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would be possible for the homeowners to éﬁgxiGQ:'
the existing homebwnexs. We really hadn't talk
The homeowners before had been, you know, talkiﬁg‘
making a contribution to build a new treatment Qi&at
for their own subdivision. So it might be possible t

consider allowing them to pay for this

don't know if the Commission would allow that or &at; 

Q Would the Commission consider allowing

$40,000 to be recovered as a future contribution in ﬁi 
construction?

A Excuse me. Say that again.

Q Well, there are portions of Lakewood Es

Lakewood Villa area, that have not yet been developéd.

My question is: 1Is it something that w@’ié

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

for by connection charges or what you call contributions

aid of construction as that additional acreage 1is dgvel«? 

A I would think at least part of it could be

paid for from the undeveloped land. 1In fact, I think the
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questions.

EXAMINER HYATT: Please proceed.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. HARRELSON:

Q For clarification, Mr, H&rai&l. is th&

or the alternative rates you just related for a sing
family dwelling?

A Yes, they are.

0 With regard to the $40,000 and $25,000

listed in the engineering feasibility study auhﬂit§§§ 

the applicant, do you regard those amousits as they

in that application as contributions in aid of consf

A Yes, they would be. It doesn't specify

it comes from the developer or the homeowners, though.

Q And would you consider that within thos

amounts there is an amount for the extension, the main

sewer lines that would be required to extend to cnnnﬁék

other subdivisions to the proposed treatment facility-=-

A Yes.

Q --and a contribution for a part of the
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be covered.

at this time.

'EXAMINER HYATT: Any recross:

(No response.)
EXAMINER HYATT: I have one questio:
QUESTIONS BY EXAMINER HYATT:

0 Mr. Merciel, if I'm correct, you stat
with the p

posed service area, including all of
subdivisions as propcsed by the applicant in |
the charge per month per customer would come to $8.67
that correct?

A That's correct, yeah.

Q On the other hand, with the exclusion o
Lakewood Estates, the per customer charge per month
come to $9.46?

A Yes, sir.

Q Now, you said that in the first case tha
with the $8.67 charge per month that would allow the
applicant to--those amounts would sustain the uppliuaa%:
his operation of the facilities without having to use h ‘

own resources?

A Yes, that's true, The utility should be
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A Yes, th& -

0 Do you hﬁve any idea jf , the t

point would be for the first--for thasé first
years where--in othar words, what the charge §a¥15
customer would be which would allow the applicant
even?

A Yes. I can give you a rough idea.

Q Somewhere in between $8.67, I presu
$§9.46 per month per customer?

A Okay. Considering all the costs, I et
the cost of operation to be $17,600 per year, assu
the plant is underloaded, you know, with these initi
of development. And, according to the population fo
currently--and this would include Water's Edge Subdivis

and the Lakeland Acres, it would inci those two sﬁ§ 

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
based on 155 customers. So you can see the first twayy

In the first year, the cost would be approximately three
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times that.

I can tell you that out of tha‘$l7;éﬁafﬁ
Mr. Hagan, I figure, will hgve to caity,ipykk
$11,000 or a 1itt1e:mora than that, aypr@ximatti?
In the second year, he would have to carry approx
$5,680. And, by the third year, he should hx&aky
according to the population forecast.

Q This is even if the service area is as
proposed?

A No, no. This is wighout Lakewood Eat*%&ﬁ

Q This is without Lakewood Estates,

With Lakewood Estates, he could break

the first year?

A Yes. Because, with Lakewocod Estates, he
already be starting out with 173 customers.

Q I see.

A That's the difference. Without Lakewood
Estates, it will take him probably three or four years ﬁﬂ;
get that many customers.

EXAMINER HYATT: Thank you very much. No

further questions.

You may step down, please.
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have any witneilﬁiiﬁﬁ‘prt ent?
MR. SCHNEIDER: One, your Homor.

Okay. Could you p

him?
MR. SCHNEIDER: Mr. Beck.

(Witness sworn.,)

RAYMOND A. BECK testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. SCHNEIDER:

Q Would you state your name for the re
please.

