
OFFICE OF THE PENNINGTON COUJ\lTY STATE'S ATTORNEY 
Lara R. Roetzel-State's Attorney 
130 Kansas City Street, Suite 300 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
Phone: (605) 394-2'1 91 

Attorne 
.Y General 

p,_,,,,,,,.1~v C.-.f 
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 

Fax: (605) 394-6093 

Marty Jackley 
Office of the Attorney General 
1302 E Hwy 14 Suite 1 
Pien-e SD 57501-8501 

June 24, 2025 

Re: Open Meetings Complaints and Investigations 

Dear Mr. Jackley, 

JUN 3 0 202~ 

Enclosed with this letter are two complaints this office received as potential further open 
meetings violations related to Green Valley Sanitary District in Pe1mington County, South Dakota. 
Upon investigation and research of the applicable state law, six of the eight allegations in the 
complaint were detennined to be without merit. The remaining allegations have been sent to the 
Open Meetings Commission for further consideration. Pursuant to SDCL § 1-25-6(2), I am sending 
you a copy of the complaints fi led against the Green Valley Sanitary District, along with 
investigative reports and Lara Roetzel ' s final decision. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. 

Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

d /4 ~/4p=2 
Tyler Sobczak 
Senior Deputy State's Attorney 
Civil Division 
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p,-n,,~,~·-c-1 
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 

Mr. Steven Myers 
5648 Greenwood Ln. 
Rapid City, SD 57703 

Dear Mr. Myers, 

OFFICE OF THE PENNINGTON COUNTY STATE'S ATTORNEY 
Lara R. RoetzeJ-State's Attorney 
130 Kansas City Street, Suite 300 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
Phone: (605) 394-2191 
Fax: (605) 394-6093 

June 17, 2025 

The Pennington County State's Attorney's Office has received two more open meetings 
complaints (Complaints #2 and #3) from you regarding potential violations related to the Green 
Valley Sanitary District (GVSD). For convenience of all parties, both complaints are to be 
considered consolidated and will be addressed altogether in this one letter. After reviewing your 
formal open meetings complaint related to potential violations by the Green Valley Sanitary 
District, I assigned a Pennington County State's Attorney's Office investigator to investigate the 
allegations. He reviewed your complaint along with all accompanying documents, conducted 
interviews with persons associated with the Green Valley Sanitary District, and reported back to 
me on his findings. As such, your complaint has been investigated and reviewed. The analysis in 
this document may refer to you as the "Complainant". The separate complaints will be addressed 
in order as presented. 

GVSD COMPLAINT #2 

1. Allegation: That the Board of Trustees of the Green Valley Sanitary District violated open 
meetings law when then-President Jason Reitz, signed a contract between Green Valley Sanitary 
District and Interstate Engineering without board approval, motion, or vote. 

Upon review of the meeting minutes dated 11-8-21 , there is clearly an agenda item stating 
"Sign Contract with Interstate Engineering - All of the surveying has been complete, the 
preliminary report has been received. All is in process as it pertains to the original survey." On the 
board that date, the acting members were Boardmembers Reitz, Lee, Jangula, Kelley, and Burger 
(now deceased). SDCL § 34A-5-24 states that "A concurrence of the majority is necessary to any 
action of the board." It appears from the investigation that there was a concurrence among the 
board to allow Reitz to sign the contract. Additionally, there is no indication in the meeting minutes 
that Burger was averse to Reitz's signing of the contract. Additionally, I would point you to the 
Open Meetings Commission's Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law stemming from GVSD 
Complaint #1. Conclusion of Law #4, states that "[t]here is no provision found in SDCL ch. 1-25, 
or SDCL ch. 34A-5, that requires fonnal action of a sanitary district must be proceeded by a 
motion, second, and vote of a board of trustees." As such, I find no merit to this allegation. 
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2. Allegation: Allegation 2 is a muJti-faceted complaint that pertains to the noticing and posting of 
agendas. Both will be addressed in the following subsections. 

Allegation 2(i): That the Board of Trustees of the Green Valley Sanitary District violated open 
meetings law by holding meetings on 8-17-21, 11-17-21 , 12-22-21, 6-2-22, 6-14-22, and 6-22-22 
when those meetings were allegedly not properly noticed or advertised. 

At the outset, it should be noted that the South Dakota Legislature has expressly set forth 
that sanitary districts should be detennined to be governmental subdivisions of the State. SDCL § 
34A-5-14 states that "[a]ny sanitary district established under this chapter is a govenunental 
subdivision of this state and a public body, corporate and politic." The tenn "subdivision" as 
applicable to open meetings law is defined in§ 1-25-12(1). SDCL § 1-25-12(1) defines a political 
subdivision as "any association, authority, board, commission, committee, council, task force, 
school district, county, city, town, township, or other local government entity that is created or 
appointed by statute, ordinance, or resolution and is vested with the authority to exercise any 
sovereign power derived from state law." As such, SDCL § 1-25-1.1, governing notice and of 
meetings of political subdivisions controls, rather than SDCL § 1-25-1.3, which governs notice of 
meetings of the state. 

In part, SDCL § 1-25-1.1 states that: 

"Each political subdivision shall provide public notice, with proposed agenda, that 
is visible, readable, and accessible for at least an entire, continuous twenty-four 
hours immediately preceding any official meeting, by posting a copy of the notice, 
visible to the public, at the principal office of the political subdivision holding the 
meeting. The proposed agenda shall include the date, time, and location of the 
meeting. The notice shall also be posted on the political subdivision's website upon 
dissemination of the notice, if a website exists. For any special or rescheduled 
meeting, the infonnation in the notice shall be delivered in person, by mail, by 
email, or by telephone, to members of the local news media who have requested 
notice. For any special or rescheduled meeting, each political subdivision shall also 
comply with the public notice provisions of this section for a regular meeting to the 
extent that circumstances permit." -

It should be noted that the investigation resulted in a finding the dates of 8-17-21, 11-17-
21, 12-22-21, 6-2-22, 6-14-22 were all special meetings set up at the request of the engineers. As 
such, they are to determined as special meetings, which permit the entity to comply with the public 
notice provisions of SDCL § 1-25-1.1 "to the extent that circumstances permit." No infonnation 
was obtained that the 6-22-22 was a special meeting. 

Additionally, it should be noted that investigation related to GVSD #1 confirmed that the 
routine method of agenda posting was to routinely post notice of the meetings at three locations, 
namely: Green Valley Dr. and Reservoir Rd; Reservoir Rd. and Southside Dr.; and E. Hwy 44 just 
before Anderson Rd, and the agenda would routinely be posted on the Rapid Valley Sanitary 
District's (RVSD) door. Given that the special meetings are allowed great latitude for the time of 
which the meetings are to be noticed, and that there is information that GVSD routinely posts 
notice on the roads and posts the agenda on the RVSD door for all meetings, I find no merit to this 
allegation. 
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Allegation 2{ii): That the Board of Trustees of the Green Valley Sanitary District violated open 
meetings law by only posting four of their agendas to the Rapid Valley Sanitary DistricCs website 
and did not post minutes of those meetings to the website. 

SDCL § 1-25-1.1 states, in part, that "[t]he proposed agenda shall include the date, time 
and location of the meeting. The notice shall also be posted on the political subdivision's website 
upon dissemination of the notice, if a website exists." It is wo1th noting that the website GVSD 
utilizes is not one that they own, but rather, they are provided access to a specific webpage of the 
Rapid Valley Sanitary District's website as a courtesy. Due to the ownership of the website being 
RVSD's, rather than GVSD's, the undersigned determines that the website is not "the political 
subdivision's website as contemplated in SDCL § 1-25-1.1, but rather, is a different political 
subdivision's website. As such, I find no merit in the agenda portion of this complaint. 

As to the meeting minutes component of this allegation which accuses GVSD of a violation 
for faiJing to post minutes of those meetings on the RVSD Website, it should be noted that the 
only requirement for minutes posting on a website is set forth in SDCL § 1-25-3 and SDCL § 1-
25-1.4. SDCL § 1-25-3 governs meeting minutes of the State and requires that: 

The state sha11 keep detailed minutes of the proceedings of al1 regular or special 
meetings. The minutes required in this section shall report how each individual 
member voted on any motion on which a roll ca11 vote is taken. The minutes shall 
be available for inspection by the public at all times at the principal place of 
business of the board or commission. 

SDCL § 1-25-1.4 sets forth an affirmative duty for "[a]ny state board, commission, or 
depat1ment that is required to provide public notice of its meetings pursuant to§ 1-25-3 shall make 
available on a state website designated by the commissioner of the Bureau of Finance and 
management, if the information exists ... (6) Meeting Minutes." 

It should be noted that the minutes website posting requirement is limited to "[t]he state" 
as is set forth in SDCL § 1-25-3. SDCL § 1-25-12(5) defines "state" as "each board, commission, 
department, or agency of the State of South Dakota. The term state, does not include the 
legislature." Concerning specifically sanitary districts, the South Dakota Legislature has expressly 
set forth that sanitary districts should be determined to be governmental subdivisions of the State. 
SDCL § 34A-5-14 states that ''[a]ny sanitary district established under this chapter is a 
governmental subdivision of this state and a public body, corporate and politic." 

The term "subdivision" as applicable to open meetings law is defined in § 1-25-12(1 ). 
SDCL § 1-25-12(1) defines a political subdivision as "any association, authority, board, 
commission, committee, council, task force, school district, county, city, town, township, or other 
local government entity that is created or appointed by statute, ordinance, or resolution and is 
vested with the autho1ity to exercise any sovereign power derived from state law." 

I would note at this time that the code in SDCL § 1-25 imposes different requirements on 
an entity based on its classification as either "the state" or a "subdivision." Because only "the state" 
has an affinnative requirement to post the meeting minutes to a website under SDCL § 1-25-1.4, 
GVSD has not violated any minute requirement in conjunction with the website. As such, I find 
no merit in this allegation. 
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3. Allegation: That the Board of Trnstees of the Green Valley Sanitary District violated Open 
Meetings Law when the Board did not post draft minutes to the Rapid Valley Sanitary District 
(RVSD) website. 

The governing statute pertaining to this allegation is that ofSDCL § 1-27-1 .17, which states 
that: 

The unapproved, draft minutes of any public meeting held pursuant to § 1-25-1 that 
are required to be kept by law shall be available for inspection by any person within 
ten business days after the meeting. However, this section does not apply if an audio 
or video recording of the meeting is available to the public on the governing body's 
website within five business days after the meeting. A violation of this section is a 
Class 2 misdemeanor. However, the provisions of this section do not apply to draft 
minutes of contested case proceedings held in accordance with the provisions of 
chapter l-26. 

It should be noted that GVSD does not own or operate their own website but uses RVSD's 
website for limited purposes. The investigation concluded that the Complainant noticed that the 
meeting minutes of the 4-10-24 meeting were not available on the RVSD website and that he 
promptly requested those minutes on 5-8-24. By the Complainant's own admission, he indicated 
that the relevant minutes were later posted to the website approximately one week later. As stated 
above in SDCL § 1-27-1.17, "[minutes] are required to be kept by law [and] shall be available for 
inspection by any person within ten business days after the meeting." That statute does not 
specifically require those minutes to be posted on the entities' website within ten business days, it 
only requires that they be available for inspection within ten days after the meeting. Furthennore, 
only the State, and not subdivisions of the state, are required to post meeting minutes to their website 
pursuant to SDCL § 1-25-1.4. Regardless, when it was brought to the Board's attention that the 
minutes were not posted to the website, the Board subsequently provided those minutes for 
inspection as is required by law. 

As such, I find no merit to this allegation. 

4. Allegation: That the Board of Trustees of the Green Valley Sanitary District violated Open 
Meetings Law when the Board failed to follow the agenda as presented on Febrnary 27, 2024. After 
review of SDCL § 1-25, there is no authority therein regarding actionable open m~etings vio]ations 
for the failure to follow the agenda as presented. There are certainly rules in place for the providing 
for and noticing of proposed agendas. But, as previously stated, there is no open meetings authority 
authorizing a violation for failing to follow an agenda. As such, there is no merit to this allegation. 

5. Allegation: That the Board of Trustees of the Green Valley Sanitary District violated Open 
Meetings Law when the Board did not specifically cite SDCL § l-25-2 when making a motion to 
enter executive session on April 10, 2024. SDCL § 1-25-1 states that "official meetings of the state 
and its political subdivision are open to the public unless a specific law is cited by the state or the 
political subdivision to close the official meeting to the public . .. " SDCL § 1-25-2 permits the 
closing of public meetings to enter executive session to discuss a litany of topics set forth in the 
statute. However, entering executive session does indeed require a spedfic citation to SDCL 1-25~ 
2, and the subsections thereof, to fully comply with SDCL § 1-25-1. No infonnation was received 
that would show that a citation to SDCL § 1-25-2 was made when making the motion to go into 
executive session when discussing a complaint made by Complainant. Rather, a motion made was 
to go into executive session discuss a complaint by the Complainant. As such, I do find merit in 

4 

Laserfiche 



this allegation and elect to forward this allegation to the Open Meetings Commission for further 
action pursuant to SDCL § 1-25-6(3). 

GVSD COMPLAINT #3 

I. Allegation: That the Green Valley Sanitary District Board of Trustees' President, Scott Mohr, 
violated Open Meetings Law when he requested that the Complainant quit recording the May 8, 
2024, meeting, or threatened that the meeting would end ifhe did not comply. 

SDCL § 1-25-11 states that "[ n Jo public body may prevent a person from recording, 
through audio or video technology, an official meeting as long as the recording is reasonable, 
obvious, and not disruptive. This section does not apply to meetings closed to the public pursuant 
to specific law." The investigation related to this specific concern noted that the meeting was 
becoming very disruptive due to back-and-forth conversations between Mr. Mohr and the 
Complainant. However, by Mr. Mohr's admission, he did not know that the Complainant was 
recording the meeting until the Complainant notified the Board that he was indeed recording the 
meeting. Both the Complainant and Mr. Mohr agree that after the Complainant offered infonnation 
that had been recording the meeting for 5 minutes, that Mr. Mohr requested that the recording 
cease to occur, or else the meeting would stop. The timing of the notification ofrecording is notable 
to this investigation, as the recording itself could not be deemed disruptive, as the sole act of 
recording was not even noticed by the Board itself until the recording was brought to the attention 
of the Board during a heated discussion. 

As such, I do find merit in this allegation and elect to forward this allegation to the Open 
Meetings Commission for further action pursuant to SDCL § 1-25-6(3). 

2. Allegation: That the "special meeting" held on May 29, 2024, violated Open Meetings Law 
when no agenda nor draft minutes were posted prior to the meeting. 

First, the undersigned and the assigned investigator both interpreted the draft minutes 
portion of this allegation to be referencing the potential lack of posting of the draft minutes on the 
RVSD website, which is sometimes used by the Board to post information online, as they do not 
own or operate their own separate web address. As referenced in GVSD Complaint #2, allegation 
#3 discussed above, there is no requirement at law to provide draft minutes to be posted to a 
website prior to a meeting. As such, I find this portion of the allegation to be without melit. 

Second, the Complainant opines that no notice nor agenda were posted before the hearing 
held on May 29, 2024, and therefore, an open meetings violation occutTed. The investigator and 
the undersigned interpret that complaint to reference an alleged requirement to post the notice and 
agenda to the RVSD website, which GVSD sometimes uses. It should be noted that the hearing on 
May 29, 2024, should be determined to be a special meeting, as it was scheduled and notified for 
a date and time outside of the regular meeting schedule historically utilized by GVSD and was 
held at the Central State's Fairgrounds. SDCL § 1-25-1.l states that "notice shall also be posted 
on the political subdivision's website upon dissemination of the notice, if a website exists. For any 
special orreschedu]ed meeting, each political subdivision shall also comply with the public notice 
provisions of this section for a regular meeting to the extent that circumstances pennit." 

Because the May 29, 2024, meeting should be determined as a special meeting pursuant to 
SDCL § 1-25-1. l, the standard that GVSD should be held to at this time requires GVSD to "comply 
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with the public notice provisions of this section for a regular meeting to the extent that 
circumstances permit." 

The investigation related to this allegation concluded that the Board of Green Valley 
Sanitary District chose to print out and send flyers providing notice of the meeting and containing 
a list of items that were to be addressed at the meeting. Additionally, the Board published that 
notice of the meeting on www.sdpub1icnotices.com. With the meeting being classified as a special 
meeting, the undersigned finds that the production and maiJing of flyers to the constituents, 
combined with posting the notice of the meeting to www.sdpublicnotices.com substantially 
complies with SDCL § 1-25 to an extent that the circumstances surrounding the special meeting 
permitted. As such, I find no merit in this portion of alJegation. 

As to the second, the notice provided for the special meeting listed the items to be 
discussed, which were the project, project alternatives, proposed alternatives, proposed financing, 
source of repayment, and impact to users. Because the notice of the hearing provided topics in a 
that were addressed on that day, I find that an agenda was properly provided, and consequently, 
there is no merit to this allegation. 

Thank you again for bringing your concerns to our attention. We take open meetings laws 
seriously, as transparency and accountability are essential to public trust. Please know that we have 
reviewed the matters you raised and will continue to monitor compliance where appropriate. If 
you have any further information or concerns, don't hesitate to reach out. 

ington County State's Attorney 

Cc: Green Valley Sanitary District 
Ty Daly, Lynn Jackson Schutz & Lebrun 
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I attest and confirm I am, OJe.V:6 IVl~ GR..'.") , as signed below. 

Steve Myers Date 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

STATE OF .:3o ~:b., 

COUNTY OF Y~-\:n 

) 
) ss 
) 

On this e;2, \ day of ~ , 20i?.!::l_, before me personally 
appeared S\:eN<. l't) \\f v: s. , to me known to be the person who executed 
the foregt?ing instrument, and acknowledged that he executed the same of his own free act, 
and deed. 

I certify under PENAL TY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of South Dakota that 
the foregoing paragraph is true and correct. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal 

~ ~ ~ .:l:z,/..z!i. 
Date 

My Commission Expires < JO-O uar'f 0, ~;) g' 
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To the attention of States Attorney Lara Roetzel and Steve Neavill: 

My name is Steve Myers. I am a resident of Green Valley Sanitation District in Pennington County. 

Here are a couple of more things that I think need to be addressed. 

#1 On Nov 15, 2021, Jason Reitz, then GVSD board president, signed a contract between GVSD and 
Interstate Eng without board approval, motion or vote. The minutes are posted@ 

https...:.llw.W.W.Jil.Qiill!all.eys.anitan,,.ctistrir.l . .c.om Go to informational content and scroll down to green 
Valley Sanitary District. 

#2 At that same site you can read the minutes for Special meetings that were not advertised to the 
public. Also, as you can read, they have only posted the agenda 4 times. "The same penalties apply 
if the agenda for the meeting is not properly posted." 

• Aug 17, 2021, at 10am,... 

Nov 17, 2021, at 3pm' 

Dec 22, 2021, at 1 pm ,,, 

June 2, 2022, at 12:22pm,,. 

June 14, 2022, at 2pm ., 

June 22, 2023, at 19:15pm,,. 

The following are meetings with no minutes and were not advertised to the public. 

May 18, 2023, at Loretta Jangula's home to vote on 5811 Sparrowhawk annexation. -

Aug 28, 2023, virtual, see attached notes that I took. 

- Nov 13, 2023, phone meeting to approve 2 bills-Attorney and Insurance 

Nov 20, 2023, 9am at Rapid Valley Water to discuss Interstate pricing. 

#3 At the same site you won't see SDCL 1-27-1.17 Draft minutes of public meetings. It's never 
happened, but was requested at the May 8, 2024, meeting. 

#4 The agenda posted for the February 27, 2024; meeting is not the agenda followed as per Scan 
20240318.3 pdfofthe minutes of that meeting. 

#5 At the April 10, 2024, meeting the board and their attorney went into executive session to 
discuss a complaint by Steve Myers, without sighting a SDCL. 

Again, thank you for your time. 

Steve Myers 

605-48-1424 

5648 Greenwood Lane Rapid City, SD 57703 May 21, 2024 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement, the Effective Date of which Is 
lndlt:otedon page 1. 

Owner: GreenVa11eySanltary District Engineer! Interstate Engfneerlng,lnc. 
l...--1 

By: g'o,__---£ _. 
Print name: Lonni Fleck 

President 
~l/J~p-._..}~::z..=-~==-·- ~ -~~-

Title: President 
Date Signed: __.,{...,0~ ... -=t,_-_z~~--~------

Engjneer Ucenseor Firm's Certificate No. (if required): 
C-643 
State of: South Dakota 

Address for Owner's receipt of notices: Address for Engineer's receipt of notices: 
P0Box1105 P08oK226 
Rapid City, SD 5n09 . 120 lndustrlal Drive, Suite 2 

Spearfish, SD snB.l 
Designated Representative (Paragraph 8.03.A): Designated Representative {Paragraph 8.03.A): 
Jason Reitz Zach Grapentine 
Title: Board President Tltle: ProjectManager 
Phone Number: 605-484-7237 -----------E •Ma 11 Address: firefighter1161@gmall.com 

Phone Number: _605-....;..;.. ..... 642_"4 __ 712. _________ _ 
E-MailAddress: Zach.Grapentlne@lnterstateeng.com 

EJCO~ E-500, Agl'l!ement Between OWner and EngineerforPRlfe.sslollal Services. 
Cq,yrlght 0 2014 N1tlonal society of Professional E111lneen, Ame,k.lnCoundl of Er1glneorirc Companies, 

arid Arnerlta!I Sodet.y of CMI Engl-. All right, reserved. 
2D 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING for the GREEN VALLEY 
SANITARY DISTRICT SEWER SYSTEM PROJECT 

Green Valley Sanitary District submitted an application to secure funding from the 
South Dakota Board of Water and Natural Resources (BWNR) to address the sanitary 
sewer needs of the residents served by GVSD. The application requested funding 
assistance in the amount of $9,322,000 and the project received $5,000,000 in grants 
and a loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness for the project. Additional funding is 
being sought from USDA Ru rat Development grants and loans. 

Green Valley Sanitary District (GVSD) consists of about 284 homes located just east 
_ qf Rapi.d_C.ity on the south side of Hwy. 44. GVSD has centr.al-water~trom Rapid \/alley 

San. District (RVSD) but each home has a septic system. The area has high 
groundwater with some septic systems failing and possible contamination of Rapid 
Creek. The proposed project is a pressurized sewer collection system. Each home 
will have its own pumping unit that will pump sewage into the main. Once homes are 
connected to the system, septic systems will be abandoned. Treatment will be 
provided by the Rapid City Waste Water Treatment Plant. RVSD will operate/maintain 
the new system. All of GVSD will be served by the project with approx, 284 
connections. The new system will include 2", 3", 4" & 611 sewer main with 1 V4" 
services. Main will be placed along the road section to avoid existing utilities in 
ditches. The benefit of this system type Is that most of the system can be 
directionally bored & not disturb road above the line. There is one connection point to 
the adjacent RVSD main line. 

The purpose of the public hearing is to discuss the need for the project, project 
alternatives, proposed alternatives, proposed fin(\ncing, source of repayment for the 
loan, and the··impact to the users. The public is invited to attend and comment o'n the 

project. The public hearing will be held on May 29, 2024 at 7:00pm at 
Creative Arts Building at the Central States Fa'irgroun~ds, aoo San 
Fransisco St, Rapid City, South Dakota, Questions about this notice can be 
directed to Loretta Jangula, Secretary, at gvsd13@gmail.com. 

Dated this 6th day of May, 2024 

Published once on 5/14/2024 at the total approximate cost of$ 47 .41 and may be 

viewed for free at www.sdpublicnotices.com 
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To the attention of States Attorney Lara Roetzel and Investigator Steve Neavill: 

This will be my 3fll complaint against Green Valley Sanitary District. 

As I have written to you before in my May 9, 2024, email, but forgot to make it a formal complaint: 

At the May 8, 2024, GVSD meeting I wanted to record the meeting, but was told no. President Scott 
Mohr said that their attorney (Erica Olson) told them that if 1 person was opposed to me recording 
the meeting, that I can't. Scott threatened to shut down the meeting if kept recording. I quit 
recording. SDCL 1-25-11 says I can record the meeting. 

May 29, 2024, GVSD had a "Public Hearing". No agenda was posted, and no draft minutes have 
been posted. Maybe because it was called a hearing? Either way, it doesn't seem right. 

At our May 21, 2024, meeting, I was unclear why your office is not pursuing my complaint about 
Scott Mohr's appointment without a notice of vacancy. My memory was because it part of GVSD By 
Laws and only civil. SDCL 34A-5-21-3 

This is a true statement, and I want it to be part of my complaints against the GVSD board. 

6/10/2024 
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j1.,.,,..,:,,,t-.,. {..,,~ 
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OPPJCE 

OFFICE OF THE PENNINGTON COUNTY STATE'S ATTORNEY 
Lara R. Roetzel-Statc's Attorney 
130 Kansas Gey Street, Suite 300 
Rapid Gey, SD 57701 
Phone: (605) 394-2191 
Fax: (605) 394-6093 

Investigative Summary 

Lara Roetze1 - Pennington County State's Attorney 
Date: 10-16-24 
Re: Green Valley Sanitary District Open Meetings Investigations #2 and #3 

Lara, 

On 2-26-24, Steven Myers filed an open meeting violation complaint with our office 
regarding the Green Valley Sanitary District (GVSD). That complaint was investigated and one 
of the three complaint issues was forwarded to the South Dakota Open Meetings Commission. 
This will be refe1Ted to as "GVSD #1." Currently, GVSD #1 is pending within the Open 
Meetings Commission. 

Myers 1s a former board member of the GVSD Board. Meyers' initial introduction to the 
board was in Februa1y of 2023 when he became a trustee. He resigned from the board on 12-13-
23. 

On 5-21-24, Meyers submitted a second complaint alleging five (5) open meeting violations. 
This will be referred to as "GVSD #2." 

1) Meyers wrote that on 11-15-21, Jason Reitz (fonner GVSD Board President) signed a 
contract between GVSD and Intel'state Engineering, "without board approval, motion or vote." 
This contract is in regard to a pending sewer project to serve the Green Valley area. Meyers 
included a copy of the signature page of the contract. 

2) Myers wrote that there were special meetings (listed below), "that were not advertised to 
the public. Also, you can read, they have only posted the agenda 4 times." 

* 11-17-21 

* 12-22-21 

* 6-2-22 

* 6-14-22 
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Myers also wrote that the below meetings have no minutes and were not advertised to the 
public: 

* 5-18-23 

* 8-28-23 

* 11-13-23 

* 11-20-23 

3) Myers wrote, "At the same site you won't see SDCL 1-27-1.17. Draft minutes of public 
meetings. It's never happened, but was requested at the May 8, 2024, meeting." 

4) Myers wrote that the agenda posted for the 2-27-24 meeting is not the agenda followed as 
per a scan of the meeting minutes (labeled as "Scan 202403 l 8.3pdt). 

5) Myers wrote that at the 4-10-24 meeting, the board and their attorney went into executive 
session to discuss his complaint but did not verbalize an SDCL (statute). 

On 6-10-24, Myers submitted a third complaint alleging two (2) open meeting violations. This 
will be referred to as "GVSD #3." 

1) Myers wrote that at the 5-8-24 GVSD meeting, he had wanted to record the meeting, but 
was told he could not. Myers wrote that Board President, Scott Mohr, said that their attomey 
(Erika Olson) told them that if one person was opposed to the recording, he could not. Myers 
wrote, "Scott threatened to shut down the meeting if kept recording. I quit recording. SDCL 1-
25-11 says 1 can record the meeting." 

2) Myers wrote that on 5-29-24, GVSD had a "Public Hearing." He wrote that no agenda was 
posted and no draft minutes have been posted. 

Investigation: 

On 6-5-24 at 1110 hours, I spoke to OJson about the status of GVSD #1 and of the new 
complaint in GVSD #2. As I had previously addressed issue 5 in GVSD #2 as an ancillary issue 
in GVSD #1, T did advise Olson I did not believe this was an open meeting violation. 

On 7-11-24 at 1000 hours, J spoke to Olson. She advised that Mohr agrees he had told Myers 
he could not record the meeting, but this was due to his misunderstanding or lack of knowledge. 

On 7-31-24 at 085 I hours, I conducted an audio recorded telephone interview of Myers. 

1 asked Myers about item 3 in GVSD #2. He indicated GVSD had never posted the draft 
minutes on the Rapid Valley Sanitation District (RVSD) website. Myers denied during his time 
on the board that anyone had reached out to see draft minutes. Myers said the board just started 
putting the draft minutes up on the door at the RVSD building. He said this had been happening 
over the last couple of meetings. 
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I asked Myers if he had made a request at the 5-8-24 meeting to see draft minutes posted 
during his public comment time. "l did not. Frank Henderson did that, just during, during 
conversation." Myers said the question arose about being able to see the draft minutes before 
they came to the meeting and asking the board to read the minutes at the meeting. "Cuz' we had 
no idea what the minutes said." 

Myers said board member, Loretta Jangula, had read the minutes on one occasion, but at 
another board meeting refused to do so. Myers said Hendereson had advised Jangula that they 
were supposed to post the draft minutes so they can be viewed before the minutes are approved. 

I asked Myers about item 4 in GVSD #2. Myers said what he was referring to were the three 
items on the agenda. "And none of those items were taken care of at the meeting." He continued, 
"the agenda was different from what the meeting was." Myers said that items 1 -3 in the agenda 
were not mentioned during the meeting. 

l asked Myers about item I in GVSD #3. Myers said he had advised he was recording the 
meeting. Myers said he was told he could not record. "They said, our attorney said, if one person 
objects, you can't record the meeting." Myers said the Treasurer's husband (William Lewton) 
said he objected. Myers continued, "Scott said if you keep recording, we' re gonna' shut the 
meeting down now." Myers said he turned his recorder off and placed it into his pocket. 

Myers said at the last meeting (June of 2024) County Commissioner Travis Lasseter had 
asked Mohr ifhe had stopped anyone from recording. Mohr responded, "I don't know if l 
stopped him or not." 

Myers continued and said he had started recording at the beginning of the meeting. Myers 
said he had the recorder sitting in front of him, "out in the open so cve1yone could see it." 

(Q) "so, it was obvious?'' 

(R) "very obvious. Well, I held it up, so everybody could see it and then put it down way out 
in front ofme. It's a little one like what you've got." 

Myers said he had been recording for approximately five minutes before the above discourse 
with Mohr. Myers also mentioned he had recorded the April 2024 meeting. 

(Q) "what caused the problem, what, what brought the attention to the recorder, which then, 
which then appears more to tell you to stop recording. What kinda' brought that up?" 

(R) "me." 

(Q) "ok ... " 

(R) "they don't like me. They absolutely, oh yeah, I mean. You can look through the minutes 
and you can see there's one person they've quoted." 

(Q) "ok, and that was that whole discussion about what you allegedly said, and you're like 
hey, I've been recording. Then they said, we11, you can't record if someone objects. ls that how 
that aJl kinda' went down?" 

(R) "that's kinda' how it went down but what they said was our attorney said." 
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Myers said he had asked Mohr ifhe was recording the meeting. Mohr indicated he was. 
Myers said several other people said they objected to this as well. 

Myers said during the July 2024 meeting, board member Valerie Lewton objected to him 
recording. He told her he was going to record. 

Myers then indicated that Mohr had been the first person to object to his recording the 5-8-24 
meeting. He said Lewton then objected. 

I asked Myers if once he had advised he was recording the 5-8-24 meeting, if it appeared this 
disrupted the meeting. Myers said, "I didn't disrupt it, Scott disrupted it, President." 

Myers confinned that Mohr, Lewton and her husband, objected to him recording the 5-8-24 
meeting. Mohr said that a female attending the 5-8-24 meeting had looked up the legality of 
recording a public meeting and stated that it was not illegal to record the meeting. "And Scott 
said, I don't care. I will stop the meeting right now. We will be done with it. If you don't quit 
recording, this meeting will be done now. So, that would be disruptive, but I'm not the one that 
caused it, the President did." Mohr did not know the last name of the female who looked up the 
legality of recording a public meeting. He thought her first name was "Julianne." 

Myers said he did comply and he shut off the recorder and placed it into his pocket. However, 
later in the interview, he characterized the direction he received to discontinue recording as a, 
"threat. If you don't stop recording, we're gonna' stop the meeting right now." 

Myers said later in the interview that Lewton objected to him recording the June 2024 
meeting. Mohr said he continued recording. He said the meeting continued. 

I asked Myers about item 2 in GVSD #3. He said the notice of the meeting on 5-29-24 came 
in the mail. Myers said everyone he spoke to received the same mailing. Myers indicated there 
were no draft minutes posted from the 5-29-24 meeting. 

On 7-31-24 at 1001 hours, I conducted a brief audio recorded telephone interview of Myers. 

Myers con finned Henderson had brought up the concern about the draft minutes at the 5-8-24 
meeting. I asked Myers ifhe made a particular request himself to see a particular draft. Myers 
said he thought he asked to sec or hear the April 2024 draft minutes at the 5-8-24 meeting. As of 
the 5-8-24 meeting, the board had not posted the April 2024 draft minutes (to the website). Later 
in the interview> he said Loretta had advised he could read them when they were posted. Myers 
said it seemed like the Ap1il 2024 minutes were posted about a week after his request on 5-8-24. 

(Q) "so, at the May g•h meeting, you remember asking either, uh, the board, hey, I wanna' see 
the April 2024 minutes and either Loretta or Scott said you can see them when they're posted ... " 

(R) "con-ect." 

(Q) " ..... but it does sound like within a week of that May 8th meeting, that the April minutes 
had been posted?" 

(R) "um, yeah. So, l couldn't sec them till the middle of May." 
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Myers subsequently agreed that it seemed like the April 2024 minutes were posted about a 
week after his request at the 5-8-24 meeting. Myers said, "I wanted to see em' before they 
approved them.,, Myers subsequently said it was the "nonn" for minutes of the prior month's 
meeting to be posted about a week after the current month's meeting, "until a week ago." 

