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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

Office of the Public Counsel,
Complainant,

V. Case No. WC-2002-155

Warren County Water and Sewer

Company and Gary L. Smith,
Respondents,

AFFIDAVIT OF KIMBERLY K. BOLIN

STATE OF MISSOURI )
) ss
COUNTY OF COLE )

Kimberly K. Bolin, of lawful age and being first duly swom, deposes and states:

1. My name is Kimberly K. Bolin. I am a Public Utility Accountant for the Office of the
Public Counsel.

2. Attached, hereto and made a part hereof for all purposes, is my direct testimony consisting
of pages 1 through 8 and schedules KKB-1 through KKB-7.

3. I hereby swear and affirm that my statements contained in the attached testimony are true
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

; Kimberly ﬁ Bolin
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DIRECT TESTIMONY
OF
KIMBERLY K.BOLIN
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC COUNSEL
V.
WARREN COUNTY WATER AND SEWER
GARY L. SMITH

CASE NO. WC-2002-155

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS.

Kimberly Bolin, P.O. Box 7800, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102.

BY WHOM ARE YOU EMPLOYED AND IN WHAT CAPACITY?

I am employed by the Office of the Public Counsel of the State of Missouri (OPC or Public

Counsel) as a Public Utility Accountant.

PLEASE DESCRIBE YCUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND.

I graduated from Central Missouri State University in Warrensburg, Missouri, with a Bachelor of

Science in Business Administration, major in Accounting, in May, 1993,

WHAT IS THE NATURE OF YOUR CURRENT DUTIES WITH THE OFFICE OF
THE PUBLIC COUNSEL?

Under the direction of the Chief Public Utility Accountant, I am responsible for performing audits

and examinations of the books and records of public utilities operating within the state of Missouri.

HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY TESTIFIED BEFORE THE MISSOURI PUBLIC
SERVICE COMMISSION?

Yes. Please refer to Schedule KKB-1, attached to this direct testimony, for a listing of cases in

which I have previously submitted testimony,
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A,

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR DIRECT TESTIMONY?

My direct testimony provides evidence that the Missouri Public Service Commission should appoint
a receiver to administer Warren County Water and Sewer. The Office of Public Counsel believes
Mr. Gary Smith (owner of Warren County Water and Sewer) is incapable of providing safe and
adequate water and sewer service and that the Commission should appoint a receiver to administer
the system. If the Commission does not wish to appoint a receiver, an alternative would be
revoking Warren County Water and Sewer’s certificate of convenience and necessity to provide
service in an area near Foristell in Warren County, Missouri and conditional certificates of
convenience and necessity to provide services to undeveloped areas of Warren, Lincoln and St.
Charles Counties in Missouri. Unfortunately, this could leave the residents without water and/or

sewer service.

CLEAN WATER ACT VIOLATION

DID THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY RECENTLY CHARGE MR.
SMITH WITH A FELONY VIOLATION OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT?

Yes, The EPA charged Mr. Smith with a felony violation of the clean water act and Mr. Smith has
plead guilty to unlawfully discharging or causing the discharge of pollutant into the Incline Village
Lake, a water of the United States, during the period of April 17, 2001 to April 25, 2001. (See

attached Schedule KKB- 2)

DID THE EPA WARN MR. SMITH THAT HE WAS IN VIOLATION OF THE

CLEAR WATER ACT?
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Yes, An agent from the EPA visited Mr. Smith on or about April 18, 2001 was told that his sewage
lines were discharging poliutant into Incline Village Lake. Mr. Smith was told of the source and
nature of the discharge and that his conduct was illegal. Agents of the EPA — Criminal Investigation
Division, visited Mr. Smith again on April 23, 2001. Mr. Smith was still allowing raw sewage to
discharge into Incline Village Lake. The agents told Mr. Smith to immediately stop discharging the
sewage into the lake or criminal prosecution would be recommended to the United States Attorney.

Mr. Smith declined to immediately stop the pollution, stating that he had other priorities.

HAS MR. SMITH BEEN SENTENCED IN THAT CASE?

No, however according to the plea agreement Mr. Smith could receive 0 — 6 months imprisonment.

The sentencing date is set for November 9, 2001.

IF MR. SMITH IS IMPRISONED, HOW WILL HIS INCARCERATION EFFECT

THE COMPANY?

The systems will be effectively abandoned because no one will be available to operate the systems.

IF MR. SMITH IS NOT IMPRISONED, SHOULD THE COMMISSION BE
CONCERNED ABOUT THE STATUS OF THIS COMPANY AND ITS SYSTEMS?

Yes. The Company’s poor service is an on-going problem. The Company has been described by
the Department of Natural Resources as a small company with chronic problems. The Company is
in need of a new storage tank. The Company has been aware of the need for the tank and water
pressure problem since 1996, but has failed to do construct a new tank. The failure to construct the

tank is additional evidence that this company cannot or will not provide safe and adequate service.
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DNR VIOLATIONS

HAS THE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES ISSUED NOTICES OF
VIOLATION OR NON-COMPLAIANCE AGAINST THE COMPANY?

Yes, the Department of Natural Resources has issued notices of violation against Warren County
Water and Sewer Company six times over the past five years. The Company exceeded effluent
limitations ten times from November 1994 to February 2001. The Company has consistently been
untimely in submitting monitoring reports to the DNR. In the calendar year 2000, the Company did
not timely submit monthly reports for the months of January, March , April and December.

Attached as Schedule KKB- 3 is a copy of these violations and correspondence between the

Company and DNR.

DO THE DNR RECORDS YOU HAVE REVIEWED AND ATTACHED TO YOUR
TESTIMONY, ADDRESS VIOLATIONS RELATED TO BOTH WATER AND SEWER
SERVICE?

Yes.

DO YOU BELIEVE DNR RECORDS ESTABLISH THAT THIS COMPANY HAS
ONGOING PROBLEMS WHICH AFFECT ITS ABILITY TO PROVIDE SAFE AND
ADEQUATE SERVICE?

Yes.
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CUSTOMER SERVICE

DOES PUBLIC COUNSEL HAVE OTHER CONCERNS WITH THE COMPANY'S
POOR AND INADEQUATE SERVICE?

