March 5, 2019
Reno County Courthouse
Hutchinson, Kansas

The Board of Reno County Commissioners met in agenda
session with, Chairman Bob Bush, Commissioner Ron Hirst and
Commissioner Ron Sellers, County Administrator Gary Meagher,
County Counselor Joe O’Sullivan, and Minutes Clerk Cindy Martin,
present.
The meeting began with the Pledge of Allegiance and a short
sectarian prayer led by Commissioner Ron Hirst.
Public comments:
Kristina Horsch, 22519 S. Kent Road, wanted to clarify
numbers she gave to The Commission on Economic impact at an
earlier meeting.
She revised the per resident rate to $5.95
from year 11 to 30.
Commissioner comments:
Commissioner Hirst thanked Mr. Meagher for sending a letter
on key points brought out by NextEra that needed to be
clarified. The letter summarizes various development standards
that have been discussed with the County Commission during the
public meetings.
There were four items to clarify:
The 2000’
setbacks from non-participating occupied residences of which the
Commission did not get involved with on the recommendation of
counsel. Time limits for shadow flicker were discussed by Mark
Trumbauer, NextEra, and the noise level was quoted by NextEra
and it was noted that the Planning Board would make their own
recommendation to the Commission. Next was a reference to the
2016 Commission discussions, however he did not remember any
conversations until 2018. He stated, “I thought it important to
remember that any final outcomes not be influenced by any
statement suggesting that the Commission and NextEra fully
discussed the items mentioned as a basis for the letter that may
or may not encumber the Planning and Zoning Board or the
Commission’s decision”.
Commissioner
had no comment.

Sellers, Commissioner

Bush, and Mr. Meagher

There were no additions to the agenda and only a correction
on item #8m for the crack sealer, correcting the amount to
$65,324.00.
Mr. Hirst moved, seconded by Mr. Sellers, to approve the
Consent Agenda consisting of the Accounts Payable Ledger for
claims payable on March 1, 2019 of $318,703.30 and March 8, 2019
of $224,753.36 as submitted and consisting of pending Added,
Abated and Escaped Taxation Change Orders numbered 2019-114, 124
through 126. Next item directs the Chairman to sign minutes for
October 2nd, 9th, 19th, 23rd, 30th, 2018, November 13th, 15th, 20th,
27th, 2018, December 4th, 11th, 18th, 26th, 31st, 2018, January 8th,
15th, 22nd, 2019 and February 5th, 12th, 19th, 26th, 2019 as
submitted.
Next item on the consent agenda was for a renewal
application for a Cereal Malt Beverage License for Hutchinson
Recreation Commission DBA Fun Valley sports Complex. The motion
was approved by a roll call vote of 3-0 on items #6a through d,
and a 2-0 vote on item #6e. Mr. Bush abstained from voting on
#6e since his business sells cereal malt beverages to the
applicant.
The next item on the agenda was a recognition for the
retirement of Barbara Johnson for over 20 years of service in
the Treasurer’s Office.
A reception will be held at the Annex
Conference Room between 1:00 p.m. and 4:00 p.m. on March 6th,
2019.
Commissioner Bush expressed his appreciation for long
term employees like Mrs. Johnson and thanked her service to Reno
County.
County Administrator Gary Meagher opened the discussion
regarding the calling of Series 2013 Bonds issued to pay for the
new jail and the retirement of the ½ cent sales tax. He gave a
brief history of the Sheriff coming to the Commission to express
concerns with the old jail conditions at the courthouse and
talked about housing inmates in other counties because of the
over-crowding. He also stated the jail no longer met fire code
requirements.
During Commissioner’s Dillon, Schlickau, and
Deming’s term, they appointed a ten-member committee from the
community to work on a proposed solution that was needed and
affordable by the community and starting meetings on March 1st,
2011. The Sheriff worked to educate Reno County citizens on how
bad the conditions were in the jail and why a new one was
needed. In April 2013 a vote was put to the public for a new
$28.9 million-dollar jail project which included remodeling the
Annex, security at the courthouse, remodel of the front
entrance,
camera
system
throughout
the
courthouse,
and
remodeling of the old jail area. This long jail project had a

