
NAPA RIVER RECLAMATION DISTRICT #2109

MINUTES

SPECIAL METING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES

Thursday,  August 18, 2016 – 7:00 P.M.

1598 Milton Road, Napa, CA 94559

I. Call Meeting to Order/Roll Call: 

 The meeting was called to order by  Chairman Gardner at 7:00 P.M.

 Trustees Present:     Gardner, Chretien, Abblett, Lagorio

 Trustees Absent:      Ely

 Staff Present:
          Loveless,  M. Wilson and P. Wilson

 Counsel Present:      Thomas Capriola

    II.  Approval of Minutes:


Minutes of the regular meeting July 7, 2016.

A motion was made by Tr. Chretien, second by Tr. Lagorio to approve the minutes   
of the July 7, 2016 regular meeting as written.  The motion passed.

AC, FL, JG, DA     X= DE

   III.  Public Comment:

Vincent Jayo, 1548 Milton Road, once again demanded that the NRRD inspect his levee 
so he may sell his property without having to disclose any issues with the levee in his 
closing papers.
IV.   Consent Items:
1. Claims and payroll paid in July, 2016 (see attached).
       A motion was made by Tr. Chretien, second by Tr. Lagorio to approve the consent      
items.   The motion passed.

AC, FL, JG, DA     X=DE

V. Discussion of Items Removed From the Consent Calendar

      None
VI. Public Hearings:
None.

VII. Administrative and Other Items
1.Cost share agreement with Napa County Flood Control for an engineering report on levee conditions.

Tr. Gardner gave some background on the purpose for a cost share agreement with Napa Flood Control District for an engineered study of the levees within our district.  Rick Thomasser and Andrew Butler of the Napa County Flood Control District suggested that two of our board members participate in scoping the study. Tr. Gardner and Tr. Lagorio agreed to represent the District in this process. 

2.  Responses to the 2015-16 Grand Jury Report on the Napa River Reclamation District.

Tr. Gardner presented the official responses from the NRRD to the Grand Jury Report. Residents Mark and Devra Dallman submitted their opinions regarding responses to the findings (see attached).   After discussion the Board voted to eliminate the word "significant" from the draft response and approve the response with that change.

A motion was made by Tr. Lagorio, second by Tr. Chretien to approve the responses as revised.  The motion passed.

FL, AC, JG, DA     X=DE

VIII. Staff Reports

See attached.
IX. Board Member Reports and Announcements
X. District Board of Trustees Member Future Agenda Items

  XI.   Adjournment

      Adjournment to the Board of Trustees regular meeting on September 1, 2016 at 7:00 P.M.

_____________________________________

   
 Jay Gardner


 Chairperson

ATTEST:

SECRETARY TO THE BOARD

_______________________

Penny Wilson
Assistant Manager/District Secretary

Key

Members:   DA = David Abblett;  AC =Ana Chretien; DE = Drew Ely; JG = Jay Gardner; FL = Frank Lagorio

Notations Under Vote:  N = No; X = Excused/Absent; A = Abstained

The making of the motion and second are reflected respectively in the order of the recorded vote
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	Invoices Paid During July 2016
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	FY 2015/16
	
	

	8-Jul
	Napa County Recycling & Waste
	June Services
	         26.06 

	8-Jul
	Petty Cash
	Replacement Telephone
	         43.19 

	15-Jul
	AT&T
	June Services
	         22.53 

	15-Jul
	Napa County Auditor Controller
	4th Quarter Services
	       968.48 

	22-Jul
	PG&E
	June Services
	       209.15 

	22-Jul
	Napa County Counsel
	3rd & 4th Quarter Services
	    8,812.25 

	22-Jul
	Home Depot
	Maintenance Supplies
	         50.84 

	
	
	
	

	
	Total Invoices
	
	10,132.50

	
	
	
	

	
	FY 2016/17
	
	

