
BOARD OF THE METROPOLITAN SEWERAGE DISTRICT 

FEBRUARY 16, 2011 

 

 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call: 

 

The regular monthly meeting of the Metropolitan Sewerage District Board was 

held in the Boardroom of MSD’s Administration Building at 2:00 P.M., Wednesday, 

February 16, 2011. Chairman Aceto presided with the following members present:  

Bellamy, Bissette, Bryson, Creighton, Haner, Kelly, Root, Russell, Stanley, VeHaun and 

Watts.  

  

Others present were:  Thomas E. Hartye, General Manager, William Clarke, 

General Counsel, Gary McGill with McGill Associates, Inc., Joseph Martin with 

Woodfin Sanitary Water & Sewer District, Esther Manheimer and Cathy Ball with the 

City of Asheville, Mike Plemmons with CIBO, Ron Butler, developer, Stan Boyd, Ed 

Bradford, Jim Hemphill, Scott Powell, Peter Weed, John Kiviniemi, Barry Cook, Angel 

Banks, Ken Stines, Mike Butler, Kevin Johnson, Julie Willingham and Sondra 

Honeycutt, MSD. 

 

2. Inquiry as to Conflict of Interest: 

 

Mr. Aceto asked if there were any conflicts of interest with the agenda items.  No 

conflicts were reported. 

 

3. Approval of Minutes of the January 19, 2011 Meeting: 

 

Mr. Aceto asked if there were any changes to the Minutes of the January 19, 2011 

Board Meeting.  With no changes, the minutes were approved by acclamation. 

 

4. Adjustment of Agenda and Public Comment: 

 

Mr. Aceto suggested moving Item 7 (consideration of proposals concerning MSD 

revenue sharing for sewer extensions) up in the agenda. With no objections, Mr. Aceto 

called on Mr. Hartye for a presentation. 

 

Mr. Hartye presented the following proposals:  He reported that Option a. is the 

original Planning Committee proposal from the July 8, 2010 meeting, to give the first 5 

years of actual revenue (user charges) up to the cost of the extension.  This applies to 

everyone – public or private. Option b. is the City of Asheville (COA) proposal for 

member agencies, to receive 50% of actual revenues (user charges) for 10 years with no 

limit. This applies to member agencies only for annexations or areas not currently served.  

Option c. is the Hybrid Option that came out of the December 2010 Planning Committee, 

to give 50% of actual revenue (user charges) for 10 years to member agencies up to the 

cost of the extension project and 5 years of actual revenue (100%) to private developers 

up to cost of the extension.  Option d. is the CIBO recommendation.  MSD to give all but 

the treatment portion of revenues or potentially 98% of revenues (user charges) for 10 

years, and would include commercial and industrial development. This option would not 

apply to residential developments over 100 houses, which would place a focus on smaller 

developers, but could create phasing issues and could be subject to legal challenges.  

Option e. is the new Hybrid option, incorporating some of the CIBO and COA 

recommendations, to give 50% of actual revenue (user charges) for 10 years up to the 

cost of extension for public or private extensions. This would apply to all projects except 

private residential projects over 100 houses. This option would allow greater time to tie 

on and potential revenue for all developers, but is subject to legal challenge.  Option f. is 

the Keep It Simple Option to give 50% of actual revenue (user charges) for 10 years up to 

the cost of extension for public or private extensions.  This option is limited by the cost of 

the extension, creates a level playing field, and allows greater time for tie on and 

potential revenue for all developers.  Mr. Hartye stated that after a meeting with Mr. 

McGill and Mr. Clarke, it is their recommendation that if the Board decides to proceed 

with revenue sharing that it select options c. (hybrid option) or f. (keep it simple option)  
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because these options are legally defensible and are more easily administered from a staff 

standpoint.   

  

Mr. Bissette stated that the Planning Committee starting looking at the proposal 

last July and recommended option a., but came back in December after input from the 

public and Members of the Board, and recommended option c. (hybrid option).  At that 

time, representatives from CIBO, COA and the public requested the Board delay its 

decision to consider additional information.  This information went to staff resulting in 

options e. (new hybrid option) and f. (keep it simple option). 

 

Mr. Bissette stated that the Board talked about failing septic tank emergencies, 

new affordable housing projects, and extension to the system by others; both member 

agencies and private developers.  Mr. Bissette called the Board’s attention to the General 

Conditions and Requirements of the policy.  He stated that if a policy is adopted there are 

a number of checks and balances, not the least of which, is that the program and its 

offerings is subject to available funding and any project that is eligible for reimbursement 

over $50,000 will require the approval of the MSD Board of Directors.  In talking to 

several Board Members, he suggested that if one of the proposals is passed that it be 

limited to 3 years and brought back to the Board.  Also, after looking at options e. and f. 

he recommends option f., which has a level playing field, does not favor a particular 

group and is simple to administer. 

 

Mr. Aceto opened the meeting for public comment. He welcomed Mr. Martin, 

Ms. Manheimer, Ms. Ball, Mr. Plemmons and Mr. Butler.   

 

Mr. Aceto recognized Mr. Plemmons with CIBO.  Mr. Plemmons expressed his 

appreciation to the Board for allowing additional time to meet with developers to get their 

input into the process.  He stated that option d. seems to cover what they were looking 

for, especially for the small developer who is having trouble selling out in a tough 

economy and feels this policy is an economic stimulus for them and will increase MSD’s 

customer base.   Mr. Plemmons introduced Mr. Ron Butler. 

 

Mr. Butler stated that the development community has been asking for years for 

the MSD Board to consider some type of revenue sharing plan and commends the Board 

for taking it up at this time. He further stated that such a plan would give a strong 

incentive to developers, especially the small developer, to install sewer lines and 

encourage them to buy and develop land within the Master Plan service area.  He stated 

that after considering all of the options, his committee feels option f. (keep it simple) 

would be the best way to create a revenue sharing plan for the building and development 

community.  Mr. Haner asked Mr. Butler what his largest project is.  Mr. Butler said his 

largest project is 133 homes in South Asheville. He stated that coming from an 

engineering background he always had the attitude that they would go the extra cost of 

bringing a sewer line to the property or locating a line to tie into, since the development is 

easier to market, and there is less impact on the environment.  He further stated that of all 

of the subdivisions he has developed over the years, only one small subdivision has 

septic.   Mr. Aceto asked what impact this will have for MSD as far as new connections.  

Mr. Butler stated that he feels this will have a positive impact, especially on the small 

developer.  

 

Mr. Martin asked what would happen with revenue sharing on projects that are 

sub-standard or, is the developer required to warranty the project during the time revenue 

sharing is going on.  Mr. Hartye said yes, that a developer must install a project according 

to MSD requirements and at that time, MSD accepts the development for ownership and 

maintenance, a warranty is granted and then people can tie-on the system. This is when 

revenue sharing begins.  Ms. Bellamy stated that the lines being installed are not being 

paid for by the current ratepayers. The new ratepayers who are tapping on the system 

have never been billed by MSD, so those who are paying are benefiting from it and it 

does not take away from the existing ratepayers, therefore they are not impacted.   