10-year bond that pays off September 1st, 2023 with the first
call date of September 1st, 2019. Mr. Meagher stated that we
should have enough money to call the bonds.
Clayton Kelly, Piper Jaffray spoke about the bond amount
currently outstanding of $13,560,000 that will mature through
2023. The bond had a prepayment option in September 2019. The
payoff would be reduced from 2020 through 2024 by $879,400
saving interest and paying the sales tax off five years early.
A resolution to sunset the jail sales tax would be presented on
March 19th to the Board for approval. Before April 1st, 2019 a
notice needs to be provided to the Department of Revenue for the
sales tax sunset.
He talked about the date of July 1st for
submitting conditional notice of redemption to the State
Treasurer’s Office for the redemption of the Series 2013 Bonds
on September 1, 2019.
Also, noting that the deposit of funds
with the State Treasurer’s Office in early August, and then the
outstanding bonds will be paid off on September 1, 2019.
He
stated there would be a $1,000,000 excess to put toward other
projects with the jail.
Bond Attorney Kevin Cowan of Gilmore and Bell explained the
one million-dollar limitations. The first limitation was that
the Department of Revenue would only terminate a sales tax on
the first day of a calendar quarter (i.e. April 1, July 1,
October 1) and he further explained the collections being in
arrears. He said it was tricky about the date, so you will want
to look ahead and make sure you have enough money by around July
1st and maybe be a little over. He advised using the excess
funds for the technology upgrades or projects at the new jail or
the remodeling projects as the bond was originally on the ballot
proposition, and not for roads or bridges.
There was a
statutory provision that states that when you are finished
spending all the sales tax money on such projects, the county
would have the ability to transfer funds to the General Fund.
Mr. Meagher stated that the jail would put the funds in a
Special Equipment Fund to be used to repair/replace the hightech electronics at the Reno County Correction Facility, if
there was a future need. He stated there were no local vendors
to solve any problems at the jail facility, so the excess funds
would help to offset the cost of bringing a technician or
equipment to Hutchinson. Mr. Cowan assured the Board they could
put the money in a Special Fund.
Commissioner Bush summarized that the excess million could
be put in a Tech Fund for the jail.
Mr. Cowan stated it was

consistent with the ballot proposition and if not, you would not
be spending it correctly.
Commissioner Sellers acknowledged the hard work put in by
previous Commissioners Dan Deming and Brad Dillon on this
successful jail project which saved so much money for the
county.
He stated it was a win/win for all.
Both previous
commissioners were in the audience and he thanked them, then
invited each to speak at the podium, Mr. Dillon acknowledged Mr.
Sellers comments but declined to speak.
Commissioner Bush stated without Mr. Deming’s time and
devotion to the project we would not have a new jail facility.
Mr. Deming spread the word that, “We need this new jail”.
Mr. Dan Deming addressed the Board thanking Mr. Bush and
Mr. Sellers for their comments and speaking about the interest
in paying off the sales tax bond five years early. He thanked
the previous Commissioners Dillon and Schlickau and thought the
Special Fund was a good idea.
Mr. Meagher was also present to give explanation for a
procedure to be established for conducting County Commission
meetings called to consider recommendations on zoning matters
from the Reno County Planning Commission.
He stated Russ Ewy
AICP-Baughman Company, Planning and Zoning’s Consultant came in
and discussed the process set forth by statute, not only for the
Planning and Zoning to hear cases, but for the commission to
follow up on how to handle the recommendations from Planning and
Zoning.
He said the Board asked him to draft a policy or
procedure for adoption, following that policy for consistancy
each time a case comes before them.
Commissioner
Bush
noted
how
Planning
and
Zoning
applications were handled before with previous commissions and
that is was not in compliance with the state statute.
Mr.
Meagher agreed it had not been handled correctly.
Commissioner Bush continued saying it had been an open
process of letting people come in and speak any time which
triggered the discussion on how to handle the Commission and
part of the application process, which in turn lead to Mr. Ewy
coming in to give his presentation.
Mr. Bush understood the
process set by the state to be as follows; the applicant fills
out the conditional use permit application and submits it to the
County Planner at Public Works. The application then goes to the
Planning and Zoning Board and notices are sent out for a public

