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Minutes for the 52nd Meeting of Construction Development Board 


Agenda for the 52nd meeting of Construction Development Board 
Date

: 14th September 2009
Time

: 10.00 am
Venue
            : MoW&HS Conference Hall

Agenda 1:
Adoption of agenda

Agenda 2: 
Approval of the Minutes of the 51st CDB Meeting

Agenda 3:      Follow up actions taken on the decisions of 51st Board Meeting

Agenda 4:
Up-gradation Cases (endorsement)
Agenda 5:
Suspension of Construction Firms
Agenda 6: 
Proposal for ownership transfer of M/s. Environment Friendly Construction

(CDB# 1964) to M/s. Bhutan Real Estate Private Limited
Agenda 7:
Issuance of Class ‘A’ Contract License to HRH Dasho Khamsum Singye Wangchuk
Agenda 8:
Up-gradation of M/s Kelcon Construction to Class ‘A’ in W4 Category
Agenda 9:
Revisit registration criteria for direct entry to class C – for Engineers
Agenda 10: 
Submission’s from Construction Association of Bhutan (CAB)
Agenda 11:
Any other points

· PACL’s request for issuance of CDB registration
· Presentation of Construction Industry Information System (CiNET)
Member Present:

1. Hon’ble Zhabtog Lyonpo, Chairman, CDB

2. Dasho Nima Wangdi, Hon’ble Secretary, MoW&HS

3. Sangay Tenzin, Director General, DoR, MoWHS

4. Mr. Kapil Sharma, Joint Director, MoF
5. Mr. Karma Sonam, Chief Engineer, SPBD
6. Mr. Karma Tshering, Chief Engineer, DoE, MoEA
7. Mr. Sonam Ongdi, Representative of Class A and Class B Contractors

8. Mr. Karma Wangchuk, Representative of Class C & D Contractors

9. Mr. Wangdi Gyaltshen, Executive Director, CDB

Members Absent:

1. Dasho Ugyen Tshechup, President, CAB

2. Pema Wangda, DG, DoL, MoLHR
Observers from CDB:

1. Mr. Aku Dorji, EE, CDB

2. Mr. Chengay, Dy. EE, CDB

3. Mr. Tashi Tshering, Engineer, CDB

4. Mr. Tshering Nidup, AE-I, CDB

5. Mr. Chungdu Tshering, Engineer, CDB

Observers from CAB:

1. Mr. Chheku Dukpa, Offg. General Secretary, CAB

Welcome Address:

The Hon’ble Chairman welcomed the Members to the 52nd Meeting of the Construction Development Board. While apologizing for the last minute postponement of the meeting from 10 am to 11 am to attend the 2009 Graduate Orientation Program, Hon’ble Lyonpo stressed the urgency of convening the board meeting even if it meant leaving aside all other priorities.   Hon’ble Lyonpo reiterated the increasing difficulties faced in convening the Board Meeting due to non-fulfillment of quorum.   In the absence of any sitting fees for the Board Members, unlike other Board Meetings, he said it was understandable why there was poor quorum.  The Board Members could not be blamed, he added.    Under the circumstances, Lyonpo felt that the only alternative to address the issue of ‘quorum’ was to allow alternative members who were senior and committed to contributing to the growth of construction industry. 
With these remarks, the Hon’ble Chairman declared the 52nd Meeting the Construction Development Board open.  

Agenda 1:
Adoption of Agenda
Taking the members through the proposed agenda, the Hon’ble Chairman asked if the proposed agenda for the 52nd Board Meeting was acceptable and whether there were any points/issues that the members wished to include under “Any other points” for deliberation.  The Executive Director ED submitted that, time permitting, the Secretariat would like to make a brief presentation on the “CDB website viz-a-viz Online Construction Industry Information” (CiNET) that’s just been updated.  With the inclusion of ED’s proposal, the agenda was adopted.
Following adoption of the agenda, the ED (Member Secretary) was asked to take the members through the agenda proposed (circulated). 
Agenda 2:
Endorsement of the Minutes of the 51st CDB Meeting 

The ED reported that the 51st Minutes of Meeting was circulated to the Hon’ble Members for their views and comments, if any.  However, he reported that comments have not been received from the members.  He recapitulated some of the major decisions of the 51st Meeting of Construction Development Board to enable the members to make any further comments before being endorsed. 
With no comments from the members, the Minute of the 51st Meeting approved by the Hon’ble Chairman for implementation was endorsed without any change. 