Minutes 

February 16, 2011 

Page Three 

 

Mr. Aceto recognized Esther Manheimer and Cathy Ball. Ms. Manheimer 

expressed her appreciation to the Board for taking the time to consider this issue.   Ms. 

Ball said she appreciated the Board’s consideration.  Mr. Bissette moved that the Board 

adopt the unified sewer extension policy, option f. as outlined, that this policy be 

approved for a period of three (3) years ending December 31, 2014, and at that time, the 

Board be required to review the policy results and determine whether it should be 

continued.  Mr. Russell seconded the motion.  

   

Mr. Creighton asked what the average house generates per year in revenue.  Mr. 

Hartye said $300.00.  Mr. Haner said he has a real concern with no limit on units for 

private developers.  Mr. Bissette said there is no limit, but the Board will have to approve 

each project over $50,000.  Mr. Hartye said the limits are on the extension costs.  Mr. 

Haner said without limiting projects to a certain size, MSD is not drawing a line between 

large and small projects with private developers.  He stated that the Board entered into 

this discussion because it wanted to be of assistance to people who were having economic 

problems. He further stated that he does not have a problem with MSD assisting with 

putting people back to work, but by not drawing a line between private projects, MSD is 

not spending its money wisely and this option should be modified. Mr. Bissette said he 

thinks commercial projects put people to work as much as residential projects.  Mr. Aceto 

stated that this issue is not about jobs, economic assistance, etc., but rather the ratepayers, 

care of the sewer system and an increase in MSD’s customer base.  Mr. Haner said he 

looks at this from a standpoint of whether this is the best way to use MSD money and it’s 

not so much about increasing revenues as it is about using the ratepayers money in a 

responsible way.   

 

Mr. Creighton asked if there is still a need for $350,000 in the budget for revenue 

sharing.  Mr. Bissette said there is no budgetary impact, since the developer or member 

agency pays for it and a check is not cut until the revenue is collected from new 

customers.  Mr. Hartye explained that only 50% of revenues from new customers will be 

paid to the developer or member agency.  He stated that the $350,000 was originally 

there for cost recovery when there was a lot of up front expense, but there is no money up 

front with revenue sharing, therefore, no need to budget for related expenses. He further 

stated that the total expense for all currently planned projects public and private, 

assuming a project is built immediately, would yield $80,000 a year. MSD would        

share one-half that amount. If a project is successful, MSD will not only get revenues 

from user fees, but facility fees as well.  Ms. Bellamy cited the Brevard Road annexation 

area, explaining the City invested $1.5 million in the sewer system as well as businesses 

and residential development and carried the debt burden with no revenue to pay for it.  

She stated that revenue sharing is a way to be reimbursed for a large investment and 

allows the City to follow those plans outlined by the municipalities in the county.    

 

  Mr. Haner asked what exposure MSD has if it draws a line for a particular size 

development. Mr. Clarke said a significant exposure.  He stated that in setting rates, fees 

and charges, MSD can discriminate based on actual differential cost, or discriminate 

between industrial and residential customers based on strength of waste.  However, MSD 

cannot discriminate between classes of customers, based on income or size.  He further 

stated that MSD is obligated under its Bond Order to comply with the law and he would 

not recommend the Board adopt a program that limits reimbursement to private 

residential development under 100 houses.  

 

 With no further discussion, Mr. Aceto called for the question.  Voice vote in 

favor of the motion was 7 Ayes; 5 Nays; Mr. Vehaun, Mr. Haner, Mr. Creighton, Ms. 

Bryson and Mr. Kelly.                           

 

5. Report of General Manager: 

  

Mr. Hartye presented a copy of a telephone message from Mr. Robert Brown 

regarding a back-up at 5 Sunset Drive expressing his appreciation to James Beaver,  



Minutes 

February 16, 2011 

Page Four 

 

 

  Robert Burnett, Lee Plemmons, Pete Cole, Wayne Rice, Jason Price and Chris Johnson. 

Also, displayed are cards from students at Barnardsville Elementary expressing 

appreciation to Eric Bryant and the CTV Crew who did a show and tell presentation at 

the school.  

 

  Mr. Hartye announced the Annual Home Show will take place at the Asheville 

Civic Center, March 17-20
th

.  MSD will have a booth there as it has done for the last 10 

years. 

 

 Mr. Hartye presented an AC-T article on the Riverkeepers efforts to have the 

Swannanoa River reclassified. Also, AC-T articles on State Budget cuts under 

consideration and Asheville water rates. 

 

 Mr. Hartye reported that the next Board Meeting will be held March 16
th

 at 2PM.  

The next Right of Way Committee Meeting will be held February 23
rd

 at 9AM. 

 

6. Consolidated Motion Agenda: 

 

a. Consideration of Bids for Sanitary Sewer Rehabilitation Project – Old Home 

Road PRP: 

 

Mr. Hartye reported that the project is for the replacement of an aged vitrified 

clay sanitary sewer line, located in the Town of Woodfin and is comprised of 2,400 

linear feet of 8-inch DIP.  He further reported that the following bids were received 

on February 3, 2011:  BC&D Associates with a total bid of $812,300.00; Patton 

Construction Group, Inc. with a total bid of $549,775.00; Buckeye Construction Co., 

with a total bid of $472,982.00; T&K Utilities, Inc. with a total bid of $455,975.00; 

Disaster Recovery6 with a total bid of $452,386.00; Carolina Specialties, with a total 

bid of 422,914.95; Freestone Construction, with a total bid of $413,132.00; Huntley 

Construction Company, with a total bid of $372,946.00; Haywood Grading and 

Excavating, with a total bid of $371,736.25; Payne, McGinn & Cummins, with a total 

bid of $352,373.00 and Terry Brothers Construction Co., Inc. with a total bid of 

$320,931.00.  The bid of Haywood Grading and Excavating was invalid since the 

contractor did not acknowledge receipt of Addendas Nos. 1 and 2; therefore, the bid 

was rejected. Staff recommends award of this contract to Terry Brothers Construction 

Co., Inc. in the amount of $320,931.00, subject to review and approval by District 

Counsel. 

 

b. Adoption of Budget Calendar – FY2011-2012: 

 

Mr. Powell noted the Finance Committee meeting date shown on the 

recommendation sheet as May 12
th

, should say May 11
th

.  He reported that the 

proposed Budget Calendar is designed for input by all stakeholders into a systematic 

and deliberate process.  Time between Committee and Board meetings has been 

scheduled to prepare and distribute agenda items, including preparation time for any 

revisions requested to be presented at a subsequent meeting.  Staff recommends 

approval of the Budget Calendar as presented. 

 

c. Second Quarter Budget to Actual Review: 

 

Mr. Powell reported that Domestic User Fees are at budget expectations.  Facility 

and Tap Fees are above budgeted expectations due to the District receiving 

unanticipated revenues from two developments in excess of $1.1 million.  Interest and 

Miscellaneous income are below budgeted expectations due to recessionary pressure 

on the fixed income market.  He stated that based on economic data at last year’s 

budget, rates of return were projected to be around 2.5% on the investment portfolio.  