Yes. Following the Company’s initial customer notice sent August 1, 2001 stating the is seeking a
rate increase, Public Counsel has received 3 written complaints and 10 telephone calls regarding

Warren County Water and Sewer’s poor service. The following is a list of complaints voiced by the

customers of Warren County Water and Sewer:

. Water has a bad color and smell (3 complaints)

. Clothes have been ruined (bleached out) (5 complaints)

° Sewer smells (6 complaints)

. Complain to Mr. Smith, but does not fix the problem (3 complaints)
. Has no or little water pressure (6 complaints)]

. Has seen raw sewage dumping into the lake (3 complaints)

. Had no water for over 8 hours (1 complaint)

. Mr. Smith never reads meter only estimates usage (2 complaints)

. Mr. Smith will not return phone calls (1 complaint)

. Mr. Smith was intoxicated while on customer’s property (1 complaint)
. Repair trenches were left open (3 complaints)

Attached to my testimony as Schedule KKB-4 are copies of the letters our office has received in

opposition to Warren County Water and Sewer Company increasing rates. Currently the Company
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(in another procedure) has requested an annual increases of $5,000 for water service and $25,000

for sewer service.

WATER STORAGE TANK

HAS THE COMPANY GAINED CUSTOMERS SINCE 1996?

Yes. The Company provides water to 155 homes which have come on line since 1996. According
to the Preliminary Engineering Report for Water Facility Study which MECO Engineering
Company, Inc. performed for Warren County Water and Sewer Company, the Company provided
water service to approximately 170 homes in September 1996. The Water Facility Study is attached
as Schedule KKB-5. According the Company’s Annual Report filed with the Commission for the
year ending December 31, 2000, the Company currently lists approximately 325 residential

customers.

WHAT WAS THE RECOMMENDATION MADE BY MECO ENGINEERING COMPANY
IN REGARDS TO A WATER STORAGE TANK?

MECO Engineering recommended that the Company “actively pursue obtaining elevated storage
facilities to replace the existing inadequate standpipe storage tank, Based on a maximum day usage
of 236,250 gallons (design year), the recommended minimum storage requirements would be a
capacity of 250,000 gallons of 1-day water supply at peak demand. Given the current water
demand, topography of the developed area, and phased future growth, it is felt the most cost
efficient approach is to implement additional storage on an as needed and near future basis The

existing needs warrant the construction of a 100,000 gallon elevated water tower immediately.
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1 The remainder of the necessary water storage facilities should be constructed in phases as the need

V]

is incurred.” (Emphasis added) (Water Facility Study, pg. 11)

3 Q. DID THE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AGREE THE MECO
4 ENGINEERING’S RECOMMENDATION?

5101 A Yes. A letter from DNR to Mr. Smith recommends that he proceed as quickly as posible with the

6 plans for additional storage for the water system. (See Schedule KKB-6)

71 Q- DID THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISISION STAFF RECOMMEND
8 TEAT A WATER STORAGE TANK WAS NEEDED ALSO?

9|l A. Yes. In Case No. WA-96-229, Staff witness James A. Merciel Jr. states,

10 Q. Would construction of the proposed storage tank solve capacity and pressure
11 concerns with this water system?

12 A. Yes. A recommendation in an engineering report prepared for Smith/Incline is
13 for the high water level of the proposed tank to be approximately seventy (70) feet
14 higher than that of the existing standpipe. This elevation difference would add
15 some thirty (30) pounds per square inch (psi) of pressure, which would result in a
16 pressure increase for all customers. Presently, customers near the well and tank,
17 located at a high elevation, often have less than the minimum required pressure of
18 twenty (20) psi. Pressure is not currently a problem at lower elevations. In fact,
19 with increased pressure some customers may wish to install pressure reducers in
20 their house plumbing.

21 In addition to resolving a pressure problem, the 100,000 gallon volume of water
22 in storage will exceed the one-day average usage amount as specified in a design
23 guide published by the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (DINR). The
24 present customer level is approximately 170 customers, and it is my estimate that
25 the proposed storage tank will be adequate to serve approximately 320 customers.
26 If the growth rate is 20 customer per year, then this will be adequate through the
27 year 2004. At that time, depending on actual growth and actual usage, it may be
28 necessary to consider constructing another tank and perhaps another well.”

29
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HAS THE COMPANY BUILT A WATER STORAGE TANK SINCE THIS REPORT?

No, the storage tank has not been built even though the Company has added over 150 customers to
its system. In fact according to Mr. Merciel’s testimony the Company should have already built the

storage tank and the Company should be planning on building a second storage tank.

HAS THE PUBLIC COUNSEL BEEN PROVIDED WITH ANY DESIGN OR
ENGINNERING DOCUMENTS OR A COPY OF A CONTRACT TO CONSTRUCT A
NEW WATER STORAGE TANK?

No.

IF THE COMMISSION FINDS THAT THE COMPANY’'S REGULATORY
VIOLATIONS AND SERVICE PROBLEMS ARE SEVERE ENOUGH TO REQUIRE
THAT A RECEIVER BE APPOINTED, DO YOU KNOW WHETHER A QUALIFIED
RECEIVER IS AVAILABLE?

Yes. On August 23, 2001, member of the Incline Village Board of Trustees sent a letter to the
Office of the Public Counsel. That letter was received September 4, 2001 and is attached to this
testimony as schedule KKB-7. In that letter, the trustees state that they would agree to be named as
a receiver for the Company, and may be willing to purchase the Company in the alternative. The
trustees state that they have a qualified operator available with the technical skills to operate the

system.

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR DIRECT TESTIMONY?

Yes.
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CASE PARTICIPATION

KIMBERLY K. BOLIN

Company Name

St. Louis County Water Company
Missouri-American Water Company
Steelville Telephone Company

St. Louis Water Company

Imperial Utility Corporation
Missouri-American Water Company
Associated Natural Gas Company
St. Louis County Water Company
Union Electric Company

Gascony Water Company, Inc.
Missouri Gas Energy

Laclede Gas Company

St. Joseph Light & Power

Laclede Gas Company
Missouri-American Water Company
St. Louis County Water Company
Osage Water Company

Empire District Electric Company
Gateway Pipeline Company

OF

Case Number

WR-95-145
WR-95-205
TR-96-123
WR-96-263
SR-96-427
WA-97-45
GR-97-272
WR-97-382
GR-97-393
WA-97-510
GR-98-140
GR-98-374
ER-99-247
GR-99-246
HR-99-245
GR-99-315
WR-2000-281
WR-2000-844
SR-2000-556
WR-2000-557
ER-2001-299
GM-2001-585

SCHEDULE KKB-1



Direct Testimeny of
Kimberly K. Bolin
Case No. WC-2001-1 55

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI

EASTERN DIVISION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
a )
Plaintiff, )
) NO.4:01CR195 BRW
v, )
)
GARY LETT SMITH, )
)
Defendant. )

PLEA AGRIELEMENY AND STIPULATION OF FACTS
RELATIVE TO SENTENCING

Come now the partics pursuant to Scction 61314, Sentencing Guidelines and Policy
Stateraents (October, 1987) aad the Administrative Order of this Court (Jauwary 2, 1991) and hercby
stipulale and agree that the following facts ars relevaut for the purpose of sentencing in the above
Causc! |

1. THE PLEA AGREEMENT: In return for the defendant’s plea of guilly to Count
Tofthe Indictment, which ch-arges a violation of: Title 33, United States Code, Section 1317(a) and
1319(e)(2) amld Tite 18, United States Code, Seclion 2, thp Government agrees that no firther

federal prosecution will be brought in this Disirict refative to the defendant’s unlawfully discharging

or causiny the discharge of pollutants into the Inebine Village Lake, a water of the Unjted States,

during the period of April 17, 2001, lo Aprl 25, 2001.