Myers said Jangula's verbiage was, "you can see them when they're posted on the website." 

Myers denied he had made a request to see the April 2024 minutes prior to the 5-8-24 
meeting. 

On 7-31-24 at 1610 hours, I conducted an audio recorded interview of Mohr. Olson was 
present. This interview occurred at Olson's office. Mohr was advised he did not have to talk to 
me if11e did not wish to and he could speak to his attorney privately if he wanted. 

I first addressed item 2 in GVSD #2. I asked Mohr if he had a memory of being involved in 
the special meetings specifically on 11-13-23 or 11-20-23. Mohr did not remember this. Mohr 
did not have a memory of participating in any meetings in November of 2023 that were exclusive 
of the normal monthly meeting. Mohr later said he had never been involved in a phone meeting 
(a reference to the 11-13-23 special meeting). 

I asked Mohr if he was aware of any attempt to give notice to the public of the special 
meetings. Ultimately, this question was not answered. 

I then addressed item 3 in GVSD #2. l asked Mohr ifhe remembered Myers asking for the 
April 2024 meeting minutes. Mohr said Myers had, "asked for so many things I., .he may or may 
not of. I don't know." When I mentioned Myer's assert.ion about what Jangula allegedly said, 
Mohr responded, "that's been brought up a couple different times. I don't remember specific 
dates ... " 

Mohr subsequently said that the RVSD web-site is a "courtesy" and that the minutes were 
supposed to be posted on the door, "which hadn't been done in the past. It's something that was 
brought to our attention, so we started trying to do it and we're still having problems ... " 

Mohr did not know when the draft minutes started being placed on the door. He said he places 
the agenda on the door at the RVSD building in advance of the meetings. Mohr said this 
coincided with his move into the President's position. Mohr thought he had been doing this for 
approximately 5-6 months. Mohr said it was his understanding that former President, Jason 
Reitz, had posted the agendas. 

l then addressed item 4 in GVSD #2. I read to Mohr the three items hsted in the 2-27-24 
meeting agenda that Myers claimed were not addressed. Mohr said he did not remember. He 
remembered the board had discussed these issues, but he did not know at what meeting. Mohr 
then said he remembered going over the cost at the meeting. 

After showing Mohr a copy of the 2-27-24 agenda, he said, ''I believe all of those were 
covered." He subsequently said he remembered the mandatory hook-up being addressed as some 
people were frustrated about this. Mohr clarified that it is not the community that is necessarily is 
in support of the sewer system, but "the board is." Scott confinned the 2-27-24 meeting was an 
inf onnationa] meeting. 
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l then addressed item 5 in GVSD #2. I asked Mohr if he remembered the verbiage they used 
prior to going into executive session. Mohr said, "I have no idea what 1 would of said. Just 
saying that we're going into executive session." Mohr did not rem em her if they had a motion to 
go into executive session. 

I then addressed item I in GVSD #3. I asked Mohr his recollection of this event. Mohr said, 
" I wasn't sure if he could record or not. And in the best interest ofletting something happen, that 
shouldn't happen, I just said no. And that's, and I later found out that he can." 

I asked Mohr if he was aware that Myers had been recording prior to the conversation that 
Myers and he had about the recording. Mohr said, "no." Mohr was asked if he had seen that 
Myers ha<l a recorder. He replied, "I didn't really sec it. 1 wasn't looking for one .. .. " Mohr said 
he was more concerned about the rights of other members. 

I asked Mohr how he became aware Myers was recording the meeting. He said Myers 
verbalized this. Mohr said, "and I told h1m that I didn' t know and J wanted to look into it." 

I asked Mohr if Myers was using his three minutes of public comment time. Mohr replied that 
he 1hought Myers mentioned the recorder toward the end of his public comment time. "He <lid11't 
start out with it, I know that." 

I asked Mohr jf anyone expressed any concern about Myers recording the meeting. Mohr said 
the meeting became, "very disrnptive." Mohr characterized this as, ''he wasn't willing to give up. 
J wasn't wi1ling to give up. I didn't feel like, I basically felt like I shouldn't continue the meeting 
without knowing whether or not he could record or not." 

Mohr was asked if anyone else attending t11e meeting became frustrated or angry about 
Myers' assertion he was recording the meeting. Mohr said, "I don'1 recall. My main focus was 
kinda on what transpired between Steve and T." 

(Q) "fair to say though, you told him that you could not record and you, you told if he 
continued to record that you would shut the meeting down? Or, some verbiage similar to that?" 

(R) "it wasu't just because of that, it was because the meeting was becoming very disrnptivc. 
I mean, it wasn't going anywhere because of all the conversation was about the recording. So, I 
just wanted him to stop recording that way we could get through our meeting and then hash it 
out. And the next meeting, J allowed him to record. l told him that I was wrong and .. .. " 

I asked Mohr ifhe remembered any of the other board members saying anything about the 
recording by Myers. He did not. 

I then addressed item 2 in GVSD #3. Mohr confinned that Lewton had sent out the notice of 
public hearing for the 5-29-24 meeting. His belief was this notice was sent to everyone in Green 
Valley that would have been affected by the sewer project. Mohr also said this notice was posted 
in the paper. Olson noted that one of the agencies involved required this. 

Mohr denied he put up an agenda up on the door (Creative Arts Building at the Central States 
Fairgrounds) because he did not believe an agenda was required due to it being an infonnational 
meeting. However, at the meeting, they foJlowed the stated purpose on the notice. No other 
business was conducted. Mohr denied any board action was taken. 
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On 8-6-24 at 0945 hours, I conducted an audio recorded interview of Jangula. Also present 
was Olson. This interview occurred at Olson's office. Jangula was advised she did not have to 
talk to me and that she could have a private conversation with her attorney if she wished. 

I first addressed item 1 in GVSD #2. Jangula indicated she had noted something, "way early 
on" in her documents that gave the President authority to sign items. She was not exactly certain 
what pennissions the President had. She then thought what she read may be found in the bylaws. 

I asked Jangula if she remembered a vote or motion in a meeting about signing the new 
contract ( 11-15-21 ). She did not. 

1 then addressed item 2 in GVSD #2. Jangula said that the special meetings were "teams 
meetings'' and they were usually called by the engineer if they had questions on something 
(regarding the sewer project). Jangula's recollection was that usually, they had, "couple two, 
three days notice." She said usually, an e-mail would go out to the board members by the other 
entities. 

Jangula said the 5-18-23 meeting at her residence was in regard to three properties being 
annexed. Jangula indicated it did seem like this meeting was noticed rather quickly. 

Jangula indicated -it seemed like they had little time to prepare for the special meetings. 
Jangula denied knowing that anyone put out the three notification signs that a special meeting 
would be held. Jangula denied knowing they made an effort to notify the media about the special 
meetings, however, she said no one from the media has requested notice of these meetings. 

Jangula said since she became a member of the hoard, she has no knowledge that anyone 
from the media has reached out and requested notice. 

I then addressed item 3 in GVSD #2. Jangula denied having a memory of Myers asking at the 
5-8-24 meeting for the April 2024 draft minutes. Jangula said RVSD allows them to post their 
minutes on a separate page on their website. Jangula said she waits for the minutes to be 
approved and she then sends them over to RVSD to be put on their website. Jangula said the 
person she e-mails the minutes to is Sarah Bender. 

Jangula said the draft minutes do not get posted (to the website). Jangula said she has been 
placing the draft minutes on the door at the RVSD facility. She only recently started doing this. 

I then addressed item 4 in GVSD #2. Jangula said that the three items referenced in the 2-27-
24 agenda were discussed at the meeting as presentations were made. 

l then addressed item 5 in GVSD #2. Jangula denied having a memory that anyone used 
verbiage when they went into the executive session that included "pursuant to SDCL. ... " She 
said there was a motion to go into executive session. "There definitely was a motion." 

I then addressed item I in GVSD #3. Jangula denied having a memory of any conversation in 
the meeting about someone recording the proceedings. 

I then addressed item 2 in GVSD #3. Jangula said the public hearing notice regarding the 
meeting on 5-29-24 was sent out to every resident of Green Valley and they posted the notice on 
www.sdpuhllcnotices.com additionally. 
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Jangula confinned RVSD will post items on their website as a courtesy to GVSD. Jangula 
also confirmed GVSD does not have a physical location. She sai<l they use the meeting room at 
the RVSD building. She said the notice of the monthly meetings is noticed via the signs that are 
at the exit and entrance to Green Valley. 

Jangula characterized the notice of the special meetings in general was, "a few days." 

(Q) "fair to say that it seems in your memory that you basically had a few days notice for 
most, if not all of these special meetings?" 

(R) "correct." 

Jangula characterized the special meetings as "working meetings." Jangula agreed the special 
meetings were in regard to moving forward with the sewer project. 

On 8-6-24 at 1115 hours, I conducted an audio recorded interview of Reitz. Olson was also 
present. This interview took place at Olson's office. Reitze was advised he did not have to talk to 
me if he did not want to, and he could have a private conversation with his attorney ifhe wished. 

I first addresse<l item 1 in GVSD #2. Reitz said he "obviously" signed the contract, albeit, he 
did not have an independent memory of doing it. Reitz did not remember if there had been an 
agenda item posted about the intent to sign the contract on 11-15-21. Reitz said he assumed there 
would have to have been a formal vote prior to him signing the contract. 

r then addressed item 2 in GVSD #2. Reitz remembered that during some regular meetings, 
they had talked about needing to have a special meeting due to not having an item available at 
the regular monthly meeting. 

Reitz agreed they had put up the three signs when they had a regular monthly meeting. Reitz 
said there were some special meetings they had spoke about needing to have during the regular 
monthly meeting. 

Reitz indicated that generally, they did not have much time to prepare for the special 
meetings. Reitz indicated the media "never" had asked for notice of any meetings of the board. 

• Reitz remembered when they voted on the annexation of Sparrow Hawk ( 5-18-23 meeting). 
He thought this had been talked about in their (regular) meeting. He remembered they needed to 
have a special meeting to get the Sparrow Hawk property on the tax roll before the end of the 
month. 

I then addressed item 4 in GVSD #2. I asked Reitz if anyone had touched upon the three items 
annotated in the 2-27-24 agenda. Reitz said that all of these items had been addressed in some 
fashion, however inexact it may have been. He referred to the presentations by Zach Grapentine, 
Blaine Eilts and "Will" from Minnesota Pumps Works that are noted in the 2-27-24 meeting 
minutes. 

I then addressed item 5 in GVSD #2. Reitz initially indicated he would refer to Olson when 
asked if he remembered anyone verbalizing an SDCL statute. 

Reitz said "a lot" of the special meetings were with the engineers. Reitz said the 8-17-21, I 1-
17-21 , 12-22-21, 6-2-22 and 6-14-22 meetings were set up by the engineers. 
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(Q) "it looks like with these special teams meetings, the other party you were working with 
set up the meeting. ls that a fair way to put it?" 

(R) "a hundred percent." 

Reitz explained the engineer would send out an invitation via e-mail. "I didn't set any of those 
up." 

Reitz characterized generally that the amount of notice with the engineer's meetings was 
approximately one week. Reitz denied they put out the signs for any of the special teams 
meetings. 

Reitz said he received the notice regarding the 5-29-24 meeting. He thought Lewton went 
door to door. 

Reitz subsequently said he did not remember the specific language used when they went into 
executive session during the meeting on 4-10-24. His recollection was that Olson helped them 
with this. He did remember in general that there was a motion made. 

On 8-12-24 at 0858 hours, J conducted an audio recorded interview of Leonard Lee. Olson 
was also present. This interview took place at 01son's office. Lee was advised he did not have to 
speak to me. 

Lee believed he left the board in November of 2023. 

I first addressed item I in GVSD #2 and showed Lee the signature page of the Interstate 
Engineering Contract. Lee said that in the past, they had been trying to verify with Interstate 
Engineering that a contract had been signed, as one apparently could not be found. Lee said he 
knew they had discussed "this" (the contract). 

Lee said, "there's been several times that we voted, saying that Jason can sign different legal 
documents." I asked Lee ifhe had a memory of discussing that a new contract needed to be 
signed in November of 2021 . He said he could not recall this. 

I asked Lee if he had a memory of a vote being taken or a motion being put forth in regard to 
the necessity of signing the contract with Interstate Engineering. He said, "every time that 
something came up that needed to be signed, you know, we always took a vote. But, I can't 
specifically say it was on this particular one." 

I asked Lee if he remembered anyone being adverse to the signing of the contract by Reitz in 
November of 2021. Lee denied this. 

(Q) "was there anyone who was against signing this contract in November of twenty-one, 
with Interstate Engineering. Anyone on the board I should say?" 

(R) "no." 

Lee said everyone (on the board) was in agreement when they authorized Jason to sign 
"anything." 
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(Q) "is that kind of generally?" 

(R) "yes." 

I then addressed item 2 in GVSD #2. I asked Lee ifhe had a memory for the reason for the 
Special Meetings. He remembered they had video conferences with the engineering group and 
rural development. 

Lee noted he was not present for the meeting on 8-17-21. 

Note: Olson pointed out that the 8-17-21 meeting lacked a quorum, as only Reitz and Jangula 
are listed as being present. GVSD was a five person board through 2021 and 2022. 

I asked Lee about the 11-17-21 meeting and who may have called it. He was "pretty sure" it 
was the engineers. Lee said Grapentine was setting up a lot of the special meetings to address the 
amount of money that would have to be spent by the residents of Green Valley. 

Lee thought the 12-22-21 special meeting was called by Grapentine. Lee remembered that 
they had signed an amendment to a contract with RVSD during the special meeting on 6-2-22. 
Lee thought this meeting was called by the GVSD Board. 

Lee said he was not at the 6-22-22 meeting. 

l asked Lee about the meetings on 5-18-23 and 8-28-23. Lee said the meeting on 5-18-23 was 
called by the GVSD Board to vote to annex some homes. He indicated later in the interview this 
occurred quickly. Lee was asked about the 8-28-23 meeting. Lee did not have a memory of this 
meeting. However, he thought this would have been a meeting called by Zach. 

Note: Olson pointed out that the 8-28-23 meeting would not have been a quorum. 

I asked Lee about the 6-14-22 meeting. Lee said this meeting was called by the engineers. 

Lee said that the GVSD Board did not put \tp the three signs to make a notice that a special 
meeting was going to occur. Lee agreed the special meetings were for the purpose of furthering 
the sewer project. "We were trying to keep it continuing on." 

Lee said that meetings in general would have an agenda posted at the RVSD building. Lee 
said that to the best of his memory, the agendas were posted on the door at the RVSD building. 

(Q) "to yow· memory, the agenda for the regular meetings, it sounds, you tell me if I have 
this wrong. Your memory is that someone on the board would post the agenda for the regular 
meetings on the door of the Rapid Valley Building? 

(R) "yes." 

Lee denied being aware of a time when the posting of the agenda was not done. Lee said that 
the first person who unlocked the door at the RVSD building, would take the agenda down from 
the door. 
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Lee agreed there was no agenda placed on the building for special meetings. Lee denied the 
local news made an inquiry of him about receiving notice of meetings. ''No, never." Lee said that 
as far as zoom meetings, the engineers would send an agenda via e-mail. 

Lee said the responsibility for putting the agenda on the door always was the President. He 
said this was an informal understanding among the board members. 

On 8-21-24 at 1415 hours, I conducted an audio recorded interview of Lewton. 

Lewton was advised she did not have to talk to me if she did not want to. Olson was present. 
This interview took place in Olson's office. Lewton was also advised she could have a private 
conversation with her attorney. 

I addressed item 3 in GVSD #2. Lewton did not remember Myers making a request to see the 
draft minutes of the April 2024 meeting at the 5-8-24 meeting. She said Myers asked for a lot of 
things. 

Lewton digressed and said when she started on the GVSD Board, she would not be able to 
"do a whole lot" due to medical issues that her mother was having. 

I then addressed item 4 in GVSD #2. Ultimately, we determined Lewton was not at this 
meeting. She did have notes from the meeting on 2-14-24. 

I then addressed item 5 in GVSD #2. Lewton indicated she was present at this meeting. 
Lewton did not remember anyone using any verbiage wherein they cited an SDCL before they 
went into the executive meeting. Lewton said this was her first meeting. 

l then addressed item J in GVSD #3. Lewton said she was one of the people who voiced her 
opposition to being recorded. She said there were others who also voiced this same concern. 
Lev.rton said she remembered Scott saying since he was recording the meeting, there was no need 
for other people to record. 

"I remember Scott basically saying though, because he's already recording the meeting, 
there's no need for other people to record it. But, I don't remember him ever saying that to him, 
you know, about Erika saying. I don't remember that at all." 

Lewton said she later told Myers she was sony and that she had not known it was legal to 
record the meeting. 

I asked Lewton if she had a memory of Mohr telling Myers he was going to shut down the 
meeting ifhe continued to record the meeting. Valerie said, "I remember them having a 
conversation about it, but I don't, you know, cuz' I said, I think when I said ah, you know, that I 
didn't want to be recorded, then, you know? Scott just kinda put up his hands and, you know, to 
everyone, you know? Do you want to be recorded? And, you know, there was a few people there 
that said no. So, um. He said, you know, I'd, I think he just said that I'd appreciate it if. .. You 
know, Scott's always been very polite ..... " 

Lewton thought the recording issue involving Myers was toward the beginning of the 
meeting. 
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I asked Lewton if there was any yelling, cussing or if the meeting became disruptive when 
Myers had advised he was recording the meeting. She denied this. 

I specificaJly asked Lewton if anyone on the board told Myers to stop recording or they would 
shut down the meeting. She denied this. 

I then addressed item 2 in GVSD #3. Lewton said she attended the meeting on 5-29-24. 
Lewton said she created the flyer for the meeting with money out of her own pocket. Lewton e­
mailed the flyer to Jangula. Lewton also mailed out copies of the flyer to every resident of Green 
Valley (311 copies). 

On 9-1 J -24 at 0905 hours, I conducted an audio recorded interview of Marlin Kelley. 

Olson was present as well. This interview took place in Olson's office. KcJley was advised he 
did not have to speak to me and he could have a private conversation with his attorney if he 
wished. 

I first addressed item 1 in GVSD #2. I asked Kelley if he had a memory of talking about 
having Reitz sign the new contract with Interstate Enginee1ing. Kelley said he did not remember 
the "signing part," but they spoke about the status of the engineering. 

(Q) "if Jason did sign a new contract with Interstate Engineering in November of 2021, as a 
fonner board member, do you believe there would have been a necessity for that to occur. Docs 
your memory allow you to provide any kind of an answer regarding that?" 

(R) "um, (inaudible) if Jason had signed it, I believe it would have been a necessity." 

(Q) "um, would you have agreed with him or concurred with him in signing that contract for 
Interstate Engineering to continue the project. Does your memory allow you to answer that?" 

(R) "well, we talked about it. I remember at the meeting and yeah, ifwe did it at the meeting, 
ah, everybody had to vote and ah, I figure since I'd follow his lead, yeah, I'd of said OK." 

I then addressed item 2 in GVSD #2. I asked Kelley if there was a necessity for special 
meetings regarding the sewer project in the 2021 through June of 2023 time frame. Kelley said 
he remembered three special meetings they had, "but that's all I can remember." 

Kelley's memory for the need for the special meetings was for the sewar project and for 
everyone to agree with what was going on. Kelley said they did not have "long term" notice for 
the special meetings. He remembered he would receive a call from Reitz about the meetings, and 
within 2-3 days or a week they would have a meeting. 

Olson pointed out that Kelley had not attended the 8-17-21 special meeting. ln addition, 
KelJey had not attended the 11-17-21 and 6-14-22 meetings. 

Kelley remembered the 5-18-23 special meeting. I asked him if this special meeting came up 
quickly. He did not believe so, "no, not really." He said he had spoke to the other board members 
about the Spanow Hawk address. 

Ke1ley did not remember the special meeting on 11-13-23 nor the 11-20-23 special meetings. 
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Kelley agreed the special meetings were generally for the sewer project. Kelley agreed that 
when he became aware of the special meetings, it seemed like they had three days to one week of 
notice. Kelley was unaware of the special meetings being noticed to the public. 

Kelley said he was on the GVSD Board when the sewer project started. 

Kelley denied he was responsible for putting up the signs that gave notice for the public 
meetings. He said he was responsible after one of the board members (Lex. Burgers) had died. He 
said he would put them up the Monday before the Wednesday meeting. 

Analysis of GVSD #2 

* Item #1 

Myers' complaint regarding this issue is that Reitz signed a contract between Interstate 
Engineering and GVSD without board approval, motion or vote on 11-15-21. In addressing this 
issue, this writer looked to SDCL Chapter 34A-5 - Sanitary Districts. In particular, SDCL 34A-
5-24 appears to be applicable. 

34A-5-24. Policies and 1·egulations for business of board--Time of meetings--Quorum. 
The board of trustees shall adopt policies and regulations for the conduct of its business 

<md shall fix a stated time at which the regular meetings of the board shall be held. A majority of 
the board of trustees constitutes a quorum but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day. A 
concurrence of the majority is necessary to any action of the board. 
Source: SL 1947, ch 226, § 16; SDC Supp 1960, § 45.3816; SDCL, § 34-17-20; SL 1993, ch 256, 
§ 24. 

The language in Myer's complaint, "without board approval, motion or vote" appears to 
assert a possible violation of GVSD bylaws. However, the issue of violating bylaws was 
addressed previously in the investigative package in GVSD #1. Deputy State's Attorney Sobczak 
had opined that it would be extremely unlikely that violating a bylaw could be considered an 
open meeting violation. 

In reviewing the meeting minutes, it is apparent that during the regularly monthly meeting on 
11-8-21, this topic was specifically addressed. The meeting minutes read, "Sign Contract with 
Interstate Engineering - All of the surveying has been complete, the preliminary report has been 
received. All is in process as it pertains to the original survey." 

On 11-15-21, GVSD appears to have been a five-member board consisting of Reitz, Lee, 
Jangula, Kelley and (deceased member) Burger. It is very clear from the interviews conducted of 
Reitz, Kelley and Lee that there was a concurrence among the board to allow Reitz to sign the 
contract. There is no mention in the meeting minutes that Burger was adverse to Reitz signing 
the contract. 

Given it appears there was a concurrence of the majority of the board in allowing Reitz 
to take this action, there does not appear to have been a clear and unambiguous violation of 
law. 

* Item#2 
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Myers' complaint in item #2 appears to be multi-faceted. First, he writes that the below 
special meetings were not advertised to the public and that, "they have only posted the agenda 4 
times." He references the RVSD web-site in this regard. 

* 8-17-21 

* 12-22-21 

* 6-2-22 

* 6-14-22 

* 6-22-22 

Second, Myers wrote that the below special meetings had no minutes and were not advertised 
to the public: 

* 5-18-23 

* 8-28-23 

* 11 -13-23 

* 11-20-23 

In addressing this issue comprehensively, this writer looked to SDCL 1-25-1.1. 

1-25-1.1. Notice of meeting of political subdivision--Agenda--Violation as misdemeanor. 
Each political subdivision shall provide public notice, with proposed agenda, that is 

visible, madable, and accessible for at least an entire, continuous twenty-four hours immediately 
preceding any official meeting, by posting a copy of the notice, visible to the public, at the 
principal office of the political subdivision holding the meeting. The proposed agenda shall 
include the date, time, and location of the meeting. The notice shall also be posted on the 
political subdivision's website upon dissemination of the notice, {fa website exists. For any 
special or rescheduled meeting, the information in the notice shall be delivered in person, by 
mail, by email, or by telephone, to members of the local news media who have requested notice. 
For any special or rescheduled meeting, each political subdivision shall also comply with the 
public notice provisions of this section for a regular meeting to the extent that circumstances 
permit. A violation of this section is a Class 2 misdemeanor. 

In addressing the question about a11 of the above special meetings not being advertised to the 
public, it first must be mentioned that the 8-17-21, 6-14-22 and 8-28-23 special meetings did not 
have a guornm of members. 

In addition, it was long-standing practice for GVSD to provide public notice of the monthly 
meetings by placing signs at three locations in the district: 

* Green Valley Dr. and Reservoir Rd. 
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* Reservoir Rd. and Southside Dr. 

* E. Hwy 44 just before Anderson Rd. 

During his interview in GVSD #1 on 4-3-24, Myers said once he became engaged as a board 
member in February of 2023, he was responsible for placing out the signs for meetings. Myers 
denied the signs were placed out for special meetings. He said, "we had very little notice." It 
should be noted Myers was on the board until 12-13-23 - encompassing the dates 5-18-23 
through J 1-20-23 in his complaint. 

In the interview of Jangula, she characterized in general the notice that they were going to 
have special meetings as being, "a few days." Reitz indicated jn his interview that they generally 
did not have much time to prepare for special meetings. Kel1ey's recollection was that they had 
approximately three days to one week of notice regarding the special meetings. 

Finally, in Reitz' interview on 8-6-24, he indicated the 8-17-21, 11-17-21, 12-22-2 l, 6-2-22 
and 6-14-22 meetings were set up by the engineers. 

Given the above infonnation, in particular Myer's own admission they had little notice of the 
special meetings, it is reasonable to believe that public notice may not have been reasonably 
possible. SDCL 1-25-1 states, "For any special or rescheduled meeting, each political 
subdivision shall also comply with the public notice provisions of this section for a regular 
meeting to the extent that circumstances permit." 

In addressing the portion of Myers's complaint in item #2, "they have only posted the agenda 
4 times," this writer first referenced the GVSD information that is in the infonnational content 
tab of the RVSD website. It appears Myers is referencing the four entries on the website with the 
following dates: 

* 2-27-24 - annotated as an informational meeting (not a regularly scheduled meeting) 

* 3-13-24 - annotated as a regular meeting. 

* 4-10-24 - annotated as regular meeting. 

* 5-8-24 - annotated as a regular meeting. 

Since Myers referenced the RVSD website and subsequently wrote, "they have only posted 
the agenda 4 times," it appears his complaint is that the agendas were not posted on the website. 
A review of SDCL 1-25-1.1 reveals the following verbiage: 

The proposed agenda shall include the date, time and location of the meeting. The notice 
shall also be posted on the political subdivision's -..,,vebsite upon dissemination of the notice, if a 
website exits. " 

As mentioned in GVSD #1, the RVSD website does not belong to GVSD. Infonnation from 
GVSD posted on the RVSD website is done as a courtesy. 

In addition, this writer referenced the affidavits provided by Reitz and Lee in Olson's 
response to the Open Meetings Commission regarding GVSD #1 as it would relate to meeting 
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agendas being posted at any location. In particular, Reitz' affidavjt reads as follows for 
subsection #2: 

The Board of Trustees normal practice was to have the President post the agenda for the 
meeting on the exterior door of the meeting room at Rapid Valley Sanitary Districts Office at 
461 I Teak Dr., Rapid City, South Dakota where the Green Valley Sanitary District Board of 
Trustees regularly meets, in advance of the meeting. This agenda would then be removed from 
the door by the first Trustee arriving at the meeting. To my knowledge, this had been the normal 
practice for many years. While I was serving as President, I generally did this for all regular 
meetings which I participated in through 2021, 2022 and 2023 and I believe 1 would have done 
so for the meetings held on June 9, 2021, November 8, 2021, and December 8, 2021. 

Lee also makes reference to the practice encompassed in Reitz' affidavit in his interview on 
8-12-24. 

In addressing the portion of Myers' complaint in item #2 that the special meetings on 5-18-
23, 8-28-23, 11-13-23 and 11-20-23 did not have any minutes, it appears the context of the 
complaint is that the minutes were not posted on the RVSD website. 

To address this issue, this writer referenced the ancillary issue section in the investigative 
report from GVSD #1. In reviewing SDCL Chapter 1-25 and Chapter 34A-5, this writer found 
that the only entity required to post meeting minutes is "the State" ("State, each board, 
commission, department or agency of the State of South Dakota. The te1111 state does not include 
the legislature)." 

Additionally, this writer dld find meeting minutes for the 5-18-23 meeting on the RVSD 
website. It is posted below the regular monthly meeting on 5-10-23 on the website. 

Given the above information, there does not appear to be a clear and unambiguous 
violation of law. 

Item #3 

Myers' writes in his third item, "At the same site you won't see SDCLI-27-1.17 Draft 
minutes of public meetings. It's never happened, but was requested at the May 8, 2024, 
meeting." 

To address this issue, this writer referenced SDCL 1-27-1.17: 

1-27-1.17. Draft minutes of public meeting to be availahle--Exceptions-Violation as 
misdemeano,~ 

The unapproved, draft minutes of any public meeting held pursuant to§ 1-25-1 that are 
required to be kept by law shall be available for inspection by any person within ten business 
days after the meeting. However, this section does not apply if an audio or video recording of the 
meeting is available to the public on the governing body's website within five business days after 
the meeting. A violation of this section is a Class 2 misdemeanor. However, the provisions of this 
section do not apply to draft minutes of contested case proceedings held in accordance with the 
provisions of chapter 1-26. 
Source: SL 2010, ch 9, § 3. 
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The verbiage of Myers's complaint, and to an extent, the infonnation he provided in his 
interview, reveal his issue to be that draft minutes of the meetings have not been posted on the 
RVSD website. A plain view reading of the statute cited by Myers does not lead one to concJude 
this is required. 

The relevant verbiage is, "shall be available for inspection by any person within ten business 
days after the meeting." The statute does not specificalJy require that draft minutes be posted 
onto an entities' website within ten business days, it only requires they be available for 
inspection. 

Myers said in his interview that he made a request at the 5-8-24 meeting to see the meeting 
minutes from the 4-10-24 meeting. He agreed that the minutes for the April 2024 meeting were 
posted to the RVSD website approximately one week later. 

Given the above information, there does not appear to be a cJear and unambiguous 
violation of law. 

Item#4 

Myers wrote, "The agenda posted for the February 27, 2024; meeting is not the agenda 
followed ru; per Scan 20240318.pdf of the minutes of that meeting." 

I have reviewed the entirety of SDCL Chapter 1-25 - Meetings of Public Agencies. I did not 
find in any of the statutes a directive that a public agency must follow an agenda in a certain or 
absolute manner. 

In addition, during the interviews of Jangula, Mohr and Reitz, they felt the three items 
mentioned in the agenda had been touched upon to some degree. 

Gh1cn the above info1·rnation, there does not appear to be a clear and unambiguous 
violation of law. 

Item #5 

Myers wrote, "At the April 10, 2024, meeting the board and their attorney went into executive 
session to discuss a complaint by Steve Myers, without sighting a SDCL." 

This issue was addressed in GVSD #1 and it was this writer's opinion this is not a violation of 
law. It is worth noting that SDCL 1-25-1 - Official meetings open to the public - Exceptions -
Public comment, does state, "The official meetings of the state and its political subdivision are 
open to the public unless a specific law is cited by the state or the political subdivision to close 
the official meeting to the public .. .. " 

However, SDCL 1-25-2 - Executive or closed meetings - Purposes - Authorization, appears 
to give clear direction in what a political subdivision must do to hold an executive or closed 
meeting: 

... ... An executive or closed meeting must be held only upon a majority vote qf the members of 
the public body present and voting, and discussion during the closed meeting is restricted to the 
purpose specified in the closure motion. Nothing in§ J-25-1 or this section prevents an executive 
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or closed meeting if the federal or state Constilution or the federal or state statutes require or 
permit it. A violation of this section is a Class 2 misdemeanor. 

1t is notable that the statute that deals expressly with executive or closed meetings does not 
direct a political subdivision to cite an SDCL when addressing the requirements for going into or 
conducting an executive or closed meeting. 

Given the above info.-mation, there does not appear to be a clear and unambiguous 
violation oflaw. 

Analysis of GVSD #3 

Item#l 

Myers wrote, "At the May 8, 2024, GVSD meeting I wanted to record the meeting but was 
told no. President Scott Mohr said their attorney (Erica Olson) told them that if 1 person was 
opposed to me recording the meeting, I can't. Scott threatened to shut down the meeting if kept 
recording. I quit recording. SDCL 1-25-11 says I can record the meeting." 

In addressing this issue, this writer had referred to the below statute: 

1-25-11, Recording ofope11 official meeting to be permitted. 
No public body may prevent a person from recording, through audio or video technology, 

an official meeting as long as the recording is reasonable, obvious, and not disruptive. This 
section. does not apply to meetings closed to the public pursuant to specific law. 

On 9-17-24 at 1154 hours, l sent an e-mail to Myers asking for what recording be had of the 
5-8-24 meeting. He advised this has been deleted. See attached e-mail. 

During the interview of Mohr, he had admitted he told Myers he could not record. Mohr said, 
"I wasn't sure if he could record or not. And in the best interest of letting something happen, that 
shouldn't happen, 1 just said no. And that's, and I later found out that he can. " 

Mohr also stated that the meeting had became disruptive, but this was characterized as, "he 
wasn 't willing to give up. I wasn't willing to give up. I didn 't feel like, I basically felt like I 
shouldn 't continue the meeting without knowing whether or not he could record or not. " 

In addition, Mohr and I had the following colloquy: 

(Q) 'fair to say though, you told him that you could not record and you, you told if he 
continued to record that you would shut the meeting down? Or, some verbiage similar to that?" 

(R) "it wasn't just because of that, it was because the meeting was becoming very dismptive. 
I mean, it wasn't going anywhere because of all the conversation was about the recording. So, I 
just wanted him to stop recording that way we could get through our meeting and then hash it 
out. And the next meeting, I allowed him to record. I told him that I was wrong and .... " 

In addition, in tenns of Myers' recording the meeting and any disruption, Mohr denied even 
knowing that Myers had been recording the meeting until Myers mentioned that he was. Myers 
had told this writer he had been recording the meeting from the beginning (for about five 
minutes) and tl1at he had the recorder in front of him, in plain view. 
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Jangula has denied having a memory of any conversation at the meeting about the recording. 
Lewton denied the meeting had became disruptive when Myers had announced he was recording 
the meeting. 