As of December, the average rate of return was 1.044%.  The shortfall in this revenue  
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line item will be offset by the positive variance of the District’s variable rate revenue 

bonds expenditure.  He further stated that due to the District having a $21 million 

worth of variable debt, this was budgeted at 2.5% and as of the end of January, the 

District paid out .29%.  O&M expenditures are at 50.82% of budget and include 

encumbered amounts, which has elevated the budget to actual ratio slightly above 

50%. As of the end of December there was approximately $350,000 of encumbrances 

that are also reflected in the O&M number.  Bond principal and interest actually spent 

are less than budget due to actual variable interest rates averaging .29% basis points 

as well as timing of the debt service principal and interest payments. He stated that 

amounts budgeted for capital equipment and capital projects are rarely expended 

proportionately throughout the year.  Additionally, the amounts include encumbered 

amounts for the Microscreen project of $8.9 million.   

 

d. Second Quarter City of Asheville Billing Report: 

 

Mr. Powell reported that at the end of each quarter, the City of Asheville staff 

prepares a summary of all billing and collection activities, which is reconciled to 

beginning and ending account receivable balances.  Page two shows net billing up 

5.2% and cash receipts up 7.3%.  Receivables are up 9.4% due to the timing of a 

couple of year-end billing cycles as well as accounts requiring additional time to 

collect. Staff will continue to monitor future quarters as this could have cash flow 

effect on the District.  He stated that based on analysis of the data presented, all funds 

are being remitted to MSD in a timely manner.  Mr. Russell asked if there are any 

changes in the Health Insurance in the coming fiscal year.  He stated that during the 

last eight months the City of Asheville’s Blue Ribbon Task Force has been looking at 

its health plan with some significant outcomes. Mr. Hemphill said there are no 

significant changes expected and expenditures for the medical insurance plan are 

within 1% of what was predicted.  Mr. Powell stated that typically MSD receives its 

renewal plan at the end of March.  If there is a high renewal number, staff will work 

with the Personnel Committee to adjust the plan if needed.  Mr. Russell requested 

time at the Personnel Committee meeting to discuss what the City is doing in this 

regard.     

 

e. Cash Commitment/Investment Report – Month Ended December 31, 2010: 

 

Mr. Powell reported that Page 2 shows the makeup of the District’s Investment 

Portfolio with no significant change from the prior month or prior fiscal years.  Page 

3 is the Investment Manager Report as of the month of December.  The weighted 

average maturity of the investment portfolio is 148 days.  The yield to maturity is 

.94% and is exceeding MSD bench marks of the 6 month T-Bill of 0.19% basis points 

and the NCCMT cash portfolio of 0.12% basis points.  He stated that the reason these 

items are benchmarked is because they are fairly liquid, and based on how often MSD 

goes into the bond market, it keeps the investment portfolio very short, i.e. a three-

year duration.  Page 6 is MSD Variable Debt Service report.  Both the 2008 A&B 

Series are performing better than budgeted expectations.  As of the end of January, 

both issues have saved District rate payers, $3.5 million dollars in debt service since 

April, 2008.  

 

 Mr. Russell moved that the Board adopt the Consolidated Motion Agenda as 

presented.  Ms. Bellamy seconded the motion.  With no discussion, roll call vote was as 

follows:  12 Ayes; 0 Nays.   

 

7. Consideration of Proposals Concerning MSD Revenue Sharing for Sewer 

Extensions Constructed by Member Agencies and Private Developers: 

 

Reported under Item 4. 
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8. Old Business: 

 

None 

 

9. New Business: 

  

Mr. Kelly stated that under Chapter 162A of the General Statutes, the MSD Board 

of Directors is required, following the Census, to make a determination as to whether or 

not the City of Asheville is entitled to three (3) members on the Board.  He further stated 

that the Bond Order require the District to comply with the law, therefore, he requests the 

Chairman to take such action as may be necessary to reflect the June, 2010 census. Mr. 

Clarke stated that the Statute says “The City of Asheville appoints three (3) members to 

the District Board because it has a population greater than that of all other political 

subdivisions (other than counties) and unincorporated areas within the District.  If the 

City of Asheville’s population did not exceed that of all other political subdivisions and 

unincorporated areas, Asheville would be entitled to appoint only one member.”  He 

further stated that this is something that should be looked at; however, the census 

numbers for North Carolina are not complete yet, but should be available April 1
st
.   Mr. 

Kelly asked that an opinion from Counsel be placed on the agenda for the April 20
th

 

meeting of the Board.  Mr. Haner asked if there was a trend in the 2000 census that would 

support Mr. Kelly’s concern. Mr. Clarke stated there was increasing population in 

Buncombe County, outside the City of Asheville and other municipalities, but no 

significant growth in municipalities like Weaverville and Black Mountain.  Mr. Clarke 

said he would have this information available for the April meeting of the Board.       

 

10. Adjournment: 

 

With no further business, Mr. Aceto called for adjournment at 3:07 PM. 

 

            

     Jackie W. Bryson, Secretary/Treasurer 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                                                       

                      Metropolitan Sewerage District  
             of Buncombe County, NC 
 

            AGENDA FOR 2/16/11 
 
 Agenda Item Presenter Time    

 Call to Order and Roll Call Aceto  2:00  

 01.   Inquiry as to Conflict of Interest Aceto 2.05   

 02.   Approval of Minutes of the January 19, 2011 Board 
Meeting.   

Aceto 2:10  

 03.   Discussion and Adjustment of Agenda  Aceto 2:15   

 04.   Informal Discussion and Public Comment Aceto 2:20  

 05.   Report of General Manager Hartye 2:25  

  06.  Consolidated Motion Agenda           2:40    

        a.  Consideration of Bids for Sanitary Sewer 
Rehabilitation Project – Old Home Rd. @ 
Weaverville Highway.  

Hartye   

        b.  Consideration of FY 2011-12 Budget Calendar Hartye   

        c.  Second Quarter Budget to Actual Review Hartye   

        d.  Second Quarter City of Asheville Billing Report Hartye   

        e.  Cash/Commitment Investment Report Month 
Ending   December 31, 2010.  

Hartye    

  07.  Consideration of Proposals concerning MSD Revenue 
Sharing for Sewer Extensions Constructed by Member 
Agencies and Private Developers.    

Aceto 3:00  

 08.  Old Business: Aceto  3:30  

 09.  New Business: Aceto 3:35  

 10.  Adjournment (Next Meeting March 16, 2011) Aceto 3:40                      

 

MSD 
Regular Board Meeting 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 



 

 

BOARD OF THE METROPOLITAN SEWERAGE DISTRICT 

JANUARY 19, 2011 

 

 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call: 

 

The regular monthly meeting of the Metropolitan Sewerage District Board was 

held in the Boardroom of MSD’s Administration Building at 2:00 P.M., Wednesday, 

January 19, 2011. Chairman Aceto presided with the following members present:  

Bellamy, Bissette, Bryson, Haner, Kelly, Root, Russell, VeHaun and Watts.  Mr. 

Creighton and Mr. Stanley were absent. 