hearing. The applicant is heard and any citizens from the public
can speak or send in their written comments during the hearing
that becomes public record.
Next phase is the Planning and
Zoning (P&Z) gives approval, then sends it to the Commission.
Per state statute the Commission is only to review the P & Z
recommendations and information received from the public record.
The Commission’s determination would be based on that approval
and all information provided for the total review.
They would
decide to either approve, deny, or ask P&Z questions to
reconsider on certain issues.
Mr. Meagher stated that was
correct.
Commissioners Sellers commented with a County Commission
policy it gives the Planning and Zoning Board more emphasis. He
stated that he has respect for the Planning Commission and the
people willing to serve on it. He said, “The policy would give
us the ability to say yes or no or we want more information and
those are the things we should be doing, not digesting each bit
of policy here.
Make a distinct procedure and after hearing
this today, past Commissions have not been doing this in the
best interest of everyone involved not just the Commission,
Planning Commission or the applicant. There is a better way to
do this then what has been done in the past”.
At 9:47 the meeting recessed for five minutes.
At 9:52 the meeting reconvened with all Commissioners,
County
Administrator
Gary
Meagher,
County
Counselor
Joe
O’Sullivan, and Minutes Clerk Cindy Martin, present.
Commissioner Hirst spoke about the difference between the
state statutes and what the City of Wichita had adopted.
He
stated it covered areas that should be covered. For instance,
the 20-day period in the middle of P&Z publication notices
before
presenting
to
the
Commission,
allowing
for
new
information to be a part of public hearing record.
County Counselor
Joe O’Sullivan
gave explanation
of
drafting
a
couple
of
different
procedures
to
consider
implementing what Mr. Ewy spoke about and one of them was to
follow the state statute deciding on the record and information
that comes to you from Planning and Zoning.
He recommended
following the same procedure as the Planning Commission follows
their procedure for its meetings.
The P&Z Commission have an
outline for how evidence or information will be presented in the
hearing from the Planner and applicant; opportunity for public
comments and structure allowed for that and then the rebuttal

which comes back to the public comment.
In the past the
commission has tried to retry or rehear what the Planning and
Zoning Commission did.
He stated if the County Commission was
going to continue with this practice then there should be a
structure as to how this would take place.
He said it was
important to have a policy or procedure in place and follow it
consistently for any matter presented to the Commission, not
just the NextEra Wind Energy.
Mr. O’Sullivan stated that Mr.
Ewy mentioned the City of Wichita had a policy which Mr.
O’Sullivan modified, not word for word since they had other
issues that a county may not have. For one there was no retrial
or public hearing of what the Planning and Zoning Commission
does.
After the application is filed and until the public
hearing is held, they give the public the opportunity by the P&Z
Commission to give their comments either oral or written to make
it into the public record.
The City of Wichita recognized two
areas; one was to define new information to be presented after
the Planning and Zoning hearing but before the Commission
received a recommendation. He gave an example of a traffic study
that hadn’t been completed. It could be allowed to be part of
the decision to be considered, then that information could be
sent back to the Planning Commission to be entered into the
permanent record. Second was if the Planning Commission did not
follow their own procedures in one way or another. He gave a
couple of examples of what he meant. One area is how the County
Commission may want to consider new information. Mr. O’Sullivan
suggested that if someone has new information, have a time frame
that they need to submit it in writing along with a narrative to
the County Administrator and County Planner in advance of the
Commission meeting, so it can be reviewed to determine if it
really is new information or not.
The Commission has three
options; (1) follow state statute, (2) go with the planning and
zoning recommendation defining new information, (3) do the same
as we have been doing.
The Commission agreed by consensus to
have Mr. O’Sullivan draft a procedure/policy following the
second option to finalize in next week’s agenda.
Amy Brown, 7406 E. Fountain Green Road, was concerned about
Planning and Zoning Regulations and asked what the process was
pertaining to public hearings.
She wanted video testimony to
be allowed or a recording available, so their group could give a
factual professional power point presentation. She asked about
cutoff deadline dates for giving new information.
Mr. Meagher noted
Planning and Zoning.

