
 
 

CHERRY VALLEY & ROCHDALE WATER DISTRICT 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS’ MEETING 

 
MEETING MINUTES 

April 30, 2019 
7:00P.M. 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER - The meeting was called to order by Kevin M. Bergin at 7:00 P.M. 

The following were in attendance: 
 
Kevin M. Bergin, Chairman   Attorney Barry Bachrach     
Michael L. DellaCava, Commissioner  Douglas Gardner / Pioneer Consulting 
   
Arthur E.J. Levesque, Commissioner        37 Subscribers 
Benjamin Morris, Superintendent  Robert Bostwick - MADEP    
Cheryl Balkus, Clerk    Marielle Stone - MADEP 
Jennifer Wood, Treasurer                   Mary Jude Pigsley - MADEP  
 
Chairman Bergin to the audience reason for Senator Moore and Representative 
Leboeuf attendance. During the last meeting held, there was a comment from a 
subscriber that there was going to be a working solution in two years. This has not 
been identified and Chairman Bergin reached out with the following message 
addressed to all the elected officials Senator Moore, Representative Leboeuf, 
Congressman McGovern, Town Administrator David Genereaux, Brian Green, Harry 
Brooks, Rick Antanavica. Dianna Provencher, Sandy Wilson. 
 
I am the Chairman of the Cherry Valley & Rochdale Water District (CVRWD) and have 
been participating in the working group with the Town of Leicester, the Leicester Water 
and Sewer Districts, the Hillcrest Water and Sewer Districts, the Oxford-Rochdale 
Sewer District, the Cherry Valley Sewer District, the Moose Hill Water Commission, 
The Leicester Town Administrator, yourself, and Senator Moore, in an effort to see if 
there is a town wide solution to our multiple water and sewer districts as well as the 
impeding insolvency of the Cherry Valley Sewer District. A ratepayer in the CVRWD 
has informed our Board that the said ratepayer was informed by our elected officials 
that a town wide solution has been identified and will be implemented within 2-3 years.  
As such, it is being suggested by some of our rate payers, that one of the longer term 
solutions our District has identified to lower our water rates; resulting in spending a 
large portion of the Districts free-cash on this project, be postponed until after the town 
wide solution is implemented. 
 
I have not missed any of the current working group meetings and I have also 
participated in past discussions looking for a town wide solution.  I am not aware of a 
solution being identified at past or present meetings, nor have I heard at these meeting 
that working solution will be implemented within 2-3 years. Therefore, I am asking for 
confirmation of a few items so that I may report accurate information back to my 
Board. I am requesting that you provide answers to the following questions: 
 
1. Has a town wide solution been identified for the multiple water and sewer districts? 
2. If yes, what is the proposed solution? 



 
 

3. What is the expected timeframe for the proposed solution to be fully implemented? 
 
Please note, I will be sending this request to each of the members of the Leicester 
Select Board, The Leicester Town Administrator, Senator Moore, yourself, and 
Congressman McGovern as our ratepayer only stated “our elected officials” as being 
the source of the proposed solution. I thank you in advance for your attention in this 
matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kevin Bergin, Chairman 
Cherry Valley and Rochdale Water District 
  
The following responses were received:  
 
Received from Senator Moore to my home phone on 4/17/19 
  

  Hi Kevin, it’s Michael Moore. I just saw that message you sent. and I don’t know either            
what that person is talking about. My cell is 508–xxx-xxx, if you want to give me a shout. 
But I don’t know. I wish that was true. I will talk to you, thanks bye.” 

  
David Genereaux – Town Administrator 
 
Hello Kevin, 
  
As you know, we have both attended the meetings of the Town of Leicester, the 
Leicester Water and Sewer Districts, the CVRWD, the Hillcrest Water and Sewer 
Districts, the Oxford-Rochdale Sewer District, the Cherry Valley Sewer District, the 
Moose Hill Water Commission, yourself, Representative Leboeuf, and Senator Moore. 
  
Many ideas have been discussed, but at this time, the only action plan on the table is 
for the districts to participate in a study, should Senator Moore and Representative 
Leboeuf be able to secure funding. As we need to justify the funding request, we need 
to ensure that all districts will participate in the study, and as such, have asked the 
Commissioners of each district to vote to support and participate in the study. 
  
That is the only plan that has been formalized. There is no town-wide solution currently 
being proposed. 
  
