
DRAFT 
MEETING MINUTES 

CITY OF FORT LAUDERDALE 
INFRASTRUCTURE TASK FORCE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

MONDAY, APRIL 3, 2023 – 2:00 P.M. TO 5:00 P.M. 
 
January-December 2023  Attendance 
Marilyn Mammano, Chair     P  3  0 
Peter Partington, Vice Chair    P  3  0 
Gerald Angeli      A  2  1 
Shane Grabski     P  1  1 
James LaBrie     P  3  0 
Michael Lambrechts     P  3  0 
Michael Marshall      A  2  1 
Roosevelt Walters      P  3  0 
Ralph Zeltman      P  3  0 
 
As of this date, there are 9 appointed members to the Committee, which means 5 would 
constitute a quorum. 
 
Staff  
Alan Dodd, Director of Public Works 
Chris Bennett, Assistant Director of Public Works – Strategic Support 
Omar Castellon, Assistant Director of Public Works – Engineering  
Dr. Nancy Gassman, Assistant Director of Public Works – Sustainability 
Matthew Cobb, Assistant Risk Manager 
Vickie Beauvais, Senior Administrative Assistant 
Jill Prizlee, Chief Engineer 
Karen Warfel, Transportation Planning Manager 
Susan Grant, Assistant City Manager/Finance Director 
Anthony Fajardo, Assistant City Manager 
Jamie Opperlee, Recording Secretary, Prototype, Inc.  
 
Communication to the City Commission 
 
None. 
 

1. Call to Order 
 

i. Roll Call 
 
Chair Mammano called the meeting to order at 2:03 p.m. Roll was called and it was 
noted a quorum was present.  
 

ii. Approval of Agenda 
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Motion made by Mr. Walters, seconded by Mr. Zeltman, to approve. In a voice vote, the 
motion passed unanimously.  
 

iii.  Approval of Previous Meeting Minutes – February 1, February 6 & 
March 6 

 
Motion made by Vice Chair Partington, seconded by Mr. Walters, to approve [the 
February 1, 2023 minutes]. In a voice vote, the motion passed unanimously.  
 
Motion made by Mr. Walters, seconded by Vice Chair Partington, to approve [the 
February 6, 2023 minutes]. In a voice vote, the motion passed unanimously. 
 
Motion made by Vice Chair Partington, seconded by Mr. Walters, to approve [the 
March 6, 2023 minutes]. In a voice vote, the motion passed unanimously.  
 
Mr. LaBrie expressed concern that the Committee had not formalized a procedure on 
how to address contact from the public in the future. Chair Mammano recommended 
that this issue be discussed further under Member Comments at today’s meeting. 
 

2. Old Business 
 

i. Update on the City Water Distribution Mapping 
 
Chris Bennett, Assistant Director of Public Works, (Strategic Support), stated that 
mobile laser imaging, detection, and ranging (LIDAR) scanning throughout the City is 
approximately 89% complete. Aerial photography is also underway. The LIDAR imagery 
will be provided within the next week, and the Public Works Department may begin 
using this data for various needs. City water distribution mapping is on schedule to be 
complete well before the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) 
deadline of December 20, 2024.  
 
Mr. Bennett added that Public Works has provided outreach to the public via social 
media, the City’s website, and other outlets to ensure that residents are aware of the 
work being done in and around their neighborhoods.  
 
Vice Chair Partington asked how this mapping will be integrated into the City’s existing 
system. Mr. Bennett replied that the mapping will be used for asset management 
purposes so the City knows where its pipes, valves, and other infrastructure exists in 
case emergency shutoff is needed. Models will be updated to properly reflect all 
infrastructure. It will not replace any existing information, but will supplement geographic 
information systems (GIS) data by providing survey-level accuracy for pipes 8 in. or 
more in diameter. Other methods of information gathering, such as aerial surveys and 
ground-penetrating radar, will be used to update mapping as well.  
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Vice Chair Partington asked what entity would be responsible for the update. Mr. 
Bennett replied that this would be a consulting group which is working in tandem with 
City Staff. The CityWorks software program will include GIS drawings in the background 
so all Public Works Staff will have access to the new information.  
 