Agenda 3:
Follow up Actions taken by the Secretariat on the 51st Board Meeting
The Executive Director, CDB apprised the Honorable members on the follow up actions initiated / implemented by the Secretariat based on the decisions of 51st Board Meeting, amongst other:
a. Formation of M/s. Kuenleg Construction Enterprise Private   Limited

M/s. Kuenleg Construction Enterprise proposed to convert his sole proprietorship construction firm to M/s. Kuenleg Construction Enterprise Private Limited Company in collaboration with three other partners.  Mr. Kaka, proprietor of the erstwhile M/s. Andu Builders is proposed the CEO of the new entity and almost all the resources of the proposed company are that of M/s. Andu Builders.  M/s. Kuenleg Construction Enterprise is currently registered in Class “B” in W1 & W3, Petty in W4 and Registered in W2 – currently due for renewal, he reported.

He submitted that the 51st meeting had directed to seek legal opinion/advice from the Office of the Attorney General as to whether Mr. Kaka Dorji, who was convicted by the High Court for fronting in the past could be considered as the CEO and shareholder of the new company.  He further apprised that the 51st session the meeting agreed Mr. Kaka can be a shareholder of the incorporated company but could not use the experience/track record of the erstwhile M/s Andu Builder. The meeting however reached a consensus that resources of M/s. Andu Builders could be transferred in the name of the new company. 
He submitted that the Secretariat had sought the advice from the Office of Attorney General both in writing and in person.  The Attorney General however did not give any written legal opinion as against our request.  Instead the suggestion was to seek the advice the High Court since the verdict was passed by the Court.  The Secretariat has accordingly informed Mr. Kaka Dorji.
After prolonged discussion on the subject, the members agreed that a construction firm whose licenses have been cancelled by the Court of Law should not be permitted to participate as the CEO (Key person) another construction firm, as proposed in this case. The members were of the common view however that Mr. Kaka can be shareholder of the proposed company. 
Accordingly, the Secretariat was instructed to wait for the clarification of the High Court, to be furnished by Mr. Kaka, if he chose to function as CEO.
b. Increase of Upper Ceiling for Class B contractors

The ED recollected the submission made by RUB on the small number of contractors in Class B and in turn its proposal for enhancement of financial ceiling from the present Nu. 15 million per work to Nu. 50 million.  
As directed by the 51st meeting of the board to review the ceilings, he presented the following two options for discussion and approval:

Option I:
Based on the National Statistic Bureau (NSB) – 2008 book, general inflation rate per year is given as 6.7 %.  The second revision was done during the 40th CDB Board meeting, 2004.  Therefore, taking inflation rate of 6.5% per year, the increase in the contract cost = 6.5% x 4.5 (year) = 29.25 %, or say 30 % as detailed below table below:
	Classification of contactors
	Existing allowable range of

 contract cost
	Proposed allowable range of

 contract cost

	D
	Up to 1.5 million
	Up to 1.95 million

	C
	Above Nu. 1.5 m to 7.5 m
	Above Nu. 1.95 m - 9.75 m

	B
	Above Nu. 7.5 m to 15 m 
	Above Nu. 9.75 m - 19.5 m 

	A
	Above Nu. 15 m with no upper ceiling
	Above Nu. 19.5 m with no upper ceiling


Option II:
As per the Procurement Manual 2009, the inflation rate of the contract cost is given as 5%.

Taking inflation rate as 5% per year as specified by the Procurement Manual 2009, the increase in the contract cost works out to 5% X 4.5 = 22.5 %, say 25%.  Table below presents option II:
	Classification of contactors
	Existing allowable range of

 contract cost
	Proposed allowable range of

 contract cost
	Remarks

	D
	Up to 1.5 million
	Up to 1.8375 m
	say 2.0 million

	C
	Above Nu. 1.5 million to 7.5 million
	Above Nu. 1.8375 m - 9.1875 m 
	say ( >2.0 m to 9.0 m)

	B
	Above Nu. 7.5 million to 15 million 
	Above Nu. 9.1875 m - 18.375 m 
	Say (>9.0 m to 19 m)

