



Minutes of Meeting of CARR

January 11, 2009
Location: Dianne Clark’s home-Karval, CO
· Board Members present: Travis Taylor, Becky Thompson, Dianne Clark, Kenny Yoder, Michael Zimmerman, Ryan Britten, Mike Reystead, & Gerald Schreiber.
· Travis Taylor called the meeting to order at 2:30 PM
· Minutes from meeting of 11/02 & 12/2 were moved to be approved with corrections to Dianne’s name and the treasurers report to reflect the correct amount.
· Treasurer’s report: $20,08306 in checking with $1,000 to deposit.  Outstanding bills: $487.50 to Hackstaff-Geyser for lawyer fees, $61.77 to Scott & Becky Ravenkamp for initial website fees, and $300.00 to TD Works for Website set-up.  Becky moved to accept-2nd and approved.
· Becky Moved to hired Judy Vick to prepare CARR’s taxes for 2008, second and passed.
Old Business:

· Scott Ravenkamp went to December CDOT commissioners meeting when R2C2 showed it’s presentation.  Scott made comments refuting parts of the presentation.
· Travis was at the Colorado Cattlemen’s meeting where R2C2 showed its presentation.

· Colorado Wheat Growers passed a resolution against R2C2 using eminent domain to take land.

New Business:

· Annual meeting was discussed.  Tentatively planning on Monday, February 23rd at 7PM in the Genoa-Hugo auditorium. The following topics will be discussed and voted on:
· How do we want to participate as CDOT studies go forward?-

· Do we want to participate in the Citizens Advisory board and if yes, what do we want that organization to look like?

· Should we reimburse board members mileage, etc. for attending meetings on CARR’s behalf?
The board will work out the details of the meeting via the internet and conference calls.

· R2C2 Draft corrections and problems with the draft were discussed:
· Comflict between coal vs. alternative fuels.  If the push is alternative fuels then why the push to make it easier for coal to be shipped?

· Freight lines increasing development for freight yards in Eastern Colorado would increase highway maintenance to Denver not help the truck traffic.

· Job creation not true-will come from Front Range or out of state to Eastern Colorado, not within Eastern Colorado.

· Conflict between air pollution-pollution levels in Denver under standards now, then why is that a reason you need to move the freight trains out?

· The entire section on grain economics is wrong.  It shows a lack of understanding of the industry, no commen sense, and is based on assumptions that are completely false.  

· Businesses of each farm and ranch should be added to the number of businesses the rail crosses.
· Need to add in numbers for Eastern Colorado gas-section 5-20:
· Extra farming due to rail splitting fields up

· Extra time for us to wait for trains

· Time loss for waiting on trains during harvest

· Decrease in fatalities at crossing without rural consideration (5-11)

· Utilities (7-19 to 7-20)

· We have been told over and over that utilities not in consideration.  ROW would have to be much larger for this.

· Take out eastern Colorado growth-(5-3)

· Take out “one assumption” paragraph section 5-16

· Section 5-17 end of top paragraph-take out

· 5.2.5-take last paragraph out-put in statement in summary too.

· 5-30 A & B numbers should not be the same.

· It was decided that the following statement will be sent to Tammy Lang both electronically and as a hard copy:

1) It is clear to us that you are ill informed on the grain industry.  Below are a few examples: 

· Grain movement North & South in Colorado. 

· Number of trucks will not decrease due to the competitive nature of markets in the industry. 

· Freight savings to producers are invalid due to our requirement to take our grain to collection points. 

· You are making this a benefit based on inaccurate assumptions. 

2) We have been told repeatedly that there would not be utility corridors shared with R2C2.  The study states that you are exploring that possibility. 

3) On page 6-21 your number of businesses is grossly understated.  Every farm and ranch you cross is classified by the IRS as a business. 

4) The job benefits numbers are not sustainable as a benefit to the communities involved.  Furthermore we see no accounting for the total number of reduced crew members on trains. 

Reading this draft we still see no benefits to the communities along the R2C2 routes.  We are anxiously awaiting the promised economic impact study for Eastern Colorado.

Please send us a final copy (electronic and hard copy) as soon as it is released.
· Meeting was adjourned at 6:30 PM
Meeting was adjourned at 9:30 PM
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