Minutes from the Abbotsford City Council meeting held October 8, 2008 at the Abbotsford City Hall.  

Roll Call:  Mayor Raatz, Voss, Horacek, Albrecht, Kilty, Morrow, L. Raatz, Sossaman, and Kattre.

Others present:  Lopez, Beil, Jon Strand – S.E.H., Natalyn Belanger, Kevin O’Brien – TP Printing. & other interested members of the community.

Under Comments by Public, there were no comments or questions.

Under Mayoral comments, Mayor Raatz explained that he recently vetoed a motion to table submitting the water reuse concept to the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources.  Mayor Raatz stated it was vetoed because he felt it was necessary to proceed with the next step in the approval process, and tabling the issue would cost the city more money. It was felt that the City is continually spending time and money piloting this theory and time delays in the process could cost more money.  This step does not give full approval on this process to construct the water reuse plant; it only is taking the City one step closer to determining a solution for the water shortage.  

Albrecht stated she would like to be notified about meetings she is involved in if the dates or times change.  

Albrecht stated that the prior motion was not intended to stop the process completely.  Albrecht stated that people are scared of this concept.  

Considerations before the council.  
Under discussion with City Engineer regarding City Water Re-use plant, Jon Strand, City Engineer discussed the process for submitting this project to the DNR.  There is a well defined process of steps that will be gone through before the final decision will be made.  The next step after getting a DNR concept agreement is to go to the Public Service Commission and the United States Department of Commerce.  After these three entities are brought together; the rate structure of the project will be determined.  The DNR is interested in costs; and they want to make sure that this project makes sense.  There is urgency to this project; as the City is below its safe yield for drinking water according to DNR standards.  From September 2007 – 2008 the City has increased 34% in water usage.  At this time Abbotsford is the only community in our area that has an immediate need for water.  

Elm Brook is the water course in Abbotsford and the base course of the Brook is from the effluent from the City’s Waste Water Treatment Plant.  There is natural ground water that also is in this brook and storm water also enters this stream.  The effluent from the waste water plant is within safe limits for human and animal contact and will sustain aquatic life.  

It was stated that Orange County, California uses a similar process, but injects the water back into the ground for a replenishment system and also uses this process as a barrier for salt water intrusion.  

The DNR has publicly stated that constructing a sand aquifer is not necessary and may be detrimental in our process. The Wisconsin DNR has regulations against injecting water into the earth.  

Laurie Raatz questioned if Strand could review the treatment process to the public.  The entire process will be censored throughout every step to prevent any human or mechanical errors.  It was stated that this water will be stored in a separate water tower for consumption for the East Industrial Park.  The Industrial Park water cannot enter into the residential water system.  About 20% of the water will be rejected from the reuse plant due to a backwash process.  The East water tower will hold 500,000 gallons.  This is a little larger than the existing 400,000 gallon water tower. 

Sossaman questioned if all Industrial Park users would be tied in.  Strand stated that any restaurants and the East Town Mall and other service based businesses that will not be included.  Strand stated that he is working with the Marshfield Clinic and the State Lab of Hygiene to review the water quality for viruses.  At this time the DNR will be reviewing the concept more than the final approval.  Strand stated that the DNR has stated that they feel very confident that this four step process will handle the treatment of the water.  

In a workshop setting, the DNR has stated that they are comfortable with the listed filtration and disinfection processes; they did not believe adding more process would be necessary.  

Voss stated that she has been down to the Pilot trailer and it is very impressive.  Voss stated that she would not be opposed to having her home connected to this system.  She has drank the water and stated that it is very good water.  Strand stated that at this time the water is very soft it is possible that hardness may need to be added to the process. 

Albrecht stated that the public’s concern is that we are working so hard for Abbyland; why are they not working for us.  

Schiferl questioned if all the presented systems have been used in other parts of the world.  Strand stated that the only thing that has not happened at this time is the use of all these processes have not been used together.  In other countries this may be used; although we are not aware of an exact situation.  All processes are proven concepts.  Schiferl questioned if one process went out; could the water still be processed successfully?  It was stated that that would not be ideal; but it is very likely that the water would meet all drinking water standard as the system is built with some redundancy.  