A Raymond A. Beck.

Q What is your occupation?

A I'm the director of Public Works for the
of Columbia, Missouri.

Q How long have you been so employed?

A With the city, since 1960 and as direc

since '61,

13 What are your duties regarding sewer fﬂﬂik

Mr. Beck?
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guidance of the

council.

Water's Edge sawar‘c@ﬁ§[ y. which

proceeding? |
A Tha ap§liqation1 hﬂwifﬁi;
I never received a copy of the rate pﬁﬁ
1} You are aware that the Water's gﬁ#ﬁk
Company is seeking a certificate of eonvonian#a
a sewer system?
A Yes, sir.
1} Mr. Beck, if the Water's Edge Sewer ¢
application is granted, how could it affect the int
the city of Columbia?
A The request is within what the state
federal government term a 201 area. That is an area
ing the city of Columbia; a line that was prepared
delineated on a map by the State Clean Water Ca&wiiaiﬁg
And, as a result of that delineation, aﬁ?i
treatment facility that's operated in that area is to
look toward the central government agencies, such &g:
city of Columbia and Boone County in this case, to de

available facilities by that city prior to considering a
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We have concern about the transfer of tit to

sewers at aomekfuturé‘datc,‘whether,lt'beétgfth

any other public7§qencyf* We have eoncerni‘abéu

for future connections to the city sewer lylten andf
of contracts that the city may have to enter 1n&d‘
this large number of drainage areas discharging 1#&0’
And I might point out that we do hlv‘  

concern about the proper sizing of sewer drainage area
trunk sewers shouild be constructed. If they're not prq
sized the first time they're constructed through a drain
area, some agency or some person will have to provide wh;
generally termed a "relief line." That is a parallelingi
type line that adds footage to a city sewer system or to gﬁ
sewer system, thus causing potential additional infiltratiaﬁ
inflow and operating costs to a system. ’
Q Mr. Beck, what would you like the Public

Service Commission to consider in regard to this applicatia”
insofar as the city interest would be concerned?
A I think one is the fact that the city cOungi;

has established, by an adopted resolution, a policy whereih
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maintenance of a .
city of Columbia ﬁith_prepat\aasaas*ts
would have to, after negotiations, kéfget  11 
formally by the city council. And thiaih§#fha§a
ordinances. |

One point is that this particular
been made to the applicant in this case. That tkii

operate and @

the sewer facility and that the
would charge the people that live in that sewer faci)
and a half times the normal city rate, because that is
adopted city policy for areas outside the city. A§é 
would be done under the conditions that I just outl

1) Mr. Beck, do you perceive any other ir
that might be affected by this application?

A Well, ultimately, it may or may not,
on how all aspects of the application are handled.
could be some effect on who funds at a future date
interceptor line to connect from the existing city trunk
sewers to these smaller treatment facilities that dis¢\k
through the city.

By that I mean that the state re¢ently came
out with a standard, stating that a city could obtain, or

least potentially obtain, a state/federal grant to intercept
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s publicly own

county or any

was loaded or~heavi
priority for itskreﬁo
I pointed out,‘ﬁasw§‘rec
recent days or weeks in~th§t regard.
Q Is there anything else, Mr. Beck, th

like for the Public Service Commission to consider in;
mattex? *
A No. I would like to make one comment re

ing the request for trunk sewers to the area.
The applicant did ask of the city as to

or not a trunk sewer would be brought up to their areg}
as I recall, this was probably as early as last September
October. And it may have been earlier. 1 indicated to
applicant that the city did not have a policy to go outhid
the city upstream into the drainage area.
Number two was that the city did have the

funding to build a trunk sewer to the city limits line,
which was very close to the point where he plans to locate
his plant. It's a matter of yards. I don't know how man
but I would expect it's less than 300. It's very near the
limits. We had plans to engineer that particular line at tﬁi
time. I told him in the very near future. Since that time