2. WAIVER OF APPEAL: As partofthe Plea Agreement, defendant agrecs not to

appeal any scatence that might be imposed in this matler, (See Waiver of Appeul-Infra).

3, THEFACTS IN THIS MATTER: Onorabout April 18, 2001, the defendunt, Gary

—

Schedule KKB-2
2.1
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Lett Smith, who Js the owncr aad operator of the Warren County Sewage and Waier Company, was

specifically told that his scwage lines were dischurging pollumnts,.to wil: untreated sewage inlo the

Incline Villoge Lake. This specific kﬁmowladgc of the pellulicn cvent was personally provided to the

defendant, Gary Lett Smith, when he was visited ot his place of businuss by agents of fhe

i Environmental Protection Ageney - Criminal Investigation Divisjon. The defendant was told the
speciiic source of the discharge (a manhole located pear his lower scction it stulion #1); the nature
of the pollut:mt.s (raw sewage); that this discharge was flowing inte the -I nciine Village Lake, .which
was Identified to him at thal Hme as a water of the Uuited States; and, that this sewage discharge into
the Incline Village Lake was not caver;sd by s Missouri Department of Nalural Resources Permit
and, thercfore, his_camduct wasillegal. Tlis illegal discharge of pollutants continued unabated unlil
April 23, 2001,

On Apnil 23, 2001, the defendant, Gary Lett Simith, was again visited by agents of the

Environmental Protection Agency - Cnminal Ibvesligation Division. He was told that the pollution

viclatious outlined for him on Apal 18, 2001; were continuing; that the pollulion cvents from April

17,2001 to April 23, 2001 were criminal viglations of the Clean Water Act; and, unless be stopped
theillegal discharge of raw sewage to the Incline Village Lake imumediately, a criminal prosccution
wouid be rccomﬁ}endcd to the Unitcﬁ States Altomey. The defendant declined o immediately stop
the pollution, statiug that he had other priorities. This Indicunent ensucd. The defendant had the

tcaking manhole repaired on Apnl 24, 200,

4, ELEMENTS OF LTIE OFFENSE: The defendant [ully understands that the
clements of the crime with which he has been charged and which he admits committing arc as

[ollows: 1. On or about the date charged in the indiciment the defendunt discharged a pollutant into

-_——
Schedule KKRB-2
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a water; 2. The pollulant was discharged from a point source; 3. The water was a water of the
United States; 4. The discharge was unpennitied; and 5. The defendant ¢id so knowingly.

5. PENAJLTIES: The delendant fully understands thatthe masimaum possible penaltivs

" provided by law arc as follows: Count I (33 USC § 1319(c)(2) a fine of not more than $250,000 or

rN/bn

impn'somncni of not more than 3 years or both, and a 1 year poriod of supervised release. The
defendant understands that this olfense js subject to the provisions and gwidelines of the "Sentencing
Relorm Actof1984", Tille 18, U.S.C., Seclions 3661 et. seq. und TitléZS, U.5.C., Secion 994, Lhe
defendant undersiands that the Courl may impose & wum of "supervised release™ o lollow
incarceration as per ‘Title 18, U.S.C., Section 3583 (Sentencing Guidelines, Chap. 5, Part D), that
viofation of the terms of the supervised release resullj.ng n ri:voearion may tequire the defenduit to
serve u lermn of imprisoument equal to the length of the term of supervised release, but nol greater
than the term sct forth in Title 18, U.8.C., Seclion 3583(e)(3), without credil Tor tlw time served
post-release, and that parole has becn abolished. The defendant [utther acknowledges that this
offense is subject to the provisions and guidelines of the "Crimina] Fines Improvement Act of 1937"
(re: Special assessment, [nes and restitution) and that the Couwt is reguired to impose a mandatery
asscssment of $100.00 per count for a total of $100.00, which the defendant agrees o pay at the time
of his sentencing. Detendant ackaowladges that upon entering his plea of gullty as contemnplatcd
in this Apreement, hc may be subject to mandatory detention pursuant to the pll‘nvi gions of litle 18,
U.s.C, Sgction 3143,

6. WAIVER OF APPEAT.:  The defendant hus been fully apprized of is nght to
appeal by his attomey and fully understands that he has a rizht to appeal bis setitence under Title
18, US.C, Scetion 3742. In the event the District Court accepts the plea agresment In this case,

3
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defendantunderstands that as part of this agreement, both the defendant and the Government hercby
tually agree lo walve all rights to appeal whatever sentence is imposcd, inchuding any issucs‘thut
rciutclto the establishment of the Guideline range, resciving only the right to appeal from o upward
or dowaward departure [rom the Guidelive range that 1s established at senlencing. In this regard,
the parties expressly acknowledge that no agreement has been rmchcd a5 10 issues pertinenl o the
Guideline calculation, except as found in this section ofthe Stipulation. These issucs are left for the
District Court's detcrmination; the District Court's decizion shall not be subject 10 appcal.- The
defendant states that he 1s fully éaLisﬁcd with the representation he has received [rom his counsel,

that they have discussed the government's casc, possible defensey and defense withesses, und that

- his counse! has completely and satisfaclorily explored all arcas which the defendaut has requested

RN/GH

rclative to the government's case and his defense, and in light of this, the delendant further Agrecs

to waive all rights to contest the conviction or sentence, ¢xcept for grounds of proseculonal
misconduct or inéffective assistance of counsel, in any post-conviction proceeding, including one
pursuant 1o Title 28, U.S.C,, Section 22535,

7. SENTENCING GUIDELINES: The parlics suggest thul the following Guideline
mauy be applicable:

A) Basc Offex;s:e Leve! (Envirommental Offenses] ..o e +6
[Mishandling of Other Environmenial
Pollutants § 2Q1.3)

B) Specific Offense Characlenstios. e i
[Discharge of a pollutant 2Q1.3(h)(1)(B)]
[Discharge without a permit 2QL3(4) .o “t-et
C) Acceptance 0f Responsivility [SEL 1)o7 2
4
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D) Application Notes:

The pasties agree that, based upen the fucts of this case, the following
downward departure may apply:

[For $pecific Offense Characteristic (h)(1)(B)
Quantity and nature of the pollulant: Nofe 4] oo nm2

[For Specific Offense Characteristic (b)(4)
Quantity and nature of the pollutant: Note 7). ven=

Total Offense Level e ¥

Assuming a criminal history catezory of 1, and an offense level of &, rbe Sentencing
Guideline range would ke 0-6 months imprisonment. Should .L-hev ;101"1-?;dant have a co‘lvm.tabfe
criminal history, the range of imprisonment may be higher.