Fox questioned if this process would supply the industrial plant at current levels.  Strand stated it can be constructed in stages so that it can be built for the future.  

Don Medenwaldt questioned the filtrations; the sand is a wider open filter; the micro filtration is a plastic type material that is made in a controlled environment and has sized small holes that allow water molecules.  This rejects most viruses in this filtration although the viruses would be handled in the disinfection process.  The filters would need to be changed out in about 5 – 7 years.  This is calculated into the operation and maintenance costs.  Strand cautioned that the sand may ware down over time it was estimated in about 25 years.  Don Medenwaldt stated that many private wells already use the granular activated carbon.  

Westphal stated that this process is only speeding up what Mother Nature naturally does to the water.  In the natural process there are no checkpoints; and this process has several built in checkpoints.   

This City has been searching for water for the last 50 years and has continued coming up with little to nothing.  In order to sustain the City, the City must find a solution.  Piping water from Wausau is also an option, but at a much higher cost.  

Sossaman stated she spoke with a professional, who does support the method, although cautioned the large cost for the city.  Sossaman questioned if the City has exhausted all possibilities.  Strand stated that the water search covered all three DNR approved methods of providing water:  ground water, surface water, and pipe/transport system.  Sossaman questioned the process of speaking to land owners to further the ground water system.  Strand stated he researched a 20 mile by 20 mile area to look for ground water sources.  His first step was to review the PSC reports, which proved that no surrounding communities had any large amounts of excess water except for Eau Claire and Wausau.  The DNR has also studied this Central Wisconsin area for several years and has also identified that this area has limited groundwater available.  There are some pockets of groundwater available, although these areas are similar to bathtubs in clay; they are not a sustainable source of water.  Several years ago the City started to realize that the water table was dropping.  DNR stated that groundwater is not a long term sustainable source of supply for the City.  Sossaman questioned if the City looked into leads from area residents on potential water sources.  Strand stated that he personally viewed several of the solutions suggested by area residents and they did not support enough water for the City. 

Lopez explained that in several instances the recorded DNR well logs have not support theories that have been bought to our attention; although we have taken each instance seriously.  Strand stated he went out 10 miles by 10 miles and reviewed all well logs.  

Sossaman questioned how the city finances this size of a project.  Lopez stated that the City is working on several financing mechanisms.  One method is the newly created TIF district.  Other sources are the CDBG Grant that was recently awarded, possible Federal allocations, Industry contributions, EPA Grants, and borrowing through the USDA – Rural Development program.  The exact details on financing are being strategized as the project is being developed.  


Mayor Raatz questioned if we can tell Abbyland we can’t provide them water.  It was stated that PSC has given the City a franchise to sell water which means there is no other entity to compete in producing water to the City residents.  This franchise gives the City the ability to run and operate a water utility; and also forces the City to not discriminate against its users and also obligate the City to provide water to its users.  The City must have the investment to run a safe water drinking system. The PSC encourages its companies to be proactive; to put investment in its system.  A visit was made to PSC office in Madison to discuss this project, the rates and options.  The City is looking to enter into an agreement with the large users to participate in the cost share.  

Sossaman questioned if medium income levels are considered. It was stated that Rural Development does look at the median income level for grant funding, but PSC does not consider that for rate case applications. Rural Development looks for the water rates to be no more than 2% of median income rates.  At this time the project does not appear to force the rates higher than 2% of the median income level; therefore there may not be grant funding from Rural Development available.  Sossaman stated that she is concerned about the fixed income households.  

Sossaman stated that she wants to be assured that this will come back to council for approval.  

Motion Voss/Morrow to approve submitting the plans to the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources for concept approval.  Roll call vote:  Voss – yes, Horacek – yes, Albrecht – yes, Kilty – yes, Morrow – yes, L. Raatz – yes, Sossaman – yes, Kattre – yes.  Motion carried without negative vote.  

It was questioned if this process could be taken to referendum.  It was stated that at this time the question is not if the City needs water.  Typically referendum questions are not based on infrastructure decisions for the City.  

Motion Voss/Morrow to adjourn at 8:13 p.m.  Motion carried without negative vote.  