Regards, 
  
David A. Genereux 
  
David A. Genereux 
Town Administrator  
Town of Leicester 
3 Washburn Square 
Leicester, MA 01524 
Telephone: (508) 892-7000 



 
 

Fax: (508) 892-7070 
Email: genereuxd@leicesterma.org 
  
“Please remember that the Secretary of State has determined that email is a public 
record” 
 
Sandra Wilson:  
 
Kevin 
I was shocked when I heard that last night  
I am as in the dark as you are.  
I know of no plans at all that would result in a town wide water system/solution. And no 
idea what that means.  
 
The only talk right now is that within 5 years Hillcrest Water will be absorbed into 
Leicester Water Supply and Hillcrest Sewer be dissolved and split to have 1/3rd the 
district go to ORSD and 2/3rds go to LWSD.  
 
I didn't get a chance to call anyone today but plan to talk to TA tomorrow.  
 
Sandy Wilson 
Leicester Select Board 
Chairman Leicester Fire & EMS Headquarters Building Committee 
Leicester, MA 01524 
508 892-7000 
508 797-7256 
 
Brian Green: No, I have heard nothing. 
 
Kathleen Polanowicz - Senior Advisor and General Council Office of Congressman 
James McGovern   
 
Dear Kevin: 
  
This is the response that the Town Administrator is providing to residents with similar 
questions.  I checked with Senator Moore and Rep. Leboeuf and they have not been 
informed of any town-wide solution either.  As you know, folks are working hard on 
this issue, but a solution has not yet been identified. 
  
Thank you for reaching out with your concerns.   
  
A working group, composed of the Town of Leicester, the Leicester Water and Sewer 
Districts, the Cherry Valley Water District, the Hillcrest Water and Sewer Districts, the 
Oxford-Rochdale Sewer District, the Cherry Valley Sewer District, the Moose Hill 
Water Commission, Representative Leboeuf, and Senator Moore has been meeting 
regularly.  This group was formed to discuss the financial issues of the Cherry Valley 
Sewer District but has been opened to discussion on all district concerns.  
  



 
 

Ideas have been discussed, but at this time, the only action plan currently 
recommended is for the districts to participate in a study, which will examine options 
and offer recommendations, should Senator Moore and Representative Leboeuf be 
able to secure funding for it on the state level. We have asked the Commissioners of 
each district to vote to support and participate in the study. 
  
That is the only plan that has been formalized. There is no town-wide solution currently 
being proposed, as there hasn’t been one identified.   
  
Regards, 
  
David A. Genereux 
  
David A. Genereux 
Town Administrator  
Town of Leicester 
3 Washburn Square 
Leicester, MA 01524 
Telephone: (508) 892-7000 
Fax: (508) 892-7070 
Email: genereuxd@leicesterma.org 
  
Let me know if you have other questions.  Thank you for reaching out. 
  
Best, 
   
Kathleen Polanowicz 
Senior Advisor and General Counsel 
Office of Congressman James P. McGovern 
12 East Worcester Street, Suite 1 
Worcester, MA 01604 
(508) 831-7356 
Fax: 508-754-0982 
Kathleen.polanowicz@mail.house.gov 
McGovern.House.Gov 
 
There were no responses from the remaining elected officials Rick Antanavica, Harry 
Brooks and Dianna Provencher  
   

II. Senator Moore/Representative Leboeuf  
Senator Moore, informational representation here from the DEP regarding questions of 
water qualities, when the District ran out of water is when he became aware of the 
situation, he and Kate Campanale was to try and work to resolve the issue that was 
unsuccessful. When the sewer insolvency began, he received correspondence 
regarding high water bills, and he got the other Districts to all sit down and look at a 
town wide solution. During this time DEP has been present and other parties, looking 
at all resolutions including the City of Worcester of taking over and no willingness from 
the City of Worcester. Senator Moore expresses that we are all meeting and trying to 
get additional funding to see of having a study done to resolve these issues. The costs 