Chair Mammano requested an estimate of the cost of this contract. Mr. Bennett replied 
that it is roughly $8 million, most likely to come from bond funds.  
 

ii. Update on Comprehensive Funding for Sidewalks and Streets 
 
Chair Mammano recalled that at their March 6, 2023 meeting, the Committee had 
received a significant amount of information on sidewalk and street repairs in Fort 
Lauderdale. They had requested that this information be compiled into a document for 
future reference.  
 
Chief Engineer Jill Prizlee explained that Public Works has a General Fund balance of 
$1.5 million for fiscal year (FY) 2022-2023. The City’s Risk Division has a separate 
budget. The City has a Sidewalk Master Plan assessment, which is a one-time expense 
of $108,000. There is the possibility that the City may receive funds at a later time from 
the Broward Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) or the Florida Department of 
Transportation (FDOT). The City also has a pending application for $1.25 million in 
Broward County surtax funds.  
 
At present, Fort Lauderdale’s Public Works Department has $500,000 from the General 
Fund, as well as $1 million from the gas tax. The Department is working on a task order 
for the $108,000 pavement condition assessment with a City consultant. They also hope 
to complete a condition assessment for the City’s alleyways. Due to accessibility issues 
and the unique nature of many alleyways, LIDAR mapping is not possible for all of these 
spaces.  
 
Mr. Walters asked how Staff keeps track of the money used from different funding 
sources, including the City, the County, and the surtax dollars. Ms. Prizlee explained 
that the City, County, and FDOT roadways are separate: for example, there are no City 
projects on County or FDOT roads. In most cases, the sidewalks adjacent to County 
roads are under County jurisdiction as well. There are also instances in which the City 
enters into a maintenance agreement to take care of some facilities that are under 
County jurisdiction.  
 
Vice Chair Partington requested clarification of the goals of the City-wide pavement and 
alleyway assessments. Ms. Prizlee replied that the pavement assessment simply 
assess the current condition of the pavement. While a similar assessment will be done 
for alleyways, these are separated from the pavement condition index (PCI), as many of 
the City’s alleyways are inaccessible to modern technology such as LIDAR. They may 
be unpaved, landscaped, built over, or may pose other challenges. The City has to 
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know the condition of its alleyways before they can consider any future steps to improve 
them.  
 
Dr. Nancy Gassman, Assistant Director of Public Works (Sustainability), added that 
some of the City’s alleyways are maintained to provide stormwater drainage. These 
specific locations are inspected on a regular basis to ensure they are working as 
needed.  
 
Mr. LaBrie asked how many alleyways are in the City. Ms. Prizlee advised that there are 
28 miles of alleyways. Mr. LaBrie asked if the structures around alleyways are assessed 
for any of the costs of this program, pointing out that the owners of these properties may 
be using the alleyway. Ms. Prizlee explained that at present, no improvements are being 
made to these facilities: they are only being assessed for their condition. In addition, if 
an alleyway is improved, it would be the work of the City maintaining its property.  
 
Chair Mammano observed that in FY 2023, the City allocated $1.5 for the resurfacing of 
streets and $1,680,000 for sidewalks. She asked what the anticipated request may be 
for these types of projects in FY 2024. Ms. Prizlee replied that the funding requests will 
remain essentially the same, although with an additional $500,000 over five years.  
 
Ms. Warfel stated that because there is no funding in the City’s budget for new roadway 
capacity, the City seeks these funds from other sources. Capacity improvements are 
often part of larger projects. This means some funds may come through the Capital 
Improvement Program (CIP), from competitive grants offered by the Broward MPO, or 
through the Broward County surtax program. The City also applies for federal and other 
grants that can fund small improvements.  
 
Ms. Warfel reviewed funding priorities, including LauderTrail, which provides shared use 
paths across the City. A $5 million parks bond is being used for this project. LauderTrail 
is intended to be a recreational facility connecting trail systems in Holiday Park, Carter 
Park, Mills Pond Park, the Flagler Greenway, NW 15th Avenue, and other areas. This is 
the first major project for which Fort Lauderdale has received surtax funding. 
 
Chair Mammano requested that a full presentation on the LauderTrail project and its 
various phases be provided to the Committee at a later meeting. 
 