that contract has been awarded and the line is being engin
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plant--I ﬁ@#ﬁ&
the words "heg# y 3 ;
filter plant wharewthis\uuuld amgtykinta
need a revision to our‘dischargg'pgxﬁit f:ﬁg
Water Commission befére I would recommend to
we connect areas from outside the city 1&&13!} pa
if it included Kenneth Flood's area, which had an
loading up fxomt, B0 O speak. It was not a ;&Qﬁf
period of years, like as you build@ houses, you k&é&
10 ox 20 a year. This lcad would hit us all at o
his plant. And that was a concern for me, without
our discharge permit.
And I also expressed some concern that i
I had that permit changed, the discharge permit, I
concerns that it would be a problem politically for

council; in that, without this in the permit.;:1

city could find themselves in a position of having to
all construction permits to this particular plant, which
includes areas inside and outside the city. And I did
feel that we would want to put ourselves in that posit
0 Is that it?
A That's a summary.
MR, SCHNEIDER: Nothing further.

EXAMINER HYATT: Does the applicant wish to

cross—examine?
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A Very few built-up areas, if any
justify trunks.

Q But there are some areas, are

A There may be.

1} And the lack of capacity or the
capacity of sewer treatment has caused the city of
to start construction of a new sewage treatment pl
it not?

A That's correct.

Q And when is that plant due to be
and on line?

A, It's estimated to be on line in January
And the consract calls for it tc be on line by October

Q And it's been your experience for many
in the public works department that there are occasi
delays in engineering projects, are there not?

A, There has been,

93




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

19

20
21
22
23
24

25

of that nature, thli~i¢ a

a bond.

Q Well, Mr. Beck, you had akdélay ju t
week when they discovered artifacts out thgre, di6n?

A No, we didn't. We kept the contractor

around the artifact site.

0 But they have to have to study. And,

repercussions, can it not?
A But, up to this poeint, it didn't delay

Q But there have been artifacts found.'

set in motion thie bureaucratic investigation about w
or not it's all right to proceed in the area; isn't thie
correct?

A It started an investigation. And most 6#

has been cleared.

Q You can't guarantee a sewer extension to th

proposed service area by any particular point in time, can

you?

A Oh, I think so. It can be guaranteed by some
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Ey‘quég ion is: A YO
service for thisfaxaa,an behalf of tﬁé
this particular date?

A I cannot personally, no.

(1} What are the persons in this :§x¥i 
supposed to do while they're waiting for the
city proposal to get there?

A Handle them—--my recommendation is
be handled exactly the way they would be handled
city of Columbia, Missouri, when trunk sewers are
able and construction proceeds prior to a trunk.
real question whether trunks should be built to an
no proposed construction versus letting some cons
occur to assure a use of that trunk.

Q My question contemplates: The sif
exists out there where there are many, many lots t&;
finished and ready and have the other utilities eit
coming in. There are even eight houses under roof.
completed.
Now, what are those persons supposed ¢

while they wait until January of 1982 or whenever t:
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are going to be used by an abutting lot, th§
it from the plans I reviewed and the Boone m
Sewer Board. Charge the cost of his sewer lines ag
lot like any other developer does and stand tﬁ@ cost
treatment plant,
I recommended to the owner that he
treatment plant that could be recycled, so to speak,
at a future date. And the city would have operated tha
plant and given him the title back upon completion of a
interceptor sewer line to his area, which had allowed
have a resale value. And he would have only been out
cost of the sewer plants=
of the sewer plant from the time he purchased it and the
difference in costs for resale plus his interest.
And the way I understand it from the test
he's going to be out of some money anyway if he's going to
have to push up front. And I question whether there's a 1
of difference.
1) I understood you to say in your direct tggﬁ‘

mony that you or the city made an offer to the applicant
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 November 30, 19797 ‘
A8 I recall it, it was made p:
then. And, again, there were two a#&tiag; hele
remember the exact date, but there was a group o
meeting, some people who were present. And the
tell you was--

13 My question just was whether you made
offer?

A We did.

