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I 9 

I 
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11 

I 12 

I 
13 

14 

I 15 

I 
16 

17 

I 18 

I 19 

20 

I 21 

I 22 

23 

I 24 

I 25 

1' 

g. 

what was your •·UI•t••l4lllllr 

payment to be mate br Lakewood Z•t•*'~ 

A. Well, X,. ··~ink 1 t coul4 ei the% JM~;;&l 

developers involV.d and Lakewood Estates. Or, 

would be possible for the homeowners to oonai4ez 

the existing homeowners. 

The homeowners before had been, you know, talktav-. .. 

making a contribution to build a new treatment plant 

for their own subdivision. So it might be possible • 

consider allowing them to pay for this.,, .... cost. Z 

don't know if the CoDllission would allow that or BOth 

0. Would the CoDllission consider allowinv tilt, 

$40,000 to be recovered as a future contribution in attttl 

construction? 

A Excuse me. Say that again. 

0. Well, there are portions of Lakewooc! ~&•!~t~~ifYUl 

Lakewood Villa area, that have not yet been developed. 

My question is: Is it some~ing that wod4 

be considered by the PSC to allow that $40,000 to be paid 

for by connection char9es or what you call contributions la 

aid of construction as that additional acreage is developeet 

.!\, I would think at least part of it could be 

paid for from the undeveloped land. In fact, I think the 
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8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

~opexWK't 

ef that. ••.t•o 
ground 

I~Dlllf Hl'Aft: Okay. t• tat.,· 

Mit. BAUILION 1 Yea, I· ban I --· 

questions. 

EXA.. ... lttER HYATT: Please proceed. 

~EDIR!CT EYAMINATION BY ltR .. HARRILSON: 

~ For clarification, Mr. Nereiel, 

or the alternative ratee you just related for a sinv 

family dwelling? 

L Yes, they are. 

~ With reqard to the $40,000 and $25,000 

listed in the engineerinq feasibility stu4y subld.tted l>r/ 

in that application as contributions in ai4 of ao~~•t~-~~ 

A. Yes, they would be. It doesn't speotfr if 

it comes from the developer or the homeowners, thouta. 

~ And would you consider that within those 

amounts there is an amount for the extension, the maLa 

sewer lines that would be required to extend to connect 

other subdivisions to the proposed treatment facility•• 

A. Yes. 

~ --and a contribution for a part of the 
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be covered. 
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5 at this time. 

I 6 

I 
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I 9 

I 
10 

11 

I 12 

I 
13 

14 

I 15 

I 
16 

17 

I 18 

I 19 

20 

I 21 

I 22 

23 

I 24 own resources? 

I 25 ~ Yes, that's true. The utility should be 
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I 
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I 24 

I 25 

11 

~%-' 

aelf-e~pporti~t c 

to three years in •4• ••• the aPP~l_.,~f,jz 

the operation t.O be abl• to sustaf.~ !~.ft 

1. Yes, that's correct. 

point would be for the first--for 

years where--in other words, what 

customer would be which 1f0uld allow the applicu1~ Mt 

even? 

A. Yes. I can qive you a routh idea. 

0. Somewhere in between ,8.67, I prea ... , 

$9.46 per month per customer? 

the cost of operation to be $17,600 per year, 

the plant is underloaded, you know, 

of development. And, aecordinq to the population 

and the Lakeland Acres, it would inc,.ae those two 

Currently, there would be 55 customers. In one year, 

would be 105 customers. And the year after that there " • .., .. ,.,;.; 

be 155 customers. 

For your information, the rate, $9.46, w• 
In the first year, the cost would be approximately three 
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:I 1 

2 
~, 

3 year would oome 

I 
4 

5 

fdoa•t a()t:ually ... 

I can tell you that out of the 

I 6 

I 
7 

8 

$11,000 or 

I 9 $5,680. And, by 

I 
10 

11 

according to the population forecast. 

~ This ia even if the service area ia aa 

I 12 proposed? 

I 
13 

14 ~ This is without Lakewood Eatatea. 

I 15 With Lakewood Eatatea, he could bnak ._ .. 

I 
16 

17 

the first year? 

A. Yes. Because, with Lak.wood 

I 18 already be starting out with 173 customers. 

I 19 0. I see. 

20 A. That's the difference. Without Lakewood 

I 21 Estates, it will take him probably three or four year& to 

I 22 get that many customers. 

23 EXAMINER HYATT: Thank you very much. No 

I 24 further questions. 

I 25 You may atep down, please. 
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, ,,,_'c-C 4 ~~, 
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5 {> 

I 6 ' 

further witneaae«f 

•· ~ow: 110, z,•,••· 
BX~ala!a· ·liYAft: 

I 
7 

8 

I 9 

have any witn••••• eo present? 

MR. SCDIIDIR: One, your Jleaor. 

IXIMIMER HYATT: Okay. 

I 
10 

11 

him? 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Mr. Beck. 

I 12 (Witneaa aworn.) 

I 
13 

14 RAYMOND A. BECX testified aa followa: 

I 15 DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. SCHNEIDER: 

I 
16 

17 

~ Would you atate your name 

please. 

I 18 ~ Raymond A. Beck. 

