
Circuit Engineering District 5 

Minutes 
Regular Board Meeting 

 
Date:   September 28, 2021 
Time:  11:00 a.m. 
Place:  FSB 
             5801 Broadway Ext., Suite 500 
             Oklahoma City, OK 73116 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The Circuit Engineering District 5 held a regular meeting on this day in compliance with the Oklahoma Open Meetings 
Act. Darry Stacey called the meeting to order at 11:00 a.m. 
 

2. Prayer then Flag Salute 
Zachary Cavett led the opening prayer and pledge. 
 

3. ROLL CALL 
FSB staff member, Josey Middleton, called roll; Attendance was as follows: 
 
Board Members Present: Darry Stacey-Cleveland County, Wilson Lyles-McClain County, Carrie Blumert-Oklahoma 
County, Gary Ayers-Garvin County, Zachary Cavett-Payne County and Marc Hader-Canadian County 
 

Board Members Absent: none. 
 
4. Recognition of Attendees:  Jack Stewart, John McCay, Sarah, Brandon, Melissa Davis, Bradley, Scott, Jacob, Troy 
Travis, Bryan, Terry Barnett, Gill Cebalos, George Smith, Ryan, John Roberts, Jonah Vasquez, Erin and Bart.  
 
5. Approval or Modification of the Minutes of the August 24, 2021 Meeting  
Darry Stacey stated you have had a chance to review them, and I would like to entertain a motion.  
 
A motion to approve meeting minutes for September 28, 2021 was made by Zachary Cavett. The motion was seconded 
by Carrie Blumert. 
 
The motion passed as follows:  
Aye: Darry Stacey-Cleveland County, Wilson Lyles-McClain County, Carrie Blumert-Oklahoma County, Gary Ayers-
Garvin County and Zachary Cavett-Payne County. 
Nay: none. 
Abstain: Marc Hade-Canadian County 
 
6. Discussion and Acceptance of Treasurer’s Report 
a) Claims from Jayna Vaughn, P.C. and FSB 
Jeffrey Dixon stated the first round of business is claims for CPA for $190.00 and item 2 is FSB for program management 
for September for $8,750.00. 
 
A motion to accept the claims was made by Marc Hader. The motion was seconded by Carrie Blumert. 
 
The motion passed as follows:  
Aye: Darry Stacey-Cleveland County, Wilson Lyles-McClain County, Carrie Blumert-Oklahoma County, Gary Ayers-
Garvin County, Zachary Cavett-Payne County and Marc Hader-Canadian County. 
Nay: none. 
Abstain: none. 
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b) CED5 September Financials  
Carrie Blumert stated as of August 31 our total assets are at $644,710.00. Our operating expense for the month is how 
they normally are, program funds and outside services are for Jayna and nothing out of the ordinary. Darry Stacey 
stated confirming you have reviewed these. Carrie Blumert stated yes, I have.  
 
A motion to accept August Financials was made by Marc Hader. The motion was seconded by Wilson Lyles. 
 
The motion passed as follows:  
Aye: Darry Stacey-Cleveland County, Wilson Lyles-McClain County, Carrie Blumert-Oklahoma County, Gary Ayers-
Garvin County, Zachary Cavett-Payne County and Marc Hader-Canadian County. 
Nay: none. 
Abstain: none. 
 
7. Discussion and Possible Action Regarding Resolution for Beam Transfer Form 
Jeffrey Dixon stated going to their meeting this is their beams and their location. Once you all sign, we will send it. 
 
A motion to approve the beam transfers was made by Wilson Lyles. The motion was seconded by Zachary Cavett. 
 
The motion passed as follows:  
Aye: Darry Stacey-Cleveland County, Wilson Lyles-McClain County, Carrie Blumert-Oklahoma County, Gary Ayers-
Garvin County, Zachary Cavett-Payne County and Marc Hader-Canadian County. 
Nay: none. 
Abstain: none. 