Ms. Warfel continued that as a regional transportation and planning agency, the 
Broward MPO oversees all federal transportation funding that comes into Broward 
County. Some of this federal funding is bundled together in the MPO’s competitive grant 
program known as the Complete Streets and Other Localized Initiatives Program 
(CSLIP). In the past, FDOT managed CSLIP projects on behalf of the cities in which 
projects were located; however, they will no longer do this moving forward.  
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Ms. Warfel briefly reviewed a number of upcoming projects, including sidewalk gaps 
and improvements, traffic calming, and shared use paths. All new facilities will comply 
with the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).  
 
Assistant Risk Manager Matthew Cobb explained that the Risk Management 
Department budgets for “trip-and-fall” claims filed against the City due to sidewalks that 
are not properly maintained. He reviewed a spreadsheet on this process, stating that 
the state of Florida has a four-year statute of limitations for these claims from the date 
on which the incident occurred.  
 
The City averages roughly 32 claims per year on City-maintained sidewalks. Fort 
Lauderdale sidewalks may be owned by FDOT, Broward County, or the City; reports for 
sidewalks not maintained by the City are forwarded to the appropriate party. The 
average trip-and-fall claim costs approximately $30,000, which typically combines 
payment for bodily injury, attorneys’ fees, and the City’s attorneys’ fees for defense of 
the case. The claimant often receives no more than 25% of this amount after their 
medical and attorneys’ fees are settled. The most common injuries may total $15,000 to 
$30,000 in medical costs.  
 
Chair Mammano asked if these claims are addressed through the City Attorney’s Office. 
Mr. Cobb replied that the City uses in-house risk management adjusters, who are City 
employees tasked with handling the claims pre-suit. These individuals oversee 
investigations and provide workup on claims. The City also employs three different 
outside counsel firms which handle these types of claims. The average annual cost of 
these claims to the City is approximately $370,000.  
 
The City is divided into four quadrants in which incidents occur. Most happen in the 
northeast and southeast quadrants, which are located east of Andrews Avenue and 
north or south of Broward Boulevard. These are older sections of the City where 
sidewalks are more likely to be aged. By contrast, the western part of the City is more 
suburban and its sidewalks are less heavily used, with fewer large vehicles creating 
damage.  
 
Chair Mammano asked if individuals sue adjacent property owners as well as the City. 
Mr. Cobb advised that when the City settles claims, liability is most likely divided three 
ways between the owner of the sidewalk, the adjacent property owner, and the 
individual who fell. By Ordinance, the adjacent property owner is responsible for 
notifying the City of hazards and/or defects and helping the City maintain the facility in 
good order. If they fail to do so, they may be found negligent. As the maintaining entity, 
the City assumes the greatest share of negligence. The individual may also bear some 
responsibility depending upon the nature of the hazard, the type of shoes they were 
wearing, or what they were doing that may have contributed to the fall.  
 
Vice Chair Partington asked if the City has considered a program of grinding sidewalks 
on a proactive basis. Ms. Prizlee confirmed that this is a line item in the City’s existing 
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contract; however, some slabs are displaced to an extent that grinding cannot be done. 
When she is notified that a trip-and-fall incident has been alleged, the City’s grinding 
program must be re-prioritized to address the need at that location. 
 
Mr. Zeltman noted that displaced sidewalks may be caused by pressure from tree roots 
below, and asked if these causes are analyzed and eliminated where possible. Mr. 
Cobb advised that this is part of the inspection following an alleged incident: a scene 
investigator locates the area, and a Public Works investigator determines where the 
hazard will be prioritized on the sidewalk repair list. A property owner may have some 
liability if the tree is on their land.  
 
Mr. LaBrie asked what the process might be if a neighborhood wanted to connect a 
series of sidewalk gaps, as well as clarification of the time frame for this process. Ms. 
Warfel replied that if the address of gaps has already been requested, they are already 
on the City’s priority list, which tracks what types of improvements, such as ADA 
upgrades, are needed, or what damage requires repair or replacement.  
 
