.  The rates will go up as we are currently putting up three new wells.  The water tower is a complete City asset.  We are working very carefully on the rate structure of the industrial users to adequately pass along their costs.  

Resident Don Medenwaldt questioned if we don’t do this, where are we?  Strand stated that the City has a few choices.  We can minimize the growth that has already happened by accepting the City boundaries and limit the amount of new homes.  Although it was strongly felt that this is not a realistic answer for the city and the City must find a viable water source.  It was stated that 10 years ago, the City was at this same road block and the ozone plant was put in due to the necessity of water.  It was felt that other communities will be looking at this plan to mimic the process.  At this time, Abbotsford has a cheap water supply in comparison to other areas.  Water conservation efforts can be increased.  
Sossaman questioned what the largest grant amount we are expecting.  Strand stated that at this time we have the $345,500 CDBG grant and are now looking at EPA with a potential 1 million dollars.  After discussion with a congressional party, we are anticipating about 1 million in budget appropriations.  City will try to maximize this further.  The cost sharing with Abbyland Foods was discussed and it was stated that there is a currently agreement on the pilot expenses and the city will be looking for a similar agreement for this project.  It was stated that TIF Funds will also help fund the project. 
Sossaman questioned how a TIF district could share in the expense of the water facility.  Lopez explained how the TIF is designed to work explaining that approximately 7 million of the proposed plant is specific to the TIF area.    

Jakel questioned if this plant will meet our future needs. Strand explained that it is designed for a 20 year window.  At this time the City has two choices, stop growth or promote growth.  

It was felt that the reuse plant will give Abbotsford a competitive advantage as we will have a sustainable water source.  
Kramer stated he thinks this is a great idea and our community is special to have the ability to grow and accept a 19 million dollar plant.  

Don Medenwaldt questioned if additional retention ponds around town would be beneficial?  It was stated that additional retention ponds would have no effect on the reuse system and the proposed retention pond with the reuse plant will have a cover on it to limit algae growth.  

The Public Hearing closed at 8:10 p.m.  
Under discuss/approve Resolution 2008-9 Authorizing Resolution, authorizing submission of CDBG application, motion Kattre/Morrow to approve as stated.  Motion carried without negative vote.  
Motion Kattre/Voss to adjourn at 8:13 p.m.  Motion carried without negative vote.  