Q Now, my next guestion is: In that off
was the date by which you offered to operate and maint
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 I explaine

0 Now, my question is: What was the date
which, in this offer, you promised him or offered him th

you would make a city sewer system and facility available

this particular service area?
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applicant that the aitykw0u1d ¢§§  §$¢§§§ 

facility for this service area?

A That's true.

o And that you made the offer clear
November or earlier?

A That's right.

Q And I'm saying that when you made
what is the date by which you told the applicant

city would be able to do this?

A We didn't give him a date. We &tx*§ 

application from him to do it.

MR. LEWIS: That's all. No further

EXAMINER HYATT: Okay. Does the Sta

any cross-examination?

MR. HARRELSON: I have a couple quest
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR, HARRELSON:

0 In this offer you've been speaking

the city to offer to operate and maintain sewer s&:Viﬁ

this area, you stated that the fee for that service

one and a half times the city rate?
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based upon the city pmitiding the fmﬁi&g for
sewers, the local cost of trunk sewers into th
side the city. We serve some people in subdivisi
the city now, butqthey're downstream from the city 1
generally, between the plant and the city.
It was also felt that, when the city
at this policy I was describing for taking over and
a plant, that there would be additional travel dista
et cetera., And that this would be some additional cost
the city. And that rate ordinance should not be cha f:

Q Do you know what the current city rate

A I do not have it with me. 1It's handled
another department of the city.

Q In your proposal, you are proposing to ﬁﬁy
all the sewer connection lines?

A No. The preoposal made to Mr. Hagan was
if he would operate as though he's in the city, that is, |
build the sewer lines and he build a treatment plant, hQ 
would deed the sewer lines in the subdivision area to thﬁy
city of Columbia with easements. Number two is: He would

deed the plant and the ground it's set on to the city of
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other factors b ’§6¢g‘d§:§d 1a*¢c Jr ;

Ngmbétgéﬁe is: ?b§~gﬂh€i ’
certain parts of the city's éubdiviSian regn;§ -
two is: The city would inspect the pla&ﬁia§ %§
that area to assure tha; they were built properly.
city would operate this plant--the city would
and operate it. And, when the interceptor comes
point, we would process through the city council
the reversion clause in our deed. The plant weui§ u
to the initial owner; and the deed of the property
set on would go back to the owner. And, if it was .
he could build a house on it or do whatever he lik&si

he could sell his plant.

is case, I think there was a
raised as to whether or not the city would require pa
32~-foot streets and et cetera. And my suggestion t@k
owner was that he submit a proposal that I would tik§

council. And we v

& respond to the proposal. We
received the proposal.
[0} What I'm hearing, though, is that the ei

offer to provide service to the area was a conditio 1ﬁ§
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any further

A

described as one which had not shown aﬁntiaﬁiﬁ‘
had been serving customers initially, that you h

question as to whether the city should take that

a load on immediately. Didn't you testify to

A Are you talking about trunk sewers n

small plants?
I did raise a question whether the

build a trunk sewer. And we are going to do some of
by the way. Whether the city should run a trunk
the drainage area to what we term an "80-acre point"~-
where we go. The drainage above it is in an 80-acre
Q Do you mean there's a difference in

opinion about what action the city would take if the
were to take over the small plant? Would you consider
doing that:; would you consider taking over the Boone ii
Waste plant, that facility?

A Yes, sir, we would, provided it met &e

conditions.

101




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

answer to you was, yes. But I &aa't‘kga:f
over unlese he made some improvements t§‘it ﬁxlx“
program that would allow those improvements.
Now, there's another advantage, as I

out in the earlier discussions, for the city to take
And I think I explained those earlier that there is.
think it should be in the #ecord that there's a %tﬁf*%’
potential that atate and federal grants might be &b&ikﬂ
eliminate a publicly owned facility that is ov&:l&gﬁi
Q Let me stop you right there for a second

Are you suggesting that this Commission .

the continued existence of an inadequate facility within
area 80 that the city could get cheaper funding when tht 
time comes for the city to take it over?
A No. My concern is that the Public Service
Commission has approved and allowed to operate a bad di;
into the city of Columbia, number one. And, number two
There is no provision made to eliminate this and other di
charge points at some future date that our council is g&f"
concerned with. And that is all these small discharge poi

that are springing up around the city. And this is an
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else to elimiﬁate i£;

Q :Let me ask you this: wWould e§§
Columbia prefer that?there be not enly
Waste Treatment facility contiguous to its hena§§ 

also now—-excuse me.