	A
	Above Nu. 15 million with no upper ceiling
	Above Nu. 19 m with no upper ceiling
	Nu. 19 million & above


Following review of the above two proposals, the meeting approved the second option. Further, the member resolved to increase the upper ceiling on the number of works that Class B contractors could undertake simultaneously from the present three to four.   The above decision was made in order to increase participation of class B contractors in the Construction Industry and to encourage more capable class C contractors to upgrade to class B.  The Secretariat was instructed to notify in the media accordingly for information and compliance of all concerned.
c. Circulation of Draft proposal Transition of CDB to CDA:
As directed by the Board the draft proposal “Transition of CDB to CDA” has been circulated to all the members for their views and guidance, ED reported. 

Agenda 4: Up-gradation Cases

The following up-gradation cases approved by the Hon’ble Chairman since the 51st meeting of the Board were endorsed:
	Sl.No
	Construction Firm
	Up-gradation of Class
	Category of Works

	1
	M/s Dondhen Construction (1176)


	Class D – C
	(W4)



	2
	M/s Dorji Construction(1775)


	Class D - C
	(W4)

	3
	M/s Namgay Construction (2680)
	Class D - C
	(W1 & W4)



	4
	M/s Ghishing Construction (3173)
	Class D - C
	(W1 & W3)



	5
	M/s Tashi kunzom Construction (3590)
	Class C – B
	(W3)



	6
	M/s T & CL Construction (3640)
	Class D - C
	(W4)



	7
	M/s Drukgyel Yeshi construction(4116)
	Class D - C
	(W1 & W3)



	8
	M/s Trepa Developer(4508)
	Class D - C
	(W1 & W3)



	9
	M/s. Kuenga Construction (1380)
	Class B - A
	(W3)

	10
	M/s. Namgay Construction (1821)
	Class D - C
	(W1)

	11
	M/s. Khulal Construction (4683)
	Class D – C 
	W1 & W3 (direct entry)

	12
	M/s. Kezang Choki Construction (3401)
	Class D - C
	W3

	13
	M/s. Kurizam Construction (3300)
	Class D – C
	W3

	14
	M/s. Thuelbab Construction (4686)
	Class D – C 
	W1 & W3 (direct entry)

	15
	M/s. Lamzang Builders (4670)
	Class D - C
	W1 & W3 (direct entry)


The Board kindly endorsed the approval of the above up-gradation cases. 
Agenda 5:
Suspension of CDB Certificates
For information of the Hon’ble Board Members, ED appraised that the following firms were suspended by the ACC recently in connection with fraudulent misrepresentation of facts during the procurement process:
1. M/s. Chen Bros construction

(CDB Registration No. 4073) – Class D
2. M/s. NTT Construction 

(CDB Registration No. 1263) – Class D
3. M/s. Passang Construction 

(CDB Registration No. 2536) – Class C

4. M/s. Sonam Construction 

(CDB Registration No. 2482) – Class D

5. M/s. GLT Builders


(CDB Registration No. 2248) – Class B

6. M/s. Rirab Construction 

(CDB Registration No.1828) – Class B
He reported that the Secretariat was doing what it can by way of sensitizing the contractors of the consequences during site visits – if involved in such mal-practices.
Agenda 6: Proposal for ownership transfer of M/s. Environment Friendly Construction (CDB# 1964) to M/s. Bhutan Real Estate Private Limited

The Bhutan Real Estate Private Limited (BREPL), holder of License No. 1023672 registered under the Companies Act of Kingdom of Bhutan 2000 vide Registration No. U20080613TH10210 has reportedly purchased Ninety percent (90%) share of the M/s. Environment Friendly Construction Company (EFCC) belonging to Mr. Nado Tashi,  CID # 11701000082 from of Bumthang.  M/s. Environment Friendly Construction (CDB# 1964) is currently registered in Class “A” in W1 & W3, valid till 31st Dec. 2009.   

The ED submitted that  Mr. Namgey Nidup, CEO of Bhutan Real Estate Private Limited (BREPL) vide letter No. nil, dated 17th August 2009 has requested for conversion of ownership of M/s. Environment Friendly Construction (CDB# 1964) under the overall management of Bhutan Real Estate Private Limited. As per the proposal, the management of M/s. Environment Friendly Construction (CDB# 1964) is to overseen by Mr. Namgey Nidup, CEO of the Bhutan Real Estate Private Limited.  The request also includes shifting of the Head Office of M/s. Environment Friendly Construction from Bumthang to Thimphu. 