any

information

should

be

given

to

Commissioner Bush stated the Commission does not determine
how Planning and Zoning runs their public hearing.
Mr.
O’Sullivan said P&Z set their own rules in the process and the
Planning and Zoning Chairman has discretion during the meeting
and how it is run.
Mrs. Brown has spoken to Mr. Vonachen
regarding the process request.
Commissioner Hirst asked Mr.
Vonachen if a video was allowed.
County Planner Mark Vonachen explained that after a
discussion about how to hold the meeting, The Planning and
Zoning Commission decided not to allow video or skype or power
points, only public comments from a person that was present at
the hearing. He said if they want to have a power point it can
be printed out for the Planning Board to read. He said this is
an opportunity for the public to comment at a public hearing not
a trial situation where the public calls in all their experts.
An option was given to submit a flash drive with seven or eight
copies so the Planning Board could view it as they see fit. He
addressed the question of cutoff deadlines stating that the
cutoff for information submitted ends when the public hearing is
closed for any P&Z cases.
If the P&Z Commission calls for a
recess, the public can still submit information in writing until
the hearing is officially closed, then no more information can
be submitted.
Mr. O’Sullivan clarified that even though P&Z declared
recess they could reconvene on another day without closing the
public hearing and review new evidence.
After the public
hearing closes the Planning Commission will confer to decide the
outcome of the case.
Commissioner Hirst clarified with Mr. Vonachen that no
power point or video would be admitted during the meeting. Mr.
Vonachen replied that was correct. He stated that the public
could print the power point for the Planning Commission or speak
in person for the standard five minutes.
Public Works Director David McComb spoke to the Board
regarding the application process and stated that staff would
make a recommendation to the Planning and Zoning Commission.
The P&Z Commission would decide on factors and take into
consideration
public comments
staying within the statute
requirements.
Commissioner Hirst questioned whether the pros and cons
presented from public input would be considered? Mr. McComb

replied they would not because the Planning Commission would use
the factors and public comment; no presentations could be given.
Mr. O’Sullivan added that the burden was on the applicant.
The P&Z Commission would be giving the public six hours to
complete their side of the upcoming NextEra Wind Energy public
hearing in April. He will bring a draft to the Commission next
week.
Health Department Director Nick Baldetti met with the Board
to recommend approval for an Environmental Health Engineer
Evaluation Policy Proposal. He stated that on February 4th, 2019
he brought before the board a discussion of an internal policy
for engineer evaluations on new wastewater systems and complex
sites.
He said there was a first rough draft available today.
In years past KDHE (Kansas Department of Health and Environment)
has provided regional allocated engineering services available
at the local level. Reno County staff had been able to call upon
the state level to provide those services that is now nonexistent.
Reno County Environmental Health is one of the few
under the umbrella of public health for wastewater systems,
noting that most are under County Planning or Public Works. He
stated through the protection of groundwater and public health,
both are recognized at the State level. When engineering is
necessary with evaluations at the local level, he said they were
seeking to adhere to Reno County Sanitation Code and KDHE
Bulletin 4-2. This is not a new process to use engineering and
noted that the Reno County Sanitation Codes with 50 plus pages,
were last reviewed in 2003. A report was published calling the
quality of groundwater in Kansas questionable. As a result, the
state was drafting a model sanitation code trying to push it out
to all the State of Kansas for adoption to protect groundwater.
He said the staff would look at paperwork and then possibly BG
Consultants for a review estimate and would then share
information with the applicant.
He noted they would like to
develop an application form and a standard checklist to help
create a more efficient process.
Some of the cost share
options; (1) with county 50/50 by applicant, (2) 35 percent
county and 65 percent signee, (3) 25 percent county and 75
percent signee.
He closed with three major motives for
development of this policy; enforce codes and Bulletin 4-2,
hyphenate the process which takes time for staff, and have a
third-party review evaluation.
The Board and Mr. Baldetti discussed new equipment type on
applications and the unproven systems to make sure they adhere