The pauties bused vpon lhe factors of this case, specifically agres that the adjusunents
coutained in Chap‘tcr Three of the Senlencing Gudelines, except for Scetion 3E1.1(a), do not apply
in this case.

‘The parties state that they have reviewed the Guidelines lovels and caleulations agrecd upon
herein, and are satisfied that those levels and caleulationy [airly apd accuratcly set forth both the
agresnent of the partics apd the Guidelines levels and caleulaiions which the partics believe the
Court should use in determining the c'iefendant‘s sentence. The parlies ackpowledoe that the
Guidelines levels and calculations sct forth hereta reprasent a poftior{ ol the agreemient behween i
partics which lead to this plea, and that each party lﬂas u right to rely upen, and hold the otheér party
to this agreernent at the time of sentencing, If either purty later contends that the ficts agreed to m
this Stipulation disagree with the Guidelines lovels and calculations to which the partics have agreed
buth parties understand that it will be the Guidelines levels aud caleulations agreed ﬁpou hersin

5
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which will govem, unless the opposing party consents 1o the change. The partics ‘fm'.thar agree tiat

neither party shall request a departure pursuant 1o Chapter 4 or 5 of the Guidelines unless that

departure or facts which suppoﬁ that departure have been addressed by the parlies before this
" Stipulation is signed, or is made with the consent'of bolh partigs.

3. DEFENDANT’S PENDING PERMIT RENKEWALS: The United Stales {s awarc that
the defendant, Gary Lett Smith, bas pcﬁnit and licepse renewals pending with the Miszour
Depariment of Natural Resources. [t also understands that it is the inteniion of the Missoun
Deparbment of Natura]l Resources to issue those Permits and Licenses, upon payment of the
applicable fees by the defendant. The Unlted Stales asrecs not to opposc those t'cnew;tlls-.

9. FINES, RESTITUTION & COSTS: The der‘cr.u_iant understands that the Court may

impose u [fine, reslitulion (in addition ‘0 or in Geu of any pepally autherized by law), costs of

by the Court will be due and payable immediately. The defendantagrees to provide [ull restitntion
ag urdered by the Court to all victims of all charges in the Indicuncat, withoul regard to the count
or counls to which the defendant nas agreed to plead puilty. Defendant copsents to the releasc or'his
Pergonal Financial Statement (Probation Form 48A) by the 1).8. Probalion Oifice to the office Oft‘he
United States Atforney, and agrees to provide complete, ruthfvl and accurate information on this
Form,

The defendant hereby stipulates that any fine or restitution obligation imposed by the Court
is not dischargeable in any case commenced by the defendant or the defendant’s creditors pursuant
1o the Bankrupicy Code. The defendant agrees not to allempt 1o avoid paying any [inc or restitntion

imposed by the Court through any proceeding pursuant to the United States Bankruptey Code, and

.
o
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onson

stipulates that enfurcement of any fine or restitution obligation by the ‘Um'tcd Staies or a viclim iy
not barred or affected by the automatic stay prbvisions of the Unmiled States Bankrupley Code (Title
11, U.S.C,, Seclion 362).

The defendant’s waivers and stipulations or agreements set forth herein are made inexchange
for the United States’ concessions s¢t forth in this plea agrecmenl.

10. THE DEFENDANT'S RIGHTS: The defendant has beed fully apprized of lis
coustitutional oghts by his altotney, and understands that he bas an absolute rightto plead not guilty
to the charge; that he lias the right to file pre-tnal motions, including those to suppress evidence
against him; that he has the right to be tried by ajury in a public and speedy wial; that at such trind
he would be presumed innocent and that he has the right o raqLﬁrc the govemmenl 0 prove the
catire case against him beyond a reasonable doubt; that he has the right not to testily against himself
or be compelled Lo incriminate himself, and that he hus the right to conlront and cross-exuming t.he
witnesses ayainst hin and to present wilnesses onhis ownbehalf. The defendant further understands
that by this guilty plea, he vxpressly waives all the rights set forth in this paragraph. Defendant’s
attormey has explained these nghis to him and the consequences of his waiver of those richts.
Defendant acknowledges that as a resull of his guilty plea no trial will, in fact, occur and that the
only action remaining to be taken in this case is the imposition ol the sentenc.

11.  PRRESENTENCEREPORT: Astothe senience to be imposcd upon the defendant,
pursuant to Rule 32(c)(3)(A), Fed.R.Crim P, each pasty has the right to conament on the tepost of
defendant's prescntence investigation and the dght to introduce testiviony or other snformation
relating to any factual inaccuracies contained in the report. The parties reserve the righlto comment

on the application and calculatioa of e sentencing guidelines to the offense to which defendant will

Schedule KKB-2
2.7
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Direct Testimony of
Kimberly K. Bolin
Case No. WC-2001-155

plead guilty and to aflocation at the time of sentencing regarding the appropriate sentence to be
imposcd. Each party also reserves themght to oring any visstalements of [act concerning this matter
rrmd'c Ei‘thcr by the other party or on that party's behalf, to the attention of the Court atlihe tinic of
sentencing.

12, THY J UDGEISNOL APARTY TO THE AGREEMENT: It is understood by
the paities that the sentencing judge is neither a parly to nor bound by this agrecment and is free lo
impose a seutence up to Lhe maximum penalties as sel ferth in this Stipuiation. Furthenmore, (his
agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the defendunt and the United States, and no
other promises or inducements have been made, dircetly or indirectly, by any agent of the Urnuted
Staley, including any Department of fustice attomey, concerning any plea to be entered in this case.
In addition, the defendant states that vo person has, diil'chly orindireetly, tueatencd or coerced him
to do or refrain from doing anyihing in connection with any aspect of Uis case, Including entering
a plea of guilly.