 

 Others present were: Thomas E. Hartye, General Manager, William Clarke, 

General Counsel, Gary McGill with McGill Associates, Inc., Joseph Martin with 

Woodfin Sanitary Water & Sewer District, Stan Boyd, Ed Bradford, Jim Hemphill, Scott 

Powell, Peter Weed, John Kiviniemi, Barry Cook, Angel Banks, Julie Willingham and 

Sondra Honeycutt, MSD. 

 

2. Inquiry as to Conflict of Interest: 

 

Mr. Aceto asked if there were any conflicts of interest with the agenda items.  Mr. 

Bissette stated that he had a conflict with Item b. (The Settings of Black Mountain) of the 

Consolidated Motion Agenda and asked to be excused from voting on this item.  Mr. 

Bissette was excused from deliberation and voting on this item. 

 

3. Approval of Minutes of the December 15, 2010 Meeting: 

 

Mr. Aceto asked if there were any changes to the Minutes of the December 15, 

2010 Board Meeting.  With no changes, the minutes were approved by acclamation.   

 

4. Discussion and Adjustment of Agenda: 

 

 None. 

 

5. Informal Discussion and Public Comment: 

 

 Mr. Aceto welcomed Mr. Martin. 

 

6. Report of the General Manager: 

 

Mr. Hartye presented a telephone message from Harry Riva at 53 Cedar Trail 

expressing his appreciation for work done on his property by Randy Mull, Mike Rice, 

John Crowe, Marcus Bynum, Carl Ellington and Jason Price.  

 

Also, Mr. Lewis Solomon of 38 Euclid Boulevard wanted to thank MSD, in 

particular Herman Shelton, for the quick response to a problem even though it was with 

his plumbing and Lynn Hills of 106 Eastwood Avenue called commending both Grady 

Brooks and the crew of Randy Mull and Mike Rice on how quickly they responded, and 

with the work they performed.  

 

 Mr. Hartye reported that MSD received a complaint against an employee in 

response to a situation in Biltmore Forest and that disciplinary action has been taken. 

 

Mr. Hartye reported the District has once again been granted the Government 

Finance Officers Association (GFOA) Distinguished Budget Presentation Award. He 

expressed his appreciation to Teresa Gilbert and Scott Powell. 

 

Mr. Hartye presented a Mountain Express article on the MSD Cost Sharing 

Proposal.  Ms. Bryson pointed out that the first part of paragraph 9 was incorrect.    

 

sondrah
Typewritten Text
2.
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As requested by a few Board Members, Mr. Hartye presented a video of MSD 

System Services employees performing part of their Operations Challenge, prior to the 

State AWWA-WEA State Convention.  Mr. Hartye stated that the demonstration took 

place at the MSD and it was their best time at 1:22, and was very competitive with the 

national best time. He reported that a large part of the Operations Challenge, they had 

never seen before and they still came in second place.     

 

Mr. Hartye reported that the next meeting of the Board will be held February 16
th

 

at 2 p.m. and the next Right of Way Committee Meeting will be held February 23
rd

 at 9 

a.m. 

 

7. Consolidated Motion Agenda: 

 

a. Consideration of Annual Meeting Dates: 

 

 Mr. Hartye reported that in addition to the dates presented, the Budget Calendar 

will be presented at the next meeting, showing Committee meeting dates. 

 

b. Consideration of Developer Constructed Sewer Systems:  Ledford Development; 

Reems Creek Master Plan Phase II and The Settings of Black Mountain Phase 

III. 

 

 Mr. Hartye reported that the Ledford Development Sewer Extension project is 

located at the intersection of New Leicester Highway and Elida Home Road and 

included the installation of approximately 47 linear feet of 8” gravity sewer to serve a 

commercial shopping center.  Staff recommends acceptance of the developer 

constructed sewer system and all MSD requirements have been met. 

  

 Mr. Hartye reported that the Reems Creek Master Plan Phase II project is located 

in Reems Creek just outside of Weaverville.  He stated that MSD designed, permitted 

and obtained right of way and construction was administered by the developer 

Windsor-Aughtry Company, Inc.  The on-site sewer system within the development 

will be submitted at a later date for acceptance of ownership by MSD.  He further 

stated that the estimated cost for Phase II is $507,496.00. The Board originally 

approved reimbursement funding in the amount of $224,349.99 on October 24, 2007. 

Per the agreement, $75,383.50 of these funds has been provided to the developer to 

date.  The remaining $148,966.49 of funding is to be provided upon acceptance of the 

system.  Staff recommends acceptance of the developer constructed sewer system.  

(All MSD Requirements have been met) and authorization for the General Manager 

to disperse $148,966.40 to Windsor-Aughtry Company, Inc. for the remaining cost 

reimbursement funds on the project. 

 

 Mr. Hartye reported that The Settings of Black Mountain Phase III project is 

located off Lakey Gap Road in the Town of Black Mountain.  The project included 

the installation of approximately 1,372 linear feet of 8” gravity sewer to serve a 

seventeen (17) unit residential development.  Staff recommends acceptance of the 

developer constructed sewer system.  All MSD requirements have been met. 

 

c. Consideration to Open a Public Funds Money Rate Savings Account with 

BB&T: 

 

 Mr. Powell reported the District has an opportunity to diversify its banking 

position while achieving a .16% higher rate of return on short-term funds with a 

BB&T Public Fund Money Rate Savings Account. He stated the fund is fully 

collateralized with the State; will yield .50% rate of return, contingent to having $5 

million dollars invested in the account, and the District will have full access to the 

funds with a minimum of up to six (6) withdrawals a month.  Additional withdrawals 

will cost the District $2.00 each. He further stated that moving the funds from Bank  
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of America to the BB&T product will diversify the District’s short-term banking 

position while meeting standards outlined in the District’s Investment Policy. 

Therefore, staff recommends approval of the banking resolution which establishes the 

aforementioned account.  Ms. Bellamy asked if the District removed all of its funds 

from First Citizens Bank.  Mr. Powell said no, the District still has a banking 

relationship with both First Citizens Bank as well as Home Trust Bank.  Mr. Kelly 

asked if this is being done because it’s in the best interest of the District, not because 

it’s in the best interest of any particular bank.  Mr. Powell said because it’s in the best 

interest of the District.  BB&T had the best vehicle to achieve a higher rate of return 

on short-term funds.  Mr. Russell asked why the District is not moving all $9.6 

million over to BB&T, since it would earn an additional $8,000 in interest.  Mr. 

Powell stated the reason all of this money was at Bank of America is because of the 

Stand-by Bond Purchase Agreement. However, if the Board would like to move all 

$9.6 million to BB&T this can be done, but the Operating Account in the amount of 

$1.3 million would have to stay with Bank of America, since it is a condition of the 

Agreement. Also, Bank of America provided a .10% basis point reduction in the 

District’s most recent Liquidity Agreement, which netted the District $54,000 in 

savings.  Mr. Clarke stated the last time the District had a Stand-by Letter of Credit, 

which is the liquidity facility for the variable rate bonds, a condition of getting the 

money was that all funds had to stay with Bank of America, but that has changed. He 

further stated that it is in the District’s best interest to maintain a banking relationship 

with Bank of America since it will have to go back and get another Letter of Credit in 

a couple of years.  Mr. Powell said that will take place in three years. Following a 

brief discussion, Mr. Aceto reiterated the benefits of opening an account with BB&T 

while maintaining a relationship with Bank of America.  

