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Minutes of the Commission on Water and Sewer Connections meeting held Wednesday,
December 16, 2020, via Zoom.

A.     Call to Order—

Councilman Blair called the meeting to order at 9: 31 a. m.

B.     Roll Call

Council Liaison

Councilman Steve Blair— Present

Members

Jane Orr - Absent Jim Hazelbaker— Present

Mark Nietupski — Present Michael Breen — Present

Millie Owens — Present Sandy Griffis — Present

Sherri Hanna — Present

Staff Members Present

Craig Dotseth, Public Works Director

Jon Paladini, City Attorney
Mark Woodfill, Finance Director

Gwen Rowitsch, Administrative Support Services Manager

Carey Oberheim, Business Manager

C.     Approval of Minutes from November 18, 2020 Meeting

JIM HAZELBAKER RAISED HIS HAND TO MOVE TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF

THE NOVEMBER 18, 2020 MEETING; SANDY GRIFFIS RAISED HER HAND TO 2ND

MOTION, PASSED [ 6- 0]

D.     Infrastructure Presentation — Carollo Engineers

Craig Dotseth introduced Richard Humpherys of Carollo Engineers, consultant for the
City's water and wastewater models.

Mr. Humpherys began the presentation with an overview of unsewered areas within the
City of Prescott.  There are twelve major areas that receive water service but do not
have wastewater service.  The focus has been to look at each of these areas for the

wastewater flows and the infrastructure that would be required to sewer them as well as

the costs associated with the infrastructure needed.



Mr. Humpherys then showed a map of the parcels in the City that are billed water and no
sewer and discussed the wastewater flows associated to the 12 areas.  Flows are tied

very closely to the number of people in an area so to calculate he found the number of
parcels in the 12 areas and used census data of 2. 11 average persons per household to
estimate the population in each area to use as the basis to calculate flows.  Using the
estimated population and the average daily flow provided by city staff, the average daily
flow for each of the areas was calculated.

Mr. Humpherys went on to describe each unsewered area:

Unsewered area No. 1 — Rancho Vista Hills off of Copper Basin — Primarily gravity with
some grinder pumps needed, no new lift stations.  This area will require rock excavation
but the downstream pipe is in place making this area relatively less expensive.  This area

will add 159 parcels at a project cost of around $ 3. 2 million.

Unsewered area No. 2 — Mountain Club— A mix of gravity and grinder pumps with one
new lift station.  This area will require rock excavation but the downstream pipe is in
place making this area moderately expensive. This area will add 609 parcels at a project
cost of around $ 15. 4 million.

Unsewered area No. 3— Government Canyon Area — Mostly gravity with some grinder
pump areas and two new lift stations.  This area will require moderate excavation as well

as additional downstream pipes making this area moderately expensive.  This area will
add 272 parcels at a project cost of around $ 6 million.

Unsewered area No. 4— Idylwild - Mostly gravity with some grinder pump areas, no new
lift stations.  This area will require rock excavation but the downstream pipes are in place
making this area relatively less expensive.  This area will add 354 parcels at a project
cost of around $ 5. 2 million.

Unsewered area No. 5— Grand View/ Williamson Valley Road/ Iron Springs - Mostly
gravity with some grinder pump areas and one new lift station.  This area will require rock

excavation as well as additional downstream pipes making this area relatively more
expensive.  This area will add 304 parcels at a project cost of around $ 8. 7 million.

Unsewered area No. 6— Country Park/ Yakashba Estates/ Meadow Ridge/White Oak Cir
Mostly gravity with some grinder pump areas, no new lift stations.  This area will require

rock excavation as well as additional downstream pipes making this area relatively more
expensive.  This area will add 421 parcels at a project cost of around $ 13. 9 million.

Unsewered area No. 7— North Prescott— A mix of gravity and grinder pumps with two
new lift stations.  This area will require rock excavation but downstream pipes are in
place making this area relatively more expensive.  This area will add 395 parcels at a
project cost of around $ 10. 7 million.

Unsewered area No. 8— Long View- A mix of gravity and grinder pumps with two lift
stations.  This area will require rock excavation as well as additional downstream pipes
making this area relatively more expensive. This area will add 295 parcels at a project
cost of around $ 4. 4 million.