 
   8. Discussion and possible Action Regarding Payne County Resolutions 
   a) Move Project Forward in CIRB Plan 

Jeffrey Dixon stated this is to move a Payne County project forward in the projects years if money is available at the  
end of this fiscal year. They want to move it to their number one priority to take advantage of excess money from  

   other CED districts. Jeffrey Dixon asked Brandon if he explained that right. Brandon stated the excess funds for your  
division, that you may or may not have for example, like with Logan County and Oklahoma County back on I35 and 
Waterloo, we are now in the process of closing those encumbrances were of right of away utilities. You guys were 
showing and did move an Oklahoma County project up when the Canadian County project was pulled out, right there 
at the end of the shuffle, you guys were going to have a million dollars left over by closing out those right of way utility 
encumbrances. That is all going to be conditional right now most likely on Canadian County project. He came in about 
5 million dollars over, so the question is, how are we going to fund that if we do award it. Do or don’t, those are 
decisions that are being made above my pay grade. So right now, this resolution is to establish if this is the number 
priority project for Payne County. It wasn’t going to be an issue if we didn’t have a major overrun on other projects 
and if we are going to have a million dollars over, it will be an easy project that is eligible for federal funds to go ahead 
and move up here at the end of the fiscal year. I don’t know what funds are going to look like at the end of the year. 
Darry Stacey stated so this us showing our intent. Melissa Davis stated correct me if I am wrong, but it is showing 
Payne County is moving it to the top of their priority list as well as the CED’s. Brandon stated this would be saying this 
is a number one priority project for the CED, if you guys also vote on this resolution. The question or confusion with it 
comes in at the five-year plan was sent in showing this bridge in 2026, so by putting it to 2026 on your plan you’re 
saying it is not a priority to you at all. In comparison to. I have talked to Zach about this bridge in particular and it is a 
closed bridge with barricades in front of it that is in bad shape and needing to be replaced. If it is a close bridge that is 
truly shovel ready right now, then we could put it on the letting. I asked the question, Melissa asked the question 
during rebalance, why is it being shoved in 2026. Wilson Lyles stated so it is shovel ready, so the cost is only going to 
arise. Carrie Blumert asked so this doesn’t affect other projects in our CIRB plan, this is moving it up on our priority 
list given that funds are available. The decision with Waterloo Road was that a recent decision that he decided not to 
do that. Brandon stated I know our field division folks; we have been dealing with them and we have made a number 
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of requests for commitment on the project. Logan County turned around and basically said if Oklahoma County is 
backing out then we are backing out. That was their decision on it. To my knowledge we didn’t ever got a firm 
commitment back that anybody was doing anything. Melissa Davis stated they sent a certified letter and hand 
delivered a letter saying if we don’t receive a response from you in 30 days, we are going to take that as you want to 
cancel this project and the funding agreement that was already in place. I don’t know if he ever got a response back 
from Oklahoma County, but I believe the 30 days have probably passed by now. Wilson Lyles asked so this affects 
division 4. Melissa Davis stated yes. Wilson Lyles asked so on that job for Oklahoma, Logan County will that be a job 
that rolls back again into the plan at some point. It would have to I would think. Brandon stated they are applying for 
a number of different phases of it, trying to get some ACOG funds for a couple of different portions of it. I know they’ve 
got plans ready for it and we were going to go ahead and build out to either side for the section lines on each side 
from where we are stopping the project and that’s what was the participation for Oklahoma and Logan County 
because it splits right there on the county line. So that where they were going to be paying for their portions of it 
outside of our project. Wilson Lyles asked so the group of bridges in Grant County bid. There is quit a few, like 31, I 
believe it is. Brandon stated 34 initially but ended up being 29. Wilson Lyles asked so with that being 5 million over, 
will they just go ahead and reconsider and rebid that. Brandon stated that is the big question right now, we have been 
going through a number of different analysis with our bridge division to see were the bust is and what the difference 
is because our estimate that we originally came up with was only 9.8 and it came in at 15. They are trying to decide if 
there are things, we can do within the plan set, from converting to being sawed to being seeding. The blocks there 
was some questions over clarifications on what is involved in the pay out on the block on the GRS bridges. The 