 

d. Cash Commitment/Investment Report – Month Ended November 30, 2010: 

                   

 Mr. Powell reported that Page two presents the makeup of the District’s 

Investment Portfolio, with no change from the prior month.  Page three is the  

Investment Manager Report as of the month of December.  The weighted average 

maturity of the investment portfolio is 147 days.  The yield to maturity is .91% and is 

exceeding bench marks of the 6-month T-Bill and NCCMT cash portfolio.  Page four 

is an analysis of Cash Receipts. Monthly domestic sewer revenue is considered 

reasonable based on timing of cash receipts compared to their respective fiscal 

periods. Facility and Tap fees percentage is high in relation to previous years due to 

the conservative nature of budgeting soft revenue sources. Page five is an Analysis of 

Expenditures.  O&M, Debt Service, and Capital Project expenditures are considered 

reasonable based on historical trends. Page Six is the Variable Debt Service report.  

Both the 2008 A&B Series bonds are performing better than budgeted expectations.  

As of December, both issues have saved District customers approximately $3.4 

million dollars in debt service from April, 2008 to December, 2010.   

 

 Ms. Bellamy moved that the Board adopt the Consolidated Motion Agenda as 

presented, with the exception of Item b. (The Settings of Black Mountain).  Mr. VeHaun 

seconded the motion. With no discussion, Mr. Aceto called for the question.  Roll call 

vote was as follows:  10 Ayes; 0 Nays. 

 

 Mr. Russell moved that the Board adopt Item b. (The Settings of Black Mountain) 

of the Consolidated Motion Agenda. Ms. Bellamy seconded the motion. With no 

discussion, Mr. Aceto called for the question.  Roll call vote was as follows:  9 Ayes; 0 

Nays.  Mr. Bissette was excused from voting. 

 

8. Old Business: 

  

None 

 



Minutes 

January 19, 2011 

Page Four 

 

 

9. New Business: 

  

A discussion was held regarding recognition for Leah Karpen. 

 

10. Adjournment: 

  

With no further business, Mr. Aceto called for adjournment at 2:30 p.m. 

 

            

      Jackie W. Bryson, Secretary/Treasurer   

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

REPORT OF GENERAL MANAGER 
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Board Meeting 
February 16, 2011 
Subject: Second Quarter Budget to Actual Review 
Page ‐2‐ 
 
 

 
 

Budget to Actual Revenue and Expenditure Report

For the six months ended December 31, 2010

UNAUDITED‐‐NON‐GAAP

Budget Actual to Date
% Budget to 

Actual 

    REVENUES

Domestic User Fees 1 $    23,654,586  $    12,404,840  52.44%

Industrial User Fees         1,562,644                798,768  51.12%

Facility Fees2            825,000             1,488,320  180.40%

Tap Fees3              78,750                  94,765  120.34%

Billing and Collection            645,243                317,719  49.24%

Interest and Misc. Income 4            929,201                248,845  26.78%

Employee Contribution to Health Ins.            368,361                174,694  47.42%

City of Asheville (Enka Bonds) 5              37,000                            ‐  0.00%

Rental Income               16,560                    8,901  53.75%

Use of Available Funds 6       17,303,055                            ‐  0.00%

    Total Revenues7  $    45,420,400   $    15,536,852  34.21%

    EXPENDITURES

Operations and Maintenance 8 $    14,086,560  $      7,158,638  50.82%

Bond Principal and Interest9         8,577,769          1,537,566  17.93%

Capital Equipment (Other than O&M) 8            600,000             379,717  63.29%

Capital Projects 8       21,156,071        16,365,150  73.86%

Contingency         1,000,000                         ‐  0.00%

    Total Expenditures   $    45,420,400   $    25,441,072  56.01%

Notes:
1 
Revenues are on the cash basis

2
Increase due to unanticipated revenue from two developments
3
 Increase in number of Taps requiring Bore Fees
4 
Interest Rates have fallen below budgeted expectations

5
Payment to be received in May
6 
Pay‐as‐go funds to be used for CIP

7 
Budget‐to‐Actual Ratio does not include use of available funds

8
 Includes encumbered amounts as well as actual insurance expenditures
9
Below 50% because 100% of principal payments due on July 1, 2011 for the entire FY11
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Second Quarter Third Quarter Fourth Quarter First Quarter Second Quarter Third Quarter Fourth Quarter

Billing Report Summary: FY10 FY10 FY10 FY 11 FY 11 FY 11 FY 11    

Beginning Receivables 1,037,070$          1,060,163$     995,011$            1,259,460$    1,170,116$          ‐$                   ‐$                    

Net Billings Thru 

Second Qtr. FY 11 9,815,303$          

Activity:

Billings 4,764,892 4,527,740 4,857,303 5,113,204 5,075,857            ‐                      ‐                       

Net Billings Thru 

Second Qtr. FY 10 9,333,901            

Bad Debt Collected 654 10,146 2,531 163 84                           ‐                      ‐                        481,402$              

Bad Debt Remitted (381) ‐                         (1,105) ‐                       ‐                              ‐                      ‐                        % Increase 5.2%

Payments (4,308,430) (4,256,663) (4,290,337) (4,716,535) (4,569,064)           ‐                      ‐                       

Payments Collected but 

not yet remitted (330,942) (245,025) (263,631) (259,049) (370,018)              ‐                      ‐                       

Net Payments Thru 

Second  Qtr. FY 11 9,914,419$          

Adjustments (102,699) (101,350) 3,267 (227,127) (146,631)              ‐                      ‐                       

Total Activity 23,093 (65,152) 308,028 (89,344) (9,772) ‐                          ‐                           

Net Payments Thru 

Second Qtr. FY 10 9,242,681            

Bad Debt Write‐off (43,579) ‐                              671,738$              

Ending Receivables 1,060,163$          995,011$         1,259,460$         1,170,116$    1,160,344$          ‐$                   ‐$                     %  Increase 7.3%

Current Receivables <30 Days 860,611$              758,339$         1,111,649$         949,397$       943,678$              ‐$                   ‐$                    

A/R End of Second 

Qtr. FY 11 1,160,344$          

Aged Receivables

30 to 60 Days
91,223$               

120,278$         68,027$               118,533$       89,080$                ‐$                        ‐$                         

A/R End of Second 

Qtr. FY 10 1,060,163            

Over 60 Days 108,329 116,394 79,783 102,186 127,586                ‐                      ‐                       

   Total Over 30 Days 199,552$              236,672$         147,811$            220,719$       216,666$              ‐$                   ‐$                     100,181$              

% Increase 9.4%

Aging Percentages

Less than 30 Days 81.18% 76.21% 88.26% 81.14% 81.33% 0.00% 0.00%

30 to 60 Days 8.60% 12.09% 5.40% 10.13% 7.68% 0.00% 0.00%

Over 60 Days 10.22% 11.70% 6.33% 8.73% 11.00% 0.00% 0.00%

      Total 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00%

City of Asheville Quarterly Billing Report
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Metropolitan Sewerage District of Buncombe County
Investment Portfolio
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Cash in Operating Bank of America NCCMT Certificate of Commercial Municipal Cash  Gov't Agencies

Checking Accounts Gov't Advantage (Money Market) Deposit Paper Bonds Reserve & Treasuries Total

Held with Bond Trustee ‐$                            2,560,019$           1,135,000$    ‐$                       3,695,019$      

Held by MSD 5 078 024 11 858 209 587 975 26 420 696 43 944 904

m
en

t/In
vestm

 

Held by MSD  5,078,024                11,858,209 587,975              26,420,696    ‐                     ‐                     ‐                         43,944,904      

5,078,024$              11,858,209$         3,147,994$         26,420,696$  ‐$                   ‐$                   1,135,000$    ‐$                       47,639,923$    

Investment Policy Asset Allocation Maximum Percent Actual Percent

m
en

t R
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Investment Policy Asset Allocation Maximum Percent Actual Percent

U.S. Government Treasuries,  

    Agencies and Instrumentalities 100.00% 0.00% No significant changes in the investment portfolio as to makeup or total amount.