Chair Mammano asked if, when making sidewalk improvements, Public Works 
coordinates with the City Department that may be responsible for swales. Ms. Warfel 
replied that whenever a sidewalk is installed, the swales are considered as well, as they 
may need to be re-graded as well.  
 

iii. Funding for Water Treatment Plant 
 
It was determined that this Item would be heard following New Business.  
 
The following Item was taken out of order on the Agenda.  
 

3. New Business 
 

i. Bypass Road and New Pipe to the Ejection (sic) [Injection] Wells at 
Treatment Plant 

 
Chair Mammano recalled that 15 years ago, a Port bypass road was proposed from 
State Road (SR) 84 through Port Everglades to Eisenhower Boulevard. This was to 
serve as an exclusive roadway that would not impact traffic to the Port, 17th Street, or 
the Convention Center. The project did not come to fruition at that time. When the 
decision was made more recently to expand the Convention Center and hotel, the 
bypass road plans were resurrected, although the roadway is no longer intended to be a 
flyover. The new plans must be operable prior to the issuance of a Certificate of 
Occupancy (CO) for the Convention Center hotel.  
 
Chair Mammano continued that this Item addresses some of the challenges associated 
with this roadway with respect to upcoming sewer projects. Mr. Bennett confirmed this, 
stating that an effluent force main running from the George T. Lohmeyer Wastewater 
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Treatment Plant extends past Eisenhower Boulevard to the injection wells. A new force 
main is being constructed to provide redundancy to the wellfields. This new effluent line 
will run down Eisenhower Boulevard on the east side of the road, which is where 
elevated light rail may be constructed in the future. As the line crosses back over to 20th 
Street, it would run beneath an area at which the elevated portion of the bypass road 
would drop back down to normal grade. This will require coordination of the force main 
and elevated bypass projects. 
 
Mr. Bennett continued that the City is currently working with Broward County on an 
inter-local agreement (ILA) for the force main project. One key timing issue is 
completion of the work on Eisenhower Boulevard in order to allow unrestricted access 
to the Convention Center and its new hotel, as well as to the Port. Another 
consideration is crossing the intersection at 20th Street and Eisenhower Boulevard, 
which is planned for late 2024 to early 2025 due to the construction of the bypass road. 
The roadway construction is expected to occur during roughly the same time frame as 
installation of the redundant pipe. These concurrent time frames add complications to 
the ILA. 
 
Mr. Bennett advised that Staff has considered approximately 10 different routes for the 
effluent pipe; however, many of these options would dramatically increase the cost of 
the project, as they would result in routes through neighborhoods in the area and would 
require significantly greater length of pipe.  
 
Vice Chair Partington requested clarification of whether or not Eisenhower Boulevard is 
considered to be within Port Everglades. Mr. Bennett replied that roads within the Port 
are still considered public rights-of-way, which is why the City would be permitted to 
place the pipe along Eisenhower. The greater question, however, is whether or not the 
County wishes to make the two projects possible within the same time frame, as they do 
not have an interest in the City’s effluent pipe and do not want it in their way. 
 
Mr. Bennett continued that the City will be attempting to thread the effluent pipe through 
an area where the foundation pilings for a proposed future elevated train station are 
expected to be laid. Mr. Dodd added that the County has other demands for the same 
right-of-way, including more transportation connections. 
 
Mr. Bennett noted that while there is physically enough room for the pipe, the issue is 
the need to estimate the positions of proposed piles, while the City must also work 
around encroachment onto County property on 20th Street. This roadway already 
includes gas and other unknown lines as well, as well as overhead transmission lines 
from Florida Power and Light (FPL).  
 
Another issue facing the City’s construction is that the County wishes to maintain, at all 
times, five lanes of traffic on Eisenhower Boulevard. This means the installation of the 
54 in. force main would be limited to one lane at a time. This will significantly slow the 
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process. 20th Street presents a separate issue, as the City must enter into an 
agreement that allows them to place the pipe on County property.  
 
Vice Chair Partington asked if an elevated pipe has been considered instead of 
underground. Mr. Bennett replied that there was consideration of elevated pipe due to 
the number of potential underground utility conflicts in some areas, but ultimately there 
was no coordination of plans for an elevated pipe across properties along the way. The 
Eisenhower Boulevard and 20th Street locations were not considered for elevated 
alternatives, although the final layout of the route includes an elevated portion from 14th 
Avenue to the back of the wellfield.  
 