I 19 ~ What ia your occupation? 

20 ~ I'm the •irector of Public Works 

I 21 of Columbia, Missouri. 

I 22 ~ How long have you been so employed? 

23 

I 24 

A. With the city, since 1960 and aa clizectiOr, 

since '61. 

I 25 ~ What are your duties regarding sewer 

Mr. Beck? 
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17 

2 
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s 
6 

7 

8 

witldn 

gv.i4anoe of 

COUACil. 

proceeding? 

9 I never received a copy of the rate awtlf:. 
10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

You are aware that the Water•• 

Company is seeking a certificate of oon•enienoe '-

a sewer system? 

Yea, sir. 

Mr. Beck, if the Water's E49e lever 

15 application is granted, how could it affect the 

16 the city of Columbia? 

17 A. The request 

18 federal government term a 201 area. That is an area 

19 ing the city of Columbia( a line 

20 delineated on a map by the State Clean Water COBmiaaioa~ 

21 And, as a result of 

22 treatment facility that's operated 

23 look toward the central government agencies, such aa 

25 available facilities by that city 
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3. 
COlumbia has> a IJMI:Ku. 

I 
4 

5 

I 6 

~ ' ' '', ·~';/'~" ·- :"' .. -- -, '--· ·~:,; - .-: --' 

~·,i•''~r~44itt~~ and safety• 

from the city ttl'•,~ · dis.rges through 

We have concern about the transfer of 

I 
7 

8 

sewers at some future date, whether it be to the 

I 9 

I 
10 

11 

I 12 

this large number of drainage areas discharging into 

And I might point .._ that we do have 

I 
13 

14 
concern about the proper sizing of sewer drainage areae 

I 15 sized the first time they're constructed through a 

I 
16 

17 

I 18 

area, some agency or some person will have 

generally termed a "relief line.• That is a paralleling 

type line that adds footage to a city sewer ay..._ or to 

I 19 sewer system, thus causing potential additional 

20 inflow and operating costs to a system. 

I 21 ~ Mr. Beck, what would you like the Public 

I 22 Service Commission to consider in regard to this 

23 insofar as the city interest would be concerned? 

I 24 A I think one is the fact that the city 

I 25 has established, by an adopted resolution, a policy wherein 
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~, ; 

2 
group of peopl• in 

I 3 

I 
4 

5 

city of Columbia with p:roper eas .. at.s. 

would have to, after negotiations, be aotuallJ' --

I 6 

I 
7 

8 

ordinances. 

One point is that this particul.-

I 9 been made to the applicant in this caee. 

I 
10 

11 

operate and .....,._ the sewer facility an4 that the 

would charge the people that live in that sewer faci 

I 12 and a half times the normal city rate, bec:auee tbat il 

I 
13 

14 

adopted city policy for areas outeide the city. 

I 15 ~ Mr. Beck, do you perceive any other 

I 
16 

17 

that might be affected by this application? 

~ Well, ultimately, it may or may not, 

I 18 on how all aspects of the application are handled. 

I 19 

20 

could be some effect on who funds at a future date aft~ 

interceptor line to connect from the existing city trud 

I 21 sewers to these smaller 

I 22 through the city. 

23 By that I mean that the state reeently came 

I 24 out with a standard, stating that a city could obtain, 

I 25 
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I 2 

I 3 

I 
4 

5 

was loaded or heavily 
::. . " ~ . -~ ' '~- '-;_ '> -·_. 

priority for its rell\Ov.l.as far as tUl'l4i!lCJ gOes 

I pointed out, was arecent--the city 

I 6 recent days or weeks in that regard. 

I 
7 

8 

0. Is there anything else, Mr. Beck, tha't 

like for the Public Service Commission to consider in 

I 9 matter? 

I 
10 

11 

A. No. I woald like to make one c~nt 

ing the request for trunk sewers to the area. 

I 12 The applicant did ask of the city 

I 
13 

14 

or not a trunk sewer would be brought up to their area. 

as I recall, this was probably as early as 

I 15 October. And it may havo been earlier. I 

I 
16 

17 

applicant that the city did not have a policy 

the city upstream into the drainage area. 

I 18 Number two was that the city did have tbe 

I 19 fundiny to build a trunk sewer to the city limits line, 

20 which was very close to the point where he plans to looate 

I 21 his plant. It's a matter of yards. I don't 

I 22 but I would expect it's less than 300. It's very near the 

23 limits. We had plans to engineer that particular line at 

I 24 time. I told him in the very near future. Since that 

I 25 
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I 15 
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17 

I 18 

I 19 
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23 

I 24 

I 25 

I 

filter plant where 

need a revision to 

we connect areas from outside the city limite, 

if it included Kenneth Flood's 

period of years, like as you build houses, you 

10 or 20 a year. ~his load would hit us all a~ o~ 

his plant. And that was a coneern for me, without 

our discharge permit. 

And I also expressed some concern 

I had that permit changed, the discharge permit, % bel 

concerns that it would be a problem politically tor tie 

council; in that, without 

city could find themselves in a position of havint to 

all construction permits to this particular plant, wb!eh 

includes areas inside and outside the city. 

feel that we would want to put ourselves in 

~ Is that it? 