Boone Water & Waste facility that now exists, would
like to see both of those existing? Would it be pre
have only one as opposed to both facilities operating
existing? ‘
A I guess the answer to that is yes and no
depending on what happens with this one. Let me tell
why .
I prefer to see 2 minimum number of disch
points. But I've got to look five years down the road
see how many of these are still going to be dumping into
city after the city has adequate treatment and ocutfall
capacity to eliminate all of them.
From that standpoint, someone needs to bec
responsible and concerned to make sure interceptor lines

run up there to eliminate both of these; as a matter of fac
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its remgval, they wcu1d approve it this fiseal f_;
likely approve construction monies next year.
This struck me as an opportunity, mayb
get rid of a bunch of these discharges into the city.
presented this to our city council at a council ret
weeks ago with the map I have with me. The council i§ 
interested in trying to get rid of this sewage flow aa&i‘
effluent--to keep that flow into the city.
So T guess what I'm telling you is tha
the state meetings they held with us are accurate, thiﬁ‘
approve an engineering grant this fiscal year. I have not
gotten it approved. I did not request it. We do not
amount in that area.
Q Now, that would just be an engineering grant
not a construction grant?
A That's true.
0 So, really, this proposed facility is not

even--there aren't even any existing engineering studies o,

plans?
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line up to tha G 

The :éat aflthe~§t¢:y ia 
some advantage that~th¢‘&¢§neil ceuld‘@ﬁﬁiiﬁar ‘
this problem outside the eity limits. ?ﬁ#t if we
ship of a plant thét's overloaded @utliﬁ&ftka ci
the state declared it an ineligible line
that we would have paid 100 percent for would
eligible; and we would pay 10 percent for it. So ﬁﬁ*;
90 percent money we would have normally used to get up
city limits line of the city's money could be used to §§x
into the area.

And it is an opportunity, if somebody want
to work with this, to get rid of some plants with the s
local money up intc this area around the city that's she
that map over there. There's dots all over it. There'
of them, I think.

Q But, you're still talking about aeﬁatiﬁ# ﬁ
the future, anywhere from two to four 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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been in exis

A

this would be har

too, that was a 1

The current program it~*?2;
Continually, to date, it's been
A Yes.
0 The city isn't offering any concrete
at this time that would serve the needs of the cus
this proposed service area of Water's Edge or the &ii
service area of Boone Water & Waste? You can't speak
council and say that at this time the service could k§
available in the existing certificated area of Boone
Waste or in the proposed service area of Water's Edge 8
Company?
A Maybe I didn't make it clear.
0 Just answer my question.

At this time the city could not make avai
adequate sewer service in either the existing area of
Water & Waste Company or the proposed certificated area
Water's Edge Sewer Company?

A With trunks? With trunk: sewers, are yeaf‘

talking about?




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

nd it ien't. 1

I understand it's avaxloaded. |
0 Then I'll ask the same question

proposal to take over existing facilities and
I take it when you said, "trunk 1

trying to pin me down-~
A I didn't understand your question.

0 -=t0o trunk line connections as of

taking over existing facilities.
A That's right. That's what I was

[} I think you've answered my question.

You've heard that the Lakewood Estates

facilities are inadequate?
A That's true.
Q 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 Wate)
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a position to offer‘qny~£mmadiaté kgﬁage

sewer running up to that area; is that correct;

A Iﬁmadigﬁaiy. no.