SO STIPULATED:

D~ s

. o L Ki ol £ I

Z - Qf ~0 / /:(E’ Zf'f.l{{‘,-;_(.l, A: J _{ . ...-é:;{;!. r;i,',!'g;)
Date PATRICK M. FLACHS

Assistant Unied States Altorney .

e
g ) - h./ ( AN

Dale GARY/LY 1’&1‘»@.@)&7 14
' IDefen it

e

—

-

£y 80y A

et Lpg

Date | KEE LAWEESS— 77
Assistant Federul Puohc Defender
1010 Market Street, Suite 200
St. Louis, Missouri 63101

Schedule KKB-2
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Direct Testimony of
Kimberly K. Bolin

Case No. WC-2002-155

Date

Jun-01
May-01
Apr-01
Mar-01
Feb-01
Feb-01
Nov-00
Aug-00
Jun-00
Jun-00
May-00
Mar-00
Jan-00
Jan-00
Nov-99
Jun-99
Aug-98
Dec-97
Sep-95

Jul-95
May-95
Dec-94
Jun-94
Mar-01
Dec-96
Sep-96
Aug-96
Mar-96
Mar-96
Sep-95
Jan-95
Aug-94
May-01
Aug-00
Sep-97

INDEX

Type of Correspondence

Enforcement Action Request

E-mail concerning Senator House

Exceeded effluent limitations for 2/2001
Exceeded effluent limitations for 1/2001

Did not submit monitoring report for Dec. 2000
Did not submit monitoring report for Dec. 2000
Exceeded effluent limitation for 10/2000
E-mail from PSC to DNR

Did not submit monitoring report for Apr. 2000
Did not submit monitoring report for Apr. 2000
Did not submit monitoring report for Mar. 2000
Did not submit monitoring report for Jan. 2000
Exceeded effluent limitations for 11/1999
Exceeded effluent limitations for 9/1999

DNR State Operating Permit

Notice of violation

Exceeded effluent limitations for 8/1998
Exceeded effluent limitations for 7/1997
Notice of violation

Exceeded effluent limitations for 6/1995
Exceeded effluent limitations for 3/1995
Exceeded effluent limitations for 11/1994
Application for Transfer of Operating Permit
Letter of Warning

Letter to Mr. Smith from DNR

Letter to Mr. Smith from DNR

Letter to DNR from Senator House

Letter to Mr. Smith from Senator House
Violation Notice

Notice of Violation

Letter to Mr. Smith from PSC

Telephone Call from Rep. Norwald
Telephone Call from EPA

2 Notice of viciations & inspection report
Complaints

101
103
107
108
109
111
113
115
116
136

Schedule KKB-3
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DATE: June 6, 2001

TO: Kevin Mchammadi, WPCP Enforcement T ff

eI 0 N B

FROM: Mohamad Alhalabi, Regional Director LT e

The st.

ENFORCEMENT ACTION REQUEST

Division of Environmental Quality

Louis Regional Office i1s requesting enforcement action by the Water

Peollution Control Program on Warren County Water and Sewer Co.,

1.

Gary Smith,
. President.

Brief description of wvielation.

-Discharging pellutants in amounts or concentrations exceeding theose
specified in the regulatioens.

—-Caused or permitted the bypass of wastewater, and failed to report the
bypass to the department.

-Placed water contaminates where they would be reasonably certain to enter
waters of the state, by pumping lift stations to the envirconment.
-Facility failed to comply with effluent limits contained in Part A of
State Operating Permit MO-003881l7 for months of June, Rugust, September,
October, November and December 19995.

-Facility falled to comply with effluent limits contained in Part A of
State Operating Permit for months of July, September, and November 1999,
~Facility failed to submit monthly Discharge Monitoring Reports as
required contained in Part A of State Operating Permits MO-0098817 and MO~
0100358. for months of March 1989, January and March 2000.

—-Failed to have duplicate operational blowers and motors.

-Falled to have proper backflow prevention at treatment plants

~Failed to conduct required operational monitoring.

The violations that are documented by this file are as follows:

Missouri Clean Water TLaw (Chapter 644 RSMo 1986},
644.051.1.(2),(2) & (3} and Subsection 644.076.1.

Missouri Clean Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015(8) (B)1
Missouri Clean Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.013(8)}, (9} (A}l &
{2)(B)1l&2 '
Missouri Clean Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-8.020{13) (B} 6
Missouri Clean Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-8.020(11) (C)8
Missouri Clean Water Commission Regulaticon 10 CSR 20-9.010

Subsection

Te settle this issue, it is requested that the following action be taken:

Seek penalties by monetary restitution to the State.

W///M . {/6 o/ | Technical Review

Dﬂtg
Approval
Datey
Attachments:
__X Copy of File
MA/PEM/
[+ H Dan Schuette, Deputy Director, DEQ .
Page 1



l ; WATER POLLUTION CONTROQOL PROGRAM
. Clean Water Law Enforcement Priority Ranking

Is this a major.or 92-500 facility subject to 90 day formal
enforcement action? If yes, the case must be handled in ageord
with thé requirements which relate to this group of facilities.

l )

Case Hame fj/afrm Can + iZﬂljr +Spwrr Lo county __ 5 g re¥l

I ..3 2. * TOTAL POINTS ) YES@

Regional Office J7’ Lomeqr S Date of Ranking é /}~/0[
l 1. Classification of water body

' 5 - Leosing stream, groundwater, cold water sports fishery stream,
l outstanding state and national resource water, Ll lake

O - All other waters

I (? {choose only one.)

\ 2. Pollution or Water Quality Standards violations
ﬂ NOTE: The file must .clea._rly document or substantiate the violation or the

facility must be listed in the current version of the Basin Plan Tracking
Report, tables 2 or 3, with a water quality impact code of N, P, &, or ¥
before points can be assigned. The tracking report shall be consulted
during each case review. This includes impacts con groundwaters. If the
file indicates any Water Quality Standards violation not listed in tables 2
v or 3, notify the Water Quality Management Section chief of the situation.
i 12 - Discharge has harmful efféct on human, animal
{General Criterion 3D)
private drinking water

, or aquatic life
., a2 evidenced by fish kills or contaminaticn of
, livestock, or wildlife watering supplies, or
results in full or partial impairment of any designated beneficial .

=

uses presented in the Water Quality Standards (table 2 or 3 listings
with Water Quality Impact Code XN}

" Discharge causes a viclation of General Criteria 3A B, C, or any

_ apply (table 2 or 3 listings with Water Quality Impact Codes P or U}
~— 4 « Dilscharge lowers water gquality below the existing water quality levels
but does not prevent full maintenance of beneficial uses, table 2 er 3
listings with Water Quality Impact Code A)

0 - Ho apparent impact on watercourse, or a "pu*::ting or placing® violation

’ & {Choose only one.} -

. mw o
- B+

rev. 12/91 . ‘

I Specific Criteria, or would do so if the effluent regulations did not



3. Facilities priorities - A '

N
[ I |

o
t

A

4. Frequency of problem

12
8
~5 -
2
0

£

Major- discharger, Class I Animal Waste Facility, Pretreatment Industry
92-500 grant funded municipalities

Nonmajor or non92 500 municipality; Class II Animal Waste Faclllty
Other - .

{Choose only one.)