to standards set in the Reno County codes and Bulletin 4-2 in
length.
BG Consultants Sid Arpin, Contracted County Engineer,
addressed the Board stating that the handling of household
systems has been routine with lateral fills and gravel beds and
a standard process.
There are many areas where these are not
very suitable systems and we now are looking at other
alternatives to keeping the laterals separate from the water
table so as not to have contaminants in the drinking water for
health issues. They seek ways to make improvements with any new
systems. They look at advantages, protecting water quality,
replacing a costly system and affordability.
BG Consultants
would review case studies from the applicant, go over background
and documentation, and then vetting it out.
Mr. Arpin stated,
“Hopefully we get better products than in the past.”
Commissioner Sellers had a phone call from someone in the
industry that did not like the approach the Health Department
was seeking. Mr. Sellers asked anyone from the industry in the
audience to tell about what they believed would be a better
approach then what staff had presented.
Dave Lentz, Infiltrator Water Technologies, stated that his
company is a manufacture of lateral systems and tank systems and
operate all over North America.
His concern was the word
“unproven technology” in this discussion and having the ability
to separate unproven technology that doesn’t have a track record
yet and those that don’t happen to be used in Reno County. They
have a product that the Health Department has an application
submitted for that they have installed approximately 500,000
drain fields all over America. He has a co-worker who worked as
a regulator in Miami County.
EZ Flow replaces a gravel type
trench in the rules in multiple states. They have installed
10,000 systems in Missouri and noted that’s a very good record
of use.
There needs to be a segregation of the process that
have proper accreditations versus systems that don’t have a
record or accreditation.
They are in favor of expanding tools
available for septic installers that is used across Kansas and
Nationally, so it is important for that recognition to occur.
Commissioner Bush discussed the unproven technologies and
noted the cost estimate was $5,000 for a full-blown review.
Commissioner Sellers asked to hear what ideas Mr. Lentz
had. Mr. Lentz said use ideas or information from in Kansas and
outside Kansas, look at certifications in the public health

industry that are certified to National Standards, establishing
baseline requirements, and make a checklist.
Rick Kirkpatrick, Infiltrator representative that lives in
Kansas spoke about site evaluations by identifying soil type and
water tables.
He stated that the Bulletin 4.2, which was
established in March of 1997, is a terrible guideline and he
said there is no support from the state. A checklist would help
streamline the process and time.
The Board requested any individual from the industry work
internally with Mr. Baldetti to come up with something more
streamlined, a checklist and try to keep the cost down.
Commissioner Bush stated there were three issues; how long it
takes for the evaluation, what is the cost of the review, and
how to make sure the correct system is in place. Mr. Baldetti
stated his department is the bottle neck with the process.
Commissioner Sellers stated that your department needs to make
it important and come to a middle ground and make it happen
reporting back in a month or so, and include Mr. Arpin as
needed.
Josh Barkley, Barkley Plumbing noted when speaking about
unproven systems the industry spent $40,000 to $80,000 to get
certified with NSF and EPA approvals. When his company shows up
to do site analysis, they pay $275 hour for a permit. That fee
covers a soil analysis and they have a discussion on the type of
system to install, and other issues.
He felt Reno County was
twenty-years behind the rest of the state. One thing about the
cost of going to a third party, it is a conservative estimate
two or three items a year.
He thought the cost was too high
for the private sector and behind other counties.
Ron Vincent, Carl Vincent Plumbing stated, don’t reinvent
the wheel and the KDHE does not give help it is non-extinct.
Look into the Bulletin 4.2 code because it is old. He
recommended looking into the Reno County Sanitation Code and
make revisions.
Mr. Baldetti clarified the Board requested they all get
together to discuss procedure or options with a specific
direction.
Commissioner Sellers stated Mr. Baldetti and the
industry come together and find a middle ground to find a
procedure with questions that need to be agreed upon on the
products and come back to us.
At 11:30 the meeting recessed for five minutes.