Unsewered area No. 9— Pleasant Valley/Jack Dr— All gravity pipes and no new lift
stations.  This area will require moderate excavation but the downstream pipes are in
place making this area moderately expensive.  This area will add 48 parcels at a project
cost of around $ 1. 5 million.

Unsewered area No. 10 — Ho Kay Gan - Mostly gravity pipes with one gravity segment,
no lift stations.  This area will require moderate excavation but downstream pipes are in
place making this area relatively less expensive. This area will add 368 parcels at a
project cost of around $ 7. 8 million.

Unsewered area No. 11 — Antelope Hills - All gravity pipes and no new lift stations.  This
area will require moderate excavation but the downstream pipes are in place making this



area moderately expensive. This area will add 114 parcels at a project cost of around $ 2

million.

Unsewered area No. 12 — Juniper/ Karen Dr— All grinder pumps, no new lift station.  This

area will require moderate excavation as well as additional downstream pipes making
this area relatively more expensive.  This area will add 36 parcels at a project cost of
around $ 620,000.

Mr. Humpherys then discussed the conveyance infrastructure needed downstream from

unsewered areas and the costs associated.  The current City downstream pipes do have
enough capacity for the additional flows that will be created.

In summary, 3,895 property parcels are captured in these unsewered areas servicing up
to 8, 218 people.  Average wastewater flow will be 365 gallons per minute with reclaimed
water captured at approximately 405. 7 acre feet per year.  The required new
infrastructure in unsewered areas includes 237, 508 feet of 8- inch gravity sewer, 86, 123
feet of 4- inch pressurized pipe and force main, 7 lift stations and 747 grinder pumps.
Cost in today' s dollars for improvements is $ 86, 588, 000.

Mr. Humpherys suggested a prioritization of the projects by groups;
Group 1, Least Difficult: area 1, 4, 10, 11 adding 955 total parcels
Group 2, Moderately Difficult: area 2, 3, 8, 9 adding 1, 224 total parcels
Group 3, Most Difficult: area 5, 6, 7, 12 adding 1, 156 total parcels

Councilman Blair asked what the total cost for the Least Difficult areas would be.  Staff

calculated the cost would be approximately $ 18 million for areas 1, 4, 10 and 11.

Councilman Blair also asked if the $ 18 million includes preliminary design.  Mr. Dotseth

answered that this is total project cost.

Member Millie Owens asked why the City would not propose to complete the most
complicated areas first to keep the cost down rather than wait 10- 20 years when costs
will be higher.  Mr. Dotseth answered that no decisions have been made, this study was
conducted to advise staff of the costs and complexity of each area bringing a suggested
priority list.  This is a starting point to allow staff to continue research with their
knowledge of the system and future projects throughout the City.
Ms. Owens then asked if there will be backup generators for the lift pumps, we have
power outages in North Prescott, what will prevent backups into our houses.  Mr. Dotseth

answered that City lift stations are required to have backup generators and that is
included in the cost.  Ms. Owens then asked about backup generators for grinder pumps,
and who covers the cost of them. Mr. Dotseth replied that the individual homeowners

would be responsible for backup power for the grinder pumps for their own homes.

Member Mike Breen asked what percentage of the current total captured wastewater
does the additional 405 acre feet represent, what amount are we gaining for a cost to
benefit ratio?  Mr. Dotseth stated that we currently have 20,000 sewer customers and we
will add 4, 000 customers but staff has not calculated the additional recharge in the way
that Mr. Breen has asked.  Mr. Breen then asked what the timeline is for adding these
parcels to the sewer system.  Mr. Dotseth replied these projects will take 20- 25 years to
complete.

Member Mark Nietupski commented, in respect with some of the unsewered areas, there

is considerable area that is not served by sewer but undeveloped at this point.  Has the

analysis considered any additional development in these areas based on zoning and



densities that could affect the total calculation?  Mr. Humpherys answered that the

calculation he used looked at the property parcels that are platted at this point so the
additional land areas that are unplatted and could be developed are not in the analysis.

Mr. Nietupski continued, this would be one thing that could be updated in the model as
time goes on if the development comes about.  With respect to the costs for the
individual property owners, those numbers are not included in what we have seen today
but will be an additional cost looked at down the road correct?  Mr. Dotseth responded

yes, in regards to additional parcels to be considered down the road, there can be a
positive benefit to the existing unsewered areas as development in the unplatted areas
can get infrastructure closer to the areas we want to sewer which can reduce costs by
making the connection point closer.