Chronic problem from “large" facility

Periodic problem from "large” facility
Chronic problem from "small" facility

Periodic problem from "small” facility
No history cof problem

_{Choose’ only one,)

5. Need to take immediate acton

12 -

6 -
0 -

o

. ——r
Needs immediate action; includes £ish kills, .spills, and S0 déy
actions. State reason in space below.

Timeliness will prevent exacerbation or proliferatien

No apparent need to act quickly

{Choose only one.)

S; NPDES permit fee

10 -
7 -
4 -
0o -

10

$1500 and above .
$ 500 to 31499 ~
$ 15 to & 499 -
No permit fee violation

{Choose only cne.)

7. NPDES._pemit and effluent violatons

g -

&

Q0 -

g

16 max.

NPDES permit is neither in effect nor pending issuance. {If Class I
Animal Waste Pacility, has neither permit nor LOA.)

Permit limit violations, effluent regulation violations i1f RPDES
pernit-not in effect, or interference'cr pass through by pretreatinent
industry
Violationz cof schedule of compliance, standard conditiens, or s?ecial

conditions (includes pretreatment, elimination, reporting
requirements, ste.)

Wo permit violations

" {Por multiple violations, circle numbers, total.)

Page 3



New Memo - Paul Mueller/SLRO/DEQ/MODNR

Paul Mueller To: kurt Riebeling/SLRO/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR, mohamad
Alhalabi/SLRO/DEQ/MODNR, '

05/28/01 03:50 PM S - ' ( {':,}){::\ S
z Subject: Contact with Senator Ted House's Office _ U‘-"

i have talked to a Vaden at Senator Ted House's Office concerning Gary Smith and Warren County
Water and Sewer. A Joseph Mattely from Incline Village, which is served by Warren County Water and
Sewer called the senators office, concerned that the wastewater system wouid not be maintained now
that Mr. Smith was arrested by the EPA and entered into rehab.

{ told Vaden that I had written & NOV on the 15th and that | was working a request for enforcement that |
should finish this week. | told him that | would send Senator House a copy of the NOV. He was going to
give my number to Mr. Mattely, so that he can talk to be directly.

When in the area | have been driving through Incline Village and checking the problem spots.

Paul Mueller

636-528-4779

Lincoln County Satellite Office
MODNR

1 05/29/2001 04:27:10 PM
Page 4
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Warren County Sewer

MOQQ98817 ‘ @ O B)V{‘\‘(
PR R ) : u
L S

: ™ Bob Holden
- T 5 vy peasbecioec ) -
1STATE)"Q}‘- ol Gowemnor = Stephen M. Mahfxxl, Divecior

f———— DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
_ St. Louis Regional Office
; x4 10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100  St. Louis, MO 63127-1038
. e (314) 301-7100 .
April 23, 2001 A FAX (314) 301-7107

Warren County Sewer
P. ©. Box 150
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Permittee:

RE: STATE QPERATING PERMIT NUMBER MO00GS8817

After review of your discharge monitoring report(s), it has come to our attention
that the effluent limitations in your State Operating Permit have been exceeded.

The effluent limitations established in the permit and the values reported in your
discharge monitoring report for the period ending February 2001, are as follows:

PERMIT REPCORTED
OUTFALL MONTH PARABMETER LIMITATIONS RESULT
01 February BOD, 5-Day

45.0000 CONC. MAXIM, 42.0000
30.0000 CONC. AVERA, 42,0000

01 February Solids, Total Suspended
45.0000 CONC. MAXIM. 63.0000
30.0000 CONC. AVERA, 63.0000

Exceeding these limitations is a violation of the Missouri Clean Water Commission
Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 "Effluent Regulations" and State Operating Permit

conditions. You are encouraged to take appropriate steps to eliminate this
viclation.

If there are any guestions or comments concerning this letter, please contact me or
Paula Couch at (314) 301-7100. .

Sincerely,
ST. LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

Kurt Riebeling, Chief
Water Section

KR/al

& Page 5
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Warren County (WPCP)
Warren County Sewer
MO0098817

&gﬁ -Ho den . Governor = Stephen M. Mahfood, 1irector

,"L::“-JMzENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

b, /———— DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

/'h?\ 4

St. Louis Regional Office
10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100  St. Louis, MO 63127-1038
March 21, 2001 (314) 301-7100

' FaX (314) 301-7107
Warren County Sewer

P. O. Box 150
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Permittee:

RE: STATE OPERATING PERMIT NUMBER MOO03B8817

. After review of your discharge monitoring report{s), it has come to .our attention

that the effluent limitations in your State Operating Permit have been exceeded.
The effluent limitations established in the permit and the values reperted in your
discharge monitoring report for the period ending January 2001, are as follows:

PERMIT REPCRTED
QUTFALL MONTH PARAMETER LIMITATIONS RESULT
01 January BOD, 5-Day
< 45.0000 CONC. MAXIM. 63.0000
) 30.0000 CONC. AVERA. ©3.0000
01 January Solids, Total Suspended
45,0000 CONC. MAXIM. 58,0000
30.0000 CONC. RVERA. 59.0000

Exceeding these limitations is a violation of the Missouri Clean Water Commission
Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 "Effluent Regulations™ and State Operating Permit

conditions. You are encouraged to take appropriate steps te eliminate this
viglation. '

If there are any questions or comments concerning this letter, please contact me or
Paula Couch at (314) 301-7100.

Sincerely,

ST. LOUIS REGICHNAL OFFICE

,gfif%;zfi;;iiégz
Kurt Riebeling, Chief
Water Section

KR/al

{‘.. -

RECYCLED PAPET: -

i COPY



Warren County (WPCP) - {fﬂ\ 5\
Warren County Sewer TP #2 : Ve Q
MOO0100358 ... N y

{\STA_‘?;%@;\QURI\ xﬁ%&%ﬁﬁﬂ Governor = Swephen ML Muhiood, Direcior

ENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

PRl /- DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Friis St. Louis Regional Office

:': " 10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 St. Louis, MO 63127-1038
(314) 301-7100
FAX (314) 301-7107

February 22, 2001

Warren County Sewer
P. O.Box 150
Foristell, MO 63348

RE: State Operating Permit Number MO0100358

Dear Permittee:

l The State Operating Permit for your facility requires that discharge monitoring reports be
submitted. The frequency of the monitoring and reporting is specified in the permit. A review

l of our file reveals you have not submitted the discharge monitoring report for the period ending
December 2000,

Please be advised that failure to submit the discharge monitoring report constitutes a violation of
the permit ~ a legally binding document enforced by both state and federal laws.

All monitoring information applicable to the permit should be submitted to this office by
March 7, 2001. In the absence of such required information, a letter explaining your failure to
comply with the monitoring requirements must be sent before the end of the period noted.