Chair Mammano requested clarification of the project’s cost and whether or not it will be 
in the CIP. Mr. Bennett replied that it is in the CIP and is funded at a Class 4 level 
preliminary estimate. It is currently planned to be funded partially through bond money 
and partially through the CIP at a total of roughly $30 million. 
 
Mr. Bennett further clarified that this project is part of the City’s Consent Order for sewer 
improvements. The time frame for the Consent Order will require the project to be 
complete in 2026, which is a very tight time frame. The last remaining Consent Order-
related projects, which are all in the $15 million to $30 million range, will be partially 
funded through bond money and partially through the CIP.  
 

iii. Funding for Water Treatment Plant 
 
Finance Director/Assistant City Manager Susan Grant stated that the City’s financial 
advisor has run four potential funding scenarios: 30- and 40-year level debt service, 30- 
year wrapped debt service, and 30-year wrapped debt service with multiple issuances. 
She is currently reviewing these scenarios and will bring detailed rate scenarios back to 
the Committee in June 2023.  
 
Chair Mammano recalled that the public-private partnership (P3) was approved at a rate 
of approximately $1.61 per gallon for the first year, with escalators, which brought the 
project’s estimated cost to a total of $1.44 billion. She asked if this is still the expected 
cost. Ms. Grant confirmed that this would be the case with no changes to the contract. 
She pointed out, however, that this cost does not include the City’s debt service. The 
cost will not be fully clarified until this debt has been issued, which is planned for 
October 2023.  
 
Chair Mammano commented that this meant the first year’s cost per gallon is not 
guaranteed at $1.61. Ms. Grant advised that this cost is not accurate until the third year, 
as the City does not pay the private partner anything until the plant is commissioned. 
The only impact on rates at that time would be the cost of debt issuance in year one, 
which is October 2023.  
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Chair Mammano asked if there is any estimation of the cost in the third year. Ms. Grant 
reiterated that she has just received the information from running the four scenarios and 
has not yet been able to fully examine this information.  
 
Vice Chair Partington asked if the City is still looking for possible grant funding for the 
project. Ms. Grant confirmed this, especially for the enabling works, which the City is 
procuring itself. She also noted that the City’s credit rating is AAA.  
 

4. Public Works Update 
 

i. Water & Sewer Breaks Report w/Mapping 
 
The Committee briefly reviewed the most recent report and mapping of water and sewer 
breaks, noting that there were no sewer breaks in the past month. 
 

ii. CIP Financial Report 
 

5. General Discussion and Comments 
 

i. Committee Members 
 
Chair Mammano recalled that at the Committee’s April meeting, they discussed a 
proposed new way to allocate capacity. Instead of assigning the capacity of a project 
during the Development Review Committee (DRC) process. She also reminded the 
Committee members that the City Commission had previously requested the Committee 
offer an opinion on a potential moratorium on new development. After several hours of 
review, the Committee concluded that a moratorium was not justified at that time, which 
was approximately one year ago.  
 
Chair Mammano continued that changes in the capacity calculation do not mean the 
physical capacity of the City’s sewage treatment plant has changed: instead, the 
change would address administrative means of raising the plant’s capacity limit in order 
to continue with new development. She pointed out that the new capacity letters issued 
as part of the DRC process provide an analysis and review of what would be necessary 
to accommodate new projects, such as upgraded or new pump stations.  
 
Assistant City Manager Anthony Fajardo explained that determination of capacity has 
multiple considerations, including the ability to change when capacity is actually 
allocated to a project. Another consideration is the City’s injection wells. If the City 
cleans these wells more regularly, this will ensure that flows into these wells are at 
optimal condition. The injection wells are the primary limiting factor: while the plant itself 
has a capacity of over 93 million gallons per day (MGD), the injection wells do not have 
the capacity to accept this level of flow.  
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Mr. Fajardo continued that at present, the injection wells are cleaned every five years by 
permit. Mr. Dodd advised that the City is seeking to change this schedule so cleaning is 
done every two years, which will keep the injection wells operating at a higher capacity. 
The City has engaged a firm which is discussing the possibility of raising the plant’s limit 
by using different methodology from what is currently used by the County. There are 
also other potential enhancements that can be made at the water treatment plant itself 
to address these issues. Inflow and infiltration (I&I) is another issue that affects the 
plant’s capacity, and the City is continuing with CIP projects that address this.  
 