In this regard, he apprised the Board of the existing provisions of the CDB Manual 2007, (Section 9.1) which has the following provisions: Change of Ownership:
The change/transfer of ownership of CDB Certificate (only for Bhutanese firms/individuals) will be allowed under the following conditions:

1. The Transferee should be a direct inheritor of licensee/certificate holder proven by property inheritance documents duly endorsed by competent authorities.

2. He/she should have been associated in the same business for more than 5 years and continuously worked not less than 3 years prior to the request for transfer of CDB.

3. Transfer of CDB Registration maybe allowed to be effected within the validity period of the certificate.

4. A nominal lump-sum transfer fee to be charged for the change in ownership

5. Change of ownership in the CDB Registration Certificate will not constitute/warrant an automatic/right for change of Trade License. It will be at the discretion of the MTI to grant/not grant the change in the Business license as per their norms prevailing at that time.
After exhaustive discussion, the Meeting decided that it should follow the procedures and norms already in place.  Since the proposal is not in line with the norms, the 52nd meeting of CDB did not consider the request favorably. 
Agenda 7: Issuance of Class ‘A’ Contract License to HRH Dasho Khamsum Singye        Wangchuk.

The Executive Director apprised the board member of HRH Dasho Khamsum Singye Wangchuk’s proposal for direct entry to Class A based on letter no. BSAF/HRH-04/2009/31 dated 17th June 2009. 
He submitted the following views to the board with regard to direct entry based on the provision of the CDB Manual – 2007 (Volume II – Section 4) – reproduced below:
a) Direct entry to higher class is available only if the firm is proposed to be a registered company with the MTI (now MoEA) as per the Companies Act of Bhutan). This firm however requires to fulfill all the criteria for registration in terms of its capability, requires formal evaluation/assessment and approval of the Board.
Based on the above provision, direct entry of Class ‘A’ is permissible only if incorporated as a Company duly registered in line with Companies Act of Bhutan. Although this requirement was explained, it is understood that the HRH desire to have a sole proprietorship to be known as “Bhutan Infra Builder” instead a registered company.

In terms of the capability criteria requirement, he reported that based on the information furnished it is revealed that the proposed Construction Firm has adequate resources in terms of technical and financial capacity. However, concerns are with regard to ‘experience’ which is unavailable or meager. In the absence of ‘experience’, the Secretariat is of the view that the probability for any award of work, based on the new evaluation criteria of the procurement manual, is minimal. As per the present procurement system, past experience is inevitable although similar work experience requirement is done away with recently for road construction. However, the Secretariat is made to understand that this particular aspect should not deter in the issuance of CDB registration. 
Following presentation, the Hon’ble Chairman said that there was no need for further discussion on the proposal.  It was explained that there were procedures already in place where it concerns the Royal Family.  Hon’ble Chairman clarified that such proposals must come through the Royal Privy Council.  
Agenda 8: Up-gradation of M/s Kelcon Construction to Class ‘A’ in W4 Category

The ED reported that Mr. Namgay Wangchuk the proprietor of M/s. Kelcon Construction bearing CDB Registration No. 2263 vide letter no. KC/CDB-06/2009/378 dated 17th August 2009 has put up for direct up-gradation of W4 Category to Class A without having to fulfill the criteria.  The request was based on the ground that works under this category /Class B were very seldom in the market.
Following deliberation on the matter, the Hon’ble Member’s instructed Secretariat to comply with the existing rule/norms of the CDB – on up-gradation.  Unless the norms/rules have been amended by the board, it would only be fair to follow them uniformly, the Board agreed.
Agenda 9: Direct entry to class C – If the applicant is an Engineer
The ED reported that based on CDB Manual – 2007 (Section 4 a & b below) the following provisions exist on direct entry to class ‘C’:

a) Direct entry to higher class is available only if the firm is proposed to be a registered company with the MTI as per the Companies Act of Bhutan. This firm however requires to fulfill all the criteria for registration in terms of its capability, requires formal evaluation / assessment and approval of the Board.

b) if the applicant is an Engineer (An Engineer with Diploma or Higher Degree and with a minimum of 5 years documented project execution experience, and a direct involvement in projects with a minimum accumulated financial value of Nu. 7.5 million) & fulfils the equipment & manpower requirements specified for registration, direct entry to Class C can be considered by the Board.