Finally, I have copied the 5-8-24 meeting minutes that were posted on the RVSD website. 
There is no mention of Myers recording the meeting or that the meeting had became disruptive. 
There is verbiage, "Considerable conversation followed Che public conunent." However, this is 
not defined in the minutes. See attached 5-8-24 meeting minutes. 

Give the above information, and a review of the applicable statute, there does appear to 
have been a violation ofSDCL 1-25-11 on the part of Mohr. 

Item#2 

Myers second complaint in GVSD #3 appears to have two components. Myers wrote, "May 
29, 2024, GVSD had a "Public Hearing." No agenda was posted and no draft minutes have been 
posted. Maybe because it was called a heating? Either way, it doesn't seem right." 

Jn his complaint, Myers had attached the public notice flyer for the 5-29-24 meeting labeled, 
"Notice of Public Hearing for the Green Valley Sanitary District Sewer System Project." 

First, it must be noted that the meeting on 5-29-24 would be considered a special meeting, as 
the normal monthly meeting was held 5-8-24. Second, given Myers' verbiage in GVSD #2, it is 
reasonable · to believe that when he used the word, ''posted," in both components of his 
complaint, he is referring to the R VSD website. 

The interviews of Myers, Jangula, Mohr, Reitz and Lewton reasonably wen establish that the 
flyer for the 5-29-24 special meeting were sent out to the residents of Green Valley. Lewton 
thought she sent out 311 flyers. The notice was also sent to www.sdpubllcnotices.com on 5-14-
24. 1 verified the notice was sent to the public notice website. The notice is included below from 
the website: 

Notice Content 
Green Valley Sanita,y District submitted an application to secure funding from the South Dakota 
Board of Water and Nalural Resources (B WNR) to address the sanitary sewer needs of the 
residents served by GVSD. The application requestedfimding assistance in the amount of 
$9,322,000 and the project received $5,000,000 in grants and a loan with JOO percent principal 
forgiveness for the project. Additional funding is being sought from USDA Rural Development 
grants and loans. 
Green Valley Sanitary District (GVSD) consists of about 284 homes located just east of Rapid 
City on the south side of Hwy. 44. GVSD has central water from Rapid Valley San. District 
(RVSD) but each home has a septic system. The area has high groundwater with some septic 
systems failing and possible contamination of Rapid Creek. The proposed project is a 
pressurized sewer collection system. Each home will lzave its own pumping unit that will pump 
sewage into the main. Once homes are connected to the system, septic systems will be 
abandoned. Treatment will be provided by the Rapid City Waste Water Treatment Plant. RVSD 
will operate/maintain the new system. All ofGVSD will be served by the project with approx. 284 
connections. The new system wi/J include 2", 3 '', 4" & 6" sewer main with 1 ¼" services. Main 
will be placed along the road section to avoid existing utilities in ditches. The benefit of this 
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system type is that most o_(the system can be directionally bored & not disturb road above the 
line. There is one connection point to the adjacent RVSD main line. 
The purpose of the public hearing is to discuss the need for the project, project alternatives, 
proposed alternatives, proposed financing, source of repayment for the loan, and the impact to 
the users. The public is invited to attend and comment on the project. The public hearing will be 
held on May 29, 2024 at 7:00pm at Creative Arts Building at the Central States fairgrounds, 
800 San Fransisco St., Rapid City, South Dakota. Questions about this notice can be directed to 
Loretta Jangula, Secretary, at gvsdl 3@gmail.com. 
Dated this 6th day of May, 2024 
Published once on 5/1412024 at the total approximate cost of$47.41 

(Published May 14, 2024 for a total approximate cost of $47.41 and may be viewed for free at 
www.sdpublicnotices.com)Legal No: COL-SD•Ol 51 

In reviewing the flyer and the notice on the public notice website, I noted the relevant 
verbiage: "The purpose of the public hearing is to discuss the need for the project, project 
alternatives, proposed alternatives, proposed financing, source of repayment for the loan, and 
the impact to the users. The public is invited to attend and comment on the project." This does 
appear to be a stated agenda. 

In reviewing SDCL 1-25-1.1 - Notice of meeting of political subdivision - Agenda, the 
applicable verbiage appears to be, " ... . The notice shall also be posted on the political 
subdivision's website upon dissemination of the notice, if a website exits. For any special or 
rescheduled meeting, each political subdivision shall also comply with the public notice 
provisions of this section for a regular meeting to the extent that circumstances permit. " 

Tn addressing the first component of Myers' complaint, as mentioned in GVSD #1, RVSD 
posts information from GVSD on their website as . a courtesy. GVSD does not have its own 
website. 

However, the flyer that was sent out to the residents of Green Valley and the notice on the 
public notice website appears to state an agenda, as noted above. 

Black's Law Dictionary defines agenda as, "The order of items discussed in a meeting. The 
topics must be listed, past knowledge must be heard and the outcome guessed." 

In addressing the second component of Myers' complaint, l would refer to my conclusion in 
item 3 in GVSD #2 in which it was determined that draft minutes are not required to be posted to 
a website, and that this was not a violation oflaw. 

It must also be mentioned that there was a unique circumstance for the 5-29-24 special 
meeting in that it was held at the Central State's Fairgrounds. Given the infonnation provided, it 
appears GVSD went above and beyond by distributing the flyers to the residents of Green Valley 
and by posting the notice on the public notice website. 

Given the above information, there does not appear to be a clear and unambiguous 
violation of law. 

Conclusion: GVSD complaint #2 
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Given the infonnation obtained during this investigation, there does not appear to have been a 
violation of law in any of the five items. 

Conclusion: GVSD complaint #3 

Given the above information obtained during this investigation, there does appear to have 
been a violation by Mohr of SDCL 1-25-11 when he had directed Myers to discontinue 
recording the 5-8-24 meeting. 

There does not appear to have been a violation of law in regard to Myer's second item in 
GVSD #3. 

* Defendant: Scott Aaron Mohr, dob I 0-26-70, 5949 Green Tree Dr., Rapid City, SD 57703, 
605-858-2955, SD OLN 00608488 

Note: the above audio recording and other e-mails sent by Myers and Olson's office have 
been saved in the investigations file. 

Investigator 
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Public Comment: 
Rich Sterkel has talked to Rusty at RVSD, going through the engineering 
steps on his development acreage. GVSD may not be able to make the 
e2022 deadline on the sewer, but the City needs assurance that the project is 
ongoing. Rusty provided a letter to Sterkel to that effect. 

New more realistic timeline will probably be start and completion in 2023. 
It appears things are now once again moving forward after the past 5 month 
lengthy delay regarding the Letter of Opinion from the attorney. 

We should also hopefully have a response from Co Bank by the end of 
November. 

We need to the RD final approval and make sure the DANR grant is 
sufficient to [ay for the service lines. 

There being no further business, A motion to adjourn by Lex Burgers and 
seconded by Leonard Lee, no further discussion, motion passed. Meeting 
adjourned at 19:34 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Lorretta Jangula, Secretary 

Sec. Lonetta M Jangula Pres. Jason Reitz 

lfyo11 wish to file I Ch•il Rights progrnm complaint of discrimination. complete the USDA Program Discrimination Complaint Form {PDF), found 
onliM al hllp:/fa•ww.ascr.usda.rov/rompfoil!t_cust.hlJUI, or at any USDA office, or call (866) 632-9992 lo n:quest th~ fonn. You may also write a Jencr 
containing a ll of the infomiation f't<l.Uealed in the fonn. Send your complc1cd complain! form or Jetter lo us by mail al U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Director, Oflke of Adjudication, 1400 lndcpcnd<ncc Avenue S. W., Washington. D.C. 202S0-9410, By fax (202) 690-7442 or co1ail at 
program.ioblkc@usda.gov. 

Laserfiche 



Old Business: 

Sen. John Thune's Office-Jason finally made contact with Thune's office 
and explained the GVSD sewer project and the issues at hand, and explained 
the hang-ups with RD. Thune asked what he could do for us and Jason 
explained we need help getting through the red tape. Hopefully Thune's 
office will be able to assist us in getting through the red tape so we c an 
press on. 
Erika Olson-Letter of Opinion Progress: A phone call about a week ago 
with Erika, attorney for GVSD, Ron Bengs, Leonard Lee, and Pres Jason 
Reitz resulted in a Letter of Opinion for DANR, which was drafted today 
and sent off to DANR. Upon receipt of the letter, DANR should then be 
able to release funding on the project. 

NEW BUSINESS: 
Sign Contract with Interstate Engineering-All of the smveying has been 
complete, the preliminary report has been received. All is in process as it 
pertains to the original survey. 
Conversation with Denny Haag (MAP)-Denny is our new point of contact 
between GVSD and RD. Denny replaced RJ, he lives in Sioux City. He 
questioned the hang ups with RD and Jason advised him of the issues. He 
said he would get to work on it, so things may be looking up. 
Short Term Loan-GVSD is working with the credit union to obtain a short 
term loan to pay the bills until the funding comes through. RD wants 
interim financing in place which will then be paid off by RD. Jason has 
been in touch with Co Bank this week and forwarded required paperwork to 
them with more paperwork to follow as required. Jason is also working on 
getting additional funding due to price increases on materials, construction 
costs, etc. 
RVSD/GVSD Tab on Website-RVSD has now got an additional tab on 
their website for GVSD. This tab will contain information for the public 
such as ordinances, meeting minutes, and other information of public 
interest. 

If you wish to file a Civil Ri@hlS program complaint of discrimioat!oo, complete Jhe USDA Program Discrimioation Complaint Form (PDF), fo11J1d 
Online at hup:l/www.asc1.usda.fov/complaint_cusl.html, or at any USDA otTicc. or call (866) 632-9992 to requeit the fonu. You may also write a l<ltor 
coolaioing all of lhe inronnatioo requested in lbe fOflU. Send your completed complaint form or leNet to us by mail al U.S. lxpartrnent of Agricultu.te. 
Director. Office of Adjudication, 1400 Independence Avenue S.W .. Washington, D.C. 202S0-94l0, By fax (202) 690-7442 or email at 
proiram, inbke@osda i:ov, 
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Green Valley Sanitary District 
PO Box 1105 • Rapid City, SD 57709 

Phone (605) 484°7237 
E-mail gvsd13@gmall.com 

Rapid Valley Water Department Meeting Room 
4611 Teak Drive Rapid City, SD 57703 

MONTHLY MEETING MINUTES 
November 08, 2021 

The monthly meeting of the Green Valley Sanitary District was called to 
order at 19:05 by Trustee, Marlin Kelly. Present at the meeting were board 
members Jason Reitz (via phone), Leonard(Lucky) Lee, Lorretta Jangula, 
Marlin Kelly and Lex Burgers in addition to a number of Green Valley 
residents. 

.. 

A motion was made by Lex Burgers, seconded by Leonard Lee to approve 
the October 13, 2021 meeting minutes. 

A motion to approve the treasurer's report was made by Lorretta Jangula 
and seconded by Marlin Kelly. No further discussion~ motion canied. 

Bills presented: 
Interstate Engineering-$44, 730. 
11 

" 2,840. 
II It 1,474. 
Lynn, Jackson, Schultz 

- -&LeBrun 
USPO (Box Rentl yr) 

1,591. 
204. 

A motion to approve the bills by Lorretta Japgula and seconded by Marlin 
Kelly. No further discussion, motion passed. 

lfyoo wish 10 file a Civil Right< program complaint of discrimination, complete the USDA Program Discrimination Complaint Form {PDF). found 
online at bt1p://www.B$Cr.l!Sda.fov/complaint_cust.htrnl, or 11 any USDA off,cc, or call (866) 632-9992 IO ttq_uesf ll>e form. You may also write a lellor 
comaining all of !lie in fonnation req~esled in the fonn. Scod your completed complaiot form or letter to u• by mail at U.S. Depa11rneat of Agritult~re, 
Director, Office of Adjudication, 1400 Independence Avenue S.W .. Wasllington. D.C. 202~9410, By fex (202) 690-7442 or~mail al 
program.intake@usda.go" 
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Green Valley Sanitary District 
PO Box 1105 • Rapid City, SD 57709 

Phone (605) 484-7237 
E-mail gvsd13@gmall.com 

Rapid Valley Water Department Meeting Room 
4611 Teak Drive Rapid City, SD 57703 

SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES 
August 1 7, 2021 

A special meeting of the Green Valley Sanitary District was held via TEAM 
at 10:00 am on 08.17.21. Present were board members Jason Reit~ Pres. 
and Lorretta J angtJla, Sec. along with Ron and Zach of Interstate 
Engineering. 

PURPOSE OF MEETING: Review of where we are cmTently on different 
areas and aspects of the GVSD sewer project. 

Interim Financing-Probably not needed with having the ability to use the 
RD grant monies sooner than what we originally anticipated. Final checklist 
is being checked to make sure all is in order and hopefully by Sept 30, we 
can obtain authorization to utilize the Rural Development grant money. 

*Surveying-Hoping to begin the last week of August and in full swing the 
week of Sept 13. The first invoice for surveying will not be billed until Oct 
and we will receive in Nov. Estimated to be in the $10,000. range. 

If you wish to tile• Civil Rights progrom complaint or discrimination, oomplcte the USDA Progrom Discrio1lnalion Complain! Fonn (PDF), found 
onlinc al h1tp://www.ascr.usda.rov/complai111_cusLh1ml, ot at any USDA orfice, or call (866) 632-9992 to requMI lh< fonn. You m•y also wrile a letter 
con,ain.ing all of the ioformalion rrqu,.ted in the form. Send your complcttd complaint form or l<ltcr to us by mail 11 U.S. Depattmrnl of Agriculture, 
Oiretlor, Office of Adjudication. 1400 Independence Avenue.S. W., Washington, O.C. 202S0-94IO, By fax (202) 690-7-1-l2 or cn1ail at 
progn,m.intakc@usd3.gov 
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New RV Subdivision-Rusty visited with Ron yesterday in regards to a new 
development north and east of 44 which will be serviced by RVSD. This is 
a positive for GVSD as we will just connect to the new development via a 
manhole and not have to temporarily connect to the city sewer system at all. 
The environmental study may have to be expanded a bit. 

Three Residences on Reservoir-Erika is working on this and looking at 
maybe those residents tapping into the city sewer individually which would 
be a cost savings to us. We will know by next week. 

Lift Stations-There continues to be a question on number of lift stations and 
until a more complete engineering and survey study is completed, the 
engineers are cunently planning for two lift stations. 

1030am-Ron had to exit the meeting to catch another meeting but said we 
will be meeting with RD next week for further discussion 

Special Meetings on short notice during the construction pe1iod may occur, 
but we would have at least a 1-2 day notice, so to put the board on notice. 

Unsavory Residents-This is an all or nothing project requiring 100% 
pa11icipation. Erika is handling the legalities of this and everyone will be 
assessed up front 

Assessment Timeline-Erika and Jason decided on next year to begin the 
assessments as we will have the final numbers at that time and not have to 
make any adjustments, etc. 

Katie Email- Planning and PR Proposals-Zach wiU resend the Rural 
Development paperwork to Jason. Rural Development has issues that 
require discussion regarding consolidation with RVSD. . Our lawyers were 
all good with everything and now RD has questions????? We were told all 
"good to go", now questions/issues??? 

If you wish to file a Civil Rights program complaint of di,crimiMtiM, complete lhe USDA Program Oiscrimintli0t1 Complaint Form (1'01'), foun<I 
online at http://www. os<r.usda.fov/complaint_eust.html. or at auy USDA office, or call (8116) 6J2-999l to request the fom,, You may also write• kiter 
cuni.ining all of lhe inform.alion r•qu,,t,d ln the fonn. Sel>d your completed c-0tnplaint fonu or letler to us by mail •I U.S. D,pamnent of Agriculture, 
Dirccior, Q(f,cc o( Adjudication, 1400 lndcr,cndence Ave.nue,S.W .. Wuhins1on, D.C. 20250-9410, By fax (202) 690-7442 or rmail at 
J)«lcron1.in1okc@,t$da.gov 
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Engineer on site~An engineer will be on the construction site at any time 
that the contractor is on site per requirements 

Zach will get with Katie and put together another meeting tentatively set for 
next Tues am and send invites to Jason, Lorretta, Lucky and RJ 

The meeting concluded at 10:45am 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Lorretta Jangula, Sec. Jason Reitz, Pres. 

If you wish to file• Civil Rigbu prog,am cocuplainl ofdiscrimin&tion, compi.1, the USOA Program Discrimination Con-.,laint Ponn (PDF), found 
anline a1 l111pc//www_a,cr.mdo.fo\'/comploint_c111r.hrn1I. or al any USDA office, or call (866) 6)2-999210 request th( forro. You may also write • lettrr 
contaioius all of the infonnalinn requested in the fonn. Send yo'Jr complclrd complaint fonn or lell<r to us by mail •• U.S. Departn1em of Agrirulmrc, 
DircolOr, OffierofAdj udicarion, 1400 lndepmdcncc Av.-nu,,S.W., Woshlngton, D.C. 20250-9410, By fu (202) 690-74-12 or~rn;iil al 
progrtm.inrake@usda.gov 
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GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
SANITARY SEW AR COLLECTION SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPECIAL TEAMS MEETING MINUTES-November 17, 2021 · 3:00 PM 

A special Teams meeting was held November 17, 2021 with the following present: Jason 
Reitz Pres., Lucky Lee, Treas., Loretta Jangula, Sec, Ron Bengs, and Zachary 
Grapentine, Engrs. 

The meeting was called primarily for the purpose of detennining where we are and what 
to expect down the road as things stiH up in the air as far as RD funding as they wil1 not 
be releasing funds until the project is compJeted which is putting a financial crunch on 
the project ongoing at this point. 

ft is frustrating at this point after the ton of time and effort that went into forcing the 
hands to obtain the Letter of Opinion from the attorney, and now it is not required of RD! 
The issue of the service lines has now put us back to square one again! So now we are 
sitting with 0 funding as per RD withholding funds until the project is completed and 
additionally want the Interim Financing in place at this time before they will approve for 
funding. Hopefully Dennis will help us get worked through this fiasco. As it stands now, 
RD needs the PER and will then review for approval and issue a Letter of Condition and 
upon our furnishing 1nterirn Financing commitment, the project can proceed. With the 
current survey data, Ron can now come up with an actual cost for the service lines from 
the main trunk to the residences to finalize the PER and submit. 

Ron has concerns as to whether or not RC will be requesting a tapping fee at such time as 
GVSD/RVSD hook into the RC line? It appears not as per Rusty, but Jason has emailed 
Rusty for confirmation as we do not want to have to come up with a huge unexpected tap 
fee and not have the funding to pay for it down the road. Rusty has considerable leverage 
with the City, so hopefully no additional tapping fees. 

Jason visited with Denny in regards to RD possibly funding the service lines, based on 
HH incomes, etc., but many residents are reluctant to divulge incomes. Denny will visit 
with Katie and research any additional/possible resources that might be available for 
installation of the service lines. 

Bill Lass will be contacte-d to see if the grant funding can be increased due to inflation 
and increased costs since the inception of this project. 

Jason will also check to see if perhaps the County has any funding available, as they may 
have some extra money if they do not have any available road or bridge projects at this 
time. Another funding possibility is (J_K???) Foundation. 

The engineers need to know how far to proceed at this point with finances being the 
critical issue. Do bare bones for now until we get the Interim Financing figured out. 
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Luck has visited with our Credit Union regarding short-term financing to pay cu1Tent bills 
They are willing to work with us and have obligated $200,000 at this time for 6 months to 
pay our bills up through January and wm visit further if more money is needed. Lucky is 
proceeding with the paperwork(Audits, PER, and funding docs) which they are requiring 
to set up the short.term financing. 

Jason wi11 coordinate a virtual or personal meeting ASAP with Denny. 

The assessment process, resolutions, etc will begin after the first of the year. 
There being no further discussion, the meeting concluded at 4:20 PM 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Lorretta Jangula, Sec. 
Green Valley Sanitation District 

Laserfiche 



GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
SANITARY SEW AR COLLECTION SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPECIAL TEAMS MEETING MINUTES-December 22, 2021 - I PM 

A special Teams meeting was held December 22, 2021 with the following present: Jason 
Reitz Pres., Lucky Lee, Treas., Loretta Jangula, Sec, Zachary Grapentine, Ron Bengs 
Denny Haag, Katie Hammer, Marlin Kelly, and Brian Ring 

The meeting was called for the purpose of discussing additional funding on the sewer 
project and staying within the $100/month cost to the individual households. Due to the 
delay and increased costs, there is great concern about the final cost of the project and 
the annual special assessment to the individual households. That amount has to be kept at 
$100. per month or less or it is no longer feasible or affordable. If it's going to run in 
excess of the $100., we may as well quit now after spending a ton of money! 

The question was asked in regard t.o residents using individual septic tanks. The fact that 
Rapid Creek runs through Green Val1ey, the county will no longer allow septic tanks, 
only mound systems which due to the type of soil, only last 5-10 years at a cost of 
$30,000 which is totally prohibitive to the property owners, therefore, as initially planned 
when the water system was installed in 2012, a sewer system would follow at a later date. 
This sewer project got off the ground in 2018, now 4 years ]ater, we are experiencing 
time delays and increased costs. 

In developing the sewer project, it was felt by the board that each household would hook 
up to the sewer regardless and GVSD would pay for the service line from the maiu trunk 
line to the property connection point. This would satisfy RVSD who will be operating 
and maintaining the system, and also be a positive for the residents. At the time the water 
was put installed in 2012, curb stops were placed at every property with a home on it and 
each of those properties was assessed, however, not all of them have hooked up to the 
water which has created concern on behalf of Rapid Valley who supplies the water. 

Discussion followed with Brian Ring, Katie Hammer, and Denny Haag about further 
possible funding due to increased costs; however, keeping in mind the $100. monthly 
cost to the residents using possible lower interest rates, other grants, etc. No concrete 
solutions, but Brian and Katie will play with the numbers and make some phone calls to 
come up with some estimates on a ballpark monthly cost to the residents. This would not 
include the additional monthly billing for sewer and O&M charged by RVSD. 

The updated PER is ready to go, just need an affirmative which is a "yes", to send it in 
with a later amendment regarding any environmental changes in regards to the additional 
lift station. 

There were questions and concerns as to whether and how interim financing played into 
the scenario as no bidding or obligatory decision as yet due to remaining outstanding 
requirements to satisfy OGC: l)Updated signed agreement between RC/RV with the 
total scope of the project, 2) Updated PER (which is ready to go), 3)DANR(?), 4)RV 
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extending service beyond its district, 5) Does Green Val1ey qualify for the Health and 
Sanitation program at lower interest rates. 

Requirements still outstanding and required by Katie: 
*Written agreement between RC/RV that there is no additional charge by RC to have the 
three household south of the creek on Reservoir road hook up directly to RC(as per 
Rusty) as GV would have to install nearly a mile of sewer line additional for just the 3 
households. Rusty feels it's not a problem, but RD needs written agreement. 
*Reliable Treatment Source 
*Cu1Tent agreement between RC/RV in providing the O&M to GVSD 
*Written agreement allowing RV to extend service beyond their district 

There being no further discussion, the meeting concluded at 2:28M 

RespectfulJy Submitted, 

Lorretta Jangula, Sec. 
Green Valley Sanitation District 

If you wish 10 file a Civil RJsh1s program complarnt of discrimioation, complcle lhe USDA Program Discrimioalion Complaint fonn (PDF), found 
onlinc al http://www.astr.usda.fQv/complaint_custhUnl. or al a,1y USDA <•ff=, or call (866) 632-9992 I<> reque•I the Corm. You may also wnte a lelt•r 
contaioing all of the information requ••ted in the form. Send your compleled complaint form or let!er to~ by mail at U.S. Dtpartruenl of Agriculture, 
DireclOr, Office of Adjudkalion, 1400 Independence 1henuc S. W .. Washington, l>.C. 20250-9410, By fax (202) 

690-7442 or email al proft'llm.intake@usda .gov. 

Laserfiche 



GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
SANITARY SEW AR COLLECTION SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPECIAL WORKING MEETING MINUTES-
June 2, 2022 - 12:22 PM 

A special working meeting was held June 2, 2022 with the followfog present: Jason 
Reitz Pres., Lucky Lee, Treas., Loretta Jangula, Sec., Marlin Kelly, and Lex Burger 

TI1e meeting was called for the purpose signing the amended contract between Rapid 
Valley Sanitation Distrlct and Green Valley Sanitation District. 

The reason for the amendment to the contract being some of the verbiage which was not 
favorable to Rw:al Development. The wording was corrected to the satisfaction of both 
Rapid Valley Sanitation District and Green Valley Sanitation District. 

Marlin Kelly made a motion seconded by Leonard(Lucky)Lee. No further discussion and 
motion passed. The contract will be signed by Pres. Jason Reitz and notarized, and 
forwarded to Rural Development. 

Jason infonned the board of the meeting held the previous week at the city, with Rapid 
Valley, Green Valley and the attorneys in regard to the cost of the connections to Rapid 
City lines. O1'een Valley will be paying for fees and connection costs and not being 
exempt under the Rapid Valley~Green Valley contract as initially assumed. There is still 
discussion ongoing so far as the second lift station placement. 

There being no further business or discussion, the meeting concluded, A motion to 
adjourn by Lex Burger and seconded by Leonfl!d(Lucky)Lee. No discussion. Motion 
passed and meeting adjourned. 

Lor res 

~ y Sanitation District 

II yo~ V.,ah to rue a Cwn Righi$ pi ouram compt3In1 ol dlscrim!n111on, complete Ille USDA Program 0I9Clfmlna1on COl'llplalnt Form (PDF), 
founcl onllne et hUp://www.111cr.u9da.fov/cQmplalnt,_tua!.hln1. or at any USDA office, or call (8811) 832-9992 to requMl lhe form. Yw may 
also write a letler contalnlll(I ,nor the rnrorm11tron requested In~ form. Send your completed comptDlnt form or loctor &o ua bV ~ at U.S. 
oepertment·of AgrlCullure. Olreotor, Off lee ol Ad)UdlcsUon. 1◄00 Independence l\venu9 S.W., Weshlnolon, D.C. 20260,Q◄ 1 O, By fax (202) 
BPll-7442 or empU •t p,091am.lol1ke@Wde.gov. • 
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GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DIBTRICT 
SANITARY SEWAR COLLECTION SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPECIAL WORKING MEETING MINUTES-
June 14, 2022 - 2:00 PM 

A special TEAMS working meeting was held June 14, 2022 with the following present: 
Jason Reitz Pr~s., Loretta Jangula, Sec., Ron Bengs, Int Eng., Katie RD, Zach 
Grapentine, Int. Eng., LuckY., and Erika Olson, Atty. 

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the plan going forward with no money to 
continue the engineering plans and schematics to move forward on the timeline which is 
becoming very challenging to meet at this point. 

* If we use DANR funding for these engineering costs, w,ill there be sufficient money to 
pay for the seryice lines? It appears Andy BrueU will allow draws on the DANR $$ for 
the engineering, keeping in mind that the DANR funding expires April 2024. 
*How do we coordinate the DANR/RD money based on the 80/20 % for engineering and 
still leave enough in the pot to pay for the service lines? It appears based on projected 
remaining engineering costs, there will be sufflci.ent DANR money to cover the 
remaining engineering costs and service lines. 
• collecting Special Assessments in 2023 will allow enough money to pay the 1st loan 
payment which will be due approximately June 2025 
*Per Erika, no construction can begin until the Special Assessment is approved, in the 
event thnt the project is put to a Special Referendum and killed. 
*No way to avoid the $253,000. the City will charge to hook up and deliver waster, in 
addition to a monthly fee of approximately $5. added to each consumers monthly sewer 
charge. 
*If pliµis and schematics are not completed on schedule, and at this point it looks very 
challenging, it would push the Special Assessment out and construction would not begin 
until 2025. Erika pointed out that the Sp.ecial Assessment could begin at any time, so 
long as the hearings and final approval of the assessment are completed by Oct 1, to get 
on the tax rolls by April of the next year and available to m~e the following June loan 
payment. 
*Katy needs final agreements with City of Rapid in the final file. She does not need 
anything for the Special Assessment before obligation, just needs assurance. She will 
also get approval for RD to participate in the service lines, which a.re considered 
ineligible expense, as the DANR dollru:s will deplete quicker than RD based on the 80/20 
payment structure. Perhaps use DANR funds first based on the Apl'il 2024 deadline. 
* A decision has to be made in regard to connecting with the City, how many connection 
points, how many lift stations and then get the info to engineering to begin finalizing the 
plans and schematics in time for bidding in Feb 2023. Also thought must be given to 
future possibility of com1ecting to RVSD if/when they build a treatment plant. 
"'Another facto1· is that interest rates are increasing effective July 1, 2022 which will have 
n bearing on the SIA and the final loan repayment figures. 
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Erika informed us that a Special Meeting of GVSD Board is needed ASAP to come to a 
decision to move fo1ward and give the go ahead to Interstate Engineering to proceed with 
the final surveying, plans and schematics, 

There being no further business or discussion. the meeting concluded at 3:30PM. 
Respectful} uy 1itted, • 

.......c-~----

'-·----==---~~~~=---,..,~"?.:::::~~,£_--;"_:::::: __ 

es 
Green Sanitation District 

If you IMel\ lo file G Civil Righi, PfOgcam complain\ of <lla<;t!mlneUon, compieta IM USOA P!ograll\ DlscTlnw,aUon Complain\ !'Olm (!'OF), 
found onllne at hr,p:llwwN.uer.uldPJovfeomplaJnLeuM.hlml, 0< at imy USDA oNlce, or c:aW (866) &32-01102 to request the corm. You may 
a~o wnte a lelt&r cootalnlng ell ot the lnfomlatton ,aque$bld rn lho tom,, Send your eomplatiid c:omPklint form or letter lo U6 by mall e.t U.S. 
Department of Agllculture, OJreclQr, Ollice of A<ljud!catlon, 1~00 lndopandence Avenue s.w., Wasnrnaton, o.c. 20260-9410, Sy lax (202) 
&l>0-74".2 or ernall al program.lntake@v1da.gov. _ 

I . • 
' / 
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GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
SANITARY SEWAR COLLECflON SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPECIAL MEETING M1NUTES • 
May 18, 2023~ 19:3 8 PM 

A special meeting was held May 18, 2023 with the followjng present: Jason Reitz Pres., 
Lucky(Leonard) Lee, Treas., Loretta Jangula, Sec.~ Marlin Kelly, and Steve Myers 

The meeting was called for the purpose of approving the Pennington County 
Commission's approval of the Resolution for Annexation of the 5811 Sparrow Hawk 
property into the Green Valley development. This property was inadvertently omitted 
from the platting originally. 

Steve made a motion seconded by Marlin to approve of the Pennington County 
Commission's Approval of the Resolution for the annexation of the 5811 Sparrow H~wk 
property into the Green Valley development. No further discussion and motion passed. 

There being no further business, the meeting concluded. A motion to adjourn by Lucky 
and seconded by Steve. No funher discussion. Motion passed and meeting acljourned. 

If you wish to file a Civil Rights progm'(I complaint of dlserlnwtatlon, complete lllo tlSOA Ptograrn Ol11¢11mln.9tlon Complalnt Fom'I (PDF). 
found oollne at http-.llwww.aacr.ullda,fov/compleint.cuathtml, or at any USDA offloe, or c.all (666) 632•989210 requSlt the fonn. You may 
also write s 1ette1 containing all of u,. lf1formaUon requested In the tom,. Send your completed oomp!alnt rorm ot letler 1o us by mail at U.S. 
Deplll1ment of Agrleunuro, Dil'edot, Office of Adjudlc:atlon, 1400 lndapendencll AYenue S.W., Wa!lhlngton, O.C. 20260-94t0, .By faX (202) 
690-7442 or email at prog1am.lntake@u:sda.gov. 
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Green Val·ley Sanitary District 
PO Box 1105 • Rapid City, SD 67709 

Phone (605).48!J--7237 
J:-mall gvsd13@grnalt.com 

Rapid Valley Water Department Meeting Room 
4611 Teak Drive Repld City. SD 57703 

MONTHLY MEETING MINUTES 
May 10, 2023 

The monthly meeting of the Green Valley Sanimzy District was called to order at 19:06 
by President Jason Reitz. Present at the meeting were board members Jason.Reitz, Pres., 
Lorretta Jangula, Sec., Marlin Kelly, Lucky(Leonard) Lee, Treas .• Steve Myers and 
several Green Valley residents. 

A motion was made by Lucky, seconded by Steve to approve the April, 2023 meeting 
minutes. No further discussion, motion passed. • 

A motion by Lorretta and seconded by Marlin to approve the treasurer's report for 
February. No further discussion, motion passed. 

Bills presented: 
Attorney $114.49 

Motion by Steve and seconded by Marlin to approve the bills. No further discussion, 
motion passed. 

Old Business: 

PER Update-One item missing, the 5811 Sparrow Hawk annexation paperwork. Upon 
County Commissioners approval of the Resolution of annexation, GVSD board wiJI hold~ 
a special meeting for final approval and then Erika will get whh the city for the required 5 
paperwork to send to Zach who will then submit the PER 

Jason had a conversation with Bill Lass relative to the DENR de-obligation/re-obligation 
of their grant. No change in the doJlar amount. The PER will be given to Bill to submit 
to the state water plan for reallocation to us. Bill is trying to work with Andy Bruen at 
DENR to set aside monies to pay the bank note. 