A. That 1 s a SUDlJMry. 

MR. SCHNEIDER: Nothing further. 

EXAMINER HYATT: Does the applicant Wish 'tO 

cross-examine? 
92 



3 

I 
4 

5 
Columbia, do you not? 

I 6 
A. Yea, ai~:, we do. 

I 
7 

8 
0. An6 there are still anaa -~ 

ColUJl).bia that are DOt aened with _., 

I 9 

I 
10 

11 

justify trunks. 

0. But there are 

I 12 
A. There may be. 

I 
13 

14 

I 15 

0. And the lack of 

capacity of sewer treataent has caused the city of 

to start construction of a new sewaqe treataent pl._:t 

I 
16 

17 

it not? 

A. That's correct. 

I 18 

I 19 and on line? 

20 A. It's estimated to be on line 

I 21 And the con•ract calls for it to be on line by October 

I 22 

23 in the public works department that there 

I 24 delays in engineering projects, are there not? 

I 25 A. There has been. 
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even 
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4 

I 5 
grants 

that barring strikes that would affect 

I 6 
of that nature, this ia a contracted co..P141tion ,~;~" 

I 
7 

8 

a bond. 

0. Well, Mr. Beck, you had a delay jua,t 

I 9 
week when they discovered artifacts out there, 4ic1n •.t:· 

I 
10 

11 

A No, we didn't. 

around the artifact site. 

I 12 
Q. But they have to have to study. And, 

I 
13 

14 

ing on what they find, that can have different poaailtlet•· 

repercussions, can it not? 

I 15 A But, up to this p6int, it didn't delar t\. 

I 
16 

17 

Q. But there have been artifacts found. 

set in motion this bureaucratic investigation about w~•t~ 

I 18 or not it's all right to proceed in the arear isn't that 

I 19 correct? 

20 A It started an investigation. And most of 

I 21 has been cleared. 

I 22 ~ You can't guarantee a sewer extension to 

23 proposed service area by any particular point in time, can 

I 24 you? 

I 25 A. Oh, I think so. It can be guaranteed by 

I 94 
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l 
well, 

2 

I 3 
A. 

I 
4 

5 
up to the pOint. right llGW that.1a ..... · 

0. My question iat a. .. ~ tw••••• 
I 6 

service for this area on behalf of tile •• of 

I 
7 

8 

this particular date? 

A. I cannot personally, no. 

I 9 
0. What are the persoas in this 

I 
10 

11 city proposal to get there? 

I 12 
A. Handle them--my recommea4at.iob is 

I 
13 

14 

be handled exactly the way they would be haacllM l.a 

city of Columbia, Missouri, when trunk sewers are 

I 15 able and construction proceeds pr,or to a trunk. 

I 
16 

17 

real question whether trunks should be built 

I 18 occur to assure a use of that trunk~ 

I 
19 

20 exists out there where there are many, many loti 

I 21 finished and ready and have the other utilities ei~~ 

I 22 coming in. There are even eight houses under roof. 

23 completed. 

I 24 Now, what are those persons suppo._. 

I 25 while they wait until January of 1982 or whenever 
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l 1;0t 
2 

I 3 
A. lou~i: ·.·tb,e .-.r •lr#.Jl•·~· 

I 
4 

5 

I 6 

after h~ RC~ivea pr.,_. pe~ta aa4 Jtt co~CULtli;. 

Number two is: Charve the coat of thoae 11_., 

are going to be used by an abutting lot, the way 

I 
7 

8 
it from the plana I reviewed and the leone Coua~ 

Sewer Board. Charge the cost of his sewer lines 

I 9 
lot like any other developer does and stand the foe,.: 

I 
10 

11 

I 12 

treatment plant. 

I reoornmended to the owner that he l!mr 

treatment plant that could be recycled, so to speak, 

I 
13 

14 

at a future date. And the city would have operated tha:'\ 

plant and given him the title back upon completion of an 

I 15 interceptor sewer line to his area, which had allowed ll&a 

I 
16 

17 

have a resale value. And he would have only been out ot 

I 18 of th~ a~w~r plant from th~ time he purchased it and tbe 

I 19 difference in costs for resale plus his interest. 

20 And the way I understand it from the 

I 21 he's going to be out of some money anyway if he's voing te 

I 22 have to push up front. And I question whether there's a lot 

23 of difference. 

I 24 ~ I understood you to say in your 

I 25 mony that you or the city made an offer to the applicant 
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I 25 

16 

¥0'1 

service 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

was--

g. 

A. 

then. And, 

When W..· thia offv;atet 

At the Wove~ 30 ... uq. 

HD~r 30, 1919? 

As :t recall it, it waa ata4e N1NMe.t: 

again, tbere were two meetings aelt. 

remember the exact date, but there was 

meeting, some people who were present. And the ~­

tell you was--

0. My question just was whether yo. Mte 

offer? 

A. We did. 

0. Now, my next tuestion is: :tn that ozz•"•4f;' 

was the date by which you offered to operate 

sewer facility for this service area? 

A. What was the date we'd do it? 

0. By which you would do it? 

A. We explained our policy that 

0. Now, my question is: 

which, in this offer, you promised him or offered him tbaJ 

you would make a city sewer system and facility available 

this particular service area? 
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I 
1 

~' 2 sir. 
i~, 

3 ----

0. 