The meeting reconvened with all Commissioners, County
Administrator Gary Meagher, County Counselor Joe O’Sullivan, and
Minutes Clerk Cindy Martin, present.
Information Services Director Mike Mathews recommended
approval for an amendment to the Tyler Technologies contract to
include the Hutchinson Fire Department.
He gave background of
the New World Systems sharing software with CAD Center because
Reno County is the license holder. The Fire Department asked to
come under the system with the City of Hutchinson and would pay
the cost. Mr. Sellers moved, seconded by Mr. Hirst, to approve
the contract outlined by Mr. Mathews.
The motion was approved
by a roll call vote of 3-0.
Deputy Election Officer Jenna Fager met with the Board to
recommend approval to set a date and time of either Monday,
April 1st or Wednesday, April 3rd for the County Canvass of the
March 26, 2019 Pretty Prairie Special Election.
The Board by
st
consensus agreed to April 1 , 2019 at 8:00 a.m. at the Annex
Conference Room.
County Administrator Gary Meagher met with the Board to
recommend approval of a resolution for a Reno County Economic
Development Job Incentive Policy.
Mr. Meagher noted that this
is the final draft and directed the Board to page 2, section 3.
This is regarding applications involving the creation of a
minimum of five (5) but no more than nine (9) employment
positions that may be considered for cash incentives by the
Board of County Commissioners under circumstances it deems
appropriate. New jobs created shall qualify for cash incentives
equal to eighty percent of those incentives specified at
Paragraph 1 for job creation involving ten (10) or more
positions.
This revised policy supersedes the prior policy
adopted on September 13, 2016 in its entirety. Mr. Hirst moved,
seconded by Mr. Sellers, to approve resolution #2019-03; A
RESOLUTION APPROVING AND ADOPTING THE AMENDED AND RESTATED RENO
COUNTY ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
JOB INCENTIVE
POLICY BEARING
REVISION DATE MARCH 5, 2019. The motion was approved by a roll
call vote of 3-0.
Chief Bob White Fire District No. 3, Nickerson, recommended
approval for Landmark Architects to complete a study for
renovation or replacement of Fire District No. 3’s Fire Station
1 (Nickerson)at a cost not to exceed $5,300. Chief White wanted
to do the most cost-effective way. His presentation showed the
original structure in 1965 and the remodel in 1987 and reviewed

all the deficiencies’ in that building.
was larger and more space was needed
smaller.