He submitted that CDB has been until now following a standard norm with regard to (b) above and that is: direct entry to class ‘C’ is permissible only for categories of works related to their qualification.  For instance, if the applicant has a diploma/degree in Civil Engineering and in addition fulfilled other criteria, he/she could register in W1&W3 (Building & Road) directly in class ‘C’ and not in W4 (Power & Telecom) for which we believe that he/she is  not qualified.   Likewise, an applicant that has a diploma/degree in Electrical Engineering is permitted direct entry to class ‘C’.  All direct entries to engineers in the past were based on a simple logic/belief that they have the required qualification and capability to undertake only those works related to their field of study.  

However, some engineer applicants choose to differ with the above norm presently followed by the CDB.  Their contention is that the manual does not specify as to the categories of works admissible. From the above transpires two features that warrant a closer examination: (i) the provision in the manual (4b) which is silent when it concerns work categories that an engineer applicant is admissible and ii) CDB’s present norms and belief that engineers have the technical capability only to the extent of their field of study. 
He submitted few engineers, based on the above argument have been granted Class C in all categories.  Engineers with mechanical background have been considered for electrical category.  Therefore, he requested for a clear guidance in this regard.
The members extensively deliberated on the issue and resolved that direct entry to Class C for engineers (Diploma and higher degrees in engineering) should follow the existing norms – i.e. to issue registration based on the profession of the applicant.  Ambiguities in the Manual, if any, should be clarified during the next revision of the Manual.
Agenda 10: Submission’s from Construction Association of Bhutan 
The Offtg. General Secretary (GS), Construction Association of Bhutan (CAB) presented the following issues to the Board:
a. Increasing the number of works:

The GS, CAB proposed the following revision in view of the increasing volume of work in the 10th FYP: 
· Class Petty - from one work to two works

· Class B - from three works to four works
The proposal was reviewed by the board and accordingly it was resolved to increase the number of works for Class B contractors from the existing three to four.  With regard to the request to increase in number of works from one to two for Class D contractors, the board instructed the Secretariat to set minimum criteria in terms of its resources/capability requirements and put up during the next board meeting for review.
b. Establishment of Eastern Regional Office of CDB

The GS, CAB submitted that the establishment of Eastern Regional Office of CDB was still pending despite the fact that the construction of the building was complete.  He requested that in the larger interest contractors in the east, the Regional Office should be made functional.
In this connection, the ED reported that the Building was handed over to the DOR to be used as the Project Office for Gyelpozhing – Nganglam Road Construction.  This was based on the instruction of the then Hon’ble Zhabtog Lyonpo during his tour to the East.  The decision of Lyonpo then was made in consideration of the fact that i) CDB does not have adequate manpower to be deployed at RO and ii) that a Project Office for Gyelpozhing – Nganglam was urgently required.  He also reported that SQCA has also requested for the Building upon completion of Gyelpozhing – Nganglam Road Construction against which a concrete decision is yet to made by the Ministry.
c. Need to Re-visit the method/basis of granting Total Number of Foreign Workers by Department of Labour:

The GS reported that the total number of labourers approved by the Department of Labour for construction works was not sufficient. As a result he said the contractors in most cases ended up requesting for additional labourers which involved lengthy procedure and considerable amount of time. The labour formula adopted by DoL basically reveals the following two deficiencies in the formula itself, he reported:
1. A factor 2 in the denominator is used which indicates that only half the requirement is reduced to half.

2. The whole project duration is considered in the formula. In the actual implementation scenario, 20-30 percent of the construction time is utilization for mobilization. There are also hindrances such as non-availability of materials and due to rainfall, etc…

Therefore, he requested that the formula be changed accordingly so that contractors get the number of labourers as per the requirement as entailed by the contract.
The Board instructed that the CAB take up the matter with the relevant Department/agencies at the MOLHR.

d. Granting of Permit for Spouse and Children of Engineers:

The GS reported the board on granting permit for spouse and children of engineers working in Bhutan.  
The meeting advised that CAB to take up the matter with relevant agencies.
e. Transformation of Construction Development Corporation (CDC) into a full Construction Company:

The GS submitted that the Draft Economic Policy mentioned that the present CDCL would be transformed into a full construction company. He said that the policy was in contravention with governments’ private sector development policy and would retard the growth of the private sector.