I 
4 

5 

A Okay. DJ.C)l one.a-.~ 

0. You've tastified tlla*' Y.· 

I 6 

I 
7 

8 

facility for this service arel? 

A. That's true. 

I 9 0. And that you made the offert1olR&-

I 
10 

11 

November or earlier? 

A. That's right. 

I 12 0. And I'm aayinq that whera you ~~ade '"' .... ..,._. 

I 
13 

14 
what is the date by which you told the applicant 1!1Dr•'>· 

city would be able to do this? 

I 15 A. We didn't give him a date. 

I 
16 

17 

application from him to do it. 

MR. LEWIS: That's all. No furthe&-

I 18 EXAMINER HYATT: Okay. 

I 19 any cross-examination? 

20 MR. HARRELSON: I have 

I 21 CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. HARRELSON: 

I 22 0. In this offer you've been speaking abeus 

23 the city to offer to operate and maintain sewer service 

I 2'• this area, you stated that the fee for 

I 25 one and a half times the city rate? 

17 98 



1 

2 

~. 3 

I 
4 

5 
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I 9 
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11 

I 12 

I 
13 

14 

I 15 

I 
16 

17 

I 18 

I 19 

20 

I 21 

I 22 

23 

I 24 

I 25 

18 

0. 

A. It'a )«-en d&ecd.tf'' 

I think, when the oriqi:Aal rate -. eatdlia'*'l:. 
based upon the city providing tbe fandiJ19 !or ... 

sewers, the local cost of trunk sewers into ~ 

side the city. We serve some P8JPle in subtti,.~ .... iRMIIIJ'·.·' 

the city now, but they're downstream from the 

generally, between the plant and the city. 

It was also felt that, when 

at this policy I was describing for taking over aa4 --~ 

a plant, that there would be additional 

et cetera. And that this would be S01'fte additiohl 

the city. And that ra. te ordinance should not be c~. 

Q. Do you know what the current oi ty ra• &t:t 

A. I do not have it with me. It's handled_, 

another department of the city. 

Q. In your proposal, you are proposing to 

all the sewer connection lines? 

A. No. The proposal made to Mr. Haqan was 

if he would operate as though he's in the city, that ist 

build the sewer lines and he build a treatment plant, he 

would deed the sewer lines in the subdivision area to the 

city of Columbia with easements. Number two is: 

deed the plant and the ground it's set on to the city of 
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'I 3 
accept this 

:-<' ',>\,-:' ,:::\ 

and I should pqj;ftt tltif out. 

I 
4 

5 

I 6 

this owner at. c'the -•t4nv. 

other factors be considered in coaj~cuon wz,_ 

Number one is: 

I 
7 

8 

I 9 
two is: The city would im11pect the plUib1D9 0011111 

that area to assure that they were built properly. 

I 
10 

11 

city would operate this plant--the city would ~· 

and operate it. And, when the interceptor c~a 

I 12 point, we would process throuqh the city council 

I 
13 

14 

I 15 

the reversion clause in our deed. The plant would 

to the initial owner7 and the deed of the p:operty 

set on would go back to the owner. 

I 
16 

17 

he could build a houae on it or do whatever h• U.ku, 

he could aell his plant. 

I 18 

I 19 raised as to whether or not the city would require ,_,~ 

20 32-foot streeta and et cetera. 

I 21 owner was that he submit a propoaal that I would 

I 22 

23 received the proposal. 

I 24 ~ What I'm hearinq, though, 

I 25 offer to provide service to the area was a conditiOMl 
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3 

I 
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I 6 

I 
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I 9 

I 
10 

11 

I 12 

I 
13 

14 

I 15 

I 
16 

17 

I 18 

I 19 

20 

I 21 

I 22 

23 

I 24 

I 25 

I 

any further clia~ tct begin ·wl--) 

J. •• 

~ I thought you 

that you questtone4 wheON' an up•front •J•t•• 
described as one which had not shown contia..S 

had been serving customers 

question as to whether the city should take tbat 

a load on immediatelyt Didn't you testiff to .,,.,<, 
A Are you talking about trunk aewera 

small plants? 

I did raise a question whether the 

build a trunk sewer. And we are going to do &OM of 

by the way. Whether 

the drainage area to what we term an •so-acre poiat•-·M 

where we go. The drainage above it is in an IO•aor. 

Q. Do you mean 

opinion about what action the city would take 

were to take over the small plant? Would you co:ns~Lih~J~ 

doing that; would you consider taking over the 

Waste plant, that facility? 

A. Yes, sir, we would, provided it met clelt:Wtla 

conditions. 
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I 12 

I 
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14 

I 15 

I 
16 

17 

I 18 

I 19 

20 

I 21 

I 22 

23 

I 24 

I 25 

I 

0. 

talua to caMe 

A. No. Jut ••a f!H e\1\ M:~. 

it. over. You asked me if we 1f4M.lld •••4.491' it:~ 

answer to you was, yes. But I don • t know that 

over unless he made some iaproveMnta to it or ~Mili 

program that would allow those improvements. 