installation of the block and what kind of block and communication if the block has to be a class 2A and meet structural 
integrity. There are a number of different things we are considering right now to see if it is going to make a difference 
to rebid the project or is it just going to be a 15-million-dollar job. Wilson Lyles stated you got a multiple array of 
design here. Would it be easier on the contractors to bid and do your basic bridge design were you drive the piles and 
do your GRS on another deal? I think contractors may be bidding on that, they are just throwing numbers out there 
to cover their selves. Brandon stated that is the big question, it is not a standard bridge, we have had more contractors 
that have done this in the past, the GRS bridges, but we can’t go with a standardized bridge design because the fact 
that is what the grant was based on, innovative design. Melissa Davis stated the were awarded almost 3 ½ million 
dollars of federal money for an innovative bridge design grant, so we are kind of constrained on this as far as design 
because of this that is why it can’t be on a regular CIRB project. Melissa Davis stated the other thing we need to take 
into consideration is AG base prices and steel prices are killing us right now. Zachary Cavett asked my understanding 
is advancing this is not going to steel money from any other projects. Brandon stated no, as long as they are not getting 
ready. When we were talking about advancing it in the past, we knew we were going to be having a million dollars of 
extra money coming in. If you end up having a 5 million dollar over on this Grant County project, then your 4 million 
negative and you’re going to have to stop some other projects. Some other projects would not be letting this year and 
there is no way around it. As far as projects within your 5-year plan, your entire 5-year plan has funding for everything 
that is in there, so if you’re moving one out of here to put in here then if you have something that doesn’t get ready 
here in 2022, then it is just bumped into 2023, that’s the question there. Darry Stacey asked how long until we will 
know about the grant. Brandon stated they are most likely going to defer award for this month. This is the latest thing 
I heard, but there is not a promising they are going to defer award right now. They are waiting on decisions from our 
bridge division a to whether or not there is plan error or things we can do to minimize the cost or is it going to be a 
15-million-dollar job. It should be within the next 30 days. Darry Stacey asked is this a time crunch or can we wait to 
see what happens then make that decision. Brandon stated not the time crunch, other that the simple fact that if we 
wait another 30 days then that is delaying us from putting on the letting.  Because we are not going to assign it and 
put it on the letting. We are not going to put it on January letting without the Board telling us this is your priority. That 
is the other part of what Jeffrey was saying that he is wanting to wait until the end of the fiscal year to see how your 
bond balances should have done. When you are talking about putting on April letting. You have a month or two of flex 
time. Darry Stacey stated so we can table this. Jeffrey Dixon asked are going to have another meeting for the division 
4 to approve that overrun or is that going to just ODOT because of the nature of being 5 million over. Brandon stated 
they got to make the decision to do the overrun first. Jeffrey Dixon asked does that have to go back to division 4 to be 
approved. Brandon stated technically no it wouldn’t have to. Carrie Blumert asked the CED has to make the decision 
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to let it go over budget. Brandon stated technically no, everybody is going to be consulted, but it is a division 4 final. Jeffrey Dixon 
stated that’s why I was saying then those division 4 counties would have to go back and reapprove that. Brandon stated not 
technically no. You guys voted that this project was a priority in your plan and was your number one priority, it voted to be funded 
regardless. If they go ahead and say it, we are going to award the project without having a discussion on it. Marc Hader asked is 
the Grant County on restraints from the federal side of it or could you not reject all bids on it and rebid on it hoping that prices 
come down. Brandon stated we do have some restraints on the federal side there is no way around that. Once we have authorized 
the funds, we got a year before we have to start building on that. Marc Hader stated that’s what I figured that there was a t ime 
limit that it had to be used. Brandon stated if we are not building within the first year after we authorized the funds then it goes 
on their inactive list. The big problem here is the simple fact that we got so many eyes looking, FHWA is heavily involved in that 
job and they Look at it and say you guys have committed to it and you made it this far, so you got to move forward with the job. 
So that’s the question of how it moves forward, is it going to move forward how it was originally presented or do we see some  