 
 

are unknown but is trying for $100,000.00 and maybe see about the systems working 
together and bringing down the costs. He said that they kept looking at the water when 
the problem is the sewer.  He also said contact was made to by a private water 
company and this is another area being explored, and that we are trying to work with 
the current structures that are independent bodies and trying to work with them. 
Representative LeBoeuf added that he became aware in January about the Cherry 
Valley Sewer District and the triage the sewer district, making sure that it is not being 
shut off. The City of Worcester confirms that the service will not be shut off if bills not 
paid. There have been four additional meetings with all involved to get everyone 
together to see what will work. It is unique to us now, but other towns are experiencing 
the same issues. The house is aware of how this impacting your families. We have 
reached out to the federal government to possibly refinance the USDA loans.  Senator 
Markey and Senator Warren are their contacts along with Congressman McGovern 
and we have reached out to RCAP. They have a division that is federally chartered to 
assist with smaller districts. There are environmental, government challenges, what 
can we put and explore on the table. Per Senator Moore the state does not have a 
state water or sewer company, the issue must be resolved with the community and 
districts. Representative Leboeuf adds the DEP handles the quality of the water and 
creating a receiver for the Sewer District is not the best method. The state would just 
say that the bills need to be paid and make the decisions to cover those bills. 
Chairman Bergin clarifies that this evening meeting is for water only and not sewer. 
 

III. DISTRICT MEMBER FORUM - Mike Shivick 999 Stafford St – 2003 the town signed a 
contract and the issue he has is no town wide solution and one goal is Moose Hill, a 
contract for certain water lines to be laid. Considers it is political. Seems to stall out 
Moose Hill and the town would not be able to fund it and seems to have been no effort 
made. No one seems to find final audit reports from the town. If Moose Hill is a dead 
issue then another solution needs to happen and work together, people have paid into 
it and it does not exist and can’t be talked about. Thinks that the problem is at the 
Town Hall and the contract is until 2028. He has requested all documents from the 
town and there has been nothing done. Chairman Bergin is not saying that there is not 
a town wide solution and responding to the comment made at the last meeting and that 
it would be 24 months away. Mike Shivick is not contesting this at all. Senator Moore 
mentions that Moose Hill has come up and from what information of the working group 
meeting is to have DEP respond.  Mary Jude Pigsley from the DEP states that 
Henshaw Pond will never be considered a source of drinking water, to Mr. Shivicks 
point 200 people wrote to the Moose Hill Committee and what the pathway will be 
required. She states there are a lot of water quality issues that will be required to get it 
to where it needs to be. There is significant permitting involved and significant costs. 
The problem is there is small rate payer base to pay, and if the districts consider using 
Moose Hill the price is significant for a small rate payer base. 
Customer S Pawloskis adds the working groups primary focus is to save the Cherry 
Valley Sewer District and understands is for looking at solutions to merger the Districts. 
He then refers to the rate scenarios and thinks that there is no rate relief here. The 
current rate scenario ignores the current rates with the relief till the end of the fiscal 
year and that the rate study does not take the subscribers into mind.  
Customer Margaret Darling says we are in foreclosure, there is no way to catch up, 
then if a lien is placed the homeowners mortgage goes up. She pleads that the 
subscriber’s need help with it and does not see it happening in the rate scenario being 



 
 

presented. She also said she is the person who heard a person who she thought the 
solution is two years away and looking to Senator Moore for assistance. If we own a 
District, we are looking for the assistance.  Senator Moore responds that it is a 
member driven District and should be able to vote. One problem that has come up is 
water that is not like other utilities. Gas and Electric utilities report to Department of 
Public Utilities and no one oversees the water districts. Typically, when the utilities go 
for a rate study, they must present to the DPU and with water, legislatively can’t say he 
can lower the rates.  Senator Moore, Representative Lebeouf and the Auditors office 
approached them if we could draft some language to define water districts as a public 
utility and perhaps see some oversight, but this is in the future. Customer John Shocik 
speaks of the areas of the MWRA and maybe they can provide a regional solution. 
People in Worcester pay $130.00 a quarter for water and sewer and Cherry Valley 
paying $200 plus per month. He is suggesting MWRA can be a right way to start that 
this is going to a much larger issue down the road. 54% of the town has private wells. 
$27.6 million just to build a plant does not include land acquisitions and so forth. 
Senator Moore said there are other private companies that can be looked at. Customer 
Shocik say MWRA could be a less expensive alternative but Worcester is gouging us 
that currently there is a law suit with the City and the Town of Holden about this.  
Make it economically feasible to get the city to do and the city does not want to do. 
Representative Lebeouf adds it’s not impossible, but it can be done. Customer 
Greg Buteau, says with regards to Moose Hill, that they are almost to dissolving the 
Moose Hill Committee, it is important to have safe drinking water and it will be a long 
hard road that could be seven to ten years away, there is no quick path to any of this. 
Customer J Shocik adds that Worcester already has the open surface water and have 
the filtration systems. If the town went to go ahead with Moose Hill, there is no 
guarantee that it would pass by the DEP and also disagrees with Customer Margaret 
Darling about voting no on certain projects. He advocates to have the Grindstone Well 
back on line.  
 