Ms. Owens asked how did we jump up to almost 3, 900 users from the previous meeting
where we had 2, 800.  Mr. Dotseth remarked, we added area 13 to cover one off parcels
that are dotted around the City and not part of a larger area.  Ms. Owens continued, In

Prescott North, dormant subdivisions without access to any utilities like Arthur Dr. why do
you count those parcels?  Mr. Dotseth responded, we included any parcel that has the
right or ability at some point to develop.  The calculations for the 405. 7 acre feet per year
is if every parcel is connected at some time in the future.  Ms. Owens then asked will we

add a surcharge now to utility customers to defray cost of infrastructure.  Mr. Dotseth

stated that is an option that we can discuss at a future meeting.

Mr. Breen asked, now that a cost of$ 79 million has been generated, when will the City
be doing an outreach to the septic owners to let them know that this is being considered?
Mr. Breen feels that the longer we wait to get this information out, we will seem non-
transparent to the populous.  Gwen Rowitsch replied that the commission is working
toward coming up with a draft policy which is only a recommendation to take to Council.
Once we have formulated this recommendation for Council consideration, we can then

take it to the public for input.  Public input will be a part of the overall draft policy process.
Mr. Breen commented, we have people in the community watching this, the discussion is
already underway.  I think we will have people that will be upset that they were not asked
for input along the way rather than at the end of the process.  Councilman Blair replied
that this commission allows for the commissioners to be part of the sounding board for
the neighbors in their area.  We are not shutting anyone out, they are welcome to listen
to all of our meetings.  Once our work is complete and a draft policy written we can go
out to the public and allow them to share what they think.  Councilman Blair continued,
this should be a positive process with an end result of healthier waterways, I do not want
the EPA to mandate that everyone hook to sewer in order to improve our waterways like

they have done in other municipalities.  As a Councilman we have to be able to take
pertinent information to our Council and our City Manager as to the costs of these
projects so the conversation can begin regarding what part of the costs will be shared.

Mr. Nietupski stated, this has been a very public process for 20+ years in his time with
Public Works, we have always publicized and encouraged participation in public
meetings.  Cost of infrastructure is high however and we have an obligation to maintain

and operate a system that complies with the EPA as a City.

Citizen Howard Mechanic commented, while appreciating cleaning up the aquifer, we
need talk about the cost to the individual homeowners as well.  Mr. Mechanic also spoke

to the amount of water potentially returned to the system as effluent and its value.  Mr.

Mechanic continued in the Area 3 slide, related to 2 parcels he owns in the north part of
the area that is platted as 2 lots with 195 water units. Was this counted as the 2 lots or



195 units which is the water right for those parcels?  Mr. Humphreys answered that in his

calculation, each lot is counted as one so at the time when those lots are subdivided the

calculation would need to be redone.  Mr. Mechanic suggests that the City consider the
subdivision now in their calculation as this will half the cost per lot for this area with the
number of lots intended.  Mr. Mechanic spoke about the proposed sewer line outside the
defined area that goes to HWY69 that bypasses a lot of the existing septic people on
wells that are not being considered, properties on Overland near the VA Cemetery.  Mr.

Dotseth stated this is a high overview of these areas and when sewer is considered in

each area, a more detailed look will need to be done in the planning of sewering these
areas.  Jon Paladini cautioned that the cost of an acre foot as stated by Mr. Mechanic is
not a calculation supported by staff and should not be considered as fact without
verification.

Citizen Leslie Hoy asked, when you are starting to look at prioritizing the areas, will you
also be considering the amount of pollution impact in the various areas as well as
prioritizing by the amount of effluent that would be generated? Has it been decided if the

effluent generated will go to permanent recharge? Councilman Blair commented that this

is a group discussion that has not been to Council and he would support a
recommendation to put this effluent back to permanent recharge.

E.     Adjournment

There being no further items to discuss, Councilman Blair adjourned the meeting at
11: 06 a. m.

Respectfully Submitted by:

Care   •• e-   9 gj -       -  ager
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Date:     2  9-/