Bankers’ Acceptances 20.00% 0.00%

Certificates of Deposit 100.00% 55.46% The District 's YTM of 1.05% is exceeding the YTM benchmarks of the

Commercial Paper 20.00% 0.00%  6 month T‐Bill and NCCMT Cash Portfolio. M
o
n
th
 En

d
ed

p

North Carolina Capital Management Trust 100.00% 6.61%

Checking Accounts 100.00% 35.55% All funds invest in CD's, operating checking accounts, BOA government advantage

are fully collaterlized with the State Treasurer.
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February 16, 2011 
Subject: Cash Commitment/Investment Report‐Month Ended December 31, 2010 
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METROPOLITAN SEWERAGE DISTRICT 
INVESTMENT MANAGERS' REPORT 

AT DECEMBER 31, 2010 
 

 

Summary of Asset Transactions

Original Interest 

Cost Market Receivable

Beginning Balance 39,757,627$                39,757,627$                107,982$                    

Capital Contributed (Withdrawn) (1,170,335)                    (1,170,335)                    ‐                                    

Realized Income 12,676                            12,676                            (7,652)

Unrealized/Accrued Income ‐                                       ‐                                       22,638                         

Ending Balance 38,599,968$                 38,599,968$                 122,968$                    

Value and Income by Maturity

Original Cost Income

Cash Equivalents <91 Days 12,179,272$                 8,728$                           

Securities/CD's 91 to 365 Days 26,420,696                    18,934$                         

Securities/CD's > 1 Year ‐                                       ‐$                               

38,599,968$                 27,662$                         

Month End Portfolio Information

Weighted Average Maturity 148 Days

Yield to Maturity 0.94%

6 Month T‐Bill Secondary Market 0.19%

NCCMT Cash Portfolio 0.12%
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Metropolitan Sewerage District of Buncombe County 

Board Agenda Item – Planning Committee 
 
 
COMMITTEE MEETING DATE:   December 2nd, 2010 BOARD MEETING DATE:  2/16/11 
 
SUBMITTED BY: Tom Hartye, General Manager 
  
SUBJECT: Proposals concerning MSD revenue sharing for sewer extensions 

constructed by Member Agencies and Private Developers.  
 
BACKGROUND:  

 
Attached is a table with the pros and cons of different options for revenue sharing of user 
charges for review by the Board. A hybrid option (Item C.) was endorsed by the Planning 
Committee at the December 2nd meeting.  Additionally, CIBO has made some recommendations 
which are attached and dated 1/19/11. These recommendations are included (Item D.) along 
with a new hybrid (Item E.), which incorporates some of what CIBO has recommended. The 
Keep it Simple Option Item F. is put forward to simplify the administration of the program along 
with being more legally defensible. The Planning Committee has not officially considered Items 
E or F. 
  
Attached is a draft policy showing the changes made to make it conform to Item F. Keep it 
Simple Option. 
 
Also attached are tables with information regarding both past and future planned projects for our 
Member Agencies along with some past cost recovery information from private developers. This 
information was presented at the December Planning committee Meeting. 
 
MSD will agree to do the design and ROW acquisition for public agency run sewer extensions 
as well as for Master Plan Interceptors run by private entities. MSD would not provide Design 
and ROW services for forced annexation projects run by member agencies or for collector 
sewer projects run by private entities. MSD costs for ROW and design would be billed to the 
respective entity for all collector sewers.  
 
MSD to provide Construction Management services for all projects at no cost. 
 
Revenue sharing includes user charges over the period specified but does not include 
facility fees. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: User charge revenue sharing proposals should not lead to an increase in 
rates.  
 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION:  Recommends moving forward with the Hybrid Option 
(Item C.) from its December Planning Committee meeting.  The Planning Committee has not 
officially considered Items E or F. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff, General Counsel, and the Engineer of Record 
recommend that if the Board would like to share user charge revenue for sewer extensions that 
either Option C. or Option F be chosen. 
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Revenue Sharing for Sewer Extensions Made by Others 

 

 

Proposal/Terms Pros Cons 

A.  Planning Committee Proposal (7/8/10)  No money up front  

 Level playing field for public vs. 
private 

 

MSD to give first 5 years  of  actual revenue (user charges) 
up to cost of extension 

5 year term easier to track – due to  

 less projects in queue.  

This applies to Everyone – public or private. 
 

Gives greater weight to failing septic 
systems – public health emergency 

Annexed areas typically do not tie 
on quickly – approx. 50% in 5 years 

 limited by cost of extension  

B.  COA proposal for Member Agencies(10/20/10): No money up front Not limited by cost of extension 

   

MSD to give 50% of actual revenue (user charges) for 10 
years, no limit. 

Gives favor to public agency over 
private 

Gives favor to public agency over 
private 

   

This applies to Member agency only for annexations or 
areas not currently served. 

Allows greater time for tie on and 
potential revenue for agency 

Greater number of projects to track 
simultaneously 

   

C.  Hybrid  Option:     (December Planning Committee) No money up front  

 limited by cost of extension  

MSD to give 50% of actual revenue (user charges) for 10 
years to Member  

Accounts for difference in timing of  

Agency up to cost of extension project. connections  and revenue stream  

   

MSD to give 5 years of actual revenue(100%) to private  
developers up to cost of extension 

 Does not account for current slow 
market for private development 

   

   

 

 



Revenue Sharing for Sewer Extensions Made by Others 

 

 

Proposal/Term Pros Cons 

D. CIBO Recommendations  No money up front  

MSD to give all but treatment portion or 98% of revenues 
user charges) for 10 years. 

limited by cost of extension Billing cost is 5%, treatment plant as 
a whole 42% 

Commercial and Industrial to be included “Private Development” includes 
commercial and industrial already 

Disproportionate with public 
agency offering. 

   

This would not apply to residential developments over 
100 houses. 
 

Focus on smaller developers Phasing issues  
 
Subject to legal challenge. 

   

E. NEW Hybrid option  No money up front  

 limited by cost of extension  

MSD to give 50% of actual revenue (user charges) for 10 
years up to cost of extension for public or private 
extensions. 