IV. APPROVE MINUTES 
A. April 10, 2019 -. Minutes were not printed and available for the meeting. To be 

tabled for the next meeting. Commissioner DellaCava motioned to table. 
Seconded by Commissioner Levesque. All in favor. Approved.   

B. April 16, 2019 – Commissioner DellaCava motioned to approve the Minutes of 
April 16, 2019. Seconded by Commissioner Levesque. All in Favor. Approved.  
 

V. FINANCE 
A. Approve April 22, 2019 Warrants–Commissioner DellaCava motioned to 

approve the April 22, 2019 warrants. Seconded by Commissioner Levesque. All 
in Favor. Approved. 

B. Approve April 29, 2019 Warrants–Commissioner DellaCava motioned to 
approve the April 29, 2019 warrants. Seconded by Commissioner Levesque. All 
in Favor. Approved. 

C. Rate Study– Douglas Gardner from Pioneer Consulting 
Commissioner DellaCava motioned to discuss the rate study. Seconded 
Commissioner Levesque. Mr. Gardner specializes in water and wastewater 
studies. He has worked with the Cherry Valley and Rochdale Water District for 
three years now. The study is the budget for FY20 approved or not and 
determines what revenue is needed to operate the District. He highlights for 



 
 

FY20 the budget decreased by $93,000.00 which is a good first step to not need 
to have to generate this revenue and then speaks about the three rate 
scenarios. Each of the three scenarios will generate the same amount of 
$1,508,629.00 budget and the structure is based on different factors.  He is 
aware that the base charge was released for the next two months and therefore 
he is using the prior based on the number of customers. The $29.00 base 
charge generated over $400,000.00 in a year, the next is the flow rate of the 
water that goes thru the meter with a four-step process. The more water you 
use the more you pay. This is based on a water works standard and is also a 
nationwide process. Purchased water is the largest expense from the City of 
Worcester and driving the rates for FY20 and in the future. Mr. Gardner explains 
that there is a decrease in Scenario One and with 1,000 cubic feet there would 
be a decrease for approximately $9.00.  The analysis is based on the minimum 
charge, the step rates and amount of the budget. Scenario Two would be the 
elimination of the minimum charge and If there is no minimum the $425,000 
present minimum generates then this needs to be made up in sale of the flow 
rates. The cons out way the pros, mainly water consumption changes from year 
to year based on seasonal variations. If less consumption will be less revenues, 
a dry summer will be more usage and will generate more revenues. Scenario 
Three is a hybrid of the other two scenarios with a lower base charge. With this 
there could be a new rate with a different tiered system. All the three scenarios 
will fund the 1,508,629.00 budget and a matter of which way to go.  He 
explains he is all for helping the subscribers and could come up with all different 
scenarios and these are the three key ones. Customer G Buteau, requesting all 
to look at the back side and that these scenarios do not use money from free 
cash. He suggests that the free cash be used to change these rates and if does 
not occur suggest amending a motion to raise and appropriate free cash. While 
the Commissioners decide the rate, we the people can decide the vote and use 
the free cash to lower the rates. Mr. Gardner said this can be considered and 
not to use too much because if it runs out then rates will have to go up. 
Customer Mr. Buteau mentions looking back at the 2017 rate study, that it reads 
to consider removing the $29.00, and with Mr. Buteau his final comment to use 
the free cash to reduce the rates.  Customer C. Reilley speaks of the budget, 
takes the amount of the meters based on customers and does not agree. The 
fact there is $2 million in free cash why should the rates be where they are at.  
Chairman Bergin attempted to clarify the statement with Customer Reilley when 
we looked at our options were before. Leicester water cannot supply us on a 
long-term basis, Miex was the other option that did not materialize and when we 
realized it would not work the rates were frozen in 2017. Per Customer Reilley 
the Commissioners do as they feel and begging to listen to reason, he says that 
there is a lot of word salad that changes nothing and that they have the ability.  
He feels the past four months is to keep things as they are and if all the 
members need to be removed, that we as members can have removed and let 
the town deal with it. Customer J Shocik putting the well back on line will bring 
the budget down, roughly a 10% drop and would this also result 10% reductions 
in the rates. Mr. Gardner of Pioneer Consulting affirms if it reduces the budget it 
will reduce the rates. There is a proposal to pay off two of the loans and that this 
is a significant savings, this would reduce the budget. Doug then speaks about 
a previous request showing a breakdown of the bill. This will cost more money 