If you have any questions, please contact Paula Couch or me at (314) 301-7100. Your
cooperation in this matter will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,
ST. LOUIS REIGONAL OFFICE
A «~
W

Kurt Riebeling, Chief
Water Section

l

‘ KR/al ' T T ——
’ mcvcfgpﬂsn " o T



Warren County (WPCP)

l Warren County Sewer o
MO0098817 . @ @ PY
l S:FATE/' §j - R‘I x%f;g( HO:{ N, Governor « Swephen M. M |i|!um.l IHrector
Y _.\
DEPARTN ENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
I —_— S _/ / DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
e ';;‘-'l;{ St.‘Louis Regional Office
| e% .~ 10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 St. Louis, MO 63127-1038
l e (314) 301-7100
FAX (314) 301-7107
l February 22, 2001

Warren County Sewer
P. 0. Box 150
Foristell, MO 63348

RE: State Operating Permit Number MO0098817 -

Dear Permittee:

The State Operating Permit for your facility requires that discharge monitoring reports be
submitted. The frequency of the monitoring and reporting is specified in the permit. A review

of our file reveals you have not submitted the discharge monitoring report for the period ending
December 2000.

Please be advised that failure to submit the discharge monitoring report constitutes a violation of
the permit - a legally binding document enforced by both state and federal laws.

All monitoring information applicable to the permit should be submitted to this office by
March 7. 2001, In the absence of such required information, a letter explaining your failure to

l comply with the monitoring requirements must be sent before the end of the period noted.

If you have any questions, please contact Panla Couch or me at (314) 301-7100. Your
cooperation in this matter will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,
ST. LOUIS REIGONAL OFFICE

Kurt Riebeling, Chief
Water Section

KR/al Page 8
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warren County (WPCP) -
* Warren County Water & Sewer Co.

T . COPY

Roger B. Wilson
wikomRX Governor = Stephen M. Mahfood, Director

INT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

o " St. Louis Regional Office
" 10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 St. Louis, MO 63127-1038

(314) 301-7100
FAX (314) 301-7107
November 27, 2000
Mr. Gary Smith . | i
Warren County Water & Sewer Co.
1248 Mimosa Court

Foristell, MO 63348

- Dear Mr. Smith:

On October 12 2000, grab samples were collected of the- effluent from the extended aeration
treatment plants serving Incline Village, Foristell, Missouri.

This sampling was conducted as part of a routine surveillance of the operation and condition of
the treatment plants. The effluent samples have been analyzed and copies of the analytical
reports dated October 24, 2000, are attached.

At Treatment Plant #1, the attached analysis results show the effluent was not in compliance with
the applicable limitations specified in Clean Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 at
the time of sampling. Specifically the analysis result of 42 mg/L for Biochemical Oxygen
Demand (BOD) exceeded the monthly average limit of 30 mg/L by 40% and the analysis result

of 35 mg/L for Non-filterable Residue (NFR)} exceeded the montbly average limit of 30 mg/L by
16.6%. :

Discharging pollutants in amounts or concentrations exceeding those specified in the regulations
is a violation of the Missouri Clean Water Law (Chap. 644, RSMo 1986 Sec. 644.051.1(3)).

However, please note that this citation of violations is based only upon the single grab sample
collected at the time of the investigation. Please note the terms of your State Operating Permit
require the collection of composite samples for compliance monitoring purposes. Composite
samples are required for this purpose because of variations in effluent quality which can oceur
within a 24-hour period. Thé grab sample results shown on the attached report reflect only the
effluent condition at the time of the investigation and may not be fully indicative of the average

- effluent quality for the day. It is also noted that these samples did not exceed the Weekly

Maxxmum limit of 45 mg/L for both BOD and NFR.

Page 9
Dk '
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Warren County Water & Sewer Co. (WPCP)
November 27, 2000

. Page 2

At Treatment Plant #2, the attached analysis results of 20 mg/L for Biochemical Oxygen
Demand (BOD), and 5 mg/L for Non-Filterable Residue (NFR) show the effluent was in
compliance with the applicable limitations specified in Clean Water Commission Regulation
10 CSR 20-7.015 at the time of sampling. The Monthly Average effluent limits for Treatment
Plant #2 is 20 mg/L for both BOD and NFR.

Please note the terms of your State Operating Permit require the collection of composite samples
for compliance monitoring purposes. Composite samples are required for this purpose because
of variations in effluent quality which can occur within a 24-hour period.. The grab sample
results shown on the attached report reflect only the effluent condition at the time of the

investigation and may not be fully indicative of the average effluent quality for the day.

If you have any questions, pléase contact me at the St. Louis Regional Office at (314) 301-7100.

Sincerely,

ST. LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

oty

Daniel Daugherty
Environmental Specialist

DID/dc

Enclosure

¢:  Water Pollistion Control Program
Mr. Mike Potter, DEQ-Administration
~ Warren County Health Department
Warren County Planning & Zoning
Public Service Commission

be: Mr. Vic Muschler




Rager B, Wilsan, Governor » Stephen M. Mahfood, Dircctor

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY —————
P.Q. Box 176 Jefferson City, MC 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAIL SERVICES PROGRAM

RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

Sample Number: 0006173
Lab Number: 00-D3178

Reported To: DAN DAUGHERTY ' Report Date: 10/24/00
Affiliation: SLRO

Date Collected: 10/12/00
Project Code: 4915/3000 Date Received: 10/12/00

Sample Collected by: DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO

Facility Identification: MQ-0098817

Sampling Location: WARREN CO WATER & SEWER CO, WWTP #1
County: : WARREN

Analyeis Performed

———

Non-Filterable Residue 42 mg/L

10/17/00 160.2
Biochemical Oxygen Demand 35 mg/L

10/18/00 405.1

Results » RAnalyzed Method

The analysis of this sample was performed -in accordance with procedures

Program
tal Quality

c: MARK OSBORN, WPC

Page 11



STA_TE OF M]’SSOURI ’ fuoger B, Wilson, Governor + Stephen M. Mahfood, Direcror

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson Cm MO 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM

RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES e

Sample Number: 0006174
Lab Number: 00-D3178

Reported To: DAN DAUGHERTY '

Report Date: 110/24/00
Affiliation: BSLRO Date Collected: 10/12/00
Project Code: 4915/3000 Date Receilved: 10/12/00
Sample Collected by: DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO - '
Facility Identification: M™MO-0100358
Sampling Location: WARREN CO WATER & SEWER CO, WWTP #2
County: WARREN
Analysisg Performed Results Analyzed Method
Non-Filterable Residue 20 mg/L 10/17/00 160.2
Biochemical Oxygen Demand 5 - mg/L 10/18/00 405.1
The

alysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

ivisipn of Environmental Quality

c: MARK OSBORN, WPC



RE: Warren County Sewer & Water - Paul Mueller/SLRO/DEQ/MODNR
"Loethen, Steve" To: ""Paul Mueller” <nrmuelp@mail.dnr.state. mo.us>