Mostly level playing field Subject to legal challenge 

   

This applies to all projects except private residential 
projects over 100 houses. 

Allows greater time for tie on and 
potential revenue for all developers 

Greater number of projects to track 
simultaneously 

   

F. Keep it Simple Option No money up front limited by cost of extension 

 limited by cost of extension  

MSD to give 50% of actual revenue (user charges) for 10 
years up to cost of extension for public or private 
extensions. 

Level playing field Greater number of projects to track 
simultaneously 

   

 Allows greater time for tie on and 
potential revenue for all developers 

 

   

 

 

 

 

  
 





 

 

Unified Sewer Extension Reimbursement Policy 
 
 
 
This program and all of its offerings are subject to available funding.  Any Project that is eligible 
for reimbursements over $50,000 will require approval of the MSD Board of Directors. The 
annual budget cap of $350,000 will not be exceeded without Board approval. To be eligible all 
extensions to the MSD system will be in accordance with the MSD Master Plan and Member 
Agency planning documents. 
 
 

A. Reimbursement for Upgrading Existing MSD Sewer Line: 
 
Reimbursement for rehabilitation of existing sewer lines and pump stations applies 
where the developer has to rehabilitate or replace an existing MSD sewer to 
accommodate the proposed development.  The District’s participation is based on an 
evaluation by the District with point assignment for various criteria.  The District’s share 
usually ranges from 0% to 75% of the construction costs for the sewer rehabilitation. 
 

B. Additional capacity reimbursements:  
 

The Additional Capacity Reimbursement Policy applies where a larger size sewer line 
extension is required by the District for other future users. The purpose is to provide 
capacity for future customers that will eventually drain into the new line being 
constructed. The District will reimburse the Developer the differential costs between the 
minimum size pipe necessary for the development and the larger size required. 

 
C. Cost Recovery Reimbursements for Sewer Line Extensions by Others: 

 
1. Documented Failing Septic Tank Emergencies  - Will be subject to requirements set 

forth below and eligible for the equivalent of 10 years of estimated revenues once 
the extension is complete and accepted by the MSD Board.  

 
2. New Affordable Housing Projects - Will be subject to the requirements set forth 

below and eligible for the equivalent of 5 years of estimated revenues up to 
$50,000 maximum per project. Disbursements will be made once the extension is 
complete and accepted by the MSD Board.  

 
3. Extension to System by Others -   Will be subject to the requirements set forth 

below and eligible for 50% of actual revenues for 10 years to be disbursed semi-
annually.  This will apply only to projects over $50,000 of estimated revenue 
whose systems have been approved by the MSD Board. 

 
 

 
D. Developer to Developer Reimbursement - The current policy also offers a program where 

MSD will require future developers to reimburse the original developer who extended the 
sewer if they tie on to this extension within 10 years.  The reimbursement amount is based 
upon relative flows. This would continue but does not have a financial impact to the District. 



 

 

General Conditions and Requirements 
 

 
1. Those who seek reimbursements pursuant to District Policy shall notify the General 

Manager after final design plans have been approved and estimated revenues 
developed but prior to receiving a permit to construct a sewer extension. 

 
2. This program and all of its offerings are subject to available funding.  Any Project that 

is eligible for reimbursements over $50,000 will require approval of the MSD Board of 
Directors. 

 
3. All cost recovery and revenue sharing program offerings are to be limited by the 

lesser of the revenues generated during the designated time period or the cost of the 
eligible extension.  The eligible extension for certified Affordable Housing projects will 
be all public sewer lines to be taken over by the District.  The eligible extension for 
projects done by others is that off-site part of the extension that is between the 
existing District sewer line and the development property.  

 
4. All estimates of potential revenue shall be determined by MSD staff. 
 
5. All estimates of line size differential costs shall be determined by District Staff. 
 
6. Reimbursement should be subject to completion of construction and final inspection 

and acceptance of the system and easements therefore by the District 
 
7. Determination of how available funds will be allocated among reimbursement 

projects in a given year shall be in sole and absolute discretion of the District. 
 
 

 
 

Conditions and Requirements for areas with failed Septic Tanks 
 
 

1. Must be identified as an area that will require public sewer pursuant to Member 
Agency zoning and MSD Master Plan. 

2. Must be a public health hazard. 

3. Letter from Local Government and/BC health department. 

4. No repair possible onsite. 

5. MSD will prepare preliminary design and estimate for agreement to be entered into 
by parties involved. 

6. MSD pledge 10 yr. of estimated revenue from affected residences. 

7. City/Local Government/Residents pay balance of extension.  

8. Facility Fee required from residences. 

9. MSD acquire easements and construct. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

STATUS REPORTS 



CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM STATUS REPORT SUMMARY February 8, 2011

PROJECT  CONTRACTOR AWARD NOTICE TO ESTIMATED *CONTRACT *COMPLETION COMMENTS

DATE PROCEED COMPLETION AMOUNT STATUS (WORK)

DATE

CHARLAND FOREST T & K Utilities 8/18/2010 11/22/2010 2/28/2011 $127,170.00 75%

Informal

Mainline construction nearing completion. Pipe being laid on last 

segment.

HEYWOOD ROAD INTERCEPTOR PHASE II TBA TBA TBA TBA TBA 0%

Informal

Bid opening is scheduled for March 3rd.

LAKE JULIAN INTERCEPTOR PHASE III Ruby-Collins 10/20/2010 11/1/2010 8/1/2011 $2,710,661.93 45%

Formal

I-26 bore is complete.  Mainline construction is going well.

MARTEL LANE @ PENLEY AVENUE

Huntley 

Construction 6/9/2010 9/7/2010 2/1/2011 $106,300.00 90%

Informal

Mainline construction complete, and awaiting pre-final inspection. 

Asphalt will have to wait for Spring. 

MORRIS STREET @ TALMADGE STREET Terry Brothers 6/9/2010 7/21/2010 12/25/2010 $368,972.50 98%

Formal

Construction complete and Contractor working on punchlist.

OLD HOME RD. @ WEAVERVILLE HWY. (PRP64001) TBA TBA TBA TBA TBA 0%

Informal

Bids were open on February 3rd.  Terry Brothers Construction Co. is the 

apparent low bidder.  Project will be presented at the February Board 

meeting.

ROCKDALE AVENUE (PRP 29003)

Buckeye 

Construction 11/17/2010 2/1/2011 8/30/2011 $408,486.05 0%

Formal

Preconstruction meeting was held on February 8th.

TOWN BRANCH  INTERCEPTOR

BC&D 

Associates 8/19/2009 9/21/2009 1/30/2011 $831,817.22 98%

Formal 

Working on final restoration. Pre-final inspection pending.  

TC BUILDING PUMP STATION REMOVAL

Carolina 

Specialties 11/17/2010 1/3/2011 4/3/2011 $132,038.50 15%

Informal

Very difficult project. Contractor is progressing very slowly and 

encountering many obstacles. 

U.S. HWY. 70 @ PARKWAY Terry Brothers 11/17/2010 1/17/2011 7/16/2011 $547,088.00 0%

Formal

Boring contractor mobilized.  Rock was found in first bore. Working with 

Dept.of Interior to open cut south ramp.