 
 

to be incurred, to break it down piece by piece could not be done. Customer J 
Shocik if it could be it would be more expensive. Superintendent Morris with the 
well, speaking with the engineers the savings could be a potential of 
$100,000.00 to $140,000.00. Customer Margaret Darling asking if there was a 
scenario of people who do not use and are charged the base rate. Per Mr. 
Gardner, this was not done and would also be looked at legally. Customer  
Bob Lemieux asks Mr. Gardner what a reasonable reserve would be for this 
size of the District. Per Mr. Gardner The Department of Revenue looks at it and 
if to high they will question it and would have to provide the explanation. There 
is no set amount and based on each community some have 200% some have 
50% some have less, and it is based on a case by case basis. Customer 
Lemieux why does the break out need to be so convoluted, if we took the 
number divided by the number of people. Per Mr. Gardner it goes back to the 
fair and equitable those who are larger users are putting the demand on the 
system and it is not fair to others to pay for this. Per Superintendent Morris in 
April 73% of the water customers bills were under $100.00. Customer S 
Pawloskis bothered by playing tricks with numbers and refers to the current 
rates referring to the reduction for the next two months and the 1st 1000 cubic 
feet @ $0.1200. He understands that these were temporary, and the rate study 
is done as they were prior to the temporary rate relief.  Per Mr. Gardner the 
temporary current rate relief study the District would be running $500,000.00 
less than the budget. He can rerun the scenarios to show this at the temporary 
rate. Customer Buteau says the Department of Revenue would not question the 
amount of free cash. Per Mr. Gardner he has experienced this with them 
questioning.  Mr. Gardner will redo to keep the $29.00 and leave the 1st tier at 
$.1200. Customer S Pawloskis confirms this clarification.  
Draft Warrant Articles – Commissioner DellaCava motions to discuss the draft 
warrant articles. Seconded by Commissioner Levesque.  This is the change of 
Article 13 to address concerns to the West Street storage tanks in regard to the 
well if there are any other annual costs figured, rehab of clear well to a storage 
tank, install a divert pipe, injection ports, updating the removal media ,SCADA 
factored in, including electricity and chemicals. Savings will be $100,000.00 - 
$140,000.00 per year. Per Superintendent Morris it is too early to know what our 
annual O&M. Customer J Shocik worst case scenario if the district votes to 
bring it back the return would be 5-6 years, best case scenario three years and 
advocates that this goes on line. Per Superintendent Morris the $2 million of 
free cash amount changed.  Treasurer Wood contacted the Department of 
Revenue, who provided us in writing a recertification of $1,499,855.00, it 
explains that when first certified that it was based on previous figures that are 
no longer part of the budget. Mr. Gardner of Pioneer Consulting explains if the 
articles pass the rates will go down even further and a rough calculation paid 
with the free cash would be approximately $1.25 per step or could be up to a 
10% rate reduction. Per Chairman Bergin we have been driving to rate relief, 
putting the Clearwell and Grindstone Well back on line will have an impact on 
the water rates. S Pawloskis asking how this went down when approved at the 
annual meeting of May of 2017 authorizes $400,000.00 plus. Per Chairman 
Bergin the money was appropriated, we were not up and running till Oct 2018. 
The certification happened in June 2018 and we went back and have it in writing 
the new certification.  Customer J Shocik to affirm the rate reduction would be 



 
 

approximately 10%. Per Chairman Bergin the Grindstone would not have an 
immediate affect this would be seen in the next fiscal year and would have an 
additional rate deduction. Free cash would be $89,000, this is very low, 
Chairman Bergin is not comfortable with having this small amount. Customer B 
Lemieux with $125,000.00 in the budget with the reserves of $50,000.00 and 
Capital of $75,000.00 will be over $200,000 in free cash. Per Chairman Bergin 
the $50,000.00 is there from the beginning that the District has not spent any of 
this reserve. The $75,000.00 is future reserve for future infrastructure and to 
build this amount up will take a bit of time. Commissioner DellaCava Motions to 
approve the Draft Warrant Articles. Seconded by Commissioner Levesque. All 
in favor. Approved  
 

VI. ADMINISTRATION 
A. 3-20-19 Customer Request: Payment Plan Approval – Commissioner Levesque 

motions to approve the 12-month payment plan. Seconded by Commissioner 
DellaCava. All in favor. Approved. 
 