Now, there's another ac1vutat4h 

out in the earlier discussions, for 

And I think I explained those earlier that tbel'e is. 

thiak it should be in the heord that 

potential that state and federal grants might be ODtaiU 

eliminate a publicly owned facility 

0. Let me stop you right 

Are you suggesting that this Commission 

the continued existence of an inadequate facility wit.hla 

area so that the city could get cheaper funding when tbl 

time comes for the city to take it over? 

A. No. My concern is that the Public Servioe 

Commission has approved and allowed to operate a bad d~ae~-. 

into the city of Columbia, number one. And, 

There is no provision made to eliminate this 

charge points at some future date that our council is ••++~ 

concerned with. And that is all these 

that are springing up around the city. And this is 3n 
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I 
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I 18 

I 19 
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I 21 

I 22 

23 

I 24 

I 25 

12 

A. ····tii···~ ... 
the city does not .ell•law t. 

else to eliminate it. 

0. Let me ask you this t 

Columbia prefer that there be not only 

Waste Treatment facility contiguous to its DO~~•~~~~ 

also now--excuse me. 

Boone Water & Waste facility that DOW exists, would 

like to see both of those existing? 

have only one as opposed to both facilities ope~atiftl 

existing? 

A. I guess the answer to that is yes .U Mt 

depending .on what happens with this one. 

why. 

I prefer to see a minimu number of diNilQ' 

points. But I've got to look five years down the roa4 

see how many of these are still going to be dumpinc; into' 

city after the city has adequate treatment and outfall 

capacity to eliminate all of them. 

From that standpoint, someone needs to be~~~~ 

responsible and concerned to make sure interceptor lines 

run up there to eliminate both of these7 as a matter of 
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17 

I 18 

I 19 

20 

I 21 

I 22 

23 

I 24 

I 25 

I 

four, maybe 

a. Well, I lu only tell M1ll 'tl~~&tt~' t 

Clenn Water Coaunisalon ft:ant seoti•D 

us that if the city or a public ag.aoy beo.­

an overloaded facility and applied for a gt:ant 

its remtval, they would approve it this fiscal year 

likely approve construction monies next year. 

This struck me as an opportunity, 

get rid of a bunch of these discharges into the oi'f. 

presented thi• to our city council at a council 

weeks ago with the map I have with me. The council is •• 

interested in trying to get rid of this sewage 

effluent--to keep that flow into the city. 

So I guess what I'm telling you 

the state meetings they held with us are accurate, they 

approve an engineering grant this fiscal year. 

gotten it approved., I did not request it. We 

amount in that area. 

~ Now, that would just be an engineering graat, 

not a construction grant? 

A. That's true. 

~ So, really, this proposed facilitf is not 

even--there aren't even any existing engineering studies or 

plans? 104 ______________ , __________ __., 
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L 

Bagan's dam, 

some advantage that the council could coaai._, 8 

this problem outside the city limits. 

ship of a plant that's overloaded outside the oit,r 

the state declared it an ineli9ible 

that we would have paid 100 percent for would 

eligible; and we would pay 10 percent for it. 

90 percent money we would have 

city limits line of the city's money could be utled to to 

into the area. 

AnClt it is an opportunity, if somebody _.. 

to work with this, to get rid 

local money up into this area 

that map over there'. Thue)'s dots all over it. 

of them, I think. 

~ But, you're still talkinq about soaetime ia 

the future, anywhere from two to lour years? 

A. Our plant.· will be ready in two years. 

line could be built in two years if somebody got on it, ! 

really believe. Three years to be safe and from my past 

experience. I always allow an extra year, to be honest 

it. 
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thia would be naadl~ 

too, that was a ll,,ile filffezoent.. 

I 6 
0. It • • been continual.ly ta exie-. .. 1' 

I 
7 

8 
0. Continually, 

I 9 
A. Yes. 

I 
10 

11 

0. The city isn't offerin9 any cone~•• 

I 12 this proposed serviee area of Water's Edge or the 

I 
13 

14 

service area of Boone Water & Waste? You can't apeak 

council and say that at this time the service could be 

I 15 available in the existin9 certificated area of Boone 

I 
16 

17 

Waste or in the proposed service area of Water's ldge 

company? 

I 18 A Maybe I didn't make it clear. 

I 19 0. Just answer my question. 

20 At this time the city could 

I 21 adequate sewer service in either the existing area of 

I 22 Water & w,aste Company or the propoaed certificated area of., 

23 Water' s E•:!lge Sewer Company? 

I 24 A With trunks? With trunk sewers, are yeu 

I 25 talking about? 
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o. ~-.;•a'-· J'loocl•a oper••l•~ 

A. I UJMSerstan« it !aa•t. 

I understand it's overloaded. 

0 Then I'll uk the 

p.oposal to take over extstinv facilttiea aat --L·~­

I tue 1 t when you said, • trut "'""'""'' 

trying to pin me down--

A. I didn't understand your queatioa. 

~ --to trunk line connections as o~,_IMRt~ 

taking over existinq facilities. 

A. That's right. That's what I w.&~m•u 

~ I think you've answered my question. 

You've heard that the Lakewood Bstatea 

facilities are inadequate? 