Q But, if a developer vere ?xa§&x§éi§§
the mains in the subdivision and build & plant &§f§
expense, the city would be prepared, assuming he Qﬁ‘
other conditions, to take over the operation of t&#k
is that correct?
A That's what the council indicated, on
individual basis, by title.
MR. SCOTT: That's all.
MR. LEWIS: May I ask leave to ask an&
question? |
EXAMINER HYATT: Yeah, you may have 1

FURTHER CROSS—-EXAMINATION BY MR. LEWIS:

o

wouldn't it be fair to say
rather than making an offer to Mr. Hagan, you indicat
him that if he would make the proposal, you would tak
the city council for their consideration?

A Yes. I'd say that properly describssk‘ﬁ
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sewage facilitiéa and tiaihary aﬁﬁéi‘iﬁﬁs‘nﬁk
the €ity of Columbia which could, at some futur

part of the City are matters having direct bea

City of Columbia."
Does the city of Columbia to your k

have any present intenticn or is it, in fact, in €k§‘ 
of attempting to incerporate any of the proposed serv
area through condemnation or otherwise?
A That particular area was in an area stu

by the city staff for possible annexation. The report ¥
given to the city council who referred it to the pla
zoning commission for further study. That service &xmk  
included in a study area that presently is at the level of
the city planning and zoning commission, which will make a
recommendation back to the city council as to whether i
should or should not be considered for annexation or any
other parts of this fairly substantial area that was stud iﬁk

EXAMINER HYATT: I see. Thank you. You may
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recess.

(A recess was taken.)

EXAMINER HYATT: The hearing will

order.

I would note that off the record I

the remainder of the hearing; although, he retains his

interest as an intervenor.

Would the Intervenor Boone Water & wai§§,

Company please call its first witness.

MR. SCOTT: Yes. Vernon Stump.

VERNON L. STUMP testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. SCOTT:

0 State your full name for the record.

A Vernon L. Stump.
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in civil engiaaat ag.‘gaa~a Ph.D. in

o When did you receive your Ph.D.
A In 1977.
And what is your present occupal

M I'm president of Mid-Missouri Eng

is a consulting firm that is primarily oriented

operation of sewage treatment plants and laboratory a

Q And how many years of experience have

in the field of operation of sewage treatment plants

A I've been working with sewage treatment

and water plants since 1969.

0 How old are you, sir?

A I'm 35.

Q Have you had experience in the e@natxn&{

sewage treatment plants?

A I've had experience in inspecting and

ing ongoing construction with them, yes.

0 And has that experience given you any ba

ground in the costs of constructing sewage treatment ﬁikk§§
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the waste wati

0

For purposes of clarification, aan ‘

me if there are actually two different suhdivi#iﬁﬁﬁ

which Mr. Flood was connected? One of them is
Estates and the other is Lakewood Villa; is that ol

A Yes.

Q They are both in the geographical area
immediately south of Mr. Hagan's area?

A Yes.

Q And both are presently served by the
existing sewage treatment plant for which your firm is
operator; is that correct?

A Yes, they are.

1) Now, have you had an opportunity to pers
inspect the remaining
or his company, which is available for further develo;
the Lakewood area?

A Yes, I have.

0 Based on your inspection, have you also
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area that would reéﬁira the instaiiatie§~§£ink
or a pumping statiohlin order to get the sewa
built by Water's Edge? .

A Yes, there would be. T§ fully“dé#ﬁk
accordance with the plats the way they are laid ou
one corner of the property wouldn't be able to be
the gravity line. And there would be a lift station
would be required in that area.

Q Now, that lift station, based on you
ledge of construéction costs in this area, what would
approximate cost, in your opinion?

A We made a preliminary estimate. If th 
station was to serve in the neighborhood of 50 to 75
and a forced main coming up to the last manhole befe
goes gravity, it would be in the neighborhood of $3§,§

1) Now, assuming that the Water's Edge pl
built as proposed, we have a $4,000 expense up front for
connection with the Water's Edge treatment plant, plus
portion of the cost of building that plant; is thatzﬁe

based on your review of the figures in this case?
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've had an oppor!

review the figures involwed in this application;

right?
A Yes, I have.
Q 8o, for a total of approximately $€
we have a capacity outlined for Lakewood in the neig
of 160 units; is that correct?
A That's correct, the way I understand it 
0 Now, have you also had occasion to revie
cost of constructing a new sewage treatment plant to i
the Lakewood area to its full capacity of 250 to 300 uni‘
A Yes, I have.
Q And what is your estimate of that cost?
A The latest estimate that I'm aware of on it
which is in speaking to the builders of this type of plan
is $60,000.
MR. SCOTT: No further questions.