VII. OPERATIONS 
A. Superintendent’s Report 
1. System Update – Per Superintendent Morris a customer’s service line broke and 

temporarily bypassed it until repaired, there were a few calls of leaks in the Cherry 
Valley area, with no leaks detected, it is a result of high ground water.  
RCAP began their preliminary process, they do a survey of all the different aspects 
of the District to see if there are any recommendations. They are looking at the 
budget first.  
Beginning May 6 thru May 17, 2019, the District will begin hydrant flushing in 
Cherry Valley area. The Rochdale Oxford area is scheduled to begin May 20, 
2019 thru June 7, 2019. All subject to change if we are to encounter any problems. 
Superintendent Morris requests the Board of Commissioners to approve the May 
water restrictions between May 1, 2019 thru October 1, 2019. Commissioner 
DellaCava motions to approve the May water restriction between May 1, 2019 thru 
October 1, 2019. Seconded by Commissioner Levesque. All in favor. Approved. 
      

 
2. Sanitary Survey – Per Superintendent Morris there were no violations and there 

were two deficiencies. Flushing Plan of the district should be updated based on 
the flow. Ever since the purchase of water from the city the uni-directions process 
has not been done. Superintendent Morris has reached out to Tata & Howard, 
they can do it by the Oct 1, 2019 deadline. The second deficiency is the valve 
exercising program, we do have one. We need to review the plan ensure it is still 
accurate and make sure that it is updated without any issues. He does not see a 
problem with meeting the deadlines. Funding comes from the current budget and 
next year budget and request the approval from the Board of Commissioners to 
approve contract with Tata & Howard for updating Flushing Plan.  Commissioner 
DellaCava makes the motion to approve the uni direction process with Tata & 
Howard. Commissioner Levesque seconds it. Superintendent Morris says the 
recommendations is to evaluate and improve safe drinkable water that has no time 
line. As stated above it is best to have something in place before our next survey. 
Recommendation 1: Develop written SOP for use of the emergency chlorination 



 
 

port at the Booster Station and include in ERP  
Recommendation 2: References 2018 Hydraulic Study MASSDEP recommends 
implementing any recommendations outlined in the hydraulic study that will 
improve system resilience and pressures.  
Hydraulic Study DEP has the $10 to $12 million to address these improvements. 
The Sargeant Street & Clearwell conversion are both considered to begin in this 
Hydraulic Study.  
Customer B Lemieux asked if the pipeline will help with the pressure problem. Per 
Superintendent Morris says yes it will.  Customer Margaret Darling clarification of 
the amount of the costs of the Clearwell and Grindstone Well and are bundled 
together in Warrant Article 10. 
 
 
 
 
 

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
A. 4-10-19 Customer Request: Pawloskis  

The District received demand requests that is signed by several rate payers a 
request be placed on the warrant at the Annual District Meeting. The purpose of 
the Warrant Article shall be to re-establish the definition of individuals who are 
permitted to participate at District Meetings and the Annual Meeting and to be 
elected Commissioner, as defined within the District Bylaws, to henceforth include 
any citizen, business or other entity that receives a bill for water from the District 
(“subscriber”),pursuant to the District Bylaws. To see if the District will vote to 
adopt and enact the change to the Bylaws stated, above and /or submit and 
expedite same to the legislature for approval /adoption, to the extend necessary.  
 
The second request is to see if the District will vote to willingly succumb to an 
immediately seek an independent external forensic audit of the District finances 
and operations by the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, or any of its agencies or 
quasi-agencies. Both requests were to be placed on the warrant verbatim as 
requested.  
Per Attorney Bachrach Article 1 is differently phrased and seeking to amend 
anyone who receives a water bill can participate. This exceeds the authority of the 
enabling act. That verbatim it is legally defective.  The 2nd request verbatim is 
also legally defective. The state would not preform, the District would need to elicit 
bids from a private audit firm to do a forensic audit. The state does not do this.  
Forensic Audits are done for a preparation in the use of court for criminal matters. 
Per Chairman Bergin 2 years ago there was a request and was much more 
extensive and seeking it from the DPU.  Mr. Pender gave an opinion that they did 
not have the jurisdiction to do this. Discussion held with the people and modified to 
seeks from private entities and was put on the warrant and voted on. 
Commissioner DellaCava motioned to not put on the annual warrant. Seconded by 
Chairman Bergin. Motion is defeated. 
 