W ~wlah ~ ria ~ Civil Rigt,11 p,ogram OOl1rl)lmtol ll$Clllr.lmtion, CClfflJllel<t 11\e USDA Progran Diect"rfflatian ~ nt F01111 (POI'), ~ o:'\lne Ill 
htll>:l.lwvn•.aoa.ulde.foY!com.olalnt_c:u,t.Nnll, tt auny USOA Office, or call (868) eSl-999210 requtst tilt rc.vm. YO\l n,ay .iao Vlfile a l1111er etx~lirirv d ot'..., 
rntcnn,,~on nc:;u- In 118 !orm. s..(f your cornplotod comp!al~t lam, Of lel!ar lO us by mal 1111. U.S. ~nt d ~ =. Orect«, Offlo8 ol AC!Judleetb\ 
14001.-\dopetl~r,c;e A.....,.,e S.W., Wtahl'!QIOn. D.C. 20250,9410, 8y I.Ix (202)1590-1+!2 or email 1111 P'OQ'IIOl,~agc,v. c.m,,191• 0\9 USDA f>l011r1111 
DioalrrlllllilM Comi,lu-,ll'Cl!11t{PDf}. ~Clllline el hdp:f!w.w.1'4lr.llldl.f0moll'f)lalrf\,.c,,,,U,tnl, o< 81 IJl'f USDA Qjl\ce, « call {8911) 8'2-GM 10 ~ Ir. 
bin You msy also-1 1_, CIOnllir'llrQ al of the lnfonnilltion f"lUNtM ti lhl fQ!m. S11'4 JIO<a' Q)m;,4eled complelnl fom, or lellllt to us by rnaU al U.S. 
OepMmont of ~ c,&n, Chlcla, Offlc,e of M ]udl(:911on. 1400 ln~r,c;e A.., ... S.W .. Wootir,glcn, D.C. 20'2S0-~10. By lax (202) 890-7~42 or • mllil 81 
Plco,'•m.lnlial<e@ulde.Co•. 
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Elet?tion Results-Lucky will submit tomorrow 

Erika Special Assessment Issue-We are going to start that conversation. 

New Business: 

Resolution for Annexation of 5811 Sparrow Hawk-This annexation was necessary for 
the RC/GVSD Agreement. Inadvertently this parcel and 2 others were left out of the 
platting of the Green Valley deveJopment • 

Bill Lass Mtg-Jason met with Bill Lass recently relative to the de~bligation/re­
obligation of the DENR grant. Andy Bruell feels a public meeting is warranted to bring 
the public up to speed on the-project. Hopefully we will have more info .from DENR by 
that time. As it now stands, it appears that the proje<--t is prohibitive from an 8ffordabi1ity 
standpoint of the reside~ts due to the estimated doubting of the cost of the project at this 
point. Therefore, "it will be imperative that we find additional or other funding dollars. 
We will continue to work on the project until that time so we are ready to go when that 
time arrives. • 

Public Comment-New development in Green Valley will be prohibited from installing 
septic tanks, only the mound systems will be allowed. 

There being no further business, a motion to adjourn by Steve, seconded by Lucky, no 
further discussion and the meeting adjourned at 19:54. 

Respectful • ed, 
Lorretta J ~~- e • 

---­~~~":$2~~~~~ 
~Lo 

It '.l'OU wish 10 l'it e Ct.II Rid>I• pognm ~ nt d cf.-NllOn, cc~tt. lhe U!ooA Prcera,n Oi~ C<lt11pllin! Fonn (POF), fourd a-lone el 
h11p,owww.--.uod-.~cutt.Nml, or&I tN1 USDAGl!ice, ar""'(86G) 432-8!>92 to requttl Nfo,m. Yov lfWf .,_,w,ia a ltll« ccnltitirQ a101 uv 
lflform .. Oll ~ \1 ... foc,n, k'ld ,oi.r cornpll:tw 00"1plaint ~rm ot lellet lo u, 11)1 mail 8l U.S. Dtr>llt1fnenl d ~ Oirlelllt, OlliCe d Adjud"oaollan 
1,400 1,_penc/GnoaA-S.W .. Wall\lllQla-.. D.C. 2()26o.Mt0, 8y lu (202) 890-7442 et-ii etp,ogr&rnlnl#lt@ll9Cl&goy. COff1>1tle U.. US.P,<\ PICr,eM 
Q;oalml-Comp!Mll Form (Paf~ fo,n! onlino ~I tilp:Hwww.uc:r,u1d&.lovloof1'l)ltlnLCU11hln\l, ot el _,y USDA ~ Of cal (eetl)832-9982 ~ roqued t~ 
lorm, You 11'.fly al&O write a lel!sr a>nlllr4J'9 ell of Che wormattoo ~8'118d ~ Iha mn. $4,nd ,OU-"°"1'111«1ecfllpl■lft IOtm tll -'° Ul IIY Mel., U.S. 
Oeplll1rnel,I of /\grlclJllln, Oweclor, Olllce 01 A(IU<!!oellol\ 1400 lndopenderQ Awn"° S.W., ~ . O.C. 211250-&410, By ta. (20a) ~7442 or tlllll al 
P,QW9Ulnt~. 
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GREF.'N VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
SANITARY SEW AR COLLECTION SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPECIAL MEETING .MINUTES 
June 22; 2023- 19: l5 PM 

A special meeting was held June 22, 2023 with the following present: Jason Reitz Pres.; 
Loretta Jangula, Sec,; and Steve Myers. Absent: Lucky Lee and Marlin Kelly 

The meeting was called for the purpose of the board's approval of the signing of the 
Sanitary/Storm Sowar application for the de-obligation/re-obligation funding process. 

Steve made a motion to sign the Funding Application Forms required for the 
DeObligation/ReObligation. of funding for the G~ Valley Storm Sewar project. The 
motion was seconded by Lone~ No further discussion and motion passed. 

There being no further business, the meeting conc:;Juded; A motion to aqjoum by Steve 
and seconded by Lorretta.. No further discussion. Motion passed and meeting adjourned. 

--J n res 
Sanitation District 

If You wi,11 to li1a a CMI RlgJ\ts program cofl1ll•int of diw-imination, complete the USOA Prog,em ()iS(llmlna1!011 Coml)lalnt Fonn (POF), 
found o~lina at ht1p:t/Www.ucr.ulld,.fovl@mf)lalnLCU$l.html, or .i any USDA offie6, (}( tell (866) 832-9;92 to reque5t UM form. You m;y 
.also write a lefter contatnrog au of the rnformaton ,equested lo the form. Send your comple1ed complainl form Of latter 10 us by mall at U.S. 
~partment or Agrlc\lUure, Of rector, Office of AdJudie&tion. 1400 lndepencre11~ Avenue S. W .. Wa1hlng1Cn, D.C. 20260.11410, 8y fax (Z021 
690.7442 or erJUIII at progtam.lntake@U8da.gov. • 
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Green Valley Sanitary District 
PO Box 1105 • Rapid City, SD 677~ 

Phone (605)484-7237 E-mall gvsd13@Qmall.com 

Rapid Valley Fire Dept Meeting Room 
3760 Reservoir Rd, Rapid City, SD 6770~ 

Special Public Meeting 
February 27, 2024 

A public informational update meeting of the Green VaUey Sanitary District 
was held at Rapid Valley Volunteer Fire Dept 3760 Reservoir R~ RC,SD 
@6:30 PM on February 27, 2024. The meeting was called to order at 
6:41 PM by Jason Reitz, Pres. Pre.9ent were board members Jason Reitz, 
Scott Mohr, VP/Treas, and Lorretta Jangula, ·sec. aloQ.g with a capacity 
crowd of Green Valley residents. 

PURPOSE OF MEETING: An infonnational .meeting for the Green Valley 
residents in regards to the current status and estimated costs of a pressurized 
versus gravity fed sewer system for Green Valley. 

AGENDA: 
1. Zach Grapentine, Engineering Associates, presented an overview of 
the sewer project and costs from its inception in 2017 to present. Based on 
a pressurized system on a 40 year loan at 3% with a 40% max grant, the 
monthly estimated cost per household wouJ.d be approximately $108. or an 
annuaJ assessment of approximately $1300. Thls estimated cost is 
approximately half of the cost of the gravity fed system that was originally 
proposed.-

2. Will, Minnesota Pump Works, gave a presentation on the E-One 
pressurize:<i pump system. This is a system requiring boring of the sewer 
pipe rather than massive excavation required for a gravity fed system which 
greatly reduces the cost of~e entire project by half. 

If y0u wlsll t o file o CMI Rlgl'JI$ p,09-.. m oornplalnt 0f Clileritn'ndon. CM1ple1e the VSOA Pr0g1arn Oisamlnallon Co/llpla!nl F'om, (PDF}, 
found QnfJoe et l\llp:/fflWllt.81Ci.11$d1i1.f011/oomp!9lnt_~t.l'llml, or al any USDA offlQ9, 01 cal (see) 832-9992 to requetl the fom,. You may 
alto wr1M e letter containing 1111 ot the infom111don ,-quesleel In U\e fotm. Send yot,r =nplel&d c~lnt f0ml or lallillr lo us by man at u.~. 
Cepai1mlllll er A~rtvre. Oirad«, ornc. of Ad~lca!IOn, 1400 lnd~ce Avent111,S.W~ Wllllmgt011, O.C. 20~841 G, By ltK (2~) 
690-74-42 or ernal1 • t progran'llnttke@ll,da.gav 
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This system would be a turn key installation; the property owner would be 
responsible for future costs of pump repair or replacement. Pump life is 
estimated at 10-15 yrs if care is taken by the household in what products 
they flush. 

3. Blaine Eilts, wastewater technician for South Dakota Association of 
Rural Water Systems, is working with GVSD to assist in obtaining the 
system. He is collecting information on the pollution in Rapid Creek, and 
the failing septic systems in Green ValJey to date. Currently we have 37 out 
of 284 septic systems failing in Green Valley. 

Public Comment: 
There were eight residents who spoke during the public comment, . 

with pros and cons in regards to the .sewer project. The attendees were 
encouraged to attend the monthly meetings of GVSD held the second Wed 
of every month at 7:00 PM, 4611 Teak Dr, (RVSD meeting room) Rapid 
City, SD to stay informed on the project. 

There being no further business, a motion by Scott Mohr and seconded by 
Lorretta Jangula to adjourn; no further discussion and the meeting adjowned 
at 7:59PM. 

ti you wia/1 to file a Chill Right, pn,gram ccm/)IMlt or 111scrtmln11!on. coo,plete tho USCl' PrOQIPI Oi1(fim'nadon comple'nt form (PDF), 
lbvnG onr1r1e at 11t1p:/1WWW,111et.uacla.101//compJ1lll\_CUll.hlmf, or 8' any USDA omce, o, c.aK (8e8) 832·11992 tt> requ0$1 lhc form. You may 
also write a leuw conternlng al of Ule WO/mation requested In tile folm. Send y<iur completed eomp4alnt tonn or letter ID us bY mall el U.S. 
Departmeflt or >.griCIAture, Oir«octor, O!loe Of Adjudiceij0C1, 1400 lndepencrence Avenu~s.w .. WuhlnQICln. o .c. 20260-941 o, 8Y fax (202) 
890-7442 or ~meil e.t program.lntake@utda.gOY 
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GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
Meeting Agenda 

February 27, 2024 
1830 pm 

RAPID VALLEY FIRE DEPARTMENT MEETING ROOM 
3760 RESERVOIR RD 
Rapid City, SD 57703 

CALL MEETING TO ORDER: 

ROLL CALL: Jason Reitz_ Scott Mohr_ Lorretta Jangula_ 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA: 2nd ------ ---------
This is an informational meeting by GVSD to the Residents of the district on the sewer project. 

NEW BUSINESS: 

The district is looking at going away from the gravity feed system to a pressurized system. 
When this project began, we couldn't do a pressurized system as no one would take our waste 
water. Now with the better pump systems, RVSD will be able to handle the pressurized system 
now. 

Scott Swenson with Minnesota Pump Works and E-ONE pumps wants to give a presentation 

Blaine Eilts with SD Association of Rural Water Systems presentation on how he can help Green 
Valley Sanitary District moving forward. 

Items that need consensus from pt,blic include, 
1. The community is in support of pressurized system and knowledgeable that tanks will be 
located on property, septics wlll be abandoned, and homeowners will be responsible for tank 
maintenance. 
2. The community is aware of mandatory hook-up to the system. 
3. The community is knowledgeable about the expected user costs, including special 
assessment and monthly billing. 

PUBLIC COMMENT: 
If there are anyone who wishes to voice their opinion, they are required to fill out a speaker 
request form before the meeting begins, and limited to 3 minutes. 

Motion to adjourn _ ________ _ Time: 
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Neavill Steve 

From: march18th@rap.midco.net 
Sent: 
To: 

Monday, September 23, 2024 11 :38 PM 
Neavill Steve 

Subject: RE: 8/14/2024 meeting 

We got back late today, and I double checked on the recording of 5-8-24 meeting. What tittle, the most important 
part, was deleted. GVSD however has been recordlng the meetings since February or March of this year. There are 
also plenty of witnesses. Every meeting has an attendee sign in list and Commissioner Lasseter asked Scott if he 
stopped anyone from recording a meeting. Scott's response was something like-I'm not sure it he stopped. 
Steve Myers 

From: Neavill Steve <Steve.Neavill@pennco.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 202411:54 AM 
To: march18th@rap.midco.net 
Subject: RE: 8/14/2024 meeting 

Steve, 

I am typing complaints 2 and 3. l will need a copy of what recording you do have from the 5-8-24 meeting. Would you be 
able to e-mail this to me? 

From: march 18th@ra 12.m idco.net <march 18th@ra p .midco .net> 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2024 7:31 AM 
To: Neavill Steve <Steve.Neavi1l@pennco.org> 
Subject: RE: 8/14/2024 meeting 

Absolutely not. I do not want to withdraw any complaints. I almost want to file another one because Scott pulled 
all the notices from the meeting room door 15 minutes before the meeting. I am not going to file a complaint on 
that action, but I do want it noted. 
Steve Myers 

From: Neavill Steve <Steve.Neavill@pennco.org> 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2024 7:11 AM 
To: march18th@rap.midco.net 
Cc: Sobczak Tyler <tyler.sobczak@pennco.org> 
Subject: RE: 8/14/2024 meeting 

Steve, 

I am pretty well done with complaints 2 and 3. I only have one more interview to go. From there, I complete my report 
and send my findings to Tyler to determine what course of action (if any) needs to be taken. 

I just want to be clear - at this point, do you wish to withdraw complaints 2 and 3? 

Keep in mind, complaint 1 has been sent to the Open Meetings Commissiqn and they have responded and are aware of 
it. 

1 
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From: march18th@rap.midco.net <march18th@rap.midco.net> 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2024 6:13 AM 
To: Neavill Steve <Steve.Neavill@pennco.org> 
Subject: 8/14/2024 meeting 

CAUTi.ON: rtiis·email is from an.outside source. Use.caution before opening attachme~ts, clicking links or providing 
confid·e·ntial information. • • • • • • • • •••• • • • • • •• • • • • • 

Good morning, 
I was standing outside the meeting location, visiting with a neighbor, when 15 minutes before the meeting Scott 
Mohr came out the door and removed everything (agenda, draft minutes and 2 other pieces of paper) from the door 
and put them in his pickup. I went into the meeting room and now the only tables are for the board. No longer a 
place for me to put all my paperwork. I made the decision to leave and have no more confrontations. 
Ay 8:30 pm Doug Sternhagen called and asked why I left the meeting. I told him. He told me that the board asked 
the public, 1 O people, if they cared to hear the t reasures report. Doug said that he was the only one that raised his 
hand, yes. The board voted to forgo the treasure report, saying that it can be read in the minutes. That leaves me 
with a lot of questions. 
At this point, I don't care to bring anymore stress Into my life. It seems that my complaints have only made the 
board more defiant. 
Thank you for all you've done, 
Steve Myers 

This e-mail, including any attachments, is confidential, may be legally privileged, and is covered by the 
Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 USC§§ 2510-2521. If you are not the intended recipient, you 
are hereby notified th8t any retention, disclosure, distribution, or copying of this information is strictly 
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please reply to the sender that you have received this 
message in error and then delete it and any attachments. 

This e-mail, including any attachments, is confidential, may be legally privileged, and is covered by the 
Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 USC§§ 2510-2521. If you are not the intended recipient, you 
are hereby notified that any retention, disclosure, distribution, or copying of this information is strictly 
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please reply to the sender that you have received this 
message in error and then delete it and any attachments. 

2 
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Old Business: 

The annual loan payment of$~01,895, ·was made on April 11. 

I .• 
I 

/ 

Lot Assessment--Cvrrent lots td be assessed for the Sanitary Sewer District stands at 284 based on 
properties with homes on them; Discussion fo11owed relative to additional homes being added. and will 
consult with attorney. Currently bylaws indicate that each member has n vote, discussion on changing to · 
each assessment hlls a vote to prevent re.moving lot boundaries_ . 

I 
Sewer Project Schedule-There i1!e lots of hurdles to jump. We need to insw-e t11at financial underw1itu1g js 
complcto. This will be handled through CoBank and $<.'Ott bas been ju touch with them. All paperwork has 
to be completed prior to funding. We ate looking at a. Joan of$3,000,000 on a $11,000,000 project. 
Look(ng at approximately $40 Jnoutbly assessment fl1 addition to the moh.thly sewer bill which averages 

-$46., but based on OV Wllter ~ge, about $38, montldy sewage bill. (Cpnsiderablc discussion here on the 
pressure systom,) 

Elections- There are still tw·o open s)Qts fot Trustees. These positions were advertjsed in the legnls of the 
RC Jouma1, No n<>rn.inating petitions were received. ff anyone is interested, pJeiisc let th~ board 1010w and 
appointments cao be made. '. 

NEW BUSINESS: 

Rapid City Contract-There is a possibility that OVSD may bave to tempotlll'lly hook up to tbe city system 
at Southside-$253,000. Wilt ~ow more on this later. 

The funding package is at S'/.7 µilllion plus $125,000 from Western SD Water and all should be finalized 
by June 1, 2024 

The special publlc meeting/h~ing Is scheduled for May 29-7pm at 1he Ctealive Arts Building at the 
Central States Fairground, 800 San Francisco St, Rapid City, SD with several stakeholden: B-One Rep, 
Pump Controller w:ith pump-mcideJ, 7.acb/Engineer, Katie/RD, Jennifer/DANR, etc, A public Notice in the 
legal portion of the Rapid City Journal wiU be published on May 14, 2024. 

There being no further businessl a motion by Lorretta and s~nd.ed by Val for adjoununeut, no further 
di:icussion wid m 'ng ndjoum~4 at 9:20pm 
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Green 1'f a1Jey Sanitary District 
j PO Box 1105 • ~apld City, so snog 
1 Phone (605) 484-7237 
j E-mail gvsd13@gmail.com 

Rapid \(alley Water Department Meetlng Room 
4611 Teak Drive Rapid City, SD 57703 

i 
f1ONTHL Y :MEETING MINUTES 

i May 08, 2024 

I 
~he montJLly meeting oflhe G~een VaUey Sanitary District was called to order at 7:10 pm by Pres!dent 
Scott Motir. Prese11t at the nieetlng were trustees: Scott Mohr, Pres., Lorretta JaTigula, Sec; Valen e 
Lewton, VPrI'reas. and severallGreeo Valley residents. 

Approval of Agenda: Questioi were raised as to how to get on the agend11. Contact Scott by phone/email 
with ono week lead time 

A motion by Val. se~onded by Lorretta to approve the May 2024 meeting agenda. No further 
distllSSion, motion passed. • I 

; 

Motion by Val, seconded by S~ott to approve the April minutes. Disc~ ion on reading of minutes at the 
meefu\g. Scott asked the Apriliininutes be read this time only. Minutes were read. Scott stated a. post a 
ro11gi\ draft of minutes hereafter, No further discussioTI, motion pessed. 

Treasurer's Report: i 
Scott presented the bank balan.ces from BHFCU, and that CDs were cash<!d to make annual loan payment. 
At this time we did not have a GDmplete treas reJ)Qrt, but balance& from the accoirnts as foJJows: 
(20)$ I 589.23; (03) $18,135.52~ (02) $12,173.53; (60) S-0-; (0 I) S37.03 Questions on different accounts 
Md bal:lnces, a roore complete .treas report will be availablo at the next meeting. 
Upon prcscnmtion, a motion wAs made by Lorreltll. to accept the treasurer's repott and seconded by Val; no 
further discussion, motion passfd. ; 

Approval of Bills: I • 
Legal Publlcation/Ma)I 29 Public Hearing $47.41 

A motion by Val and "'°""•+Y Loni,ua to npprove th, bills; no f"'1lre< dfarussioo, motioo pa=I. 

Public Comment: Speaker Forz,ns-3 minute $peaking aJlowance 

Frank Henderson 
Steve Myers 

John Buxton 

I 

BIil Lewton J 
Coo,iderable conversation full wed the public comment. 

l 
o , .-......... r.,u••Rt1*fnCl,Wll,tQNIMJQIIJllll~ll1'';;'~""-"hl\JC-cA,....,.M'~lli,.►.,J.c.-:it1 .... , tmtl'a\~ llldcd n •Nfp>l'l"l'l'•t111H.l)r'IICflll1t:'..._,,...,.. -~-, _~ .,:1i;;,. 11M t\(t}lll:U~-

~r;::.~r;:~:;~.:!!.:~'::=:t:r,: ·= =-=•*.;!:~~~=01~~~ ~ ~:=:.~ ·=~~·~~ ~1:..!=:i:••·~·-:" 1C 
........... >:',,(f ... N,.~ t-•••~'lfUSOltll'!lt, « "\lllJll:C»Mtlls"""'•r-.. rain.n,~ .. ~.'b~--... c~•------•\:ft~¥11•Nfct"ha#l4,ite ..... , ... ~ . .. ~ • ...,K 
,,l-f- l.i\).&.0.-.Nmri:"~°""r. CW!ll~l'~~,.1u <1llil~No1 ..,_,..t.#"..,\ililt~OC. c!Oa!si>M,cUrla tx:;oli»l'Ht.-1~0• P':IO'""-'° .. ~ -DW• • 

• I 

i 
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

OPEN MEETINGS COMMISSION 

Attorney Genera; 

JUN 3 0 2025 

In the matter of Open Meetings Complaints #2 and #3 against the Green Valley Sanitary Distlict. 

Presentation of the case submitted by the Pennington County State's Attorney, Lara R. Roetzel. 

INTRODUCTION: 

The complaining patty is Steven Myers (herein referred to as Complainant), 5648 
Greenwood Ln. , Rapid City, SD 57703 (605-484-1424). The party alleged to have violate-0 open 
meeting law is the Green Valley Sanitary District (herein referred to as GVSD), represented by Ty 
Daly of Lynn, Jackson, Shultz, & Lebrun Law Finn, 909 St. Joseph St. Suite #800, Rapid City, SD 
57701 (605-342-2592). 

The Complainant had submitted multiple complaints with multiple allegations therein to 
our office for investigation. Due to the close proximity of time that our office received the 
complaints from the Complainant, they were investigated and addressed together. Attached are the 
signed Complaints of the Complainant and the investigative file prepared by our office 
investigator. 

ALLEGED VIOLATIONS: 

In his formal complaint, the Complainant makes what we have deemed eight separate 
complaints of potential misconduct. The Pennington County State's Attorney's Office has declared 
that six of the eight allegations are \Vithout merit and have been sent to the Attorney General's 
Office for statistical purposes. The remaining issues sent for the Commission's consideration 
involve 1) a motion to go into executive session without citing a specific Jaw pursuant to SDCL § 
1-25-1, and 2) for forcing the Complainant to stop video recording one of the GVSD meetings and 
threatening that ifhe did not do so the meeting would end. 

STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS: 

FIRST ALLEGATION: The Complainant alleged that on April 10, 2024, the GVSD 
Board went into executive session without citing specific codified law. On that date, the Board of 
GVSD made a motion to go into executive session for the purpose of discussing complaints made 
by Mr. Myers away from the open forum. In our investigation, some Trustees had recalled that 
they had made a motion to go into executive session, but none could recall that the motion was 
made in association with a cited state law, particularly, SDCL § 1-25-2, governing executive or 
closed meetings, or any of the subsections discussed therein. 

SECOND ALLEGATION: The Complainant alleged that at the May 8, 2024 meeting, 
that the GVSD Board violated SDCL § 1-25-I J by forcing him to quit recording the meeting, or 
that they would end the meeting if he did not comply. The investigation received infonnation that 
on that date, the Complainant went to the meeting equipped with a video camera and that he 

Laserfiche 



recorded the meeting and had the recorder in his hand, visible and "out in the open so everyone 
could see it." The Complainant provided information to the investigator that he had been recording 
for roughly five minutes before engaging the GVSD Board in the public comment po11ion of the 
meeting. During the public conu:nent period, an heated exchange between the Complainant and 
Trustee Mohr ensued. At the end of his specific public comment period, Complainant notified the 
Board that he had been recording the meeting. When notified that the Complainant had been 
recording the meeting, GVSD Trustees Mohr and Lewton voiced objections to the Complainant's 
recording, in part, that the recording was becoming disruptive and that the meeting was being 
recorded by the Board themselves. Information was also received that after some dialogue, Trustee 
Mohr infom1ed the Complainant that unless he stopped recording the meeting, that the meeting 
would end. As a result, the Complainant stopped bis recording device at the direction of the GVSD 
Board. 

In his investigation interview, Trustee Mohr noted that «J wasn' t sure if he could record or 
not. And in the best interest ofletting something happen, that shouldn't happen, I Just said no. And 
that's, and I later found out that he can [record]." Members of the Board were asked whether they 
noticed the recording device prior to the Complainant notifying the Board that he was recording. 
The investigation concluded that none of the GVSD Trustees had noticed the recording device 
prior to the disclosure of it, which is notable when analyzing SDCL § 1-25-11 to determine whether 
the recording was reasonable, obvious, and not disruptive. 

LEGAL ISSUES: 

1. Whether the Board of Trustees of the Green Val1ey Sanitary District violated SDCL § 1-
25-1 by making a motion to go into executive session without citing any specific law to 
close the official meeting to the public? 

2. Whether members of the Board of Trustees of the Green Valley Sanitary District violated 
SDCL § 1-25- l l when the Trustees directed that the Complainant quit recording the 
meeting? 

STATE'S ATTORNEY CONCLUSION 

FIRST ALLEGATION: The Board ofTrnstees of the Green Valley Sanitary District have 
violated SDCL § 1-25-1 by not citing a particular state statute pennitting the closure of the public 
meeting in their motion to go into executive session on the meeting date of Ap1il 10, 2024. SDCL 
§ 1-25-1 states, in part, that "[t]he official meetings of the state and its political subdivisions are 
open to the public unless a specific law is cited by the state or the political subdivision to close the 
official meeting to the public." SDCL § 1-25-1. Citation is defined as "[a] reference to a legal 
precedent or authority, such as a case~ statute, or treatise, that either substantiates or contradicts a 
given position." Black's Law Dictionary (10th ed. 2014). Without the motion referencing the 
specific law allowing for closure of the public meeting, then it is understood that the requirement 
for a specific law to be cited has not been met to enter executive session. As a result, it is the 
conclusion of the undersigned that an open meetings violation has occurred via a violation of 
SDCL § l-25-1. 
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SECOND ALLEGATION: The Board ofTrnstees of the Green Valley Sanitary District 
have violated SDCL § 1-25-11 for preventing further recording of the meeting date of May 8, 2024. 
SDCL § 1-25-11 states, in part, that "[n)o public body may prevent a person from recording, 
through audio or video technology, an official meeting as Jong as the recording is reasonable, 
obvious, and not disruptive." SDCL § 1-25-J 1. The investigation concluded that the Complainant 
had begun recording the meeting on a hand-held device prior to the public comment period of the 
meeting, where he spoke. At the end of the public comment hearing, the Complainant info1med 
GVSD of his recording. Subsequently, the Board detennined that the Complainant must cease 
recording, and if he did not, the meeting would end. 

In determining whether the recording was disruptive, the undersigned relies on the verbal 
evidence obtained that the Complainant had been recording for roughly five minutes prior to his 
public comment period and that the recording had only became an issue when the recording was 
brought to the attention of the GVSD Board. The mere conduct of recording could not have been 
disruptive as the Complainant had been recording prior to him notifying the board that he was 
recording, and there was no issue with the video conduct before it was brought to their attention. 
Furthermore, the recording should be deemed reasonable and obvious, as it was a handheld device 
that was presented out in the open. As a result, it is the conclusion of the undersigned that an open 
meetings violation has occutTed via a violation of SDCL § 1-25-1 1. 

Questions for the Open Meetings Commission include: 

1. Whether the Board of Trustees of the Green Valley Sanitary District violated SDCL § 1-
25-1 by making a motion to go into executive session without citing any specific law to 
close the official meeting to the public? 

2. Whether members of the Board of Trustees of the Green Valley Sanitary District violated 
SDCL § 1-25-11 when the Trustees directed that the Complainant quit recording the 
meeting? 

Though the circumstances of this case do not in my opinion warrant criminal prosecution, 
I respectfully submit these matters to the South Dakota Open Meetings Commission pursuant to 
SDCL § 1-25-5(3) for further review and action as deemed appropriate by the Commission. 

Dated this 2 ~ day of June, 2025. 

a R. Roetzel 
nington County State's Attorney 
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I 
I attest and confirm I am, 07e.-{€ lVl"'(G/.2..,:S , as signed below. 

Steve Myers Date 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

STATEOF .:::O~k 

COUNTY OF }?~~-V.::O 

) 
) ss 
) 

On this ~ day of ~ , 20i?.!::}___, before me personally 
appeared ~L "'''\" v: s. , to me known to be the person who executed 
the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that he executed the same of his own free act, 
and deed. 

I certify under PENAL TY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of South Dakota that 
the foregoing paragraph is true and correct. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal 

~~ ~ :%?,Gv 
Date 

My Commission Expires c J@11a.nr 6, /(),;;).. F' 
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To the attention of States Attorney Lara Roetzel and Steve Neavill: 

My name is Steve Myers. I am a resident of Green Valley Sanitation District in Pennington County. 

Here are a couple of more things that I think need to be addressed. 

#1 On Nov 15, 2021, Jason Reitz, then GVSD board president, signed a contract between GVSD and 
Interstate Eng without board approval, motion or vote. The minutes are posted@ 

hups~Llw..ww..rapi_d_valleysanjtarydistrjct_.co.01 Go to informational content and scroll down to green 
Valley Sanitary District. 

#2 At that same site you can read the minutes for Special meetings that were not advertised to the 
public. Also, as you can read, they have only posted the agenda 4 times. "The same penalties apply 
if the agenda for the meeting is not properly posted." 

• Aug 17, 2021, at 1oam.,... 

Nov 17, 2021, at 3pm, 

Dec 22, 2021, at 1 pm.,, 

June 2, 2022, at 12:22pm.,... 

June 14, 2022, at 2pm,.,.... 

June 22, 2023, at 19:15pm.,.. 

The following are meetings with no minutes and were not advertised to the public. 

May 18, 2023, at Loretta Jangula's home to vote on 5811 Sparrowhawk annexation . .,,,. 

Aug 28, 2023, virtual, see attached notes that I took. 

- Nov 13, 2023, phone meeting to approve 2 bills-Attorney and Insurance 

Nov 20, 2023, 9am at Rapid Valley Water to discuss Interstate pricing. 

#3 At the same site you won't see SDCL 1-27-1.17 Draft minutes of public meetings. It's never 
happened, but was requested at the May 8, 2024, meeting. 

#4 The agenda posted for the February 27, 2024; meeting is not the agenda followed as per Scan 
20240318.3 pdfofthe minutes of that meeting. 

#5 At the April 1 o, 2024, meeting the board and their attorney went into executive session to 
discuss a complaint by Steve Myers, without sighting a SDCL. 

Again, thank you for your time. 

Steve Myers 

605-48-1424 

5648 Greenwood Lane Rapid City, SD 57703 May 21, 2024 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto hove executed this Agreement, the Effective Date of which Is 
Indicated on page 1. 

Owner: Green Vafley Sanitary Dfstflct 

Addressfor0wner'sreceiptofnot1ces: 
P0Box110S 
RaptdCJty, SO 57709 . 

Designated Representative (Paragraph 8.03.A): 
JasonReltz 
Trt:le: Board President 
Phone Number. _605-...;.;.._484-.......,_m........,7 _____ _ 
E-Ma11Addres.s: fireflghtet1161@gmall.com 

Engineer: Interstate Englneering,fnc. 
........ 1 

By: (?{tf-,__ -ff .. 
Printname: LonniFJeck 
Title: President 

Date Signed: l O - 6, -:z / 

Engineer License or Firm's Certificate No. {if required}: 
C-643 
State of: South Dakota 

Address for Engineer's receipt of notices: 
POBox226 
UO Industrial Drive, Suite 2 
Spearfish,S057783 . 
Designated Representative (Paragraph 8.03.A): 
Zach Grapentine 
T"it:le: ProjectManager 
Phone Number: -'605-=..;642-":---4.;;.;m~-- -----­
E-MallAddress: Zaeh.Grapent.fne@lnterstateeng.com 

EJCDC- E•SOO, AaAiement Between Owner and EngineerforPnlfesslonal Services. 
Copyright ID 2014 Natlonal Society of Ptofeulonal E~lneen, Amerk1n COUncil of Engineering Comp;inl1$, 

and America!! Society of OVII ErtBl11een. All rigln:s reserved. Pare 
20 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING for the GREEN VALLEY 
SANITARY DISTRICT SEWER SYSTEM PROJECT 

Green Valley Sanitary District submitted an application to secure funding from the 
South Dakota Board of Water and Natural Resources {BWNR) to address the sanitary 
sewer needs of the residents served by GVSD. The application requested funding 
assistance in the amount of $9,322,000 and the project received $5,000,000 in grants 
and a loan with 100 percent principal forgiveness for the project. Additional funding is 
being sought from USDA Rural Development grants and loans. 