A. That's true. 

0. Do you share that opinion? 

A. I don't know. I never looked at it. 

MR. HARRELSON: I don ' t think I have any 

further questions. 

EXAMINER HYATT: Okay. Does Boone Water 
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thinq. 

CAOSS-EXANXRA't:tON '* •. SCO'l'.r.1' 

Q. *· •ecJt, 
a position to offer any tmmadiate sewage la '•n.a~ 

sewer running up to that arear is that •rrectt 

A Immediately, no. 

0. But, if a devel.per were pnpanct to 

the mains in the subdivision and build a plant at 

expense, the city would be prepared, aee\lllint llo ., 

other conditions, to take over the operation of "-' 

is that correct? 

A That's what the 

individual basis, by title. 

MR. SCOTT: That's all. 

MR. LEWIS: May I ask leave 

question? 

FURTHER CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. LEWIS: 

0. Mr. Bec~t wouldn' t it be fair to 

him that if he would make the proposal, you would 

the city council for their consideration? 

A Yes. I'd say that properly describes 
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rs 

to intervene, it ••••~ 

"Colutlbia 

sewage facilities and aaaitary oondittoaa in _.. 

the City of Columbia which could, at soae futun 

part of the City are matters having direct bear'*' 

public health, welfare and safety of the reaideata 

City of Columbia." 

Does the city of Coluabia to your ,.;amri~<t~ 

have any present intention or is it, in fact, ia the 

of attempting to inoe~rate any of the proposed aerYiet 

area through condemnation or otherwise? 

A That particular area was in 

by the city staff for possible annexation. The report 

given to the city council who referred it to the plaaalat 

zoning commission for further study. That 

included in a study area that presently is at the level of 

the city planning and zoning commission, which will .ate • 

recommendation back to the city council as to whether it 

should or should not be considered for annexation or any 

other parts of this fairly substantial area taat was 

EXAMINER HYATT: I see. Thank you. You mar 
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.JUt. ~ON; Jlt, 

request another brief recess for ten ld.autaa. 

IXAMtDR HYAft: 'fa.e will M a 

recess. 

(A recess was taken.) 

EXAMINER HYATT: The hearinv will 

order. 

informed by the attorney for the Intervenor City of 

that he has left for the day and will not perticipat,• iJt 

the remainder of the hearing 1 al thouqh, he retains h£• 

interest as an intervenor. 

Would the Intervenor Boone Water 

Company please call its first witness. 

MR. SCOTT: Yes. Vernon Stump. 

(Witness sworn.) 

VERNON L. STUMP testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. SCOTT: 

~ State your full name for the record. 

A. Vernon L. Stump. 
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.... 

0. aat is ·YGU e41lCaticu:I··JilllOitW 

A. I have a B.s. in c1:•11 •rt:~aeelttllw-t 

in civil engioaering, aa4 a Ph.D. in ..al~--·~ 

0. When did you receive yov Ph.D.1 

A. In 1977. 

0. ADd what is your preeut 000\lp&doat 

A. I • m presitient of Mid•Jiiaaovi Bl\illiMM•I 

is a consulting fina that is pr,1Nlrily oz-iute4 tMMt&Wit 

operation of sewage treatment plants and laboratozy 

0. And how many years of exporiuae have 

in the field of operation of sewage treataent plaatat 

and water plants since 19t9. 

0. How old are you, air? 

A. I'm 35. 

0. Have you had experience 

sewage treatment plants? 

~ I've had experience in inspecting aDd 

ing ongoing construction with them, yes. 

0. And has that experience given you any ba~· 

ground in the costs of constructing sewage treatment platat 

U.......------------- 111 
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Boone Water 
,', ',,::- '', ,' \ ~,~':(_ '"' ' 

A. Yes. ··Ous- fiJ!'II la ._ ~· 

the waste water treaU..nt plant. 

A. Yes. 

~ For purposes of clarification, aaa 

me if there are actually two different 

which Mr. Flood was connected? One of 

Estates and the other is Lakewood VillaJ is that. 001-. 

A. Yes. 

~ They are both in the geographical a..a 

immediately south of Mr. Hagan's area? 

A. Yes. 

~ And both are presently served by the oae. 
existing sewage treatment plant for which your firm is 

operator; is that correct? 

A. Yea, they are. 

~ Now, have you had an opportunity 

inspect the remaining ~~~ .. _.1-.a•t~IIIIIMIR .. 

or his compaay, which is available for further develoPil(IDtf 

23 the Lakewood area? 

24 A. Yes, I have. 

25 Based on your inafeetion, 
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... '!aa, t •••· 

0. aa•e« Oil your 1--- •I 
your knowledge 

area that would requiZ'e the installatioa of a 

or a pumping atation in order to get the &ew&fl 

built by Water's Edge? 

.L Yes, there would be. To fully ~-v-.a.-

accordance with the plats the way they are laid o~• 

one corner of the property wouldn • t be able to be 

the gravity line. And there would 

would be required in that area. 

0. Now, that lift station, based on youa: 

ledge of constrtction costs in this area, what would 

approximate cost, in your opinion? 