Chair Mammano recalled that the current methodology for capacity allocation meant a 
project has two years from the time its allocation was provided to begin work on a 
project. If a project did not meet this time frame, it was reassessed. Mr. Fajardo 
explained that while capacity letters were written in this way, it was not supported by 
State Statute. It has since been determined that an allocation is not official until a 
project has been approved by the City Commission.  
 
Mr. Fajardo continued that this change returned roughly 500,000 gallons of capacity to 
the City; however, since that time, the City has returned to roughly 1.164 MGD. Unless 
there is additional capacity to allocate, the lack of capacity would effectively halt 
development in Fort Lauderdale unless an administrative agreement is reached with the 
County which would allow the City to change the methodology used to determine permit 
capacity.  
 
Mr. Fajardo recalled that the average MGD can fluctuate due to storm events, I&I, and 
other considerations that can increase or decrease this number over a period of 
months. While the County did not oppose the proposed new calculation method, they 
have asked what the City might do to address treated water that is sent to outfalls, 
which is one of their greatest concerns.  
 
Chair Mammano commented that ways the City might increase capacity include the 
address of I&I, not only in Fort Lauderdale but in other communities served by Fort 
Lauderdale’s system, such as Oakland Park, as well as cleaning of the injection wells 
every two rather than every five years. Mr. Fajardo pointed out that cleaning these wells 
does not change the permitted amount, but makes it possible to inject more water into 
the wells instead of through outfall. He confirmed, however, that these changes would 
not have any effect on the capacity letters issued for projects.  
 
Mr. Dodd noted that the only time there are issues with the injection wells is when heavy 
rain events occur, which raise peak flows to 80 or 90 MGD rather than an MGD average 
in the low 40s. If the City can show improvement in the outflow issue during peak flow 
events, the County is more likely to increase the plant’s permitted capacity.  
 
Mr. Zeltman recalled that there was discussion at one point regarding a sixth injection 
well. Mr. Dodd confirmed that the City’s consultant is considering this as one option for 
the physical increase of capacity in the City’s wellfield; however, this is a complicated 
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process, as a new injection well would have to meet modern construction standards, 
provide additional pre-treatment, and meet space constraints in the subject area.  
 
Chair Mammano asked how much more water could be pumped into the injection wells 
if they are cleaned more often. It was clarified that with the existing five-year cleaning 
cycle, the wells operate at a capacity of roughly 80 MGD. Immediately after a well is 
cleaned, it can accommodate 90 to 93 MGD. Approximately 10 MGD are lost with a 
five-year cleaning cycle, although it has not been determined how much capacity would 
be recovered on a two-year cleaning cycle.  
 
Vice Chair Partington requested additional information regarding the County’s concern 
with use of outfall. Mr. Bennett reiterated that this is one of the County’s biggest 
concerns regarding capacity. The City is permitted outfall due to its grandfathered 
permit conditions, which would not continue if the City had to rebuild or make major 
improvements to the wastewater treatment plant. The County’s concern is that while the 
City is requesting a capacity increase, they also had to use the outfall option five times 
in the previous year. If the City can reach a point where they no longer use outfall, the 
County is less concerned with other issues, such as I&I.  
 
Vice Chair Partington noted that other municipalities which rely on Fort Lauderdale for 
water and sewer services are not prohibited from approval of projects. Mr. Fajardo 
confirmed that Fort Lauderdale is not involved in these cities’ approval processes. He 
recalled, however, that the city of Wilton Manors has requested a comprehensive plan 
amendment that would allow them to increase their capacity. He has met with their city 
manager, who indicated that Wilton Manors will provide information showing the steps 
they have taken to address I&I. Fort Lauderdale also plans on reaching out to other 
cities served by their water and sewer systems to determine what they are doing as 
well.  
 