Green Valley Sanitary District (GVSD) consists of about 284 homes located just east 
_ Qf Rgpi_ct_C.ity on the south side of Hwy~ 44. GVSD has centra[w~te-r:from Rapid Valley 

San. District (RVSD) but each home has a septic system. The area has high 
groundwater with some septic systems failing and possible contamination of Rapid 
Creek. The proposed project is a pressurized sewer collection system. Each home 
will have its own pumping unit that will pump sewage into the main. Once homes are 
connected to the system, septic systems will be abandoned. Treatment will be 
provided by the Rapid City Waste Water Treatment Plant. RVSD will operate/maintain 
the new system. All of GVSD will be served by the project with approx, 284 
connections. The new system will include 2", 3", 411 & 6" sewer main with 1 V4" 
services. Main will be placed along the road section to avoid existing utilities in 
ditches. The benefit of this system type Is that most of the system can be 
directionally bored & not disturb road above the line. There is one connection point to 
the adjacent RVSD main line. 

The purpose of the public hearing is to discuss the need for the project, project 
alternatives, proposed alternatives, proposed fina.ncing, source of repayment for the 
loan, and the··impact to the users. The public is invited to attend and comment dn the 

project. The public hearing will be held on May 29, 2024 at 7:00pm at 
c.teative Arts Building at the Central States Fa'iratrounds, aoo San 
Fransisco St, Rapid City, South Dakota, Questions about this notice can be 
directed to Loretta Jangula, Secretary, at gvsd13@gmail.com. 

Dated this 6th day of May, 2024 

Published once on 5/14/2024 at the total approximate cost of$ 47.41 and may be 

viewed for free at www.sdpublicnotices.com 
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To the attention of States Attorney Lara Roetzel and Investigator Steve Neavill: 

This will be my 3rd complaint against Green Valley Sanitary District. 

As I have written to you before in my May 9, 2024, email, but forgot to make it a formal complaint: 

At the May 8, 2024, GVSD meeting I wanted to record the meeting, but was told no. President Scott 
Mohr said that their attorney (Erica Olson) told them that if 1 person was opposed to me recording 
the meeting, that I can't. Scott threatened to shut down the meeting if kept recording. I quit 
recording. SDCL 1-25-11 says I can record the meeting. 

May 29, 2024, GVSD had a "Public Hearing". No agenda was posted, and no draft minutes have 
been posted. Maybe because it was called a hearing? Either way, It doesn't seem right. 

At our May 21, 2024, meeting, I was unclear why your office is not pursuing my complaint about 

Scott Mohr's appointment without a notice of vacancy. My memory was because it part of GVSD By 
Laws and only civil. SDCL 34A-5-21-3 

This is a true statement, and I want it to be part of my complaints against the GVSD board. 

6/10/2024 
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11,,uw't:t.,, C...,.,f 
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFJCE 

OFFICE OF THE PENNINGTON COUNTY STATE'S ATTORNEY 
Lara R. Roetzel-State's Attomey 
130 Kansas GtyStreet, Suite 300 
Rapid Gty, SD 57701 
Phone: (605) 394-2191 
Fax: {605) 394-6093 

Investigative Summary 

Lara Roetzel - Pennington County State's Attorney 
Date: 10-16-24 
Re: Green Valley Sanitary District Open Meetings Investigations #2 and #3 

Lara, 

On 2-26-24, Steven Myers filed an open meeting violation complaint with our office 
regarding the Green Valley Sanitary District (GVSD). That complaint was investigated and one 
of the three complaint issues was forwarded to the South Dakota Open Meetings Commission. 
This will he refe1Ted to as "GVSD #1." Currently, GVSD #1 is pending within the Open 
Meetings Commission. 

Myers is a fom1er board member of the GVSD Board. Meyers' initial introduction to the 
board was in Februru.y of2023 when he became a trnstee. He resigned from the board on 12-13-
23. 

On 5-21-24, Meyers submitted a second complaint alleging five (5) open meeting violations. 
This will be referred to as "GVSD #2." 

1) Meyers wrote that on 11-15-21, Jason Reitz (fonner GVSD Board President) signed a 
contract between GVSD and Interstate Engineering, "without board approval, motion or vote," 
Tltis contract is in regard to a pending sewer project to serve the Green Valley area. Meyers 
included a copy of the signature page of the contract. 

2) Myers wrote that there were special meetings (listed below), "that were not advertised to 
the public. Also, you can read, they have only posted the agenda 4 times." 

* 11-17-21 

* 12-22-21 

* 6-2-22 

* 6-14-22 
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Myers also wrote that the below meetings have no minutes and were not advertised to the 
public: 

* 5-18-23 

* 8-28-23 

* 11-13-23 

* 11-20-23 

3) Myers wrote, "At the same site you won't see SDCL 1-27-1.17. Draft minutes of public 
meetings. It's never happened, but was requested at the May 8, 2024, meeting." 

4) Myers wrote that the agenda posted for the 2-27-24 meeting is not the agenda followed as 
per a scan of the meeting minutes (labeled as "Scan 20240318.3pdf). 

5) Myers wrote that at the 4-10-24 meeting, the board and their attorney went into executive 
session to discuss his complaint but did not verbalize an SDCL (statute). 

On 6-10-24, Myers submitted a third complaint alleging two (2) open meeting violations. This 
will be referred to as "GVSD #3." 

1) Myers wrote that at the 5-8-24 GVSD meeting, he had wanted to record the meeting, but 
was told he could not. Myers wrote that Board President, Scott Mohr, said that their attorney 
(Erika Olson) told them that if one person was opposed to the recording, he could not. Myers 
wrote, "Scott threatened to shut down the meeting if kept recording. I quit recording. SDCL 1-
25- J 1 says J can record the meeting." 

2) Myers wrote that on 5-29-24, GVSD had a "Public Hearing." He wrote that no agenda was 
posted and no draft minutes have been posted. 

Investigation: 

On 6~5-24 at 1110 hours, I spoke to Olson about the status of GVSD #1 and of the new 
complaint in GVSD #2. As I had previously addressed issue 5 in GVSD #2 as an ancillary issue 
in GVSD #1, I did advise Olson r did not believe this was an open meeting violation. 

On 7-11-24 at 1000 hours, l spoke to Olson. She advised that Mohr agrees he had told Myers 
he could not record the meeting, but this was due to his misunderstanding or lack of knowledge. 

On 7-31-24 at 0851 hours, I conducted an audio recorded telephone interview of Myers. 

J asked Myers about item 3 in GYSD #2. He indicated GVSD had never posted the draft 
minutes on the Rapid Valley Sanitation District (RVSD) website. Myers denied during his time 
on the board that anyone had reached out to see draft minutes. Myers said the board just started 
putting the draft minutes up on the door at the RVSD building. He said this had been happening 
over the last couple of meetings. 
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f asked Myers ifhe had made a request at the 5-8-24 meeting to see draft minutes posted 
during his public comment time. "I did not. Frank Henderson did that, just during, during 
conversation." Myers said the question arose about being able to see the draft minutes before 
they came to the meeting and asking the board to read the minutes at the meeting. "Cuz' we had 
no idea what the minutes said." 

Myers said board member, Loretta Jangula, had read the minutes on one occasion, but at 
another board meeting refused to do so. Myers said Hendereson had advised Jangula that they 
were supposed to post the draft minutes so they can be viewed before the minutes are approved. 

I asked Myers about item 4 in GVSD #2. Myers said what he was referring to were the three 
items on the agenda. "And none of those items were taken care of at the meeting." He continued, 
"the agenda was different from what the meetjng was." Myers said that items 1-3 in the agenda 
were not mentioned during the meeting. 

I asked Myers about item 1 in GVSD #3. Myers said he had advised he was recording the 
meeting. Myers said he was told he could not record. "TI1ey said, our attorney said, if one person 
objects, you can't record the meeting." Myers said the Treasurer's husband (William Lewton) 
said he objected. Myers continued, "Scott said if you keep recording, we're gonna' shut the 
meeting down now." Myers said he turned his recorder off and placed it into his pocket. 

Myers said at the last meeting (June of 2024) County Commissioner Travis Lasseter had 
asked Mohr if he had stopped anyone from recording. Mohr responded, "I don't know if 1 
stopped him or not." 

Myers continued and said he had started recording at the beginning of the meeting. Myers 
said he had the recorder sitting in front of him, "out in the open so eve1yone could see it.'' 

(Q) "so, it was obvious?" 

(R) "very obvious. Well, I held it up, so everybody could see it and then put it down way out 
in front of me. It's a little one like what you've got." 

Myers said he had been recording for approximately five minutes before the above discourse 
with Mohr. Myers also mentioned he had recorded the April 2024 meeting. 

(Q) "what caused the problem, what, what brought the attention to the recorder, which then, 
which then appears more to tell you to stop recording. What kinda' brought that up?" 

(R) "me." 

(Q) "ok ... " 

(R) "they don't like me. They absolutely, oh yeah, I mean. You can look through the minutes 
and you can see there's one person they've quoted." 

(Q) "ok, and that was that whole discussion about what you allegedly said, and you're like 
hey, I've been recording. Then they said, we]), you can't record if someone objects. Is that how 
that all kinda' went down?" 

(R) "that's kinda' how it went down but what they said was our attorney said.'' 
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Myers said he had asked Mohr if he was recording the meeting. Mohr indicated he was. 
Myers said several other people said they objected to this as welJ. 

Myers said during the July 2024 meeting, board member Valerie Lewton objected to hitn 
recording. He told her he was going to record. 

Myers then indicated that Mohr had been the first person to object to his recording the 5-8-24 
meeting. He said Lewton then objected. 

I asked Myers if once he had advised he was recording the 5-8-24 meeting, if it appeared this 
disrupted the meeting. Myers said, "I didn't disrupt it, Scott disrupted it, President." 

Myers confirmed that Mohr, Lewton and her husband, objected to him recording the 5-8-24 
meeting. Mohr said that a female attending the 5-8-24 meeting had looked up the legality of 
recording a public meeting and stated that it was not illegal to record the meeting. "And Scott 
said, I don't care. I will stop the meeting right now. We will be done with it. If you don't quit 
recording, this meeting will be done now. So, that would be disruptive, but I'm not the one that 
caused it, the President did." Mohr did not know the last name of the female who looked up the 
legality ofrecording a public meeting. He thought her first name was "Julianne." 

Myers said he did comply and he shut off the recorder and placed it into his pocket. However, 
later in the interview, he characterized the direction he received to discontinue recording as a, 
"threat. If you don't stop recording, we're gonna' stop the meeting right now." 

Myers said later in the interview that Lewton objected to him recording the June 2024 
meeting. Mohr said he continued recording. He said the meeting continued. 

I asked Myers about item 2 in GVSD #3. He said the notice of the meeting on 5-29~24 came 
in the mail. Myers said everyone he spoke to received the same mailing. Myers indicated there 
were no draft minutes posted from the 5-29-24 meeting. 

On 7-31-24 at 1001 hours, I conducted a brief audio recorded telephone interview of Myers. 

Myers confirmed Henderson had brought up the concern about the draft minutes at the 5-8-24 
meeting. I asked Myers if he made a particular request himself to see a particular draft. Myers 
said he thought he asked to sec or hear the April 2024 draft minutes at the 5-8-24 meeting. As of 
the 5-8-24 meeting, the board had not posted the April 2024 draft minutes (to the website). Later 
in the interview, he said Loretta had advised he could read them when they were posted. Myers 
said it seemed like the April 2024 minutes were posted about a week after his request on 5-8-24. 

(Q) "so, at the May 8th meeting, you remember asking either, uh, the board, hey, I wanna' see 
the April 2024 minutes and either Loretta or Scott said you can see them when they're posted ... " 

(R) "correct." 

(Q) ",, ... but it does sound like within a week of that May 8th meeting, that the April minutes 
had been posted?" 

(R) "um, yeah. So, 1 couldn't see them till the middle of May." 
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Myers subsequently agreed that it seemed like the April 2024 minutes were posted about a 
week after his request at the 5-8-24 meeting. Myers said, "I wanted to see em' before they 
approved them." Myers subsequently said it was the "nonn" for minutes of the prior month's 
meeting to be posted about a week after the current month's meeting, "until a week ago." 

Myers said Jangula's verbiage was, "you can see them when they're posted on the website." 

Myers denied he had made a request to see the April 2024 minutes p1ior to the 5-8-24 
meeting. 

On 7-31-24 at 1610 hours, I conducted an audio recorded interview of Mohr. Olson was 
present. This interview occurred at Olson's office. Mohr was advised he did not have to talk to 
me if he did not wish to and he could speak to his attorney privately if he wanted. 

I first addressed item 2 in GVSD #2. I asked Mohr if he had a memory of being involved in 
the special meetings specifically on 11-13-23or11-20-23. Mohr did not remember this. Mohr 
did not have a memory of participating in any meetings in November of 2023 that were exclusive 
of the nonnal monthly meeting. Mohr later said he had never been involved in a phone meeting 
( a reference to the 1 1-13-23 special meeting). 

I asked Mohr if he was aware of any attempt to give notice to the public of the special 
meetings. Ultimately, this question was not answered. 

I then addressed item 3 in GVSD #2. I asked Mohr ifhe remembered Myers asking for the 
April 2024 meeting minutes. Molu· said Myers had, "asked for so many things I. .. he may or may 
not of. I don't know." When I mentioned Myer's assertion about what Jangula allegedly said, 
Mohr responded, "that's been brought up a couple different times. I don't remember specific 
dates ... " 

Mohr subsequently said that the RVSD web-site is a "courtesy" and that the minutes were 
supposed to be posted on the door, "which hadn't been done in the past. It's something that was 
brought to our attention, so we started trying to do it and we're still having problems ... " 

Mohr did not know when the draft minutes started being placed on the door. He said he places 
the agenda on the door at the RVSD building in advance of the meetings. Mohr said this 
coincided with his move into the President's position. Mohr thought he had been doing this for 
approximately 5~6 months. Mohr said it was his understanding that fonner President, Jason 
Reitz, had posted the agendas. 

I then addressed item 4 in GVSD #2. I read to Mohr the three items listed in the 2-27-24 
meeting agenda that Myers claimed were not addressed. Mohr said he did not remember. He 
remembered the board had discussed these issues, but he did not know at what meeting. Mohr 
then said he remembered going over the cost at the meeting. 

After showing Mohr a copy of the 2-27-24 agenda, he said, "I believe all of those were 
covered.'1 He subsequently said he remembered the mandatory hook-up being addressed as some 
people were frustrated about this. Mohr clarified that it is not the community that is necessarily is 
in support of the sewer system, but "the board is." Scott confirmed the 2-27-24 meeting was an 
infom1ational meeting. 

Laserfiche 



l then addressed item 5 in GVSD #2. I asked Mohr if he remembered the verbiage they used 
prior to going into executive session. Mohr said, "I have no idea what I would of said. Just 
saying that we're going into executive session." Mohr did not remember if they had a motion to 
go into executive session. 

I then addressed item 1 in GVSD #3. I asked Mohr his recollection of this event. Mohr said, 
"I wasn't sure if he could record or not. And in the best interest ofletting something happen, that 
shouldn't happen, I just said no. And that's, and I tater found out that he can." 

I asked Mohr ifhe was aware that Myers had been recording prior to the conversation that 
Myers and he had about the recording. Mohr said, "no." Mohr was asked if he had seen that 
Myers had a recorder. He replied, "I didn't really sec it. I wasn't looking for one ... .'' Mohr said 
he was more concerned about the rights of other members. 

r asked Mohr how he became aware Myers was recording the meeting. He said Myers 
verbalized this. Mohr said, "and I told him that I didn't know and I wanted to look into it." 

I asked Mohr if Myers was using his three minutes of public comment time. Mohr replied that 
he thought Myers mentioned the recorder toward the end of his public comment time. "He didn't 
start out with it, I know that." 

I asked Mohr if anyone expressed any concern about Myers recording the meeting. Mohr said 
the meeting became, ''very disrnptive." Mohr characterized this as, "he wasn't willing to gjve up. 
J wasn •t willing to give up. I didn't feel like, I basically felt like I shouldn't continue the meeting 
without knowing whether or not he could record or not." 

Mohx was asked if anyone else attending the meeting became frustrated or angry about 
Myers' assertion he was recording the meeting. Mohr said, "I don't recall. My main focus was 
kinda on what transpired between Steve and I." 

(Q) "fair to say though, you told him that you could not record and you, you told if he 
continued to record that you would shut the meeting down? Or, some verbiage similar to that?" 

(R) "it wasn't just because of that, it was because the meeting was becoming very disruptive. 
I mean, it wasn't going anywhere because of all the conversation was about the recording. So, I 
just wanted him to stop recording that way we could get through our meeting and then hash it 
out. And the next meeting, I allowed him to record. I told him that I was wrong and .... " 

I asked Mohr ifhe remembered any of the other board members saying anything about the 
recording by Myers. He did not. 

l then addressed item 2 in GVSD #3. Mohr confim1ed that Lewton had sent out the notice of 
public hearing for the 5-29-24 meeting. His belief was this notice was sent to everyone in Green 
Valley that would have been affected by the sewer project. Mohr also said this notice was posted 
in the paper. Olson noted that one of the agencies involved required this. 

Mohr denied he put up an agenda up on the door (Creative Arts Building at the Central States 
Fairgrounds) because he did not believe an agenda was required di1e to it being an infonnational 
meeting. However, at the meeting, they followed the stated purpose on the notice. No other 
business was conducted. Mohr denied any board action was taken. 
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On 8-6-24 at 0945 hours, I conducted an audio recorded interview of Jangula. Also present 
was Olson. Tbis interview occurred at Olson's office. Jangula was advised she did not have to 
talk to me and that she could have a private conversation with her attorney if she wished. 

I first addressed item 1 in GVSD #2. Jangula indicated she had noted something, "way early 
on" in her documents that gave the President authority to sign items. She was not exactly certain 
what permissions the President had. She then thought what she read may be found in the bylaws. 

I asked Jangula if she remembered a vote or motion in a meeting about signing the new 
contract (11-15-21 ). She did not. 

I then addressed item 2 in GVSD #2. Jangula said that the special meetings were "teams 
meetings" and they were usually called by the engineer if they had questions on something 
(regarding the sewer project). Jangula 's reco11ection was that usually, they had, "couple two, 
three days notice." She said usually, an e-mail would go out to the board members by the other 
entities. 

Jangula said the 5-18-23 meeting at her residence was in regard to three properties being 
annexed. Jangula indicated it did seem like this meeting was noticed rather quickly. 

Jangula indicated it seemed like they had little time to prepare for the special meetings. 
Jangula denied knowing that anyone put out the three notification signs that a special meeting 
would be 11e1d. Jangula denied knowing they made an effort to notify the media about the special 
meetings, however, she said no one from the media has requested notice of these meetings. 

Jangula said since she became a member of the board, she has no knowledge that anyone 
from the media has reached out and requested notice. 

I then addressed item 3 in GVSD #2. Jangula denied having a memory of Myers asking at the 
5-8-24 meeting for the April 2024 draft minutes. Jangula said RVSD allows them to post their 
minutes on a separate page on their website. Jangula said she waits for the minutes to be 
approved and she then sends them over to RVSD to be put on their website. Jangula said the 
person she e-mails the minutes to is Sarah Bender. 

Jangula said the draft minutes do not get posted (to the website). Jangula said she has been 
placing the draft minutes on the door at the R VSD facility. She only recently started doing this. 

I then addressed item 4 in GVSD #2. Jangula said that the three items referenced in the 2-27-
24 agenda were discussed at the meeting as presentations were made. 

I then addressed item 5 in GVSD #2. Jangula denied having a memory that anyone used 
verbiage when they went into the executive session that included "pursuant to SDCL. ... " She 
said there was a motion to go into executive session. "There definitely was a motion." 

I then addressed item 1 in GVSD #3. Jangula denied having a memory of any conversation in 
the meeting about someone recording the proceedings. 

l then addressed item 2 in GVSD #3. Jangula said the public hearing notice regarding the 
meeting on 5-29-24 was sent out to every resident of Green Valley and they posted the notice on 
www.sdpublicnotices.com additionally. 
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Jangula confirmed RVSD will post items on their website as a courtesy to GVSD. Jangula 
also confirmed GVSD does not have a physical location. She said they use the meeting room at 
the RVSD building. She said the notice of the monthly meetings is noticed via the signs that are 
at the exit and entrance to Green Valley. 

Jangula characterized the notice of the special meetings in general was, "a few days." 

(Q) "fair to say that it seems in your memory that you basically had a few days notice for 
most, if not all of these special meetings?" 

(R) "correct." 

Jangula characterized the special meetings as "working meetings." Jangula agreed the special 
meetings were in regard to moving forward with the sewer project. 

On 8-6-24 at J 115 hours, I conducted an audio recorded interview of Reitz. Olson was also 
present. This interview took place at Olson's office. Rcitze was advised he did not have to talk to 
me ifhe did not want to, and he could have a private conversation with his attorney ffhe wished. 

I first addressed item 1 in GVSD #2. Reitz said he "obviously" signed the contract, albeit, he 
did not have an independent memory of doing it. Reitz did not remember if there had been an 
agenda item posted about the intent to sign the contract on 11 -15"21. Reitz said he assumed there 
would have to have been a fonnal vote prior to him signing the contract. 

I then addressed item 2 in GVSD #2. Reitz remembered that during some regular meetings, 
they had talked about needing to have a special meeting due to not having an item available at 
the regu]ar monthly meeting. 

Reitz agreed they had put up the three signs when they had a regular monthly meeting. Reitz 
said there were some special meetings they had spoke about needing to have during the regular 
monthly meeting. 

Reitz indicated that generally, they did not have much time to prepare for the special 
meetings. Reitz indicated the media "never'' had asked for notice of any meetings of the board. 

Reitz remembered when they voted on the annexation of Sparrow Hawk (5-18-23 meeting). 
He thought this had been talked about in their (regular) meeting. He remembered they needed to 
have a special meeting to get the Sparrow Hawk property on the tax roll before the end of the 
month. 

I then addressed item 4 in GVSD #2. I asked Reitz if anyone had touched upon the three items 
annotated in the 2-27-24 agenda. Reitz said that all of these items had been addressed in some 
fashion, however inexact it may have been. He referred to the presentations by Zach Grapentine, 
Blaine Eilts and "Will" from Minnesota Pumps Works that are noted in the 2-27-24 meeting 
minutes. 

I then addressed item 5 in GVSD #2. Reitz initially indicated he would refer to Olson when 
asked if he remembered anyone verbalizing an SDCL statute. 

Reitz said "a lot" of the special meetings were with the engineers. Reitz said the 8-17-21, 11-
17-21, 12-22-21, 6-2-22 and 6-14-22 meetings were set up hy the engineers. 
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(Q) ''it looks like with these special teams meetings, the other party you were working with 
set up the meeting. Is that a fair way to put it?" 

(R) "a hundred percent." 

Reitz explained the engineer would send out an invitation via e,.mail. "I didn't set any of those 
up." 

Reitz characterized generally that the amount of notice with the engineer's meetings was 
approximately one week. Reitz denied they put out the signs for any of the special teams 
meetings. 

Reitz said he received the notice regarding the 5-29-24 meeting. He thought Lewton went 
door to door. 

Reitz subsequently said he did not remember the specific language used when they went into 
executive session during the meeting on 4-10-24. His recollection was that Olson helped them 
with this. He did remember in general that there was a motion made. 

On 8-12-24 at 0858 hours, I conducted an audio recorded interview of Leonard Lee. Olson 
was also present. This interview took place at Olson's office. Lee was advised he did not have to 
speak to me. 

Lee believed he left the board in November of 2023. 

I first addressed item t in GVSD #2 and showed Lee the signature page of the Interstate 
Engineering Contract. Lee said that in the past, they had been trying to verify with Interstate 
Engineering that a contract had been signed, as one apparently could not be found. Lee said he 
knew they had discussed "this" (the contract). 

Lee said, "there's been several times that we voted, saying that Jason can sign different legal 
documents." I asked Lee if he had a memory of discussing that a new contract needed to be 
signed fo November of 2021. He said he could not recall this. 

I asked Lee if he had a memory of a vote being taken or a motion being put forth in regard to 
the necessity of signing the contract with Interstate Engineering. He said, "every time that 
something came up that needed to be signed, you know, we always took a vote. But, I can't 
specifically say it was on this particular one." 

I asked Lee if he remembered anyone being adverse to the signing of the contract by Reitz in 
November of 2021. Lee denied this. 

(Q) "was there anyone who was against signing this contract in November of twenty-one, 
with Interstate Engineering. Anyone on the board I should say?" 

(R) "no." 

Lee said everyone ( on the board) was in agreement when they authorized Jason to sign 
"anything." 
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(Q) "is that kind of generally?" 

(R) "yes." 

I then addressed item 2 in GVSD #2. I asked Lee ifhe had a memory for the reason for the 
Special Meetings. He remembered they had video conferences with the engineering group and 
ruraJ development. 

Lee noted he was not present for the meeting on 8-17-21. 

Note: Olson pointed out that the 8-17-21 meeting lacked a quorum, as only Reitz and Jangula 
are listed as being present. GVSD was a five person board through 2021 and 2022. 

I asked Lee about the 11-17-21 meeting and who may have called it. He was "pretty sure" it 
was the engineers. Lee said Grapentine was setting up a lot of the special meetings to address the 
amount of money that would have to be spent by the residents of Green Valley. 

Lee thought the 12-22-21 special meeting was called by Grapentine. Lee remembered that 
they had signed an amendment to a contract with RVSD during the special meeting on 6-2-22. 
Lee thought this meeting was called by the GVSD Board. 

Lee said he was not at the 6-22-22 meeting. 

l asked Lee about the meetings on 5-18-23 and 8-28-23. Lee said the meeting on 5-18-23 was 
called by the GVSD Board to vote to annex some homes. He indicated later in the inkrview this 
occurred quickly. Lee was asked about the 8-28-23 meeting. Lee did not have a memory of this 
meeting. However, he thought this would have been a meeting called by Zach. 

Note: Olson pointed out that the 8-28-23 meeting would not have been a quorum. 

I asked Lee about the 6-14-22 meeting. Lee said this meeting was called by the engineers. 

Lee said that the OVSD Board did not put up the three signs to make a notice that a special 
meeting was going to occur. Lee agreed the special meetings were for the purpose of furthering 
the sewer project. "We were trying to keep it continuing on:' 

Lee said that meetings in general would have an agenda posted at the RVSD building. Lee 
said that to the best of his memory, the agendas were posted on the door at the RVSD building. 

(Q) "to your memory, the agenda for the regular meetings, it sounds, you tell me if! have 
this wrong. Your memory is that someone on the board would post the agenda for the regular 
meetings on the door of the Rapid Valley Building? 

(R) "yes." 

Lee denied being aware of a time when the posting of the agenda was not done. Lee said that 
the first person who unlocked the door at the RVSD building, would take the agenda down from 
the door. 
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Lee agreed there was no agenda placed on the building for special meetings. Lee denied the 
local news made an inquiry of him about receiving notice of meetings. ''No, never." Lee said that 
as far as zoom meetings, the engineers would send an agenda via e-mail. 

Lee said the responsibility for putting the agenda on the door always was the President. He 
said this was an infonnal understanding among the board members. 

On 8-21-24 at 1415 hours, I conducted an audio recorded interview of Lewton. 

Lewton was advised she did not have to talk to me if she did not want to. Olson was present. 
This interview took place in Olson's office. Lewton was also advised she could have a private 
conversation with her attorney. 

I addressed item 3 in GVSD #2. Lewton did not remember Myers making a request to see the 
draft minutes of the April 2024 meeting at the 5-8-24 meeting. She said Myers asked for a lot of 
things. 

Lewton digressed and said when she started on the GVSD Board, she would not be able to 
"do a whole lot" due to medical issues that her mother was having. 

I then addressed item 4 in GVSD #2. Ultimately, we determined Lewton was not at th.is 
meeting. She did have notes from the meeting on 2-14-24. 

I then address~d item 5 in GVSD #2. Lewton indicated she was present at this meeting. 
Lewton did not remember anyone using any verbiage wherein they cited an SDCL before they 
went into the executive meeting. Lewton said this was her first meeting. 

1 then addressed item l in GVSD #3. Lewton said she was one of the people who voiced her 
opposition to being recorded. She said there were others who also voiced this same concern. 
Lewton said she remembered Scott saying since he was recording the meeting, there was no need 
for other people to record. 

"I remember Scott basically saying though, because he's already recording the meeting, 
there's no need for other people to record it. But, I don't remember him ever saying that to him, 
you know, about Eii ka saying. I don't remember that at all." 

Lewton said she later told Myers she was sorry and that she had not known it was legal to 
record the meeting. 

I asked Lewton if she had a memory of Mohr telling Myers he was going to shut down the 
meeting ifhe continued to record the meeting. Valerie said, "I remember them having a 
conversation about it, but I don't, you know, cuz' I said, I think when I said ah, you know, that I 
didn't want to be recorded, then) you know? Scott just kinda put up his hands and, you know, to 
everyone, you know? Do you want to be recorded? And, you know, there was a few people there 
that said no. So, um. He said, you know, I'd, I think he just said that I'd appreciate it if . .. You 
know, Scott's always been very polite ..... " 

Lewton thought the recording issue involving Myers was toward the beginning of the 
meeting. 
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I asked Lewton if there was any yelling, cussing or if the meeting became disruptive when 
Myers had advised he was recording the meeting. She denied this. 

I specifically asked Lewton if anyone on the board told Myers to stop recording or they would 
shut down the meeting. She denied this. 

I then addressed item 2 in GVSD #3. Lewton said she attended the meeting on 5-29-24. 
Lewton said she created the flyer for the meeting with money out of her own pocket. Lewton e­
mailed the flyer to Jangula. Lewton also mailed out copies of the flyer to every resident of Green 
Valley (311 copies). 

On 9-11-24 at 0905 hours, I conducted an audio recorded interview of Marlin Kelley. 

01son was present as well. This interview took place in Olson's office. Kelley was advised he 
did not have to speak to me and he could have a p1ivate conversation with his attorney if he 
wished. 

I first addressed item 1 in GVSD #2. I asked Kelley ifhe had a memory of talking about 
having Reitz sign the new contract with Interstate Engineering. Ke1ley said he did not remember 
the "signing part," but they spoke about the status of the engineering. 

(Q) "if Jason did sign a new contract with Interstate Engineering in November of 2021, as a 
fonner board member, do you believe there would have been a necessity for that to occur. Docs 
your memory allow you to provide any kind of an answer regarding that?" 

(R) "um, (lnaudible) if Jason had signed it, I believe it would have been a necessity." 

(Q) "um, would you have agreed with him or concurred with him in signing that contract for 
Interstate Engineering to continue the project. Does your memory allow you to answer that?" 

(R) "well, we talked about it. I remember at the meeting and yeah, if we did it at the meeting, 
ah, everybody had to vote and ah, I figure since I'd follow his lead, yeah, I'd of said OK." 

I then addressed item 2 in GVSD #2. I asked Kelley if there was a necessity for special 
meetings regarding the sewer project in the 2021 through June of2023 time frame. Kelley said 
he remembered three special meetings they had, "but that's all I can remember." 

Kelley's memory for the need for the special meetings was for the sewar project and for 
everyone to agree with what was going on. Kelley said they did not have "long term" notice for 
the special meetings. He remembered he would receive a call from Reitz about the meetings, and 
within 2-3 days or a week they would have a meeting. 

Olson pointed out that Kelley had not attended the 8-17-21 special meeting. In addition, 
Kelley had not attended the t 1-17-21 and 6-14-22 meetings. 

Kelley remembered the 5-18-23 special meeting. I asked him if this special meeting came up 
quickly. He did not believe so, "no, not really." He said he had spoke to the other board members 
about the SpatTOW Hawk address. 

Kelley did not remember the special meeting on 11-13-23 nor the 1 1-20-23 special meetings. 
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Keilcy agreed the special meetings were generally for the sewer project. Kelley agreed that 
when he became aware of the special meetings, it seemed like they had three days to one week of 
notice. Kelley was unaware of the special meetings being noticed to the public. 

Kelley said he was on the GVSD Board when the sewer project started. 

KeUey denied he was responsible for putting up the signs that gave notice for the public 
meetings. He said he was responsible after one of the board members (Lex Burgers) had died. He 
said he would put them up the Monday before the Wednesday meeting_ 

Analysis of GVSD #2 

* Item #1 

Myers' complaint regarding this issue is that Reitz signed a contract between Interstate 
Engineering and GVSD without board approval, motion or vote on 11-15-21. In addressing this 
issue, this writer looked to SDCL Chapter 34A-5 - Sanitary Districts. In particular, SDCL 34A-
5-24 appears to be applicable. 

34A-5-24. Policies a11d regulations for business of board-Time of meetings-Quorum. 
The board of trustees shall adopt policies and regulations for the conduct of its business 

and shall Jlx a stated time at which the regular meetings of the board shall be held. A majority of 
the board of trustees constitutes a quorum but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day. A 
concurrence of the majority is necessa1y to any action of the board. 
Source: SL 1947, ch 226, § 16; SDC Supp 1960, § 45.3816; SDCL, § 34-17-20; SL 1993, ch 256, 
§ 24. 

The language in Myer's complaint, "without board approval, motion or vote" appears to 
assert a possible violation of GVSD bylaws. However, the issue of violating bylaws was 
addressed previously in the investigative package in GVSD #1. Deputy State's Attorney Sobczak 
had opined that it would be extremely unlikely that violating a bylaw could be considered an 
open meeting violation. 

In reviewing the meeting minutes, it is apparent that during the regularly monthly meeting on 
11 p8-2 I, this topic was specifically addressed. The meeting minutes read, "Sign Contract with 
Interstate Engineering - All of the surveying has been complete, the preliminary report has been 
received. All is in process as it pertains to the original survey." 

On 11-15-21, GVSD appears to have been a five-member board consisting of Reitz, Lee, 
Jangula, Kelley and (deceased member) Burger. It is very clear from the interviews conducted of 
Reitz, KeJ!ey and Lee that there was a concurrence among the board to allow Reitz to sign the 
contract. There is no mention in the meeting minutes that Burger was adverse to Reitz signing 
the contract. 

Given it appears there was a concurrence of the majority of the board in allowing Reitz 
to take this action, there does not appear to have been a clear and unambiguous violation of 
law. 