A We made a preliminary estimate. 

station waa to serve in the neighborhood of 50 to 11 --~-~ 

and a forced main coming up to the last manbole be!el8 

goes gravity, it would be in the neighborhood of $31,1 

~ Now, assuming 

built as proposed, we have a $4,000 expense up front 

connection with the Water's Edge treatment plant, plUI 

portion of the cost of building that plant; is that corr1~ 

based on your review of the figures in this case? 
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an additional 

~ An4 you've had an oppor~i_,, 

review the figures invol-.4 in this appl.toaUoa.; 

right? 

A Yes, I have. 

~ So, for a total of approximately 

we have a capacity outlined for 

of 160 units; is that correct? 

A That's correct, the way I underataad 

cost of constructing a new sewage treatment plant 

the Lakewood area to its full capacity of 250 to 300 uni 

A Yes, I have. 

~ And what is your estimate of that coat? 

A The latest estimate that I'm aware of on 

which is in speaking to the builders of this type of plant1 

is $60,000. 

MR. SCOTT: No further questions. 

EXAMINER HYATT: Does the applicant wish to 

cross-examine the witness? 
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CROIS-EXAMINAtJt·· 

g. N"'i J..f ~· •uil4 ·-·~ e,JNll• 
your present plant 1 will it be La 11\e .... 1••••• 
esaentially the sa-. looad.on as the p~at:t 

A. No. It will be at tl\e en4 of tl\t: 

It will be due weet of the existinw ,.._t dawn in 

g. Will you use it in lieu of the p~••• 

facility or in addition to the present facilitf? 

t.\ Now, you' w been running Mr. Flood' a 

for how long? 

A. For approximately a year. 

that they were having with that system? 

A. Three years ago. 

~ So you knew that 

you took over the job? 

A Yes, we did. 

~ And have you continued to have the probl818 

during the period of the time that you were working with 

A Yes, we have. 

~ And what is the nature of those problems? 

A It essentially revolves around the fact that 
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A. lt wo\llC~~J.re oou~, '*'IUIC 

or making a complete rebuilding of tat:pl,aat. 

0. Is l't cotrect that. l$0me of: the 

testified that Mr. !'1~, on two occasions., 'fi.c! 

construction permit and then let it lapse? 

A. This tlidn' t happen during 111\e ti• ve 

operating. 

~ But you were aware of it? 

A. I've, you know, seen discussion of it, 

wasn't directly involved. 

0. Well, has there been any effort. to •un• 
or apply for a permit for new construction durint 

that you've been involved? 

A. Well, I think last fall Mr. Flood waa 

ing with the Public Service Commission 

particular coaatruction under way. 

0. But I'm saying nothing ever came of it, 

did it? 

A. Nothing has happened on it officially. 

Q. When were you first asked to come t.o this 

hearing? 

A. I have been aware of the situation for 
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•ntbs. 

mot:ning. 

Q. ., ~c~- }10~ --~-.~'+~t?/ 

A. '*· J'lOo<l. 

Q. 

A. Yes. 

0. And I take it that you micle celrU3 

then, that you;;~~~~~'"at his request 

preparing for this hearing? 

A. Yes, we did sometime ago. 

0. Now, the application to intervene, 

was only filed in the last week or ten days or very 

A. Yes. 

Q. But you were involved in preparat1oa 

oppose this application as long as a couple moaths a 

A. No. At the time we were invol ve4, we 

looking at the situation in terms of "lbat does 

the complete development of Lakewood Bstates?" 

words, it wasn't related to opposing this par•ioular 

application. It was just, "What does this mean to ~k•l 

Estates if the two systems tie together?" 

0. ~t reason did Mr. Flood give 

to oppose this application of Mr. Hagan's? 

A. Well, I think this was related to the aetta":' 

factors of it. 
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I 6 
system, woel4 you? 

A. No. I think comb!Alat all the. 

I 
7 

8 
good, loqical kiad of appnaoll.. I tbJ.Idt •* 

I 9 is provided for in this analysis. 

I 
10 

11 

I 12 

MR. LEWIS: I believe that's all .. 

EXAMINER HYA'M': Okay. Does ltaff 

cross-examine this witness? 

I 
13 

14 

MR. HARRELSON: Yes. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. HARRELSON: 

I 15 

I 
16 

17 

the operator or the proposed owner of the Wator'a 

Company to operate its facility, have you not? 

I 18 A. Yes, we have. 

I 19 ~ Would Mid-Missouri Enqineers receive 

20 additional funds if it were to operate two facilitiea aa 

I 21 opposed to one? 

I 22 A. Yes, we would. 

23 ~ What services do you provide for Boone 

I 24 Waste at this time? 

I 25 A. For Boone Water & Waste, we operate ~e 

I 
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0. 

A. We ·4o handle ·00ll916±a~a .• 

Q. If. there were to be uy M!w 

a major piece of ecuipment in tbe SO.ae --~~ ' 

facility, euoh a• a blower, 

standby facilitiee there? 

A. At the 11\011Mmt, there are not. 

blower. 

0. Would your firm be able to make the 

or do anythinq to correct such a problem? 

A. We had a blower go out this 

take care of it, you know, as it happened. 

0. Would that be your normal course of buat.ell 

to do that? 