	1-Jul
	State Compensation Insurance Fund
	July Premium
	       371.33 

	1-Jul
	Napanet
	July Services
	         54.32 

	8-Jul
	Meyers Water Company
	July/August Services
	         83.86 

	22-Jul
	Petty Cash
	Copy paper & water
	         36.44 

	22-Jul
	Caltest Analytical Laboratory
	July testing
	       286.00 

	29-Jul
	State Compensation Insurance Fund
	August Premium
	       371.33 

	
	
	
	

	
	Total Invoices
	
	    1,203.28 

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	Payroll Report  
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	Payroll Pay Period Ending 6/17/16
	112 hours
	3,181.44

	
	Medicare
	
	46.14

	
	Unemployment
	
	13.64

	
	
	
	

	
	Payroll Pay Period Ending 7/01/16
	103 hours
	3,046.11

	
	Medicare
	
	44.17

	
	Unemployment
	
	0.00

	
	
	
	

	
	Total Payroll
	
	6,331.50


Napa River Reclamation District No. 2109

Manager's Report

August 18, 2016

1.  The final Budget vs Actual Report for fiscal year 2015-16 shows that the district finished the year under budget.

Respectfully submitted,

Penny Wilson

Assistant Manager

[image: image1.png]From: Devra Dafimar oceantris38 @ gmail.com
Subject: Fwd: 8/18/2106: NRRD Response to Grand Jury Public Comments ‘
Date: August 18, 2016 at 6:46 PM
Yo:

Begin forwarded message:

Fromy: Devra Daliman <ogeaniris38@amail.com>

Subject: 8/18/2106: NRRD Response to Grand Jury Public Comments
Date: August 18, 2016 at 6:39:21 PM PDT

To: Devra Daliman <ggeaniris38@gmail.com>

Cc: Devra Daliman <ggeaniris38@gmall.com>

Anna and Jay, thank you for volunteering to engage in responding to the Grand Jury (GJ) report.

Einding #1: Doesn't address the big picture and shouldn’t speculate on who will pay for any part of
a project that might undertake.

First, the NRRD board has an opportunity to reference the whole picture, the back side (Mud
Slough) and as well as the front side (Napa River), the holistic view. The NRRD Board should stress
that we will need a contiguous solution which will protect both the Napa River side and the Mud
Slough side of the island. The response seems primarily focused on the Napa River side, though
there is a reference to Mud Slough in paragraph 4, but it's miss spelled.

Second, why speculate on who wili pay for what? We don't know if there actually is a solution(s),
why speculate on who will end up paying for the cost of any project? This comment should be
removed: “A significant portion of any project; however, whether taken on by NRRD or another
entity, would likely have to be born by property owners on Mifton Road.”

Finding #2: The NRRD Board is missing an opportunity to pul! forward LAFCO’s prior comments
about Napa County’s overlapping jurisdiction and responsibility visa-via Flood Control and Resource
Conservation. The NRRD Board needs to advise the GdJ that land owners and NRRD Board are not
the only stakeholders, the County is a stakeholder, too. The amount of money invested downtown
for flood control was huge. Right or wrong - Milton Road was not included. We are asking you to
revise the response to Finding #2, to bring forward the comments LAFCO made about overlapping
jurisdictions because those comments directly tie into Recommendation #1.

Recommendation #1: Not sure who crafted this response, but we are in total disagreement that:
“This recommendation is neither warramed nor reasonable’,

Who would write that and why? The County does have overlapping jurisdiction, authority and
ultimately responsibility. A written opinion by County Counsel of accountabilities and liabilities of all
parties is important. The Grand Jury felt this was important. Again, we ask, who would write this
and why? What is the iogic behind this response?

Becommendaiion #3: The wording is awkward and could be improved. LAFCO stated in thair
response to the GJ that completing an MSR and SOI will determine if a Governance Study is
needed. NRRD Board should simply state that we will work with LAFCO to with whatever revie

We know this whole process has been daunting, it's important to step back and ensure we are
-addressing this situation holistically and engaging the right entities at the County and State level.
We can't do this alone, nor shouid we be expected too.