* Item #2 
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Myers' complaint in item #2 appears to be multi-faceted. First, he writes that the below 
special meetings were not advertised to the public and that, "they have only posted the agenda 4 
times." He references the RVSD web-site in this regard. 

* 8-17-21 

* 11-17-21 

* 12-22-21 

* 6-2-22 

* 6-14-22 

* 6-22-22 

Second, Myers wrote that tbe below special meetings had no minutes and were not advertised 
to the public: 

* 5-18-23 

* 8-28-23 

* 11-13-23 

* 11-20-23 

In addressing this issue comprehensively, this writer looked to SDCL 1-25-1 .1. 

1-25-1.J. Notic:e o_fmeeting of political subdivision--Age11da--Violation as misdemeanor. 
Each political subdivision shall provide public notice, with proposed agenda, that is 

visible, readable, and accessible/or at least an entire, continuous twenty-four hours immediately 
preceding any official meeting, by posting a copy of the notice, visible to the public, at the 
principal oj]ice of the political subdivision holding the meeting. The proposed agenda shall 
include the date, time, and location of the meeting. The notice shall also be posted on the 
political subdivision's website upon dissemination of the notice, if a website exists. For any 
special or rescheduled meeting, the information in the notice shall be delivered in person, by 
mail, by email, or by telephone, to members of the local news media who have requested notice. 
For any special or rescheduled meeting, each political subdivision shall also comply with the 
public notice provisions of this section for a regular meeting to the extent that circumstances 
permit. A violation of this section is a Class 2 misdemeanor. 

In addressing the question about all of the above special meetings not being advertised to the 
public, it first must be mentioned that the 8-17-21, 6-14-22 and 8-28-23 special meetings did not 
have a guomm of members. 

In additioni it was long-standing practice for GVSD to provide public notice of the monthly 
meetings by placing signs at three locations in the district: 

* Green Valley Dr. and Reservoir Rd. 
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* Reservoir Rd. and Southside Dr. 

* E. Hwy 44 just before Anderson Rd. 

During his interview in GVSD #1 on 4-3-24, Myers said once he became engaged as a board 
member in Febmary of 2023, he was responsible for placing out the signs for meetings. Myers 
denied the signs were placed out for special meetings. He said, "we had very little notice." It 
should be noted Myers was on the board until 12-13-23 - encompassing the dates 5-J 8-23 
through 11-20-23 in his complaint. 

In the interview of Jangula, she characterized in general the notice that they were going to 
have special meetings as being, "a few days." Reitz indicated in his interview that they generally 
did not have much time to prepare for special meetings. Kelley's recollection was that they had 
approximately three days to one week of notice regarding the special meetings. 

Finally, in Reitz' interview on 8-6-24, he indicated the 8-17-21, 11-17-21, 12-22-2l, 6-2-22 
and 6-14-22 meetings were set up by the engineers. 

Given the above infonnation, in particular Myer's own admission they had little notice of the 
special meetings, it is reasonable to believe that public notice may not have been reasonably 
possible. SDCL 1-25-1 states, "For any special or rescheduled meeting, each political 
subdivision shall also comply with the public notice provisions of this section for a regular 
meeting to the extent that circumstances pennit." 

In addressing the portion of Myers's complaint in item #2, "they have only posted the agenda 
4 times," this writer first referenced the GVSD infonnation that is in the informational content 
tab of the RVSD website. It appears Myers is referencing the four entries on the website with the 
following dates: 

* 2-27-24 - annotated as an infonnational meeting (not a regularly scheduled meeting) 

* 3-13-24 - annotated as a regular meeting. 

* 4-10-24 - annotated as regular meeting. 

* 5-8-24 - annotated as a regular meeting. 

Since Myers referenced the RVSD website and subsequently wrote, "they have only posted 
the agenda 4 times," it appears his complaint is that the agendas were not posted on the website. 
A review of SDCL 1-25-1.1 reveals the foJlowing verbiage: 

The proposed agenda shall include the date, time and location of the meeting. The notice 
shall also be posLed on the political subdivision's website upon dissemination of the notice, if a 
website exits. " 

As mentioned in GVSD #1, the RVSD website does not bc]ong to GVSD. Information from 
GVSD posted on the RVSD website is done as a courtesy. 

In addition, this writer referenced the affidavits provided by Reitz and Lee in Olson's 
response to the Open Meetings Commission regarding GVSD #1 as it would relate to meeting 
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agendas being posted at any location. In particular, Reitz' affidavit reads as follows for 
subsection #2: 

The Board of Trustees normal practice was to have the President post the agenda for the 
meeting on the exterior door of the meeting room at Rapid Valley Sanitary Districts O.ffice at 
4611 Teak Dr., Rapid City, South Dakota where the Green Valley Sanita,y District Board of 
Tmstees regularly meets, in advance of the meeting. This agenda would then be removed from 
the door by the first Trustee arriving at the meeting. To my knowledge, this had been the normal 
practice for many years. While I was serving as President, I generally did this for all regular 
meetings which l participated in through 202 I, 2022 and 2023 and I believe I would have done 
so for the meetings held on June 9, 2021, November 8, 2021, and December 8, 2021. 

Lee also makes reference to the practice encompassed in Reitz' affidavit in his interview on 
8-12-24. 

1n addressing the portion of Myers' complaint in item #2 that the special meetings on 5-18-
23, 8-28-23, 11-J 3-23 and 11-20-23 did not have any minutes, it appears the context of the 
complaint is that the minutes were not posted on the RVSD website. 

To address this issue, this writer referenced the ancillary issue section in the investigative 
report from GVSD #1. In reviewing SDCL Chapter 1-25 and Chapter 34A-5, this writer found 
that the only entity required to post meeting minutes is "the State" ("State, each board, 
commission, department or agency of the State of South Dakota. The tenn state does not include 
the legislature)." 

Additionally, this writer did find meeting minutes for the 5-18-23 meeting on the RVSD 
website. It is posted below the regular monthly meeting on 5-10-23 on the website. 

Given the above information, there does not appear to be a clear and unambiguous 
violation of law. 

Item #3 

Myers' writes in his third item, "At the same site you won't see SDCLl-27-1.17 Draft 
minutes of public meetings. It's never happened, but was requested at the May 8, 2024, 
meeting." 

To address this issue, this writer referenced SDCL 1-27-1.17: 

1-27-1.17. Draft minutes of public meetiug to be availah/e-Exceptions--Violatio,i as 
misdemeanor. 

The unapproved, draft minutes of any public meeting held pursuant to§ 1-25-1 that are 
required to be kept by Jaw shall be available for inspection by any person within ten business 
days after the meeting. However, this section does not apply if an audio or video recording of the 
meeting is available to the public on the governing body's website within five business days after 
the meeting. A violation of this section is a Class 2 misdemeanor. However, the provisions of this 
section do not apply to draft minutes of contested case proceedings held in accordance with the 
provisions of chapter J-26. 
Source: SL 2010, ch 9, § 3. 
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The verbiage of Myers's complaint, and to an extent, the inf0tmation he provided in his 
interview, reveal his issue to be that draft minutes of the meetings have not been posted on the 
RVSD website. A plain vjew reading of the statute cited by Myers does not lead one to conclude 
this is required. 

The relevant verbiage is, "shall be available for inspection by any person within ten business 
days after the meeting." The statute does not specifically require that draft minutes be posted 
onto an entities' website within ten business days, it only requires they be available for 
inspection. 

Myers said in his interview that he made a request at the 5-8-24 meeting to see the meeting 
minutes from the 4-10-24 meeting. He agreed that the minutes for the April 2024 meeting were 
posted to the RVSD website approximately one week later. 

Given the above information, there does not appear to be a clear and unambiguous 
violation of Jaw. 

ltem#4 

Myers wrote, "The agenda posted for the February 27, 2024; meeting is not the agenda 
followed as per Scan 202403 l 8.pdf of the minutes of that meeting." 

l have reviewed the entirety of SDCL Chapter 1-25 - Meetings of Public Agencies. I did not 
find in any of the statutes a directive that a public agency must follow an agenda in a certain or 
absolute manner. 

In addition, during the interviews of Jangula, Mohr and Reitz, they felt the three items 
mentioned in the agenda had been touched upon to some degree. 

Given the above information, there does not appear to be a clear and unambiguous 
violation of law. 

ltem#S 

Myers wrote, "At the April I 0, 2024, meeting the board and their attorney went into executive 
session to discuss a complaint by Steve Myers, without sighting a SDCL." 

This issue was addressed in GVSD #1 and it was this writer's opinion this is not a violation of 
law. It is worth noting that SDCL 1-25-1 - Official meetings open to the public - Exceptions -
Public comment, does state, "The ofjicial meetings of the state and its political subdivision are 
open to the public unless a specific law is cited by the state or the political subdivision to close 
the official meeting to the public ... . " 

However, SDCL 1-25-2 -· Executive or closed meetings - Purposes - Authorization, appears 
to give clear direction in what a political subdivision must do to hold an executive or closed 
meeting: 

..... . An executive or closed meeting must be held only upon a majority vote of the members of 
the public body present and voting, and discussion during the closed meeting is restricted to the 
purpose specified in the closure motion. Nothing in§ 1-25-1 or this section prevents an executive 
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or closed meeting if the federal or state Constitution or the federal or state statutes require or 
permit it. A violation of this section is a Class 2 misdemeanor. 

It is notable that the statute that deals expressly with executive or closed meetings does not 
direct a political subdivision to cite an SDCL when addressing the requirements for going into or 
conducting an executive or closed meeting. 

Given the above information, there does not appear to be a clear and unambiguous 
violation of law. 

Analysis of GVSD #3 

ltem#l 

Myers wrote, "At the May 8, 2024, GVSD meeting I wanted to record the meeting but was 
told no. President Scott Mohr said their attomey (Erica Olson) told them that if 1 person was 
opposed to me recording the meeting, I can't. Scott threatened to shut down the meeting if kept 
recording. I quit recording. SDCL 1-25-11 says I can record the meeting." 

In addressing this issue, this writer had referred to the below statute: 

1-25-11. Recording of open official meeting to be permitted. 
No public body may prevent a person.from recording, through audio or video technology, 

an o_ffecial meeting as long as the recording is reasonable, obvious, and not disruptive. This 
section does not app(y to meetings closed to the public pursuant to specific law. 

On 9-17-24 at 11 54 hours, I sent an e-mail to Myers asking for what recording he had of the 
5-8-24 meeting. He advised this has been deleted. See attached e-mail. 

During the interview of Mohr, he had admitted he told Myers he could not record. Mohr said, 
"I wasn't sure if he could record or not. And in the best interest of letting something happen, that 
shouldn't happen, I just said no. And that's, and I later found out that he can. " 

Mohr also stated that the meeting had became disruptive, but this was characterized as, "he 
wasn 't willing to give up. I wasn't willing to give up. I didn't feel like, I basically felt like I 
shouldn't continue the meeting without knowing whether or not he could record or not. " 

In addition, Mohr and I had the following colloquy: 

(Q) "fair to say though, you told him that you could not record and you, you told if he 
continued to record that you would shut the meeting down? Or, some verbiage similar to that?" 

(R) "it wasn't just because of that, it was because the meeting was becoming very disruptive. 
I mean, it wasn't going anywhere because <?fall the conversation was about the recording. So, 1 
just wanted him to stop recording that way we could get through our meeting and then hash it 
out. And the next meeting, I allowed him to record. I told him that I was wrong and .... " 

In addition, in tenns of Myers' recording the meeting and any disruption, Mohr denied even 
knowing that Myers had been recording the meeting until Myers mentioned that he was. Myers 
had told this writer he had been recording the meeting from the beginning (for about five 
minutes) and that he had the recorder in front of him, in plain view. 
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Jangula has denied having a memory of any conversation at the meeting about the recording. 
Lewton denied the meeting had became disruptive when Myers had announced he was recording 
the meeting. 

Finally, I have copied the 5·8-24 meeting minutes that were posted on the RVSD website. 
There is no mention of Myers recording the meeting or that the meeting had became disruptive. 
There is verbiage, "Considerable conversation followed the public comment." However, this is 
not defined in the minutes. See attached 5-8-24 meeting minutes. 

Give the above information, and a review of the applicable statute, there docs appeaT to 
have been a violation of SDCL 1-25-11 on the part of Mohr. 

Item #2 

Myers second complaint in GVSD #3 appears to have two components. Myers wrote, "May 
29, 2024, GVSD had a "Public Hearing." No agenda was posted and no draft minutes have been 
posted. Maybe because it was called a hearing? Either way. it doesn't seem right." 

In his complaint, Myers had attached the public notice flyer for the 5-29-24 meeting labeled, 
"Notice of Public Hearing for the Green Valley Sanitary District Sewer System Project." 

First, it must be noted that the meeting on 5-29-24 would be considered a special meeting, as 
the normal monthly meeting was held 5-8·24. Second, given Myers' verbiage in GVSD #2, it is 
reasonable · to believe that when he used the word, "posted," in both components of his 
complaint, he is referring to the R VSD website. 

The interviews of Myers. Jangula, Mohr, Reitz and Lewton reasonably well establish that the 
flyer for the 5-29-24 special meeting were sent out to the residents of Green Valley. Lewton 
thought she sent out 311 flyers. The notice was also sent to www.sdpublicnotices.com on 5-14-
24. l verified the notice was sent to the public notice website. The notice is included below from 
the website: 

Notice Content 
Green Valley Sanitary District submitted an application to secure funding from the South Dakota 
Board of Water and Natural Resources (BWNR) to address the sanitary sewer needs of the 
residents sen1ed by GVSD. The application requested funding assistance in the amount of 
$9,322,000 and the project received $5,000,000 in grants and a loan with JOO percent principal 
forgiveness for the project. Additional funding is being sought ji-om USDA Rural Development 
grants and loans. 
Green Valley Sanitmy District (GVSD) consists of about 284 homes located just east of Rapid 
City on the south side of Hwy. 44. GVSD has central water from Rapid Valley San. District 
(RVSD) but each home has a septic system. The area has high groundwater with some septic 
systems failing and possible contamination of Rapid Creek. The proposed project is a 
pressurized sewer collection system. Each home will have its own pumping unit that will pump 
sewage into the main. Once homes are connected to the system, septic systems will be 
abandoned. Treatment wili be provided by the Rapid City Waste f,Vater Treatment Plant. RVSD 
1-vi/L operate/maintain the new system. Alf ofGVSD will be served by the project with approx. 284 
connections. The new system will include 2", 3': 4" & 61

' sewer main with l¼" services. Main 
will be placed along the road section to avoid existing utilities in ditches. The benefit of this 
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system type is that most of the system can be directionally bored & not disturb road above the 
line, There is one connection point to the adjacent RVSD main line. 
The purpose of the public hearing is to discuss the need for the project, project alternatives, 
proposed alternatives, proposed.financing, source of repayment for the loan, and the impact to 
the users. The public is invited to attend and comment on the project. The public hearing will be 
held on May 29, 2024 at 7:00pm at Creative Arts Building at the Central States Fairgrounds, 
800 San Fransisco St., Rapid City, South Dakota. Questions about this notice can be directed to 
Loretta Jangula, Secretary, at gvsdl 3@gmail.com. 
Dated this 6th day of May, 2024 
Published once 011 5/14/2024 at the total apptoximate cost of$47.41 

(Published May 14, 2024 for a total approximate cost of $47.41 and may be viewed for free at 
www.sdpublicnotices.com)Legal No: COL-SD-OJ 51 

In reviewing the flyer and the notice on the public notice website, I noted the relevant 
verbiage: "The purpose of the public hearing is to discuss the need for the project, project 
alternatives, proposed allernatives, proposed financing, source of repayment for the loan, and 
the impact to the users. The public is invited to attend and comment on the project." This does 
appear to be a stated agenda. 

In reviewing SDCL 1-25-1.l - Notice of meeting of political subdivision - Agenda, the 
applicable verbiage appears to be, " .... The notice shall also be posted on the political 
subdivision's website upon dissemination of the notice, if a website exits. For any special or 
rescheduled meeting, each political subdivision shall also comply with the public notice 
provisions of this section for a regular meeting to the extent that circumstances permit. " 

In addressing the first component of Myers' complaint, as mentioned in GVSD #1, RVSD 
posts information from GVSD on their website as · a courtesy. GVSD does not have its own 
website. 

However, the flyer that was sent out to the residents of Green Valley and the notice on the 
public notice website appears to state an agenda, as noted above. 

Black's Law Dictiomuy defines agenda as, "The order of items discussed in a meeting. The 
topics must be listed, past knowledge must be heard and the outcome guessed." 

In addressing the second component of Myers' complaint, I would refer to my conclusion in 
item 3 in GVSD #2 in which it was determined that draft minutes are not required to be posted to 
a website, and that this was not a violation oflaw. 

It must also be mentioned that there was a unique circumstance for the 5~29-24 special 
meeting in that it was held at the Central State's Fairgrounds. Given the infonnation provided, it 
appears GVSD went above and beyond by distributing the flyers to the residents of Green Valley 
and by posting the notice on the public notice website. 

Given the above information, there does not appear to be a dear and unambiguous 
violation of law. 

Conclusion: GVSD complaint #2 

Laserfiche 



Given the information obtained during this investigation, there does not appear to have been a 
violation oflaw in any of the five items. 

Conclusion: GVSD complaint #3 

Given the above infonnation obtained during this investigation, there does appear to have 
been a violation by Mohr of SDCL 1-25-11 when he had directed Myers to discontinue 
recording the 5-8-24 meeting. 

There does not appear to have been a violation of law in regard to Myer's second item in 
GVSD #3. 

* Defendant: Scott Aaron Mohr, doh 10-26-70, 5949 Green Tree Dr., Rapid City, SD 57703, 
605-858-2955, SD OLN 00608488 

Note: the above audio recording and other e-mails sent by Myers and Olson's office have 
been saved in the investigations file. 

Investigator 
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Public Comn1ent: 
Rich Sterkel has talked to Rusty at RVSD, going through the engineering 
steps on his development acreage. GVSD may not be able to make the 
e2022 deadline on the sewer, but the City needs assurance that the project is 
ongoing. Rusty provided a letter to Sterkel to that effect. 

New more reali.stic timeline will probably be start and completion in 2023. 
It appears things are now once again moving forward after the past 5 month 
Jengthy delay regarding the Letter of Opinion from the attorney. 

We should also hopefully have a response from Co Bank by the end of 
November. 

We need to the RD final approval and make sure the DANR grant is 
sufficient to [ ay for the service lines. 

There being no further business, A motion to adjourn by Lex Burgers and 
seconded by Leonard Lee, no further discussion, motion passed. Meeting 
adjourned at 19:34 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Lorretta Jangula, Secretary 

Sec. Lorretta M Jangula Pres. Jason Reitz 

If you wid\ lo file • Civil Rights program co111plaint of discriminatioo, complete (lie USDA Program Discriminarion Complaint Form (PDF), fo11J1d 
onlilte al bttp:J/www.a$cr.usd3.fov/complaiot_Clls1.htrul, or at any USDA office, or tall (866) 632-9992 to ~ucsl the fonn. You may also write a teller 
containiJ1g alt of ~1e lnfonnation requested ia lhe fonro. Send your completed comrlaint fonn or lener to us by mail at U.S. Dcpanment of Agriculture, 
Director. Office of Adjudication, l◄OO ln~pendence Averme S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410, By fax (202) 690-7442 or email at 
program.ilttakc@usda.gO\'. 
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Old Business: 

Sen. John Thune's Office-Jason finally made contact with Thune's office 
and explained the GVSD sewer project and the issues at hand, and explained 
the hang-ups with RD. Thune asked what he could do for us and Jason 
explained we need help getting through the red tape. Hopefully Thune's 
office will be able to assist us in getting through the red tape so we c an 
press on. 
Erika Olson-Letter of Opinion Progress: A phone call about a week ago 
with E1ika, attorney for GVSD, Ron Bengs, Leonard Lee, and Pres Jason 
Reitz resulted in a Letter of Opinion for DANR, which was drafted today 
and sent off to DANR. Upon receipt of the letter, DANR should then be 
able to release funding on the project. 

NEW BUSINESS: 
Sign Contract with Interstate Engineering-AU of the surveying has been 
complete, the preliminaiy report has been received. All is in process as it 
pertains to the original survey. 
Conversation with Denny Haag (MAP)-Denny is our new point of contact 
between GVSD and RD. Denny replaced RJ, he lives in Sioux City. He 
questioned the hang ups with RD and Jason advised him of the issues. He 
said he would get to work on it, so things may be looking up. 
Short Term Loan-GVSD is working with the credit union to obtain a short 
term loan to pay the bills until the funding comes through. RD wants 
interim financing in place which will then be paid off by RD. Jason has 
been in touch with Co Bank this week and forwarded required paperwork to 
them with more paperwork to follow as required. Jason is also working on 
getting additional funding due to price increases on materials, construction 
costs, etc. 
RVSD/GVSD Tab on Website-RVSD has now got an additional tab on 
their website for GVSD. This tab will contain information for the public 
such as ordinances, meeting minutes, and other information of public 
interest. 

lfy011 wish to file a Civil RiShlS program complaint of dis.erimJnation, complctcJ)ic USDA Program Discrimioation Complaint Forni (PDF), found 
oni111e at http://www.ascr.usda.rov/co,npl.iint_cu$lhlml, or ~t lDY USDA offico, or call (866) 632-9992 to ~qunt the fomi. You may also write a leu., 
conlaioing all of the infonnatioo requested in the fotm. Send your completed c:omrlainl form or letter 10 us by mail at U.S. Department of Agriculhue. 
Dir-.xtor. Oftice of Adjudication, 1400 Independence Avenue S.W., Wa:ihing1on, D.C. 20250-9410, By falt (202) 690-7442 or email at 
prov.,m. iotake@usda.Jov. 
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Green Valley Sanitary District 
PO Box 1105 • Rapid City, SD 57709 

Phone(605)484-7237 
E-mail gvsd13@gmail.com 

Rapid Valley Water Department Meeting Room 
4611 Teak Drive Rapid City, SD 57703 

MONTHLY MEETING MINUTES 
November 08, 2021 

The month)y meeting of the Green Valley Sanitary District was called to 
order at 19:05 by Trustee, Marlin Kelly. Present at the meeting were board 
members Jason Reitz (via phone), Leonard(Lucky) Lee, Lorretta Jangula, 
Marlin Kelly and Lex Burgers in addition to a number of Green Valley 
residents. 

A motion was made by Lex Burgers, seconded by Leonard Lee to approve 
the October 13, 2021 meeting minutes. 

A motion to approve the treasurer's report was made by Lorretta Jangula 
and seconded by Marlin Ke11y. No further discussion, motion cairied. 

Bills presented: 
Interstate Engineering-$44, 730. 
II II 2,840. 
" " 1,474. 
Lynn, Jackson, Schultz 
& LeBrun 
USPO (Box Rent I yr) 

1,591. 
204. 

A motion to approve the bi11s by Lorretta Ja,ngula and seconded by Marlin 
Kelly. No further discussions motion passed. 

If you wish 10 file a Civil Rights program complaint ofdiscrin,inatioo. complete the USDA Program Dimimination Complaint Form {PDF}. found 
onlioo a, http://www.ascr.usda.fov/complaint_cust.iltml, or at any USDA office. or call (866) 632-9992 lo r<quest the fonn. You may ~lso write a letter 
cootaining all of lhe infonnation requested in lhc form. Send your completed complaint fonu or l~t~r lo us by mail at U.S. Dep111ment or Agricult•re, 
Dir~ctor, Office of Adjudication, 1400 Jndepcndencc Avenue S.W., Washington. D.C. 20250-9410, By fa~ (202) 690-7442 or email at 
prog,am.in1.3kc@usda.gov 
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Green Valley Sanitary District 
PO Box 1105 • Rapid City, SD 57709 

Phone (605) 484-7237 
E-mail gvsd13@gmall.com 

Rapid Valley Water Department Meeting Room 
4611 Teak Drive Rapid City, SD 57703 

SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES 
August 17, 202 I 

A special meeting of the Green Valley Sanitary District was held via TEAM 
at 10:00 am on 08.17 .21. Present were board members Jason Reitz/, Pres. 
and Lorretta Jangula, Sec. along with Ron and Zach of Interstate 
Engineering. 

PURPOSE OF MEETING: Review of where we are currently on different 
areas and aspects of the GVSD sewer project. 

Interim Financing-Probably not needed with having the ability to use the 
RD grant monies sooner than what we originally anticipated. Final checklist 
is being checked to make sure all is in order and hopefully by Sept 30, we 
can obtain authorization to utilize the Rural Development grant money. 

*Surveying-Hoping to begin the last week of August and in full swing the 
week of Sept 13. The first invoice for surveying will not be billed until Oct 
and we will receive in Nov. Estimated to be in the $10,000. range. 

If you wish lO rote a Civil RighLs progrJm complaint of discrimination, compktc Ilic USDA Program Discriminalion Complainl Fann (PDP), found 
online at hup://www.ucr.usda.fov/complaint_cu,Lhlml, or at any USDA office, or call (866) 632-9992 to rC<juest the fonn. You may also wrile a l<lu:r 
conrain.ing all of the information rcquoslod in lhe fonn. Scr,d your complel«I comploint fonn or lcUcr to u, by mail ar U.S. Dcpar1menl of Agriculrure, 
Direcror, Office of Adjudic•tron, 1400 lndcpcndcnce Avenue.,S. W., Washingron, D.C. 202S0-9410, By fax (202) 690-7442 or cm,il at 
progrom.intake@u.sda.gov 

Laserfiche 



New RV Subdivision-Rusty visited with Ron yesterday in regards to a new 
development north and east of 44 which will be serviced by RVSD. This is 
a positive for GVSD as we will just com1ect to the new development via a 
manhole and not have to temporarily connect to the city sewer system at all. 
The environmental study may have to be expanded a bit. 

Three Residences on Reservoir-Erika is working on this and looking at 
maybe those residents tapping into the city sewer individually which would 
be a cost savings to us. We will know by next week. 

Lift Stations-There continues to be a question on number of lift stations and 
until a more complete engineering and survey study is completed, the 
engineers are cm1·ently planning for two lift stations. 

1030am-Ron had to exit the meeting to catch another meeting but said we 
will be meeting with RD next week for further discussion 

Special Meetings on short notice during the construction period may occur, 
but we would have at ]east a 1-2 day notice, so to put the board on notice. 

Unsavory Residents-This is an all or nothing project requiring 100% 
participation. Erika is handling the legalities of this and everyone will be 
assessed up front 

Assessment Timeline-Erika and Jason decided on next year to begin the 
assessments as we will have the final numbers at that time and not have to 
make any adjustments, etc. 

Katie Email- Planning and PR Proposals~Zach will resend the Rural 
Development paperwork to Jason. Rural Development has issues that 
require discussion regarding conso]idation with RVSD. . Our lawyers were 
all good with eve1ything and now RD has questions????? We were told all 
"good to go", now questions/issues??? 

If>"'" wish to f1lt • Civil Rights program complaint of di=iminotion, comple1e tho USDA Program Discrimination Comp!aiot Form (Pl>~). fo1111d 
<>nline at http://www.0S(t.11sda.fovkomplaint_custhtml. or el •ny USDA oOicc, or call lR6(i) 6.12-9992 tn rcquosi the fom1. You may 3lso write u kn<r 
cuntalning all of lhe infonna1ion rcque,ted in the fom1. Send your completed complaim fonu ot kiter to us by mail at U.S. D,,partment of Agnc11ln1re. 
Dirc,:tor,Offi« or Adjudication, l400 lndcr,endencc /wen11e,S.W .. Washinston, D.C. 21)2S0·-941-0, By fax l202}690·7442 orcd,ail at 
program.lnt,ikc@,,sda.gov 
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Engineer on site-An engineer will be on the construction site at any time 
that the contractor is on site per requirements 

Zach will get with Katie and put together another meeting tentatively set for 
next Tues am and send invites to Jason, Lorretta, Lucky and RJ 

The meeting concluded at 10:45am 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Lonetta Jangula, Sec. Jason Reitz, Pres. 

If you wish to tilt a Civil Right< program complsint of discri.minallon, complete the VSTJA Progr•m DisccimioRtion Comploinl Form (PDF), founrl 
~nline at h11p://W\\w.ascr.usda.fov/complainl_tu>1.hrml, or at any USDA office, Mtoll (866) 612-9992 to request the form. You may also writ" a lttlc, 
containing all of the infonnarfon requested in rlie form. Send you, complcicd romplaint form or leu.er ,nu.-. by t11i!il 111 U.S. Dep.irtrnen, of A,ericulturc, 
Director, Offlcc of Adjudication. I ~00 Independence Av<nue,S. W., Woshingron, O.C. 202S0-94l0. S y (ax (W2) 690-?4H ,ir •nmil at 
progran, intake@lusda.gov 
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GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
SANITARY SEW AR COLLECTION SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPECIAL TEAMS MEETING MINUTES-November 17, 2021 • 3:00 PM 

A special Teams meeting was held November 1 7, 2021 with the following present; Jason 
Reitz Pres., Lucky Lee, Treas., Loretta Jangula, Sec, Ron Bengs, and Zachary 
Grapentine, Engrs. 

The meeting was called primarily for the purpose of determining where we are and what 
to expect down the road as things still up in the air as far as RD funding as they will not 
be releasing funds until the project is completed which is putting a financial crunch on 
the project ongoing at this point. 

It is frustrating at this point after the ton of time and effort that went into forcing the 
hands to obtain the Letter of Opinion from the attorney, and now it is not required of RD! 
TI1e issue of the service lines has now put us back to square one again! So now we are 
sitting with 0 funding as per RD withholding funds until the project is completed and 
additionally want the Interim Financing in place at this time before they will approve for 
funding. Hopefully Dennis will help us get worked through this fiasco. As it stands now, 
RD needs the PER and will then review for approval and issue a Letter of CondHion and 
upon our furnishing Interim Financing commitment, the project can proceed. With the 
current survey data, Ron can now come up with an actual cost for the service lines from 
the main trunk to the residences to finalize the PER and submit. 

Ron has concerns as to whether or not RC will be requesting a tapping fee at such time as 
GVSD/R VSD hook into the RC line? It appears not as per Rusty, but Jason has emailed 
Rusty for confirmation as we do not want to have to come up with a huge unexpected tap 
fee and not have the funding to pay for it down the road. Rusty has considerable leverage 
with the City, so hopefully no additional tapping fees. 

Jason visited with Denny in regards to RD possibly funding the service lines, based on 
HH incomes, etc., but many residents are reluctant to divulge incomes. Denny will visit 
with Katie and research any additional/possible resources that might be avaiJable for 
installation of the service lines. 

Bill Lass wilJ be contacted to see if the grant funding can be increased due to inflation 
and increased costs since the inception of this project. 

Jason will also check to see if perhaps the County has any funding available, as they may 
have some extra money if they do not have any available road or bridge projects at this 
time. Another funding possibility is (J _K???) Foundation. 

The engineers need to know how far to proceed at this point with finances being the 
critical issue. Do bare bones for now until we get the Interim Financing figured out. 

Laserfiche 



Luck has visited with our Credit Union regarding short-term financing to pay current bills 
They are willing to work with us and have obligated $200,000 al this time for 6 months to 
pay our bills up through January and will visit further if more money is needed. Lucky is 
proceeding with the paperwork(Audits, PER, and funding docs) which they are requiring 
to set up the short-tem1 financing. 

Jason will coordinate a virtual or personal meeting ASAP with Denny. 

The assessment process, resolutions, etc wiJJ begin after the first of the year. 
There being no further discussion, the meeting concluded at 4:20 PM 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Lorretta Jangula, Sec. 
Green Valley Sanitation District 
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GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
SANITARY SEW AR COLLECTION SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPECIAL TEAMS MEETING MINUTES-December 22, 2021 ~ I PM 

A special Teams meeting was held December 22, 2021 with the following present: Jason 
Reitz Pres., Lucky Lee, Treas., Loretta Jangula, Sec, Zachary Grapentine, Ron Bengs 
Denny Haag, Katie Hammer, Marlin Kelly, and Brian Ring 

The meeting was called for the purpose of discussing additional funding on the sewer 
project and staying within the $100/month cost to the individual households. Due to the 
delay and increased costs, there is great concern about the final cost of the project and 
the annual special assessment to the individual households. That amount has to be kept at 
$100. per month or less or it is no longer feasible or affordable. If it's going to run in 
excess of the$ 100., we may as well quit now after spending a ton of money! 

The question was asked in regard to residents using individual septic tanks. The fact that 
Rapid Creek runs through Green Valley, the county will no longer allow septic tanks, 
only mound systems which due to the type of soH, only last 5~10 years at a cost of 
$30,000 which is totally prohibitive to the property owners, therefore, as initially planned 
when the water system was installed in 2012, a sewer system would follow at a later date. 
This sewer project got off the ground in 2018, now 4 years Jater, we are experiencing 
time delays and increased costs. 

In developing the sewer project, it was felt by the board that each household would hook 
up to the sewer regardless and GVSD would pay for the service line from the main tnink­
Jine to the property connection point. This would satisfy RVSD who will be operating 
and maintaining the system, and also be a positive for the residents. At the time the water 
was put installed in 2012, curb stops were placed at every property with a home on it and 
each of those properties was assessed, however, not all of them have hooked up to the 
water which has created concern on behalf of Rapid ValJey who supplies the water. 

Discussion followed with Brian Ring, Katie Hammer, and Denny Haag about further 
possible funding due to increased costs; however, keeping in mind the $100. monthly 
cost to the residents using possible lower interest rates, other grants, etc. No concrete 
solutions, but Brian and Katie wi11 play with the numbers and make some phone calls to 
come up with some estimates on a ballpark monthly cost to the residents. This would not 
include the additional monthly billing for sewer and O&M charged by RVSD. 

The updated PER is ready to go, just need an affirmative which is a 11yes", to send it in 
with a later amendment regarding any environmental changes in regards to the additional 
lift station. 