Chair Mammano asked if there were also issues with capacity permitting at the state 
level. Mr. Bennett replied that the state permits 56.6 MGD, which is based on a three-
month rolling average of flows. The County uses a one-year rolling average of flows and 
applies a peaking factor as well. This is because the state standard must apply to all of 
Florida, while South Florida has different weather and environmental conditions that are 
taken into consideration for the County standard. The County also wants to ensure that 
its subject agencies remain within the amount permitted, which is why the peaking 
factor is applied.  
 
Chair Mammano asked how much it would cost to clean the injection wells more often 
and where this money would come from. It was clarified that this would be an 
operational cost rather than coming from the CIP budget. Omar Castellon, Assistant 
Director of Public Works (Engineering), advised that the cost of cleaning all five wells is 
approximately $3 million. The cleaning process also examines the wells’ structure to 
determine whether cracks exist or repairs must be made.  
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Mr. LaBrie requested that the Committee come to a procedural agreement on how any 
future letters to them as an advisory body are addressed. He recalled that the Chair had 
indicated no individual should respond, but felt the Committee owed members of the 
public some type of response.  
 
Mr. LaBrie suggested that no individual member of the Committee respond until the 
entire advisory body has met to discuss the issue. Once they have met, the Chair could 
be responsible for drafting a response on behalf of the group.  
 
Mr. Walters pointed out that this could mean individuals or entities who contact the 
Committee may have to wait for up to one month for their next meeting, and even longer 
for a response. He felt the Chair, or another designee, could be authorized to respond 
on behalf of the full Committee. Mr. Lambrechts pointed out that the Committee serves 
in an advisory capacity only, and an individual experiencing an emergency should 
instead reach out to City Staff or the City’s emergency number. He cautioned against 
giving the public the impression that the Committee is a point of contact for City 
business.  
 
Chair Mammano suggested that letters to the Committee could be added as an Agenda 
Item, which would ensure that any communications received from the public between 
Committee meetings are addressed at the next scheduled meeting. She also noted that 
if a letter is sent to the Committee, the City sends it to her for informational purposes. At 
that time, she could acknowledge receipt of the letter, state that it will be discussed at 
the next meeting, and direct the individual to call the City’s emergency number. She 
concluded that they could discuss this response in greater depth at the next meeting.  
 
Chair Mammano referred again to a letter addressing capacity and development, noting 
that the letter states improvements must be made to a pump station to reduce the run 
time and meet increased demand. It was clarified that the developer in question would 
be responsible for increasing the size of the pumps. Mr. Castellon added that while the 
City may have a CIP project to improve a pump station, a developer who needs the 
station’s capacity increased before the project is undertaken in the CIP would be 
responsible for making the upgrades to accommodate their development.  
 
Mr. Grabski commented that the City does not always consider all the improvements 
needed in a given basin to determine whether or not they align with one another. Mr. 
Bennett explained that while this may have been the case in the past, the City now 
looks at projects which have gone through the DRC process, as well as projects that are 
likely to be developed within the same basin.  
 
Mr. Bennett further clarified that in the past, a developer may have been required to 
make an improvement that is only intended to meet their own project’s capacity; 
however, there is no prohibition against the City requesting that proper infrastructure 
improvements be made in order to handle the projects they know are coming to an 
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area. If a development fee is higher than the cost of the infrastructure, the difference 
would be refunded to the developer.  
 
Senior Administrative Assistant Vickie Beauvais noted that the Committee’s September 
2023 meeting will need to be rescheduled, as it falls on a holiday. Chair Mammano 
requested that this be placed on the next Agenda, as well as a discussion of a summer 
break.  
 

ii. Public Comments 
 
None. 
 

6. Adjournment – NEXT SCHEDULED MEETING DATE – Monday, May 1, 
2023 

 
There being no further business to come before the Committee at this time, the meeting 
was adjourned at 4:24 p.m. 
 
Any written public comments made 48 hours prior to the meeting regarding items 
discussed during the proceedings have been attached hereto. 
 
[Minutes prepared by K. McGuire, Prototype, Inc.] 


	ITFAC Agenda 5-1-23
	Infrastructure Task Force Advisory Committee Monday, May 1, 2023, 2:00pm to 4:30pm
	Please note that this meeting is Hybrid.
	Agenda

	040323 FTL ITFC 1st draft minutes.pdf