A. Well, this was a caee that the owner wet -···.3 

of town and the blower was out. I did qet in 

him and received approval to qo ahead and buy it. And WI 

put one in ae•soon as we could tret ahold of one. 

0. Have you had trouble on any 

access to Mr. Flood, getting in touch with him? 

A. No, we haven't other than, you know, 

call away. 
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boundaries are anct haft physicallt Mea aa tl\e, a~a. 

haven't added the n~rs up. 

A Fifty would be my guess. 

~ In your eatimation of the ooet of '\be 

station, could you break down those costa fot ••• 

A I don't have those costs with me. 

three major components of it would be the coat of e«rd.tll 

and the cost of installing it, which would run 

hood of probably $15,000. And, by the time we 

main in and complete the leqal enqineerinq, that btiatt 

up to the $25,000 number. 

~ Now, how much water would 

be designed to pump? 

A Well, it would be designed for 75 units, 

approximately, which translates to approximately 6,000 

gallons a day. 

~ Is that how many units the area unabet to 

served by gravity would be able to accommodate? 

~ We haven't done the, let's say, complete 

engineering design of what units would or would not fit in 
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as the design .... dlllld 

the plats were l•ta~~:u:t., 

looked at 1 t in teru of 'tfhat w aw ~ .. .,.,.. ..... 

aaw that approaiately 75 units ....Ut1a't be 

0 You're aayinq 

least, with a lift station costing less? 

~ Are you aware that there's 

that piece of land? 

A. Yes, I am. 

0 Do you know if the 

by gravity lies north or south of that cr-.t? 

A. Well, there's part to the north and patt 

the south. The area that is to the weat of the plaat 

down the creek. And it drops off significantly on bo~ 

down by the creek. 

~ Part of that area would also be creek 

A. Right. 

~ In your cost estimation as to thMs ~-w~ 

that, I think, haa been propoaed and even 
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Waste, 

A. 

0. Do yau have an esU.te of Will&~~• 

A. No, I don't. 

0. In your opinion, 

line be built which would connect the last ex:Lal~latr 

at Lakewood Estates to the proposed Wate¥ 18 Edge ~1111'1 

plant to serve by gravity? 

A. Yes, it could. 

MR. HARRELSON: I have no further ewa.• 

EXAMINER HYATT: Any redirect? 

MR. SCOTT : No redirect • 

EXAMINER HYATT: I have one question. 

QUESTIONS BY EXAMINER HYATT: 

0. Mr. Stump, if such a--in your 

last question by Mr. Harrelson of 

a lift station--that the need for a 

obviated through the construction of certain tuanela, 

you nevertheless see any advantage in the cons~uction 

lift station? 

A. I think what he was asking me was that ~-

line could be built, the gravity line. But, to serve 

entire community, it still would take some type of a 

lift station. In other words, that lift station wouldn'' 

122 -----------~ 
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could be bu!l~--

.L Ritht. 
~· 

built, that will serv• t~tzistira.g ~ ... 

develop the s~ivision, it will, in the ~. 

type of lift 

EXAMINBR HYA'.M': 

MR. HAlUUUJiON: 

to that question, could I ask another one? 

EXAMINER HYATT; Will, okay. 

would be--there may be redirect after that, though. 

questions relating to that particular answer. 

MR. HARRELSON: I j ua t have one. 

FURTHER CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. HA:JUmLSOI: 

0. You have no personal knowledve as to eakOtil 

how mdny units could not be served by gravity? 

~ No, I don't. 

MR. HARRELSON: That's my only questioa. 

EXAMINER HYATT: Do fOu have 

MR. SCOTT: Yea, your Honor. 

ask leave for some more redirect. 
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5 talking about I wbeie WO\l14 1 t b4lt built? 

I 6 
~ It would be built in almoat the 

I 
7 

8 

where the new plant would be builtr 

the new proposed plant is now. 

I 9 ~ The new proposed plant ·that you 

I 
10 

11 

would be to the west ot the exiatint p.lant at t:ba 

ot the property, essentially? 

I 12 A Yea, that'a correct. 

I 
13 

14 

~ Now, would that new plant 

Lakewood area by gravity flow? 

I 15 A Yes, it would. 

I 
16 

17 

MR. SCOTT: That's all. 

I 18 Thank you. 

I 19 (Witness excused.) 

20 

I 21 EXAMINER HYATT: Call your next witness. 

I 22 MR. SCOTT: Mr. Flood. 

23 (Witness sworn.) 

I 24 

I 25 

I 
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o. ste:t,• yout .... for tiS ··~.,. 

A Kenneth Plood. 

~ And where do you resi&e? 

A 4241 Ma9nolia court, ••a leacm -··•• 
Florida. 

Q. Now, are you connected with r & W COIIII 

Company, Incorporated? 

A. Yes, I am. 

f And what is your connection with tba-

A I'm the president. 

Q. Are you a shareholder? 

A Yes. 

Q. The director? 

A. Yes. 

0. And who owns the remaining 

of the Lakewood area at this time? 

A. I do. 

0. Individually? 

A. Yes, I believe so. There' 11 some l:•amu.c• 

but it looks like I sold the other property and 

So I own it. 

Q. The F & W Construction Company did own it 

one time; is that right? 
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