He said the equipment
since the bays were

Commissioner Sellers inquired if the Chief had searched for
another potential building to move into.
Chief White replied
that they owned half of the block of city property in Nickerson
and would like to have something like what was built for The
Highlands, a 60x100 foot building or find options for the
current building. Mr. Sellers moved, seconded by Mr. Hirst, to
approve the Landmark Architects renovation or replacement of
Fire District #3’s Fire Station 1 at a cost not to exceed $5,300
as outlined by Chief White. The motion was approved by a roll
call vote of 3-0.
Mr. Sellers moved, seconded by Mr. Hirst, to approve
declaring the Health Department’s white 2005 Chevrolet Malibu as
surplus property to be sold on Purple Wave Auction. The motion
was approved by a roll call vote of 3-0.
Public Works Director David McComb met with the Board to
recommend approval to purchase nine pieces of equipment under
item #8 on the agenda:
8f) One (1) 2019 Ford F450 1-ton 4X2 truck cab and chassis
for the Public Works Department from Midwest Superstore,
Hutchinson for $39,077.00 with warranty; and declare a 2004
Chevrolet 1-ton truck with 122,353 miles as surplus
property to be sold on Purple Wave Auction.
8g)
One (1) 2019 Ram 1500 ½ ton 4 X 2
pickup from Midway Motors, Hutchinson for
basic 36 month/36,000-mile warranty and
mile warranty power train; and declare
with 166,665 miles as surplus property to
Wave Auction.

crew cab long-bed
$21,496.00 with a
60 month/60,000a 2002 Chevrolet
be sold on Purple

8h)
One (1) 2019 PJ-C5 83-inch X 18-foot trailer from
Sunflower Trailer Sales Inc., St. John, Kansas for
$3,515.00; and declare a 1992 Modern 16-foot trailer as
surplus property to be sold on Purple Wave Auction.
8i)
One (1) 2019 Utility Trailer 5-foot X 10-foot from
Frank’s Truck Service, South Hutchinson for $3,595.00; and

declare a 1994 IT Utility Trailer as surplus property to be
sold on Purple Wave Auction.
8j)
Two (2) 2019 Massey Ferguson 95 PTO HP Tractors from
John Schmidt and Sons, Mt. Hope, Kansas with bid price of
$137,614.00; less trade-in (2) 2006 Case IH tractors with
approximately 9,000 hours for $30,000, total cost of
$107,614.00 with warranty.
8k)
One (1) 2019 Superior Broom from Berry Tractor,
Wichita, Kansas with bid price of $58,702; less trade-in
(1) 2004 Superior Broom with approximately 3,983 hours for
$8,400, total cost of $50,302 and 12-month full machine
also 24-month engine warranty.
8l) One (1) 2019 Vermeer Brush Chipper from Vermeer Great
Plains, Goddard, Kansas with bid price of $42,943.07; less
trade-in (1) 2005 Vermeer Brush Chipper with approximately
2,104 hours for $10,000, total cost of $32,943.07 with
warranty of 12 month/1000 hours.
8m)
One (1) 2019 Stepp MFG Crack Sealer from American
Equipment Company, Kansas City, Kansas with bid price of
$68,824.00; less trade-in (1) 2005 Crafco Crack Sealer with
approximately 4,599 hours for $3,500, total cost without
extended warranty was $65,324.00 .

8n)
One (1) 2019 Bomag Pneumatic Rubber Tire Roller from
Berry
Tractor,
Wichita,
Kansas
with
bid
price
of
$79,100.00; less trade-in (1) 1981 Ferguson SP1118 with
approximately 6,621 hours and (1) 1989 Ferguson SP1118 with
approximately 4,869 hours both for $1,200, total cost of
$77,900.00 with 12-month warranty.
He stated these purchases are in accordance with Public
Works 2019 CIP budget and equipment replacement plan. They took
the lowest bid that met the required specs on new equipment.
Mr. Sellers moved, seconded by Mr. Hirst, to approve items #8f
through item #8n as outlined by staff. The motion was approved
by a roll call vote of 3-0.

Appraiser Brad Wright met with the Board for his regularly
scheduled meeting. He discussed various current issues not
requiring action by the Board.
At 12:10 the meeting adjourned until 9:00 a.m. Tuesday,
March 12, 2019.
Approved:
________________________________________
Chair, Board of Reno County Commissioners

(ATTEST)
__________________________
Reno County Clerk
cm

_________
Date