EXAMINER HYATT: Does the applicant wish to

cross—examine the witness?
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your present plant,

essentially th¢43am9 lQ¢§

A
It will be Que
e
facility or in
A
Q
for how long?
A
0
that they were

A

0

you took over the job?

A

Q

during the period of the time that you were working wieh;

A

o

A

No. It will be at the mxﬁ é{f
west of the existing

Will you use it in lieu of the presen
addition to the present facility?

In lieu-of.

Now, you've been running Mr. eraé*iﬁﬁf

For approximately a year.

And when did you become aware of the
having with that system?

Three years ago.

So you knew that there were problems @?Q§

Yes, we did.

And have you continued to have the problems

Yes, we have.
And what is the nature of those problems?

It essentially revolves around the fact that
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the plant is ov
Q

in the year thaﬁ‘

construction péxﬁit and thén letkit lapxa?

A This didn't happen duriag‘the‘timé
operating.

1} But you ﬁere aware of it?

A I've, you know, seeﬂ discussion of it, I
wasn't directly involved.

1} Well, has there been any effort to
or apply for a permit for new construction during the
that you've been involved?

° L Well, T think last fall Mr. Flood was
ing with the Public Service Commission about getting
particular construction under way.

Q 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 to this

hearing?

A I have bheen aware of the situation for
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And I take it thatky§‘ §a

at his request for th@ky

then, that yo
preparing for this hearing?
A Yes, we did sometime ago.
1} Now, the application to intervene, I
was only filed in the last week or ten days or va2¥"
A Yes. o
Q But you were involved in preparation
oppose this application as long as a couple months a
A No. At the time we were involved,
looking at the situation in terms of "what does tﬁi;
the complete development of Lakewood Estates?" 1In ¢
words, it wasn't related to opposing this particular
application. It was just, "What does this mean to
Estates if the two systems tie together?”
Q What reason did Mr. Flood give you faz_
to oppose this application of Mr. Hagan's?
A, Well, I think this was related to the ié

factors of it.
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nyatem, wb"d;y@u?

A No. I think combining
good, logical kind of npg:eaeh; I
you know, I haven't been able to see how the.

is provided for in this analysis.

MR. LEWIS: I believe that's all.

EXAMINER HYATT: Okay. Does Staff
cross~examine this witness?

MR. HARRELSON: Yes.
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. HARRELSON:

0 Mr. Stump, you also have been app
the operator or the proposed owner of the Water's
Company to operate its facility, have you not?

A Yes, we have.

Q Would Mid-Missouri Engineers receive
additional funds if it were to operate two fac111t£&§ ;§‘
opposed to one?

A Yes, we would.

Q What services do you provide for Boone
Waste at this time?

A For Boone Water & Waste, we operate the a
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collect ¢

'I£~th§re were to be an

a major plece of equipment in thﬁ~§@®aa 

facility, such as a blower, would there be s

standby facilities there?
A At the moment, there are not. We h@?&
blower.
Q Would your firm be able to make the i
or do anything to correct such a problem?
A We had a blower go out this winter and
take care of it, you know, as it happened.
Q Would that be your normal course of bus
to do that?
A Well, this was a case that the owner was
of town and the blower was out. I did get in contact

him and received approval to go ahead and buy it., And

put one in as soon as we could get ahold of one.

Q Have you had trouble on any occasion gair
access to Mr. Flood, getting in touch with him?
A No, we haven't other than, you know, a pl

call away.
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boundaries are an

haven't added the nuabé:s up.

s} Does 47 acres sound~ti

A Fifty would be my guess.

Q In your estimation of the cost of
station, could you break down those costs for us?