WELLINGTON DRIVE USR TBA TBA TBA TBA TBA 0%

Informal

Bid opening is scheduled for March 3rd.

WRF - FINAL MICROSCREEN REPLACEMENT

Hickory

Construction 10/20/2010 1/3/2011 4/2/2012 $8,937,108.20 5%

Formal  

Demolition and sludge removal in full swing. Old screens are gone.

WRF - INTERMEDIATE PUMPING REPLACEMENT

Hickory

Construction 7/15/2009 8/19/2009 2/15/2011 $1,754,675.22 90%

Formal

Contractor working on miscellaneous small tasks preparing for punchlist. 

*Updated to reflect approved Change Orders and Time Extensions



Planning and Development Projects

Status Report February 16, 2011
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Gene Bradley Subdivision 2004022 Fletcher 9 420 3/3/2005 Complete-Waiting on final documents

Davidson Road Sewer Extension 2004154 Asheville 3 109 12/15/2004 Complete-Waiting on final documents

Riverbend Urban Village 2004206 Asheville 260 1250 8/29/2006 Complete-Waiting on final documents

N. Bear Creek Road Subdivision 2005137 Asheville 20 127 7/11/2006 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Willowcreek Village Ph.3 2003110 Asheville 26 597 4/21/2006 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Rock Hill Road Subdivision 2005153 Asheville 2 277 8/7/2006 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Byrd Street Condos 2007085 Asheville 14 300 7/31/2007 Complete - Waiting on final documents

MWB Sewer Extension 2008046 Asheville Comm. 285 5/12/2008 Complete - Waiting on final documents

The Cottages on Liberty Green 2007297 Asheville 7 124 5/30/2008 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Haw Creek Tract 2006267 Asheville 49 1,817 10/16/2007 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Haywood Village 2007172 Asheville 55 749 7/15/2008 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Oak Crest Place 2004056 West Asheville 27 791 12/3/2004 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Buncombe County Animal Shelter 2007216 Asheville Comm. 78 5/1/2008 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Lodging at Farm (Gottfried) 2008169 Candler 20 45 6/2/2009 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Camp Dorothy Walls - Ph. 1 2007294 Black Mtn. Comm. 593 6/16/2009 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Momentum Health Adventure 2008097 Asheville Comm. 184 8/19/2009 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Forest Manor Complex 2088050 Asheville Comm. 96 12/4/2008 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Honeysuckle Breeze 2007246 Asheville 5 70 9/22/2009 Complete - Waiting on final documents

North Point Baptist Church 2008105 Weaverville Comm. 723 5/20/2009 Complete - Waiting on final documents

The Villages at Crest Mountain 2009049 Asheville 63 1,364 9/9/2009 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Grove Park Cove Subdivision 2004101 Asheville 14 1122 6/28/2006 Complete - Waiting on final documents

Crayton Creek Green 2006282 Asheville 10 482 3/15/2007 New developer & Engineer, ready for final

Lutheridge - Phase I 2009112 Arden Comm. 330 3/16/2010 Complete-Waiting on final documents

Woodland and Central Homes 2010073 Asheville 5 1,200 10/25/2010 Complete-Waiting on final documents

AVL Technologies 2010018 Woodfin Comm. 133 5/21/2010 Complete-Waiting on final documents

Graylyn Hills 2008108 Asheville 4 176 2/12/2010 Complete-Waiting on final documents

Ridgefield Business Park 2004188 Asheville 18 758 2/16/2005 Complete-Waiting on final documents

Subtotal 611 14,200

Page 1 of 2
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Airport Road Fastop 2010010 Arden Comm. 98 12/22/2010 Pre-con held, ready for construction

The Settings (6 Acre Outparcel) 2004192 Black Mountain 21 623 3/15/2006 Ready for final inspection

Falcon Ridge 2004240 Asheville 38 3,279 10/11/2006 Punchlist pending

Waightstill Mountain PH-8 2006277 Arden 66 3,387 7/26/2007 testing / in foreclosure

CVS 2010036 Swannanoa Comm. 435 2/7/2011 Pre-con held, ready for construction

Emergency Services Training Center 2009027 Woodfin Comm. 2,512 2/7/2011 Pre-con held, ready for construction

Brookside Road Relocation 2008189 Black Mtn n/A 346 1/14/2009 Pre-con held, ready for construction

Scenic View 2006194 Asheville 48 534 11/15/2006 Ready for final inspection

Ingles 2007214 Black Mtn. Comm. 594 3/4/2008 Ready for final inspection

Bartram's Walk 2007065 Asheville 100 10,077 7/28/2008 testing

Morgan Property 2008007 Candler 10 1,721 8/11/2008 Pre-con held, ready for construction

Village at Bradley Branch - Ph. III 2008076 Asheville 44 783 8/8/2008 Ready for final inspection

Versant Phase I 2007008 Woodfin 64 12,837 2/14/2007 Ready for final inspection

Canoe Landing 2007137 Woodfin 4 303 5/12/2008 Ready for construction

Central Valley 2006166 Black Mtn 12 472 8/8/2007 Punchlist pending

CVS-Acton Circle 2005163 Asheville 4 557 5/3/2006 Ready for final inspection

Hamburg Mountain Phase 3 2004086 Weaverville 13 844 11/10/2005 Ready for final inspection

Bostic Place Sewer Relocation 2005102 Asheville 3 88 8/25/2005 Ready for final inspection

Kyfields 2003100 Weaverville 35 1,118 5/10/2004 Ready for final inspection

Teems Road Subdivision 2007143 Asheville 40 1,308 5/27/2008 Pre-con held, ready for construction

Thom's Estate 2006309 Asheville 40 3,422 1/24/2008 testing 

Thom's Estate - Phase II 2008071 Asheville 40 3,701 6/10/2008 Redesign

Berrington Village Apartments 2008164 Asheville 308 4,690 5/5/2009 Testing

Cottonwood Townhomes 2009110 Black Mtn. 8 580 10/20/2009 Installing

Mission Hospitals (Victoria Road) 2009022 Asheville Comm. 532 2/12/2010 Installing

Brookgreen Phase I 2010045 Asheville 44` 1,302 9/27/2010 Installing

Self Help Housing 2009024 Black Mtn. 6 152 10/7/2010 Pre-con held, ready for construction

Woodbriar Subdivision 2009004 Weaverville 72 3,888 8/2/2010 Ready for final inspection

Westmore 2009004 Asheville 72 675 8/3/2010 Installing

Camp Dorothy Walls - Ph. 2 2007294 Black Mtn. Comm. 593 6/16/2009 Pre-con held, ready for construction

South Buncombe Intermediate Sch. 2009065 Arden Comm. 1,656 6/7/2010 Installing

Black Mtn Annex: Avena Rd. 1999026 Black Mtn. 24 4,300 8/19/2010 Pre-con held, ready for construction

Black Mtn Annex: Blue Ridge Rd. 1992171 Black Mtn. 24 2,560 8/19/2010 testing 

Black Mtn Annex: McCoy Cove 1992174 Black Mtn. 24 2,067 8/19/2010 Installing

Subtotal 2022 97,654

Total Units: 2,633

Total LF: 111,854
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