plan errors and some things we need to change in here, clarify some notes to describe what is included in installing these blocks 
on the GRS bridges.  
 
A motion to table a resolution was made by Zachary Cavett. The motion was seconded by Wilson Lyles. 
 
The motion passed as follows:  
Aye: Darry Stacey-Cleveland County, Wilson Lyles-McClain County, Carrie Blumert-Oklahoma County, Gary Ayers-
Garvin County, Zachary Cavett-Payne County and Marc Hader-Canadian County. 
Nay: none. 
Abstain: none. 

 
   b) Cancel Project 

Jeffrey Dixon stated this is Payne County again cancelling Lakeview Road because it is ten years into the future that, 
ODOT is requesting this be cancelled to cancel money being spent that would have to be re-spent. Zachary Cavettt 
asked how much is that going to put back into the plan. Jeffrey Dixon stated that it is so far out into the plan that it 
won’t put anything back into the plan yet. Melissa Davis stated so far, we have spent $96,987.56, we will obliviously 
be paying any outstanding invoices from the engineer for work that has been done, but not built. The balance on 
engineering for that project currently is $536,553.44, so you are probably looking at around half a million if the 
cancellation is approved, that will be going back into the division 4 balance.  
 
A motion to approve was made by Marc Hader. The motion was seconded by Carrie Blumert. 
 
The motion passed as follows:  
Aye: Darry Stacey-Cleveland County, Wilson Lyles-McClain County, Carrie Blumert-Oklahoma County, Gary Ayers-
Garvin County, Zachary Cavett-Payne County and Marc Hader-Canadian County. 
Nay: none. 
Abstain: none. 

 
9. Discussion and Possible Action Regarding Resolution, Policies, Programs, Plans, Applications, Funds, Projects, 
Transfer and Report… 
a) ODOT Local Government Report – Project Status 
Melissa Davis stated we opened September bid on two of the STP bridges for division 4, Canadian and Payne County. 
Those both came in slightly underestimate. Next month it will be the Oklahoma County STP bridge. A couple of 
announcements, bridge division had requested that turn in your bridge selection inspection choices as quickly as 
possible. If those aren’t turned in, I apologize I don’t know the deadline on those, but ODOT will select those for you, 
and I know you guys would rather pick your own bridge inspectors. Betty asked us to remind everybody that your CIRB 
100 forms are due October 1, so this Friday. If you potentially maybe want to participate in the equipment revolving 
fund, you have to have those forms turned in to her. You can always change your mind and back later, but you cannot 
decide later that you want to participate. Participation is contingent upon that form being turned in by Friday. Darry 
Stacey stated we have a CAB board meting in the morning.  
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b) OCCEDB – Randy Robinson 
Randy not present. 
 