There were questions and concerns as to whether and how interim financing played into 
the scenario as no bidding or obligatory decision as yet due to remaining outstanding 
requirements to satisfy OGC: l)Updated signed agreement between RC/RV with the 
total scope of the project, 2) Updated PER (which is ready to go), 3)DANR(?), 4)RV 
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extending service beyoud its district, 5) Does Green VaJley qualify for the Health and 
Sanitation program at lower interest rates. 

Requirements still outstanding and required by Katie: 
*Written agreement between RC/RV that there is no additional charge by RC to have the 
three household south of the creek on Reservoir road hook up directly to RC(as per 
Rusty) as GV would have to install nearly a mi1e of sewer line additional for just the 3 
households. Rusty feels it's not a problem, hut RD needs written agreement. 
*Reliable Treatment Source 
*Current agreement between RC/RV in providing the O&M to GVSD 
*Written agreement allowing RV to extend service beyond their district 

There being no further discussion, the meeting concluded at 2:28M 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Lorretta Jangula, Sec. 
Green Valley Sanitation District 

lf you wish to file• Civil RJgl\ts program complaint of discri.mina1io11, complete tl,e USDA P1ogram Discrimination Cowplafn1 fom1 (PDF), found 
onfine at http://www,ascr.usda.fov/complaint . . cust.hlml, or HI any USDA offiCI!, or c~II (8~) 632-9992 to n,qucsl the form. You may also writ. a leltn 
contaioing all of the inforroetion requesled in the fonn. Send your completed complaint funn or lrllcr to ui by mail at U.S. Department of Agrkulture, 
Dil'l!OIOr, Offtce of Adjudication, 1400 Independence Avenue S. W .. Washington, D.C. 20250-9410, By fax (202) 

690-7442 or email at progr.,m.in~'lke@usda.eov. 
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GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
SANITARY SEW AR COLLECTION SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPECIAL WORKING MEETING MINUTES· 
June 2, 2022 .. 12;22 PM 

A special working meeting was held June 2, 2022 with the following present: Jason 
Reitz Pres., Lucky Lee, Treas., Loretta Jangula, Sec., Marlin Kelly, and Lex Burger 

The meeting was called for the purpose signing the amended contract between Rapid 
Valley Sanitation District and Green Valley Sanitation District. 

The reason for the amendment to the contract being some of the verbiage which was not 
favorable to Rural Development. The wording was conected to the satisfaction of both 
Rapid Valley Sanitation District and Green Valley Sanitation DistricL 

Mar]in Kelly made a motion seconded by Leonard(Lucky)Lee. No further discussion and 
motion passed. The contract wiJI be signed by Pres. Jason Reitz and notarized, and 
forwarded to Rural Development. 

Jason informed the board of the meeting held the previous week at the city, with Rapid 
Valley, Green Valley and the attorneys in regard to the cost of the connections to Rapid 
City lines. Oreen Valley will be paying for fees and connection costs and not being 
exempt under the Rapid Va1Jey-Green Valley contract as initially assumed. There is still 
discussion ongoing so far as the second lift station placement. 

There being no fut·lher business or discussion, the meeting concluded, A motion to 
~djoum by Lex Burger and seconded by Leonfll'd(Lucky)Lee. No discussion. Motion 
passed and meeting adjourned. 

n i ., Pres 
• -een-V ley Sanitation District 

If yo~ wlah to lte o Clvn RJghls prog1om complalnl of dlscrin11naUon, eomplele Iha USDA Program Olsafr'li11811on complaint Form {PDF), 
tolllld onlloe al http:11www.a,or.uade.rov1co~alnLcu&t.html, or at any USOA offtce, or call (866) 632,9992 to ro~uest Iha rorm. You moy 
erso write a leUtr contalnlng all of IM I1\l'ormallon rccioos1ed In I1\e lotm. Seod you1 completed comp1:ll01 rorm or l&ttor IO us by m&O al U.S. 
oepartm&nt•of A9r1culh11&, OIrec101, Office ot Adfudreollon, 1400 tndopenoooce /IVe~u& S.W., Waeh11IgtQn, D.C, 20250•&410. By rax (2021 
6110,7442 or em.ff at progr~.lnla1<11@u1da.gov. ' 
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GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTR1CT 
SANITARY SEW AR COLLECTION SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPEClAL WORKING MEETING MINUTES-
June 14, 2022 - 2:00 PM 

A special TEAMS working meeting was held June 141 2022 with the following present: 
Jason Reitz Pres., Loretta Jangula, Sec., Ron Bengs, Int Eng., Katie RD, Zach 
Grapentine, Int. Eng., LuckY., and Erika Olson, Atty. 

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the plan going forward with no money to 
continue the engineering plans and schematics to move forward on the timeline which is 
becoming very challenging to meet at this point. 

* If we use DANR funding for these engineering costs, wjll there be sufficient money to 
pay for the seryice lines? It appears Andy Bruell will allow draws on the DANR $$ for 
the engineering, keeping in mind that the DANR funding expires April 2024. 
*How do we coordinate the DANR/RD money based on the 80/20 % for engineering and 
still leave enough in the pot to pay for the service lines? It appears based on projected 
remaining engineering costs, there will be sufficient DANR money to cover the 
remaining engineering costs and servfoe lines. 
* collecting Special Assessments in 2023 will allow enough money to pay the 1st loan 
payment which will be due approximately Ju11e 2025 
*Per Erika, no construction can begin until the Special Assessment is approved, in the 
event that the project is put to a Special Referendum and killed. 
*No way to avoid the $253,000. the City will charge to hook up and deliver waster, in 
addition to a monthly fee of approximately $5. added to each consumers monthly sewer 
charge. 
*If plans and schematics are not completed on schedule, and at this point it looks very 
challenging, it would push the Special Assessment out and construction would not begin 
until 2025. Erika poh1ted out that the Sp.ecial Assessment could begin at any time, so 
long as the hearings and final approval of the assessment are completed by Oct 1, to get 
on the tax rolls by April of the next year and available to m~e the following June loan 
payment. 
*Katy needs final agreements with City of Rapid in the final file. She does not need 
anything for the SpeciaJ Assessment before obligation, just needs assurance. She will 
also get approval for RD to participate in the service lines, whlch are considered 
ineligible expense, as the DANR dollars will deplete quicker than RD based on the 80/20 
payment structure. Perhaps use DANR funds first based on the April 2024 deadline. 
* A decision has to be made in regard to connecting with the City, how many connection 
points, how many lift stations and then got the info to engineering to begin finalizing the 
plans and schematics in time for bidding in Feb 2023. Also thought must be given to 
future possibility of connecting to RVSD if/when they build a treatment plant. 
* Another factm· is that interest rates are increasing effective July 1, 2022 which will have 
a bearing on the S/ A and the final loan repayment figures. 
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Erika informed us that a Special Meeting of GVSD Board is needed ASAP to come to a 
decision to move forward and give the go ahead to Interstate Engineering to proceed with 
the final surveying, plans and schematics. 

'---<=-----~F=-'-J-~....,.,,.ljt,=72:~~..c_---,-_:::::,, __ 
- -:Jaso Re 2 Pres 

Green V Gr en Vall y Sanitation District 

If you wish to fll<I a Ci'III Rightt !)(09fem 00!1\f)(6Mt of <118<:tlmlnaUan. complete the USOA Program Oi1c!lmlna\lon Comphllnl f'orm \POI'), 
found onlll\O at hUp:I/\IMw.11gcr,11sd•.rovf<:()mplalllt_cu~t.h!ml, « at any USDA orb, or c;att (806) 832·9G92 to tequeat lhe corm. You may 
a!eo wlile II laUer co11telnl119 QU of tho 1/lfoml~Uon roque.stlld in lho form. Send your ~mplelod comple!nt fotm or loller lo us by ,nail at U.S. 
Oepartmenlof AgrlcuHUfe, Director, o rrice of MJ11dicallon, 1400 lndependenaeAwnue S.W., Wastwlgton, o.c. 20250.0410, Sy l\ix(202) 
690•7442 or emell at progrem.lntake@u1da.gov. 
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GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
SANITARY SEW AR COLLECTION SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES 
May 18, 2023- 19:38 PM 

A speciaJ meeting was held May 18, 2023 with the followjng present: Jason Reitz Pres., 
Lucky(Leonard) Lee, Treas., Loretta Jangula, Sec., Marlin Kelly, and Steve Myers 

The meet:i.n.g was called for the purpose of approving the Pennington County 
Commission's approval of the Resolution for Annexation of the 5811 Sparrow Hawk 
property into the Green Valley development. This property was inadvertently omitted 
from the platting originally. 

Steve made a motion seconded by Marlin to approve of the Pennington County 
Commission's Approval of the Resolution for the annexation of the 5811 Sparrow H~wk 
property into the Green Valley development. No further discussion and motion passed. 

There being no further business, the meeting concluded. A motion to adjourn by Lucky 
and seconded by Steve. No furthe1· discussion. Motion passed and meeting adjourned. 

(__L=.o=rre~~:=/::;~~~~~=­
Green Vall y 

If you wi6h ID ffle e Civil Rights program complaint of dlscrlmlnauon, con1j)lete the USOA Program Dlw!mlnatlon Complaint Form (PDF). 
found or.line at htlp'Jlwww.aecr.11ada.lovte0111p1er11LG\Ullhlml, or et any USDA Ol!lce, 01' caU (866) 832·1198210 request the foon. You mav 
also writs a let1er conlalnlng al ot tfl& lnfc(m;,ticn ll!quested In tile form. Send your completed complalot form or lel'er 10 us by mail al U.S. 
Department or Agticutture. OlreetOI', Offlm of Ad)uOication, 1400 Independence Avenue S.W., Wathfngtoo, D.C. 20250•941 o. By f&J< {202) 
600-7442 or email el prog11m.t11talle@UM11.;ov. 
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Green Valley Sanitary District 
PO Box 1105 • Raf)id City, SD 67709 

Phone (605).48!f,-7237 
1;..,nallgvsd13@gmall.com 

Rapid Valley Water Department Meeting Room 
4611 Teak Drive Rapid City, SO 57708 

MONTHLY MEETING MINUTES 
May 10, 2023 

The monthly meeting of the Green Valley Sanitary District was called to order at 19:06 
by President Jason Reitz. Present at the meeting were board members Jason Reitz, Pres., 
Lorretta Jangula. Sec., Marlin Kelly, Lucky(Leonard) Lee, Treas., Steve Myers and 
several Green Valley residents. 

A motion was made by Lucky, seconded by Steve to approve the April, 2023 meeting 
minutes. No fwther discussio~ motion passed. • 

A motion by Lorretta and seconded by Marlin to approve the treasurer's report for 
February. No further discussion, motion passed. 

Bills presented: 
Attorney $114.49 

Motion by Steve and seconded by Madm to approve the bills. No further discussion, 
motion passed. 

Old Business: 

PER Update-One item missing, the 5811 Sparrow Hawk annexation paperwork. Upon 
County Commissioners approval of the Resolution of annexation, OVSD board wiJJ hold~ 
a special meeting for final approval and then Erika will get with the city for the required 5 
paperwork to send to Z.ach who wil1 then submit the PER. 

Jason had a conversation with Bill Lass relative to the DENR de-obligation/re-obligation 
of their grant. No change in the dollar amount. The PER will be given to Bill to submit 
to the state water plan for reallocation to us. Bill is trying to work with Andy Bruen at 
DENR to set aside monies to pay the bank note. 

tt yw with lo r.i,. a CMI Righ!e p,ogre.m co,wpta~I cl diSCM'.iB:ltion, ~ !<110 ttw USDA PrDQl1Wn D!tt>imklalion ~alnt FC<TTI (POF). foo.Jld °""• a1 
hl!!t.llww.v.a...-.wde.ro./ccml)l&int_~hlml. er attn/ VSOA ollloe, o, call (a68) l!s.!-999? ~ ~ ,,. f«ln y..._, mll'f atto ..... a. 11 la118r contlliring 1111 or11& 
Wor,rl~lioA 16qU8$19d ti lll810rm. Send your O<lrllplob>d complaint 10ml <X lttlM -~ us by mall et U.&. ~ cl ~riculixe, On aa.-. Offlo. 1)/ A<l]udletllcn, 
1400 lttdap«lde~ Avc,,vo S.W., Wa&hlngtQn, D.C. 20250-0410, Dyl:Jx (Z02) 690-7442 or .,nall It p-oorwn,lntl.llioo,.cla.QQV. complete the USDA Progrl!fn 
Diecttmlilalion Cornpl4Wll Forno (PDF), (cood onlire 111 1"41p:Jiw,.w.•1QJ .Ulde.fo'l~lelrt\,.cust,,..,,~ or 81 fllY U~DA oj!lce, or 01S1 {8116) 632-61192 IO niq ... t lllt 
loon. "l'.OUMl)'"tOwm a l&r ~ d Of N lnlclrm,11on re<Nesllldll lhefOl!tl. SM<! )'OU"CIQnlploiedcx,rr¢,lntfOffllorlellet to US by fflllff at U.S. 
0..J)6(1menl of A9'/cu!llf~. ot'et.tcr, Office of Mjud]Cllllon, 1400 lntlep•ncklnce Avenue S.W .• WesNngior,, D.C. 20250-~10. By rex (202) 890-7442 or •mei 81 
prCQr41111.intl!k~• -
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Election Results-Lucky will submit tomorrow 

Erika Special Assessment Issue-We are going to start that conversation. 

New Business: 

Resolution for Annexation ot 5811 Sparrow Hawk-This annexation was necessary for 
the RC/GVSD Agreement. Inadvertently this parcel and 2 others were left out of the 
platting of the Green Valley development • 

Bill Lass Mtg-Jason met with Bill Lass recently relative to the de-obJigation/re­
obligation of the DENR grant. Andy Bruell feels a public meeting is warranted to bring 
the public up to speed on the project. Hopefully we will have more info from DENR by 
that time. As it now stands, it appears that the project is prohibitive from an affotdability 
standpoint of the resident's due to the estimated doubling of the cost of the project at this 
point. Therefore, "it will be imperative that we find additional or other funding dollars. 
We will continue to work on the project until that time so we are ready to go when that 
time arrives. • 

Public Comment-New development in Green Valley will be prohibited from installing 
septic tanks, only the mound systems will be allowed. 

There being no further business. a motion to adjourn by Steve, seconded by Lucky, no 
further discussion and the meeting adjourned at 19:54. 

Respec • ed, 
Lorretta -...,~~ • • ------...__.s.ee:'t.o 

~ you wish 10 llu Cm!~• prcgr111n e<>mplalr,t QI' dlkltmlna1ion, coll'C)litt Ill• USDA ~gra,n 0!1Q1fflinrilkln Complaint Form (f'Of), loufldo<iinG II 
htrp:/Jwww.aw.Ufda.loVkompla1nLCU$llllml, or 1l 1ny USDA office, or call {aGGI ll,l2.Sl>92 to requeal Ille fMfL You rt'IIY aJaO Wl'ito a -IX>flltinll19ailo11111 
llllomiation r~t, .,. lo1m. s.n<I yQ11f -.p~ed QQfflPlilnt lorrn or letter IO lit by mfll Ell U.S. Dej)6'1men\ d AgriCllfllure, Dilt<:I.OI', Office <JI A,8udlc:aUoP. 
1,400 lndop,ll'Rlt-A- 8.W .. Walhl~. O.C. 202!~10, 8t hi• (202) 890-7"2 or ..,,,.II It C)IOQrlffl.lnldctC!l--.goy, ocms,1.i. Ille U$pA Program 
Dh1crirnlntlCICII Comrplanl Fonn (POF}. folm a:,lire at lttp:Jtwww.81Cf.Ulda. lov~t..CIA1.~ « &I -,y USDA o'lice, oc cal (ee&) 832-e9112 Ill) MlqUMI 1M 
lorn Yo., tr-, .,..,..mo a ,_ CIWUWrg en of !he Wormatlon ttqllelled L~ lhe b-ln. Send Y,,U' ..... ,,,,.,..:1 OOfflplelnt folm e, lel!M tout lly l'Hll al U.S. 
Depa...- ot AQtlallll.re, Dlrt<Cer. Offi=-« .... :dl!oel'al\ HOO IMlplndenot A-1.18 s.w .. W•~, o.e. 2C1!5CHl410. By fu (2112) 811()-7~~2 o, ldllll '1 
prOGJllm.lnl~gav. 

Laserfiche 



GREEN VALLEY SANlT ARY DISTRICT 
SANITARY SEWAR COLLECTION SYSTEM PROJECT 

SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES 
June 22, 2023- 19:1,5 PM 

A special meeting was held June 22, 2023 with the following present: Jason Reitz Pres .. 
Loretta Jangula, Sec., and Steve Myers. Absent: Lucky Lee and Marlin Kelly 

The meeting was called for the purpose of the board's approval of the signing of the 
Sanitary/Storm. Scwar application for the de-obligation/re-obligation funding process. 

Steve made a motion to sign the Funding Application Forms required for the 
DeObligation/ReObligation of funding for the Ore.en Valley Storm Sewar project. The 
motion was seconded by Lorre~ No further discussion and motion passed. 

There being no further business, the meeting concluded.' A motion to adjourn by Steve 
and seconded by Lorretta. No further discussion. Motion passed and meeting adjourned. 

res 
Sanitation District 

It you wish ID file a CMI Rigl)II program complaint of <haimination, oamplat• the USDA Progl'llm OiScrlmlnaton Complalnt Form (POF), 
found onlne III http:J/w\vN.ascr.uSdaJov!complaJnt_wst.htmL ot at any USDA office, 0( aiU (886) 632-111192 to reqUest Ille 10rm. You may 
also writs a letter containing all or the lnformaloo ~ In Ille form. Send ycur cornplc1ed complaint form or lefter to III by mell at U.S. 
O.partmentof AgrlcvMu,e, D!roctor, Office ol Ad/udiclltion, 1400 Independence AV4nue S.W., Waahingtoo, D.C. 20250--11◄ 10, By fax (%02) 
680.7442 or el!lail at program.lntake@usda.gov. • 
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Green Valley Sanitary District 
PO Box 1105 • Rapid City, SD 6n09 

Phone (605) 484-7237 E~mall gvsd13@gmall.com 

Rapid Valley Fire Dept Meeting Room 
3760 Reservoir Rd, Rapid City, SD 6710S 

Special Public Meeting 
February 27, 2024 

A public informational update meeting of the Green VaUey Sanitary District 
was held at Rapid Valley Volunteer Fire Dept, 3760 Reservoir Rd, RC,SD 
@ 6:30 PM on February 27, 2024. The meeting was called to order at 
6:41 PM by Jason Reitz, Pres. Present were board members Jason Reitz> 
Scott Mohr~ VPn'reas, and Lorretta Jangula, ·sec. aloqg with a capacity 
crowd of Green Valley residents. 

PURPOSE OF MEETING: An infonnational meeting for the Green Valley 
residents in regards to the current statl.1$ and estimated costs of a pressurized 
versus gravity fed sewer system for Green Valley. 

AGENDA: 
1. Zach Grapentine, Engineering Associates, presented an overview of 
the sewer project and costs from its inception in 2017 to present. Based on 
a pressurized system on a 40 year loan at 3% with a 40% max grant, the 
monthly estimated cost per household would be approximately $108. or an 
annual assessment of approximately $1300. This estimated cost is 
approximately half of the cost of the gravity fed system that was originally 
proposed.-

2. Will, Minnesota Pump Works, gave a presentation on the E-One 
pressurized pump system. This is a system requiring boring of the sewer 
pipe rather than massive excavation required for a gravity fed system which 
greatly reduces the cost of ~e entire project by half. 

,r y0u wistl to ftte o Civil Rlgtrts program eorni,i.1n1 or di&crimmatlon, complete !hit USOA PloQ!am lli$<mlNIIOl'I Complaint Fo,m (PDF), 
found 0111in• at h11p:Hwww.ll&Cf.llSdUov/oomp/Oinl_1:U$Lh!ml, or It any OS0,\ off",ca_ OI t:aJ (&e6) 832~2 tv niqu•t lllO !01111. You may 
al.So wrtlll a leller contait\11g ell of lbe lnformllion ra.qum»d In Ille totm. Send your compl&lld compeint IOml or laller low by man at u.~. 
Departn1111t or Agricl.AMe, Onc:ior, ornc. ol ~ lca!IOn, '400 Independence AWflUe,S.W., W8'hlnotc11, o.e- 202SD-ll4 I0, By l$X tm) 
690-7442 or email 11! programlntake@usda.gov 
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This system would be a tum key installation; the property owner would be 
responsible for future costs of pump repair or replacement. Pump life is 
estimated at 10-15 yrs if care is taken by the household in what products 
they flush. 

3. Blaine Eilts, wastewater technician for South Dakota Association of 
Rural Water Systems, is working with GVSD to assist in obtaining the 
system. He is collecting information on the pollution in Rapid Creek, and 
the failing septic systems in Green Valley to date. CwTently we have 37 out 
of 284 septic systems failing in Green Valley. 

Public Comment: 
There were eight residents who spoke dwing the public comment, . 

with pros and cons in regards to the .sewer project. The attendees were 
encouraged to attend the monthly meetings ofGVSD held the second Wed 
of every month at 7;00 PM, 4611 Teak Dr. (RVSD meeting room) Rapid 
City, SD to stay informed on the project. 

There being no further business, a motion by Scott Mohr and seconded by 
Lorretta Jangula to adjourn; no further discussion and the meeting adjourned 
at 7:59PM. 

tt V')I.I wllll to file a Civil Rights prngram compleint or olsct.mloltlon. corpplet• lh• USDA Pr~rem 015(:om/natlon COIT!p\■lnt Form {PDF), 
rwncs online at h11p://www.11et.ullda.1CJV/oompla!nU::u1t.htmf, or et any USDA olllc&, or call (888) 1332-~992 to requ~ t Via form. Y'f" may 
also wri1e a t,tttr con111n1ng all ct 1/le ln.'«mation requelllld in Ille l'ocm. Sor,d your comp!eced eomp!alnt lonn Of letter IO ua bV m11t et U.S. 
Deparl/'lle<lt or AQriC\llture, 01,eetor, 0lllce or Adjlltlca~on. 1400 tnctepondenc9 Avenu~S.W., WaaijngCon, D.C. 20260-041 o, By fax (202) 
890-7<142 or ~meil et prog,sm.lntake@u~.QOY 
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GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 
Meeting Agenda 

February 27, 2024 
1830 pm 

RAPID VALLEY FIRE DEPARTMENT MEETING ROOM 
3760 RESERVOIR RD 
Rapid City, SD 57703 

CALL MEETING TO ORDER: 

ROLL CALL: Jason Reitz_ Scott Mohr_ Lorretta Jangula_ 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA: ____ _ 

This is an informational meeting by GVSD to the Residents of the district on the sewer project. 

NEW BUSINESS: 

The district is looking at going away from the gravity feed system to a pressurized system. 
When this project began, we couldn't do a pressurized system as no one would take our waste 
water. Now with the better pump systems, RVSD will be able to handle the pressurized system 
now. 

Scott Swenson with Minnesota Pump Works and E-ONE pumps wants to give a presentation 

Blaine Eilts with SD Association of Rural Water Systems presentation on how he can help Green 
Valley Sanitary District moving forward. 

Items that need consensus from public include, 
1. The community is In support of pressurized system and knowledgeable that tanks will be 
located on property, septics will be abandoned, and homeowners will be responsible for tank 
maintenance. 
2. The community is aware of mandatory hook-up to the system. 
3. The community is knowledgeable about the expected user costs, including special 
assessment and monthly billing. 

PUBLIC COMMENT: 
If there are anyone who wishes to voice their opinion, they are required to fill out a speaker 
request form before the meeting begins, and limited to 3 minutes. 

Motion to adjourn ___ _ ___ _ Time: 

Laserfiche 
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Neavill Steve 

From: march18th@rap.midco.net 
Sent: 
To: 

Monday, September 23, 2024 11 :38 PM 
Neavill Steve 

Subject: RE: 8/ 14/2024 meeting 

We got back late today, and I double checked on the recording of 5-8-24 meeting. What little, the most important 
part, was deleted. GVSD however has been recording the meetings since February or March of this year. There are 
also plenty of witnesses. Every meeting has an attendee sign in list and Commissioner Lasseter asked Scott if he 
stopped anyone from recording a meeting. Scott's response was something like-I'm not sure if he stopped. 
Steve Myers 

From: Neavill Steve <Steve.Neavill@pennco.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 202411:54 AM 
To: march18th@rap.mldco.net 
Subject: RE: 8/14/2024 meeting 

Steve, 

I am typing complaints 2 and 3. I will need a copy of what recording you do have from the 5-8-24 meeting. Would you be 
able to e-mail this to me? 

From: march18th@rap.midco.net <march18th@rap.midco.net> 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2024 7:31 AM 
To: Neavill Steve <Steve.Neavill@pennco.org> 
Subject: RE: 8/14/2024 meeting 

Absolutely not. I do not want to withdraw any complaints. I almost want to file another one because Scott pulled 
all the notices from the meeting room door 15 minutes before the meeting. I am not going to file a complaint on 
that action, but I do want it noted. 
Steve Myers 

From: Neavill Steve <Steve.Neavill@pennco.org> 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2024 7:11 AM 
To: march18th@rap.mldco.net 
Cc: Sobczak Tyler <tyler.sobczak@pennco.org> 
Subject: RE: 8/14/2024 meeting 

Steve, 

I am pretty well done with complaints 2 and 3. I only have one more interview to go. From there, I complete my report 
and send my findings to Tyler to determine what course of action (if any) needs to be taken. 

I Just want to be clear- at this point, do you wish to withdraw complaints 2 and 3? 

Keep in mind, complaint 1 has been sent to the Open Meetings Commission and they have responded and are aware of 
it. 

1 
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From: march l8th@rap.midco.net <mar~hl8th@ra12.:midco.net> 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2024 6:13 AM 
To: Neavill Steve <Steve.Neavill@pennco.org> 
Subject: 8/14/2024 meeting 

CAUTi,~N: This email is from a,foutside' source·: 9se"'<:.aution before ope~ing attachments, cli~~ing links or providing 
confidential. Information. 

Good morning, 
l was standing outside the meeting location, visiting with a neighbor, when 15 minutes before the meeting Scott 
Mohr came out the door and removed everything (agenda, draft minutes and 2 other pieces of paper} from the door 
and put them in his pickup. I went into the meeting room and now the only tables are for the board. No tonger a 
place for rne to put all my paperwork. I made the decision to leave and have no more confrontations. 
Ay 8:30 pm Doug Sternhagen called and asked why I left the meeting. I told him. He told me that the board asked 
the public, 1 O people, if they cared to hear the treasures report. Doug said that he was the only one that raised his 
hand, yes. The board voted to forgo the treasure report, saying that it can be read in the minutes. That leaves me 
with a lot of questions. 
At this point, I don't care to bring anymore stress into my life. It seems that my complaints have only made the 
board more defiant. 
Thank you for all you've done, 
Steve Myers 

This e-mail, including any attachments, is confidential, may be legally privileged, and is covered by the 
Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 USC§§ 2510-2521. If you are not the intended recipient, you 
are hereby notified that any retention, disclosure, distribution, or copying of this information is strictly 
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please reply to the sender that you have received this 
message in error and then delete it and any attachments. 

This e-mail, including any attachments, is confidential, may be legally privileged, and is covered by the 
Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 USC§§ 2510-2521. If you are not the intended recipient, you 
are hereby notified that any retention, disclosure, distribution, or copying of this information is strictly 
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please reply to the sender that you have received this 
message in error and then delete it and any attachments. 

2 
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... )· ·, 
Old Busine.ss: 

,. . 
I / . , 

/ 

The annual loan payment of$lfH,895. was made on April 11. 
.· .·• ,/ 

Lol Asscssment,.Cum:nl lots lo be assessed for the Sanitary Sewer Dislrict stands at 284 based on 
properties with homes on them( Discussion foJJowed relative to additional homes beini added and will 
consult with attorney. Currently bylaws indicate that each member has a vote, discussion on changing. to· 
each assessment has a vote to prevent removing Jot boundaries . . 

J 

Sewer Project Schedule-There fi!e Lots of hurdles to jump. We need to insure that financial ·underwriting is 
complete. This will be handled through CoBank lll\d Scott bas been iu touch with them. AU paperwork has 
to be completed prior to fundiJ1g. We a1·e looking at a loan of $3,00D,000 on a $11,000,00() project. 
Looking at approximately $40 rnoatWy assessment in additio.n to the monthly sewer biH which averages 
-$46., but based on OV water ~age, about $38. montbly sewage bill. (C~nsiderabl.e discussion here on the 
pressuce system.) 

Elections- There are still 1wo o~en s]Qts for Truste~. These positions were advettjsed in the legals oftlle 
RC JoumaJ, No nominating petitions were received. lf anyone is interested, please let th~ board know and 
appointments can \le made. 

NEW BUSINESS: 

Rapid City Contract-There is a possibility that OVSD may have to temporarlfy hook up to the city systeni 
at Southslde-$2.53,000, Will kfiow more on this lntet·. 

11le funding package is at $7.7 !lllllion plus $125,000 from Western SD Water nnd all should be finalized 
by June 1, 2024 

The sp.ecisl public rneelinglhew:i.ng is sebeduled for May 29-7pm at the Creative Arts Building at th~ 
Central States Fairground, 80D San Francisco St., Rapid C$ty, SD wlth several stakeholde~: B-One Rep, 
Pump Controller with pump,mQdel, l.ach/.Bngineer, Katie/RD, Jennlfer/DANR, etc. A public Notice in tJ1e 
legal portion of tho Rapid City J'ournal wiU be published on May J 4, 2024. 

' 
There being .no .further business; a motion by Lorretta and second,od by Val for adjouttlln$u1, no further 
discussion and m O adjourue<l at 9:20pm 
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Green }!alley Sanitary District 
: PO Box 1105 • Rapid City, SO 57709 
j Phone(605)484-7237 
I E-mail gvsd13@gmail.com 

Rapid '(alley Water Department Meeting Room 
4611 Teak Drive Rapid City, SD 57703 

i 
I 

J\1ONTHL Y IvIBETING MINUTES 
, May 08, 2024 

The monthly meeting oflhe Gin ValJey Sanitary Disuict was called to order at 7:10 pm by President 
Scott Mohr. Presel)t at the m~ting were trustees: Scott Mohr, Pres., Lorretta Jangula, Sec; Valerie 
Lawton, VP/fteas. and severaljGreen Valley residen(s. 

I 
Approval of Agenda: QuestioJlS were raised as to how to get on the agenda. Cotitact Scott by phone/email 
with one week lead time : 

A motion by Val, serlonded by J.,orretta to approve the May 2024 meefulg agenda. No further 
discussion, motion passecL • / 

Motion by Val, seconded by ~ou to approve the April minutes. Discl).~sion on rc:ading of mln11tes at the 
meet{Qg. Scott asked the ApriHm.lnutes be read this time only. Minutes were read. Scott stated a post a 
rough. draft of minutes hereafter. No further disC1Jssion, moti01t passed. 

I 
I 

Treasurer's Report: i 
Scott presented the bank balan<jes from BHFCU, and that CDs were caslled to make annual loan payment. 
At this time w~ did not have a ~omplete treas report, but balances from the accounts as follows: 
(20)$1589.23; (03) $18,135.$2~ (02) $12,173.53; (60) S·O-; (01) $37.03 Questions Qn different accounts 
and balances, a more complete ,reas report will be available at the next meeting. 
Upon presentation, a motion w:ls made by Lorretta. to accept the treasurer's report and seconded by Val; no 
further discussion, motion pass~ ; 

Approval ofBills: I • 
Legal "Publication/Maj, 29 Public Hearing M7.4 t 

A motion by V~ and se«mde+y Lorretn\ to npprov, tho l»lls; no further dl=ssioo, motion J>"'<d­

Public Comment: Speaker Forins-3 minute ~peaking allowance 
I 

i 
Frank Henderson j 
Steve Myers 1 

BJU Lewton 1 
. i 

John Buxton I 
Coos1derable conversation folldwed the public comment. 

I 
1 , N•~l'tittt C.-IRJ~~<mNl,l,t.kQlllftl~'t1l';,,,J.,cti:4i .. l.l)OA~O;tll•"'tibullTi'l,<ll\CDnph ,Hran<IU"l.toll)C'or,1,tjftttm,,,.,,, • .,, ... ,.r.v,o.~t"•_n..,,..~fr-lt:M/.WC,.9; tt.jj!Mt~IJCSMOIG: 

:::=='=~~~,.:!!,~~~~t:r::-~~t:t-~~~:ao~:~~~,:::.s.::=-~~:.'~~,::.:~~'/:~~~-:r~~·~:11t••''4kt6w\ ,.., 
,..~ NCIJ.IIC!ril.~~..tlla', a·-~ US,OA.o,rci,,!t1t.-,aU),ti"ti1,~~M tt.r. Yamv,11•ufflil, ... cDNlkihf 114111h--ff■,ID'tft~~II tw larA 51114,0CC&O,ll'lfQltd~.tHlfffl.,lfltrle 
i~V,-4~1\)J:..0.~riltml.--.~ll".a,.,.i,1Mft,~l4'<01fdl'f'C"~ "":::wc S>Y._WUe.b'1,at\D.t.~~'111rl~ .. 1+12UN'llll•p~Ka:~. • 
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110 N. Minnesota Ave., Suite 400 
Sioux Falls, SD 07104. 