B. 4-16-19 Customer Request: Provo 
Request to the CVRWD Commissioners to use chalk instead of paint when 
marking for construction and or termination of services: Liz Provo stands corrected 



 
 

on the dig safe & wanted to see the use of chalk instead.  
Request to the CVRWD Commissioners to provide pre-construction estimates to 
be performed on subscribers’ property in order to take measures to terminate 
water service. Per Superintendent Morris does not see a problem and to add the 
estimate will be sent certified mail to the customers.    
Request to the CVRWD Commissioner Itemized billing – Per Treasurer Wood this 
is a big challenge as there is going to a charge to make a change to the bill form – 
recommendations is to take the pie chart and placing it on the bill form to refrain 
from major updates.  
Customer J Shocik at the last meeting one person brought it up for someone doing 
it for a neighbor. This will raise water rates and flat out against it.  
Customer S Pawloskis thinks that a detail on the bills is unnecessary – a pie chart 
is okay if we want to but can see the budget on line.  
Request to the CVRWD Commissioners to refrain from any major updates and 
proactive and or unnecessary maintenance on infrastructure until the 
Commissioners address the further permanent and substantial rate reduction and 
use of $2.5 million to accomplish same.  

C. 4-18-19 Customer Request: Darling  
Request that the $0.05 per page for copies to subscriber’s be eliminated.  
Commissioner DellaCava motion to approve and remove the $0.05 copy. 
Seconded by Commissioner Levesque. All in favor. Approved. 

D. 4-24-19 Customer Request: Lemieux  
Commissioner DellaCava motions to entertain the April 19th requests. Seconded 
by Chairman Bergin. 
Mr. Lemieux: How much are we paying from Worcester. Per Chairman Bergin   
$3.93 per cubic foot 
Mr. Lemieux: What is the mark up above the City of Worcester, the difference and 
what is the itemized list. Per Chairman Bergin it is the difference of the line items 
of the budget. The recommendation is to view the line by line items of the budget 
that has been posted to the website and also does a verbal breakdown of the 
items.  
Mr. Lemieux: What is the estimated cost of construction of an extension of the 
water main from Sargent Street to Main Street as reference in Warrant Article 9.  
Per Superintendent Morris cannot get construction costs. At this time right now are 
the engineering amounts it would then require going out to bid. Once approved & 
bid can provide a breakdown. The projected amount covers all costs to get it to the 
bid. A breakdown is not given until it is approved. 
Mr. Lemieux: The estimated cost of construction to bring the Grindstone Well 
online and convert the Clearwell to a holding/distribution tank as referenced in 
Article 10.  Per Chairman Bergin & Superintendent Morris this is the same 
situation as the last question. 
Mr. Lemieux: What will the monthly savings after the Clearwell & Grindstone Well. 
He says and understands it can’t be an exact science and is trying to compare the 
water is already cleaned from Worcester as to what is will cost us after putting up 
and treating the Grindstone well. Per Chairman Bergin we have a ten-year track 
record of running the well to give us numbers and will lead to rate reduction. 
Superintendent Morris will see what he can get for O & M’s. Mr. Lemieux would 
like to know if this information will be available before the next meeting. 
Superintendent Morris will do his best to get the information before the next 



 
 

meeting. 
Mr. Lemieux: How much free cash as of 4/30/19. Per Chairman Bergin 
$1,499.855.00 
 

IX. PERSONNEL 
 

X. DATE OF NEXT MEETING 
A. Approval of Next Meeting- Commissioner DellaCava motioned to hold the next 

meeting Wednesday, May 8th @ 7:00 PM. at Leicester Town Hall Seconded by 
Chairman Bergin. All in favor. Approved.   

 
XI. ADJOURNMENT-Commissioner DellaCava motioned to adjourn the meeting. 

Seconded by Chairman Bergin. All in Favor. Approved. Meeting adjourned at 10:22 
P.M. 
 

“This institution is an equal opportunity provider, and employer.” 