10. Presentation by Sarah Kellert, P.E. Contech Engineered Solutions LLC 
Sarah Kellert stated thank you all, I have some stuff here and you guys talking about the Grant County project kind of 
made me excited because it was a really cool ODOT project where they bundled a lot of different bridges on one 
letting or one project. That is one of the things we have been doing up in Northeast Oklahoma. How many of you have 
heard of Contech, I think I presented to you virtually in the past, so I am not going to go through all of this. We have 
been around for over a 100 years and one of the things that Contech does and what I like to pride myself especially 
on and I have worked with most of you, is taking a project from infancy all the way through the end. So even in working 
with the contractors and your county crews, working with the engineer’s midway through, all of the project I am going 
to take it from start to finish and make sure it is successful. So, what does that mean or what am I talking about. I am 
talking about bridges, as what specifically for Contech, what I do for Contech. Contech has a lot of solutions of storm 
water drainage solutions, but what I do is bridge solutions. I am the bridge consultant here in Oklahoma. There is a 
variety of different solution product trade names and a lot of different span availabilities. All of them fit within FHWA’s 
accelerated bridge construction methodology and what does that mean for you guys. It means that no project is one 
size fits all. You know that. For every project you are trying to find the best solution for the lowest budget or to fit 
inside your budget and that is what this narrative here shows. That if you have a standard 22-foot span that you need 
to cross, there are a lot of options. You could do a full invert structure, an open bottom plate structure or precast 
structure or you could do a span structure like those Grant County bridges showed. When I talk about these different 
solutions, the structural plate, people often equate structural plate to corrugated metal pipe. When you guys think of 
corrugated metal pipe what is one of your first thoughts, corrosion, rust, it’s going to last 5 years. Well, here we are 
saying it is going to last 75 years because it’s a bridge. Well, that doesn’t seem real, how do we make that happen and 
that is what we do here, we look at the variety of materials. So, there is aluminum or steel available as a solution and 
variety of shapes. So, if you have a structure you can use a full bottom in, this is out of the City of Lexington. They did 
some of these structures, that they actually had the city crews install themselves. So, if you have competent soils and 
you want to do a full invert structure, we can do something like that. If you have a rock foundation or if you have 
water sitting at the bottom of your stream at all times, we’ll probably look at something Harper County did, were as 
an open bottom structure that way the water isn’t sitting on material at all times, which causes the corrosion. Were 
also going to look at a variety of thicknesses, so aluminum has a variety of thicknesses or gauges. Same with steel, so 
here is your corrugated metal pipe down here with a 16 or 14 gauge with structural plate, the minimum thickness is 
almost 2 times thicker with 12 gauge. What does that look like, this is a depiction of what it actually looks like 16-
gauge, 14 gauge, this is your corrugated metal pipe right here. This is your structural plate all the way up to a 3/8-inch 
thickness. So, all of those things come together to give these structural a 74-year life span. So how does that fit for 
you and your projects. This is something we have been working on a lot in Northeast Oklahoma, is trying to find 
commonalities to where we can package these structures together, that way you can have more engineering 
efficiencies, hydraulic efficiencies, freight efficiencies, where you could put a bunch of structures on one truck and 
deliver them to your county barn. This is what the city of Tulsa did, they actually took all of their FHWA bridge 
inspections and put them in a spreadsheet and I know many of the consultants here would be willing to help you put 
all of your FHWA bridges inspections into a spreadsheet that the Tulsa County gave those to me, and I grouped them. 
So, I said these ones that are highlighted are going to be the most need of replacement. I narrowed them down to 
three different sizes of Contech structures we could make work. They have not done this yet, but they can ship all of 
these 8 structures on two trucks, when they decide to bid this. Ottawa County did something similar and this is their 
finished product that they built. They were looking at all these precast structures, they have a bunch of these around 
on the county and they wanted to originally look at realigning them, which is something Contech could help you with. 
What they eventually decided is that they can replace them all with their county crews with these 20-foot span by 6-
foot rise plate structures. So, they bid them in a packaged way, so they did an option of buying one bridge, five bridges, 
ten bridges or fifteen bridges and the savings is significant. If they only bought one bridge versus buying fifteen bridges, 
their freight packages, engineering packaging all of that was an 82% cost savings. Contech also manufacturers precast 
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structures, they are modular, so they are great if you have a force account project. Your county crew can install them 
or if you have a road that needs to be back in service very quickly, these can be installed very quickly because they are 
all modular and ODOT approved. Here is one we did recently for Mischke and Associates, a couple of years ago. Guy 
Engineering did in Rogers County eleven years ago that county crews can install themselves. These new structures are 
modular rolled girder bridges, with the GRS IBS abolement system, you can buy the super structure system 
prefabricated, but then the county can install themselves, put aggregate or asphalt over the deck surface. So, after 
the abutment is installed which there are a variety of options, we just heard a whole slew of ways we construct, but 
then you can buy these structures that you can ship on a truck like you see right here. Modularly, then install within a 
day. If you put aggregate over the top of it as the driving surface, then your bridge can be open within a day. This is a 
project that they did out in New Mexico, but you can see the county crews installed them themselves and they were 
able to from tearing the bridge out to getting it open in less than a month. If you guys have any questions, we can talk 
about scour too, some counties are starting to use these a-jacks which are easy to install for pier or abutment scour. 
Each piece is about 35 pounds and then they go together to be a 70-pound structure that is great for scour protection. 
If you needed to buy these individually or put these on your county bid or something like that, they are great for a 
pier scour or abutment scour scenario. I work a lot with the consultants and counties, if you have any questions and I 
can help you, we don’t do the hydraulic analysis at Contech, what we are is a bridge manufacturer and we partner 
with you or with the consultant to provide the full package to you and then you get a prefabricated bridge, is what we 
supply, but we have quiet a design support with foundations and manufacturing installation. If you have any questions 
grab my card. I have a webinar next week that I am doing on Wednesday from noon to 1, it is about county bridge 
rehabilitation and replacement, it is a full hour and takes a lot of this information and expands on it a lot more. I’ll 
send the information to Jeffrey. 

 
11. New Business 
Zachary Cavett stated I have a few copies of the ACCO legislative meeting if you would like to see what ACCO is 
supporting or bills they are or not supporting. I have a few copies of the minutes here. Our next legislative meeting is 
going to be on the 13th at 1. Don’t forget about the ACCO conference on October 27th and 28th. 

 
12. Board Member Discussion Regarding CED5 Business 
Jeffrey Dixon stated there is a notice that division 7 has beams for sale. There are 6 100 foot and 36 40 foot.  
13. Public Comment 
None 
 
14. Adjourn 
Motion to adjourn meeting was called by Zachary Cavett. The motion was seconded by Carrie Blumert.  
 
The motion passed as follows:  
Aye: Darry Stacey-Cleveland County, Wilson Lyles-McClain County, Carrie Blumert-Oklahoma County, Gary Ayers-
Garvin County, Zachary Cavett-Payne County and Marc Hader-Canadian County 
Nay: none. 
Abstain: none. 
 
 
 
 