A I don't have those costs with me. 3‘ 
three major components of it would be the cost of
and the cost of installing it, which would run in the
hood of probably $15,000. And, by the time we run a §§J
main in and complete the legal engineering, that brings
up to the $25,000 number. |

(1} Now, how much water would this lift stati
be designed to pump?

A Well, it would be designed for 75 units,
approximately, which translates to approximately 6,000
gallons a day.

Q Is that how many units the area unab
served by gravity would be able to accommodate?

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

engineering design of what units would or would not fit in
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the plats were

looked at it‘
saw that approﬁiﬁ&t@ly 75 units
adjustments:could be made, but that's

redesign and r

Q

You're saying there's a posasi
a probability that adequate service eould be § 
least, with a lift station costing less?
A That eould happen, yeﬁ.
o Are you aware that there's a creek
that piece of land?
A Yes, I am.
Q Do you know if the area that cannot
by gravity lies north or south of that creek?
A Well, there's part to the north anﬂi‘
the south. The area that is to the west of the pla
down the creek. And it drops off significantly on bo
down by the creek.
Q Part of that area would also be creek
A Right.
Q In your cost estimation as to this fa

that, I think, has been proposed and even a construc
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Wasté;\df

No, I aox:' 't.

0

Iniyour épinion, Mr. Bt&§§,ﬁe§!
line be built which would connect the last ex
at Lakewood Estates to the proposed Water's E&§§JA
plant to serve by gravity?
A Yes, it could.
MR. HARRELSON: I have no further ques
EXAMINER HYATT: Any redirect? |
MR. SCOTT: No redirect.
EXAMINER HYATT: I have one question.
QUESTIONS BY EXAMINER HYATT:
Q Mr. Stump, if such a--in your answer to

last question by Mr. Harrelson of i

Stafs
a lift station--that the need for a lift station could
obviated through the censtruction of certain tunnels,
you nevertheless see any advantage in the consgruction
lift station?

A I think what he was asking me was that ﬁ&i\
line could be built, the gravity line. But, to serve
entire community, it still would take some type of a #ﬁi

lift station. In other words, that lift station would
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built, that will‘sarvg gxisting‘

develop the subdivision, it will, in

type of 1lift sﬁation to finish off thé éa#al‘ 
EXAMINER HYATT: Thank you very
Do you have any further questions?
MR. HARRELSON: Well, in light of the
to that question, could I ask another one?
EXAMINER HYATT: Well, okay. Well,
would be--there may be redirect after that, though.
I'll give you leave to ask another s
questions relating to that particular answer.
MR. HARRELSON: I just have one.
FURTHER CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. HARRELSON:
Q You have no personal knowledge as to e
how many units could not be served by gravity?
B No, I don't.
MR. HARRELSON: That's my only question.
EXAMINER HYATT: Do you have any redi::%g@k
MR. SCOTT: Yes, your Honor. I'd like to

ask leave for some more redirect.
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talking about, vhere vould it be bui
A It would be built m,f
where the new plaat w0a1é.ba built; iﬁfﬁj
the new proposed plant is now. |
0 The new proposed plant that you t&1k 
would be to the west of the existing plant at the
of the property, essentially?
A Yes, that's correct.
Q Now, would that new plant serve the en
Lakewood area by gravity flow?
A Yes, it would.
MR. 8COTT: That's all.
EXAMINER HYATT: Okay. You may step

Thank you.

(Witness excused.)

EXAMINER HYATT: Call your next witness.
MR. 8COTT: Mr. Flood.

(Witness sworn.)
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0
A
Q Aﬁd Wheta‘do you rek
A 424§ Magnolia cQurt;
Florida.

Q Now, are you connected with

Company, Incorporated?

A Yes, I am.

And what is your connection

A I'm the president.

Q Are you a shareholder?
A Yes.

Q The director?

A Yes.

Q And who owns the remaining undeveloped
of the Lakewood area at this time?

A I do.

Q Individually?

A Yes, I believe so. There's some technic
but it looks like I sold the other property and got it  
So I own it.

[0} The F & W Construction Company did own it

one time; is that right?
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