Further, he said that the intention of the government to make the CDCL into a full construction company to facilitate the introduction of modern technology and lead the private sector in construction field could be done so without necessarily CDC becoming a construction company.  He proposed that CDCL instead become a facilitator and take up the job of carrying out research, focusing on improvement of construction methods and introduction of modern equipment in order to improve construction quality. 
Honorable Chairman clarified that the main responsibility of CDCL would be to modernize the construction industry in the country through example.  Further, the Honorable Chairman said that it was the hope of the Government that CDCL introduce mechanization where private companies feel unsafe to invest thereby reducing labour shortage in the industry and enhancing mechanization in all areas of construction. CDCL shall be a Private Limited Company with public shares also made available, Lyonpo explained. 
f. Non-Uniformity of Cost of Tender Documents.

The GS reported that there was the need to set uniformity on the cost of tender documents.  Different procuring agencies tend to charge different amounts for the tender documents, he said. He also pointed out that some of the procuring agencies seem to charge substantially very high rates compared to others.

The Board members also felt that there indeed is the need to standardize the cost of tender documents. However, since the authority now lies with PPPD, MoF, the Division is believed working on standardization. 
g. Need to streamline the Re-tendering process
The GS submitted that re-tendering has become very common in the tendering processes. It has become some kind of a Thumb Rule for procuring agencies to initiate re-tendering when the bids were higher than the estimated amount.  He submitted that the issue needs to be addressed at an early date as it caused numerous setbacks to the Contractors. Bidders incur huge cost in the preparation and submission of Bids including the cost of tender documents.

Further, he submitted that determination of a low or high bid is usually done by the procuring agencies and rate analysis is done based on BSR not with actual market prices.  
The board decided that there is the need to streamline the re-tendering process.  The matter is to be submitted to PPPD, MoF for review.
h. Comments on Draft FDI Policy

The GS CAB submitted that the new draft FDI Policy outlines that FDI would be allowed in construction sector with 100% equity even for projects up to 20 million.  He said that many of the national contractors are comfortably executing projects of value up 500 million as of now.  He expressed his concern that if FDI was allowed even for projects up to 20 million, it would invite many problems in the construction industry.  He suggested that FDI must be allowed only for projects where there was no domestic capacity and where there was no conflict of interest with the Bhutanese Contractors.

The Board advised to wait till the final FDI Policy.
Agenda 11: Any Other Points
i) PCAL’s request for issuance of CDB registration: 
The Executive Director apprised the board members on Penden Cement Authority Limited’s (PCAL) request to form Joint Venture Construction Company in collaboration with M/s. Italian Thai Development Public Company Limited (ITD), Bangkok, a major Civil and infrastructure construction company, having its operation in Thailand, South East Asia and South Asia based on letter no. PCAL/Project-ITD/2009/6621 date 18th August, 2009.
It was reported that the PCAL would like to utilize their technical expertise to pave way to bag contract in various major civil construction activities that are in the pipeline in the country in joint venture with ITD - given the expertise and technical know-how available in the field of construction of roads, bridges, hydro-power dams, tunnels etc,.  Penden Cement therefore like to register itself as a Contractor to enable its participation in the tendering and request for issue of CDB registration. 

After exhaustive deliberation on the subject, the Meeting decided that the request has more to do with FDI policy and hence the need to follow the FDI process.
ii) Presentation on “CDB website viz-a-viz Online Construction Industry Information” (CiNET)
Mr. Chencho, IT Section made a brief presentation on the “CDB website viz-a-viz Online Construction Industry Information” (CiNET) that has just been updated.  The purpose of the presentation was to apprise the Board of the facilities and services available while soliciting feedbacks and approval of the board.  
The members commended the effort of Secretariat and advised the Secretariat to make every effort to provide correct and up to date information to the procuring agencies and contractors.  The meeting recommended commencing training of focal persons of different agencies as early as possible so that they can use the information from the CDB web site while also enabling them to send in the information on contract award and contract completion report, amongst others. 
Conclusion: 

The Hon’ble Chairman thanked all the Members for being able to make to the Meeting despite their busy schedule and declared the 52nd Meeting of the Construction Development Board closed. 
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