LYNN 
JACKSON 

ATTORNEYS 
909 Saint Jo$ph Street, Suite 800 

Rapid City, SD 57701 

Attorney General 

AUG 2 8 2025 

10966 SD Highway 34 
Belle Fot1rehe, SD 57717 

Phone (605) 832-5999 • Fax (605) 832-4249 Phone (605) 342-2592 • Fax (605) 842-5185 P hone (605) 722-9000 • Fax (605) 722-9001 

REPLY TO: Rapid City Office 
From the offices of Ty M. Daly 

e-mail address: tdaly@lyn.njackon.com 

August 22, 2025 

VIA U.S. MAIL: 17 n \ /. ... -f L 
T""~t It. :Btait Ot..>t ~ C7 

Attorney General's Office .. 
1302 E. Highway 14, #1 
Pierre, SD 57501 

Re: Green Valley Sanitary District/ General Advice - Our-File No. 7501.002 
Open Meetings Complaint 2024-10 

Dear Mr. Blair: 

I have enclosed the Response of Green Valley Sanitary District in the matterofOpenMeetings 
Complaint 2025-04. I have referenced the page numbers from the "materials" you provided as 
the "Record" in the Response. Please advise if this should be done a different way. By copy of 
this letter, I am mailing copies to Senior Deputy State's Attorney Tyler Sobczak and Mr. Steven 
Myers. Please let me know when the Commission will be considering this matter. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Lynn, Jackson, Shultz & Lebrun, P.C. 

l!f::-&~ 
Tl\ID:krk 

Encl. 

cc: Senior Deputy State's Attorney Tyler Sobczak via U.S. Mail 
Mr. Steven Myers via U.S. Mail 
GVSD Board of Trustees via email 

Lynn, Jackson, Shultz & Lebrun, P.C. 
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SOUTH DAKOTA OPEN :.MEETINGS CO:tv1MISSION 

IN THE MATTER OF OPEN :MEETINGS COMPLAINT 2025-04, 

GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT - PENNINGTON COUNTY 

RESPONSE OF GREEN VALLEY SANITARY DISTRICT 

Green Valley Sanitary District Board of Trustees, through its undersigned counsel, 
makes its response to the complaint of Mr. Steven Myers ("Complaint") presented by the 
Pennington County State's Attorney. 

INTRODUCTION 

The Pennington County State's Attorney, based upon the complaint filed by Steven 
Myers, asks this Commission to consider ( 1) whether the motion made by the Green Valley 
Sanitary District ("GVSD") Board of Trustees to go into executive session violated SDCL 
§ 1-25-1 ("Issue l "), and (2) whether the Board of Trustees violated SDCL § 1-25-11 when 
it directed Complaint to quit recording the meeting ("Issue 2"). A complete review of the 
relevant actions and documents and the applicable statutes confirms that no violation of the 
South Dakota Open Meetings Law has occurred, which is the limited scope of the authority 
of this Commission. 

STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS 

The GVSD Board of Trustees at the time relevant to this matter were Scott Mohr 
(President), Valerie Lewton (Treasurer), and Lorretta Jangula (Secretary). 

Regarding Issue 1, while the Trustees do not recall citing a specific state law to enter into 
executive session and close the official meeting to the public, the Open Meetings 
Complaint 2025~04 materials compiled by Assistant Attorney General Steven R. Blair 
("Record") support that they did make a motion which stated the specific reasoning for 
doing so. See Record, Pg. 19 and 21. The Complainant notes in his complaint 
("Complaint") that the "board and their attorney went into executive session to discuss a 
complaint by Steve Myers .. . ''. See Complaint (pg. 9 of Record). As such, the Board of 
Trustees' motion gave the Complainant and the public clear notice of the Board's purpose 
andjustification for entering into executive session. 

Regarding Issue 2, as a result of the Complainant's video recording of the May 8, 2024 
meeting a distraction or disruption of the meeting occurred. It also potentially made certain 
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other members of the public in attendance uncomfortable. Whether the recording itself or 
the disagreement about the recording was the cause of the distraction or disruption remains 
unclear. In addition, the Trustees only directed the Complainant to quit recording because 
they were uncertain of the applicable South Dakota law. See Record, Pg. 30. In fact, Mohr 
testified that the purpose of stopping the meeting was to determine whether recording was 
permitted, not simply to prevent Complainant from recording. See Id. Whether a violation 
occurred or not, it is important to note that Mohr's intention was essentially to pau~e the 
meeting until the Board of Trustees could decide how to proceed, not to prohibit 
Complainant from recording indefinitely. As evidence of that, Mohr testified that once the 
Trustees discovered their actions could be perceived to have violated SDCL § 1-25-11, the 
Trustees apologized for the perception the action created and have since permitted 
Complainant to record meetings. Id. Whether their actions violated SDCL § 1-25-11 or not, 
they acted in good faith as their intentions were to avoid a violation of law, and the 
distraction and the disruption the video recording caused or could cause. The Board of 
Trustees then promptly took action to address the potential issue and ensure similar 
misunderstandings would not occur. 

LEGAL ISSUES 

1. The GVSD Board of Trustees did not violate SDCL § 1-25-1 by making a 
motion to go into executive session without citing specific law to close the 
official meeting to the public. 

The Supreme Court succinctly reiterated its canons of statutory interpretation in 
Martinmaas. It stated: 

Questions of law such as statutory interpretation are reviewed by the Court de 
novo .... The purpose of statutory cons~ction is to discover the true intention of the law 
which is to be ascertained primarily from the language expressed in the statute .. The 
intent of a statute is determined from what the legislature said, rather than what the 
courts think it should have said, and the court must confine itself to the language used. 
Words and phrases in a statute must be given their plain meaning and effect. When the 
language in a statute is clear, certain and unambiguous, there is no reason for 
construction, and the Court's only function is to declare the meaning of the statute as 
clearly expressed. Since statutes must be construed according to their intent, the intent 
must be determined from the statute as a whole, as well as enactments relating to the 
same subject. But, in construing statutes together it is presumed that the legislature did 
not intend an absurd or umeasonable result. When the question is which of two 
enactments the legislature intended to apply to a particular situation, terms of a statute 
relating to a particular subject will prevail over the general terms of another statute. 
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Martinmaas v. Engehnann, 2000 S.D. 85, ~ 49, 612 N.W.2d 600, 611 (citing Moss v. 
Guttormson, 1996 SD 76, ~ 10,551 N.W.2d 14, 17). 

While SDCL § 1-25-1 states, "An official meeting of a public body is open to the public 
unless a specific law is cited by the public body to close the official meeting to the public", 
as the Pennington County State's Attorney Investigator notes, SDCL § 1-25-2, the statute 
specific to executive or closed meetings, has no similar requirement. See Record, Pg. 29-
30. SDCL § 1-25-2 simply provides the permissible purposes of executive or closed 
meetings, one being "consulting with legal counsel. . . about proposed or pending 
litigation .. . " and what the a public body must do to enter into executive session. It states, 
"An executive or closed meeting must be held only upon a majority vote of the members 
of the public body present and voting, and discussion during the closed meeting is restricted 
to the purpose specified in the closure motion." SDCL § 1-25-2. Again, SDCL § 1-25-2 
articulates no such requirement to cite a specific law. The contradiction between SDCL § 
1-25-1 and § 1-25-2 creates an ambiguity that should be construed in favor of SDCL § 1-
25-2, as it is the statute that specifically discusses the reasons that a public body can enter 
into executive session and the actions a public body must take to properly do so. All 
evidence suggests that the GVSD Board of Trustees met the requirements of SDCL § 1-
25-2 by passing the closure motion by majority vote, expressing a permissible purpose for 
entering into executive session in the closure motion (discussing Complainant's 
Complaint) and limiting their di~cussion to that permissible purpose. Whether the GVSD 
Board of Trustees complied with SDCL § 1-25-1 becomes immaterial, because the Board 
complied with SDCL § 1-25-2, the more specific (and applicable) statute, and SDCL ch. 
1-25 as a whole. As such, it should not be deemed an Open Meetings Violation. 

Even if SDCL § 1-25-1 controls, and a specific law must be cited by the public body to 
close the official meeting to the public, the GVSD Board of Trustees' motion, at the least, 
substantially complied with that requirement. The open meetings statutes, SDCL ch. 1-25, 
are designed to ensure transparency by requiring public bodies to state a valid legal reason 
before entering executive session, not to impose a rigid, technical recitation of statute 
citations. Here, the GVSD Board of Trustees expressly stated it was entering executive 
session to discuss proposed or pending litigation (Complainant's Complaint) with its legal 
counsel-one of the permissible purposes under SDCL § 1-25-2(3). This statement 
identified the legal basis for closure and gave the public the transparency the law intends. 

Reading SDCL §§ 1-25-1 and 1-25-2 together, the requirement to "cite a specific law" 
should be considered satisfied when the public body articulates a reason that directly 
matches a statutory exception, even if the section number itself is not recited. The law 
should not require form over substance. In fact, in its "Guide to South Dakota's Open 
Meetings Laws (Revised 2023) ("Guide"), the South Dakota Attorney General's Office 
itself notes that "best practice to avoid public confusion would be that public bodies explain 
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the reason for going into executive session." See Guide, Pg. 3. By making a motion to enter 
into executive session for the reason of discussing Complainant's Complaint, it sought to 
avoid public confusion in a way that a simple statutory citation could not do. 

Read without SDCL § 1-25-2, all SDCL § 1-25-1 requires is that the public body cite a 
"specific law". It does not even state that it must be an applicable law. Arguably, the public 
body could cite a statute from SDCL 47-34A, and technically meet the requirement of 
SDCL § 1-25-1, but violate the spirit of SDCL ch. 1-25 as a whole. So, under this 
interpretation, the GVSD Board of Trustees failure to cite a specific state law may have 
technically violated SDCL § 1-25-1, but their actions met the spirit of SDCL ch. 1-25 by 
notifying the public of the pennissible reason they were entering into executive session. 
Simply put, SDCL § 1-25-1 's requirement to cite a "specific law" is an inconsequential and 
unnecessary procedural step, and the valid pmpose required by SDCL § 1-25-2 is what 
matters. It would be unreasonable for the Board of Trustees to be deemed to have violated 
the SDCL ch. 1-25 when it performed the Guide's Best Practice, but missed a procedural 
technicality. Therefore, no Open Meeting Violation occurred. 

Even assuming that the GVSD Board of Trustees' failure to recite the exact statutory 
section number constituted a technical violation of§ 1-25-1, any such error was harmless. 
The stated reason, consultation with legal counsel regarding proposed or pending litigation, 
matches the enumerated purpose in § 1-25-2(3), and there is no evidence the executive 
session strayed beyond that subject. The public therefore received the essential information 
the statute is intended to convey: why the meeting was being closed and that it was for a 
lawful reason. In fact, the public received more information than it would have if the GVSD • 
Board of Trustees simply cited SDCL § 1-25-2(3) without further context. As previously 
described above, according to the Guide, the GVSD Board of Trustees actually followed 
"best practice". See Guide, Pg. 3. GVSD should not be penalized for a procedural defect 
that did not impair transparency or prejudice the public in any way. Here, the substance of 
the SDCL ch. 1-25 was fully satisfied, and no harm resulted from the absence of a specific 
statutory citation. 

In sum, under the rules of statutory interpretation, SDCL ch. 1-25 does not require a 
public body to cite a specific law to enter into executive session. Even if it does, the GVSD 
Board of Trustees substantially complied with the letter of the open meetings statutes, and 
fully complied with their spirit. It announced a clear, lawful reason for entering executive 
session that falls squarely within § 1-25-2(3), thereby providing the public with the 
transparency the law is designed to ensure. Whether viewed through a strict textual lens, a 
substantial compliance approach, or a harmless error analysis~ no Open Meetings Violation 
occurred. 
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2. The applicable Member(s) of the GVSD Board of Trustees did not violate 
SDCL § 1-25-11 when the they directed the Complainant to quit recording 
the meeting. 

SDCL § 1-25-11 allows the public to record an official meeting so long as the recording 
is reasonable, obvious, and not disruptive. In this instance, the Board's directive to the 
Complainant to quit recording was based on a reasonable and legitimate concern that the 
Complainant's recording method could disrupt the orderly conduct of the meeting. The 
action was not intended to prevent public access or conceal information, but to ensure the 
meeting could proceed efficiently and without interference and to avoid the potential of 
other members of the public being recorded without their consent. The Board acted 
reasonably, in good faith, and in accordance with its responsibility to maintain order during 
official proceedings. The mere fact no one said anything for the first five minutes the 
Complainant was recording should not be deemed determinative that no disruption or 
distraction occurred or reasonably could have occurred. When Complainant's recording 
was discovered, disruption and distraction of the meeting ensued. 

Even if the Complainant's recording did not, in fact, cause any disruption, the Board's 
action, while mistaken, was reasonable and taken in good faith. The directive was intended 
to avoid potential distraction or interference with the meeting and to protect members of 
the public who may _not have wished to be recorded. The Board acted out of a reasonable 
concern for maintaining the orderly conduct of the meeting, not to public prevent 
transparency or access. Furthermore, the Board never intended to prohibit or prevent 
Complainant from recording indefinitely. Its purpose was to pause the meeting, evaluate 
the law and facts, and make an informed decision on how to move forward. Evidencing 
this is that fact that the Board recognized the public perception that its action could have 
been construed to be mistaken under SDCL § 1-25-11. Upon this realization, the Board 
promptly took steps to ensure that future meetings fully comply with this statute, and 
apologized for the perception it created. This demonstrates the Board's commitment to 
acting reasonably and in good faith and maintaining full compliance with South Dakota 
open meetings laws. 

CONCLUSION 

Regarding Issue 1, The GVSD Board of Trustees made a formal motion to enter into 
executive session for the purpose of discussing legal issues relating to complaints made by 
Complainant, which satisfies SDCL ch. 1-25. Even if a technical violation did occur, the 
GVSD Board of Trustees actions substantially complied with the SDCL ch. 1-25, fully 
complied with the spirt of that statute, and resulted in no prejudice to the public. 

Regarding Issue 2, the Complainant's recording of the meeting was or could have 
disruptive, which warrants the Trustees' direction to Complainant to quit recording under 
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SDCL ch. 1-25. Even if the Trustee's direction was mistaken and no disruption occurred, 
under SDCL ch. 1-25 their actions were taken in good faith and were reasonable under the 
circumstances. In addition, the GVSD Board of Trustees took prompt action thereafter in 
an effort to limit any harm done, and to avoid future misunderstandings or the perception 
ofa violation ofSDCL ch. 1-25. 

As a result, no violation of the South Dakota Open Meetings Laws has occurred. 

Dated: August 22, 2025. 

LYNN, JACKSON, SI-ITJLTZ & LEBRUN~ P.C. 

By:--;/;j-'111. 
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y . Daly 
Attorneys for Gree 
District 
909 St. Joseph Street, Suite 800 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
(605) 342-2592 
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From: 
To: 

Katz. Beverly 

Neyhart Melissa 
Subject: 
Date: 

FW: [EXT] GVSD Green Valley Open Meetings Complaint 2025-4 

Thursday, September 11, 2025 3:17:19 PM 

Melissa, please make th is part of the file. Beverly 

From: Katz, Beverly 

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2025 3:17 PM 

To: march18th@rap.midco.net; tdaly@lynnjackson.com 

Cc: t yler.sobczak@pennco.org; steve.neavill @pennco.org 

Subject: RE: [EXT] GVSD Green Val ley Open Meetings Compla int 2025-4 

Steve, Thanks for the email and its receipt is acknowledged. Beverly Katz 

From: march18th@rao midco net <march18th@rao.midco.net> 

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2025 3:09 PM 

To: Katz, Beverly <Beverly Katz@state.sd us>; tdaly@!ynnjackson com 

cc: Mer sobczak@pennco om: steye neavill@oennco org 

Subject: RE: [EXT] GVSD Green Val ley Open Meetings Compla int 2025-4 

Beverly, 

I understand your position, but please know that there is no Green Valley Sanitary Board. 

They all resigned last night. If a new board is established, they will be broke. The 

resolution for the opt-out of the tax limitations was not published. If a board is 

established, and if they remember to do the opt-out correctly, they will have no income 

for the day-to-day expenses until April of 2027. I do not wish to put anymore burden on 

them. 

Steve Myers 

From: Katz, Beverly <Beyerly.Katz@state.sd.us> 

Sent: Thursday, Sept ember 11, 2025 9:54 AM 

To: tdaly@lynniackson.com 

Cc: march18th@rao midco net; tyler sobczak@oennco org: steve neayill@pennco org 

Subject: FW: GVSD Green Valley Open Meetings Complaint 2025-4 

Good morning Mr. Daly, 

Just keeping you in the loop. 

Mr. Myers sent an email this morning, and I am now including you. Please see below. 
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I believe since t he State's Attorney referred t his Complaint to t he Open Meetings 

Commission, it will remain on the agenda. 

We are in t he process of setting this matter for a November 2025 meeting date and will 

advise everyone of the scheduled meeting date once set. 

Thanks, 

Beverly Katz - Assistant Attorney General 

From: Katz, Beverly 

Sent: Thursday, Sept ember 11, 2025 8:22 AM 

To: march18th@rap midco net 

Cc: Steve Neavill <steve.neavill@pennco.org>; Tyler Sobczak <tyler.sobczak@pennco gov> 

Subject: RE: [EXT) GVSD 

Thank you for your email. Acknowledged. 

Beverly J. Katz 

Assistant Attorney General 
JD, M BA, CPA 
Phone (605) 773-3215 
Email bf'vPrly.k;)tz@,tilte.:;d.115 
1302 East Hwy 1889, Ste. 1, Pierre, SD 57501 

Confidentiality Notice 

This message is being sent b~ or on behalf of the South Dakota Attorne::, General's Office. It is intended 
e..xclusively for the individual or entity to ,,hich it is addressed. This communication may contain i.nfonnation 
that is proprietary, attomey-client privileged, confidential, or othernise legally exempt from disclosure. lfyou are 
not the named addressee, you are not autho1ized to read, p1int, cop) or disseminate this message or an) part of 
it. If you have received this message in eITor, please notify the sender immediately by telephone at (605) 773-
3215 or reply by email, and delete all copies of the message. 

From: march18t h@rap.midco.net <march18th@rap.midco.net> 

Sent: Thursday, Sept ember 11, 2025 7 :02 AM 

To: Katz, Beverly <Beverly.Katz@state.sd.us> 

Cc: St eve Neavill <steve neavill@pennco org>; Tyler Sobczak <tyler sobczak@pennco gov> 

Subject: [EXT) GVSD 

Good morning, 
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At last night's Green Valley Sanitary District meeting, the whole board resigned. All 

three, president Scott Mohr, vice president/treasure Val Lewton and Secretary Lorretta 

Janjula. There is no need to continue with my complaint. 

Steve Myers 
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From: Katz, Beverly
To: Neyhart, Melissa
Subject: FW: [EXT]
Date: Monday, September 22, 2025 10:17:26 AM
Attachments: September 11- 2025 For or Against.pdf

2025 Commissioners.docx
Scotts Flood Plain Development Permit.pdf
commissioners.docx
System Users.pdf
6-11-2025 certify.m4a

 
 
From: march18th@rap.midco.net <march18th@rap.midco.net> 
Sent: Monday, September 22, 2025 9:28 AM
To: Olson, Russ (DLA) <Russ.Olson@state.sd.us>
Cc: Katz, Beverly <Beverly.Katz@state.sd.us>
Subject: FW: [EXT]

 
Good morning,
Just in case you haven’t seen this.
Thank you,
Steve Myers
 
From: march18th@rap.midco.net <march18th@rap.midco.net> 
Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 7:56 AM
To: 'tyler.sobczak@pennco.org' <tyler.sobczak@pennco.org>
Cc: Steve Neavill (steve.neavill@pennco.org) <steve.neavill@pennco.org>
Subject:

 
Tyler,
Attached are the ‘Not in Favor’ and ‘In Favor’ lists. By my count there are 69 family’s that
are not in favor of the proposed sewer project. It’s a good guess that many of these
family were at the February 27, 2024, and May 29, 2024, meetings. Both of those
meetings had about the same amount of people with nearly the same number of hands
raised when I called for a vote. One of our residents is working on a list that will tell us
how many properties out here are rentals, and how many of those are out-of-state
owners. It’s our thought that renters won’t come to these meetings and won’t forward
the meeting notices to the owner.
Also attached is the letter I sent to the commissioners yesterday and Scott’s Flood Plain
Development Permit.
In the letter I forgot to add that Scott was appointed President and Val was appointed
Vice president/Treasure at the April 10, 2024, meeting.
Attached is the System User’s pdf. The System Users Agreement is from page 11 of the

mailto:Beverly.Katz@state.sd.us
mailto:Melissa.Neyhart@state.sd.us
mailto:march18th@rap.midco.net
mailto:march18th@rap.midco.net
mailto:tyler.sobczak@pennco.org
mailto:steve.neavill@pennco.org
mailto:steve.neavill@pennco.org


















Commissioners,

More must know information.

On December 13, 2021, Scott Mohr purchased 5846 Greenwood Lane. That property includes 7 lots. All in zone AE. Only 1 has an existing home on it.

In August of 2023 the GVSD board began talks about a pressurized sewer system, at the suggestion of GVSD resident Scott Mohr.

On November 8, 2023, Scott Morh accepted the position of Member at Large on the Green Valley Sanitary District (GVSD) board. 

At the December 13, 2023, meeting Scott Mohr accepted the position of Vice President on the GVSD board.

Scott Mohr has a Flood Plain Development Permit # COFDP24-0006. The permit is for “concrete columns only”. Dated 2/19/2024.

The permit engineer is Interstate Engineering.

The engineer gives the Existing Ground Elevation as 3031.2 – 3032.4.

There are three lots between Scott’s property and mine. Scott is to the south. My Fisk Engineering survey has my highest point at 3032. That ground saw no water in both 2015 and 2019, when I saw over 2’ of water on 5846 Greenwood Lane. My neighbor directly to the south, with one property between her and Scott’ farther to the south, has an elevation on the southern end of her property of 3028.6. 

I know that Scott can not get a permit for a septic tank and drain field on those 7 lots. Pressurized sewer is his only option. 

I’m wondering—Is the engineering report falsified? Is there a conflict of interest when Scott uses the same engineering company as GVSD? Most importantly, Scott kept pushing for this pressurized sewer when the vast majority didn’t want or need it. Was this because the only way for him to develop those 7 lots is with a pressurized sewer system?

Steve Myers    9-17-2025















My name is Steve Myers. 

 I was on the Green Valley Sanitary District board for most of 2023. I have written this Commission several times about problems with the Green Valley Sanitary District Board. 

The board acted in their own interests, ignoring the wishes of the residents that were completely evident at the September 27, 2024, Special Meeting and again at the May 29, 2024, Special Hearing, where a raise of hands vote was taken. The vote was overwhelming ‘no’ for this sewer project at both meetings.

The GVSD board put us in debt over $800,000.

When the project estimate somehow went from 9.4 million to 19.6 million, they bailed on September 10, 2025. 

These are the resignations of the entire Green Valley Sanitation District Board.

I have brought you all the paperwork that was dumped on a desk by two of the resigned board members. Val Lewton kept everything that she had, including the 2 checkbooks.



Steve Myers                                        9/15/2025

5648 Greenwood Lane

march18th@rap.midco.net

605-484-1424











Grant Documents. This is something that Katie Hammer, Rural Development, has told
me (I have it in an email) that will be enforced. I reminded the GVSD board of this
document several months ago. In the meetings that followed, I was told, ‘our attorney
says that we don’t have to do this’. At another meeting Scott stated that, ‘It’s not in our
Bylaws, so we don’t have to do it’.
You can read my thoughts and see the documents.
Please contact me if you have any questions.
Thank you,
Steve Myers
605-484-1424



Commissioners, 

More must know information. 

On December 13, 2021, Scott Mohr purchased 5846 Greenwood Lane. That property 
includes 7 lots. All in zone AE. Only 1 has an existing home on it. 

In August of 2023 the GVSD board began talks about a pressurized sewer system, at the 
suggestion of GVSD resident Scott Mohr. 

On November 8, 2023, Scott Morh accepted the position of Member at Large on the Green 
Valley Sanitary District (GVSD) board.  

At the December 13, 2023, meeting Scott Mohr accepted the position of Vice President on 
the GVSD board. 

Scott Mohr has a Flood Plain Development Permit # COFDP24-0006. The permit is for 
“concrete columns only”. Dated 2/19/2024. 

The permit engineer is Interstate Engineering. 

The engineer gives the Existing Ground Elevation as 3031.2 – 3032.4. 

There are three lots between Scott’s property and mine. Scott is to the south. My Fisk 
Engineering survey has my highest point at 3032. That ground saw no water in both 2015 
and 2019, when I saw over 2’ of water on 5846 Greenwood Lane. My neighbor directly to the 
south, with one property between her and Scott’ farther to the south, has an elevation on 
the southern end of her property of 3028.6.  

I know that Scott can not get a permit for a septic tank and drain field on those 7 lots. 
Pressurized sewer is his only option.  

I’m wondering—Is the engineering report falsified? Is there a conflict of interest when Scott 
uses the same engineering company as GVSD? Most importantly, Scott kept pushing for 
this pressurized sewer when the vast majority didn’t want or need it. Was this because the 
only way for him to develop those 7 lots is with a pressurized sewer system? 

Steve Myers    9-17-2025 
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FLOODPLAIN DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION / AS-BUILT 

j rax ID# t~ ~ 'f'7--~ I For Internal Use Only I Perm;!# CO E:DJP li _ O O O 1,el 

PLEASE READ:{Jh1J (lpfiif(;}ion must be completely filled out and submitted with tile requ,rerJ items listed below before the Planning 
DepDrtment will begin processing. Due to the amount of information usually provided for o Floodplain Development Permit (FOP), 
the Permit review process may take a minimum of f ifteen {15) business days, so please pion your construction project accordingly. 
A review may take longer 1f information required was not submitted or is inaccurate and needs to be resubmitted. 

** INCOMPLETE APPLICATIONS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED "'* 
I certify that all information contained within this application form and any other information provided by me in relation to 
this application is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge; I certify that I will comply with all applicable Federal, State, 
and local laws and regulations in performing the work for which this permit is intended, and the structure and/or development 
will meet all applicable requirements of Ordinance #17 (Pennington County Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance) as 
applicable; and, I FURTHER UNDERSTAND THAT SUBMITTAL OF THIS APPL/CATION IS NOT AND DOES NOT CONSTITUTE AN 
APPROVED PERMIT. 

Cody L . Gallaway 02/19/202 4 
------------·- ------
Primed name c~~is1crc/rofrssional Engineer or Architect ; Date 

4~ --/-l-_,,__ _ __ ,v.,. __ 'Jg/a~· 0o-_:111~-
signa1~;-~-tegis , ed P'rofes~ional Engineer or Architect / Date 

LANDOWNER Name: Scott Mohr Engineer or Architect Name: Cody L. Ga lloway 

Phone: 605 - 858 - 2955 Address: I Phone: 
PO Bo:,,~ 226 60 5 - 642-47'72 

APPLICANT Name : Sco t t Moh r City: Spearfish I State: c:: n j Zip: sr783 ,_u 

Address: Phone: Email: cody . galloway @inters tateen g . 59,; 9 Gtel.!n 'r'r:ce Dr . 605 - 858-2 955 com 

City: 

I 
State : Zip: 

Rapid City SD 5,.) ..," ".1 
~ I I U-1 

Email: 
scottmohr5770l@gmail . com 

MAIL TO --> Applicant-·- *Landowner ~ Other___ Pick Up_._ 
• , ·he Permit and associated paperwork will be sen t to the Landowner ii none of the ,;bove are checked. 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSKD W ORK 

Describe the work bcrng done and indicated clearly on maps/site plans whit:h structure/project/etc is being evaluated for a. 
Floodplain Prevention Permit.: 

Residential No nrcsiden ti a I 
X Nc,v Construction New Construction 

_ Addition:'lmpnwcmcms ______ _ 1\ ddi ti on/lmprovernent 

_ )( __ Otller(explain) : fOl2.. wlv.~N0 Of\ll--Y.~- ----­

Mobile Home 
_:'-< _ Single Lot 
__ MHPiMHS 

Subdivision 
Fill 

\Vatcrcourse Alteration 

Penn ington Count y Pla nning Depart ment • 130 Kansas City Street, Suite 200 • Rapid City, South Dakota 57701 • 605-394-2186 

.AS1 REVISE!) 1/10/2019 

-------------- -- -- ----
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Rt:Qt:lRED lNFOI MATION (An ap p!1ca1io n wil l noi be accepted without this infonna,ion): 

1. The proposed development. i~ ior:tred m: Zone_ AE ___ ; and, X ___ Flood way or J 00-Y ca r Flood Fringe 

rrnenivc Date 0 6 101/2013 
- ---------

3 Base Flood Elevation Source 

Existing Oround .E lev. 3 0 3 i . 2 - 3 0 J ;: . 4 Sour-e: Grounci Su r lfe v 

Finisb Elev . 303 1 . 2- 3Ci32. ~ 

POST CONSTRllCTIO~ / AS-BUILT 
TO BE COMPLETED AFTER CONSTRUCTlON 

Source: Es timate d 

E levntion of ::is-built lo west floor (in cl udi ng basement) of structure: ______ Feet 
PLEASE J:-.'CLliDF.: SUl'P ORTH\ G DOCUMENTATI ON. 

Complete or At.tach the Following ifApplirall l~ to this P roj ect: 

-------

_________ Source 

I . Describe fl ood-proofing methods (e.g. , eleva1ed on compacted iil!: flood proofing usmg bulkheads. scalers: elevated on poles 

or columnsorconcrctew:il ls'): p , . ] d ; , <::: h 
1

, , - · ~ ' -. _, . .. .. , r · _ ~ r; - -- .-· .. __ __ ., ,. .. c-
_.,lJ l . · _Ln -- -a -'- oe "::::J e · .. ac.,:.:J. •.) n c o .. ~_t e t •.::: ·- '-' "-L - .. 1,1--. 

----------

2. If development is a rnobik home, refer to secti011 50 I (A) of Ordi1rnnce # 17 for m1ehonng req11irements . D ,~,cribc anchoring 

techniques: N / A 

3. A descr.i11iion c•f the exten t to which any water course will be a ltered or n:Joc:arcd; 

4. Based on the (I 00-year) llood elevation data for dcvelopmem or subdiv1.sion greater than 50 lots or 5 acres, \.vhicliever is less . 

5. Attach all relevant engineering darn and cert1 ficate~ . 

TO BE CO:MPLETED BY Fr.OOl>1)LAl1. A.1)!\HNlSTR ATO.R 

APPROVEl>. I have reviewed rhe p lans and 1rnl.terials ~uhm itted in suppon of tlie prnposcd development and find them 

in c.omplianc<: with appl1cable Floodpla1n tvfanagernent ~tandarck 

DEKIED. The proposed cicve lopn1cnl is no t in conformance with applicab le Floodpktin Management Standards. 

Pen nington County Planning Department · 130 Kansas City Street. Su ite 200 • Rapid City, South Dakota S7701 · 605-394-2186 

LAST R[VJS(O· l / l0/l018 



My name is Steve Myers.  

 I was on the Green Valley Sanitary District board for most of 2023. I have written this 
Commission several times about problems with the Green Valley Sanitary District Board.  

The board acted in their own interests, ignoring the wishes of the residents that were 
completely evident at the September 27, 2024, Special Meeting and again at the May 29, 
2024, Special Hearing, where a raise of hands vote was taken. The vote was overwhelming 
‘no’ for this sewer project at both meetings. 

The GVSD board put us in debt over $800,000. 

When the project estimate somehow went from 9.4 million to 19.6 million, they bailed on 
September 10, 2025.  

These are the resignations of the entire Green Valley Sanitation District Board. 

I have brought you all the paperwork that was dumped on a desk by two of the resigned 
board members. Val Lewton kept everything that she had, including the 2 checkbooks. 

 

Steve Myers                                        9/15/2025 

5648 Greenwood Lane 

march18th@rap.midco.net 

605-484-1424 
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instrument(s). Both your bond and legal counsel must comply with these instructions when 
closing the Agency loan/grant. 

18. System Users - This letter of conditions is based upon your indication at application that 
there will be at least 284 residential users, 0 non-residential users, and 0 bulk / wholesale users 
on the existing and/or proposed system when construction is completed. 

Before the Agency can agree to the project being advertised for construction bids, you must 
certify that the number of users indicated at application are currently using the system or signed 
up to use the system once it is operational. 

If the actual number of existing and/or proposed users that have signed up for service is less 
than the number indicated at the time of application, you must provide the Agency with a written 
plan on how you will obtain the necessary revenue to adequately cash flow the expected 
operation, maintenance, debt service, and reserve requirements of the proposed project (e.g., 
increase user rates, sign up an adequate number of other users, reduce project scope, etc.). 
Similar action is required if there is cause to modify the anticipated flows or volumes presented 
following approval. 

b. Sewer User Agreements - Users will be required to execute a Sewer Users 
Agreement prior to advertising for construction bids. The amount of cash contributions 
required will be set by you and concurred with by the Agency. Contributions should be 
an amount high enough to indicate sincere interest on the part of the potential user, but 
not so high as to preclude service to low-income families , and must have a deadline for 
the contribution to be used or forfeited. RUS Bulletin 1780-9, "Water Users Agreement, " 
or similar agreement may be used. 

19. Construction Account - A separate construction account is not required for project funds. 
However, the recipient must be able to separately identify, report and account for all Federal 
funds , including the receipt, obligation and expenditure of funds, in accordance with 2 CFR 
200.305. These funds must be deposited in a bank with Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
(FDIC) insurance coverage. If the balances at the financial institution where federal funds will 
be deposited exceeds the FDIC insurance coverage, the excess amount must be collaterally 
secured up to 100 percent of the highest amount of funds expected to be deposited in the 
account at any one time, per the Department of Treasury regulations and requirements. 

20. Interim Financing - The Agency's policy is to utilize interim financing for all loans 
exceeding $500,000. Prepayment penalties on interim financing are not allowed. Borrowers are 
required to seek interim financing initially from private or cooperative lenders if funds can be 
borrowed at reasonable interest rates on an interim basis from those sources for the 
construction period. The fact that a commercial lender's rates are higher than current Agency 
interest rates does not necessarily mean that the commercial rate is not reasonable. 

21. Proposed Operating Budget- You must establish and/or maintain a rate schedule that 
provides adequate income to meet the minimum requirements for operation and maintenance 
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