<sloethen@mail.state cc. "dan Daugherty™ <nrdaugd@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>, "Rochelle

.mo.us> Gibson™ <nrgibsr@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>, "Tom Siegel™
<nrsiegt@mail.dnr. state.mo.us>, "Kurt Riebeling™

08/07/00 02:31 PM

<nrriebk@mail.dnr.state. mo.us>

o~ =7
Subject: RE: Warren County Sewer & Water {{ v @ ﬁ:}} N
N\

Paul,

We are going to contact Mr. Smith on this issue. We agree with what you have mentioned in
your e-mail. It also states in Warren County Water and Sewer Company's tariff that the
Company is responsible for maintenance and replacement of “repairable parts” (pump, motor,
floats, valves, alarm). It also states that the company is supposed to do two preventative

maintenance checks each the pump unit per year, This is in the tariff that was effective August
22,1998. Mr. Smith agreed to this tariff and will have to follow it.

Thank you for your help.-

Steve Loethen
MO PSC
Water and Sewer Dept.

-----Original Message-----

From: Paul Mueller Imailto:nrmuseip@mail.dnr.staie.mo.us)
Sent: Monday, August 07, 2000 1:00 PM

To: Loethen, Steve ‘

Cc: dan Daugherty; Rochelle Gibson; Tom Siegel; Kurt Riebeling
Subject: Warren County Sewer & Water

Steve,

Mr. Smith faxed me a copy of his July 30, 2000, letter to the PSC  and of Statue 249.1000. Mr. Smith
stated that because of 249.1000 he was no lenger going to maintain individual sewer systems. The way
| read it, Statue 249.1000 only applies to publicly owned sewer treatment works, Warren County Water
& Sewer Co. Is a private system.

Missouri Clean Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-8.010(9)(D) states that "When pressure sewer
systems are utilized, the operating authority shall be responsible for the maintenance and operation of
the individual pressurization units." 1 believe Warren County Water & Sewer Co. should continue to be
required to maintain the individuat grinder pump stations. '

Paul Museller

©636-528-4779 temp out of service
636-462-6200

Lincoln Gounty Satellite Office
MODNR

Page 13
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FROM © WARREN CNTY WATER.& SEWER C8 PHONE ND. ! 314 453 1@pe@ Jul. 31 2008 11:14AM P1

1248 MIMOSA COURT
- , . PO BOX 150 . '
o , : © FORISTELL MO 633438

. ' (636) 463 1441

WARREN COUNTY WATER & SEWER CO.

July 30, 2000

SECRETARY

MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
POST OFFICE BOX 360

JEFFERSON CITY, MISSOURI 65102

Re: INDIVIDUAL LIFT STATIONS

Dear Sir:

For approximately ten years this company has been cbjecting to Tanfis which
purport to require this Company to maintain individual sewer systems. Further
we have attempted to obtain, to no avail, rate relief in the event we should be
required to maintain such systems. The Commission has never given us money
by which we can mairtain such systems and, accardrng to Section 249.1000, it

does not appear to be the Company’s responsibility, in any event., to maintain
such systems.

Based upon 249.1000, in thirty (30) days, we will notify all customers on
individual lift stations that we will nc ionger be responsible for maintenance of

such systems. Absent a Court Order to the contrary, that policy will then be
implemented. .

A copy of 249.1000 is enclosed.

Siycerely yo

GARYL.SMITH 5)/
CC: MIODNR St Louis j)
MQOPSC CASE NO WC.2000-474

------ " ® % B ®F & 3 B 3 2 0P OFT O®F T o ¥

————

Page 14
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Division 20—Clean Water Commission

m:m CSR 20-8—NATURAL RESOURCES

the sewer pipe. Where a bend occurs, the
channel shall be curved uniformly from infet
to outlet. Changes in direction of flow should
generally not exceed pinery degrees (90°).
Where a junction of two (2) or more lines

pceurs, a Scparate chamme! shall be construct-

ed for each incoming line with the channels
gradually merging together ahead of the out-
let using umniform curves. In general, the
invert of any branch sewer should be slightly
higher than the invert of the main sewer to
avoid slack-water areas where solids may
accumulate. The bench on either side of the
flow channel should provide a secure footing
for maintznance personnel and have enough
“siope 1o drein. A slope of one-half to one
inch (.5—~1.07) per foot is recommended.
4. Watertightness. Manholes shall be
of the precast concrete or poured in place
concrete type. Inlet and outlet pipes shall be

joined to the manhole with a gaskered flexi-.

ble watertight connection or amy watertight
connection arrangement that allows differen-
tial settlement of the pipe and manhole wall
1o ke place. Watertight machole covers are
to be usad whersver the manhole twops may be
flooded by street rumoff or high water
Locked manhole covers may be désirable in
isolated locations whm vandalism may be a
problem.

-5. Frame and cover. The frame and
cover shall be of standard design with 2 min-
imum clear opening of twenty-two inches

(227). The frame and cover shall be designed
as a unit, The cover shall be easily removable
with the aid of ordinary hand tools, sath as a
pry bar. The cover shall be tight fitting and
exclude surface water. The joint between the
frame and manhole shall be watertight.

yaemen A pressure

;)“ cm:scons?é?ed‘astwo@)ormore
mdxv:dual pressurization units, such as
grinder pumps, discharging into a common
force main. Pressure sewer systems are not o
be used in fieu of conventional gravity sewers
but may be acceptable when it can be shown
in the engineer’s report that it is not feasible
to provide conventional gravity sewers. "Wheq

PrESsure sew eL:systems are wnilized, the opery

- R T e

4Ump Taktho authc _njy_sha'lhix r:spousible rfor&the

use of a pressure sewer sysiem, the problems
of extreme flow variation and anaerobic con-
ditions of the wastewater entering the treat-
ment facility must be tzken into considera-
tion. Consideration shall also be given to the

possible need for odor control facilities at-

receiving manholes or ar'the treatipent facili-
ty. For pressure sewer systems to function as
intended, all clear water from footing drains,

[

basement sumps, leaky house. commections
and any other sources must be eliminated.

‘1. Design factors. Pressure sewer sys-
tems shali be Iaid out in a branched or tree
configuration to avoid flow-splitting at
branches which cannot be zecurately predict-
ed. The required pips size shall be deter-
mined on the basis of three (3) principal cri-
teria:

A. Velocities adequate to assure
scouring, should be achieved, A velocity of
two 10 five feet (2—57) per second must be
achieved at least once and preferably several
times per day based on design flow. )

B. Design shall be for peak sewage

flow rates and negligibie infiltration. Design

shall be based ¢n cumulative flow within the
system. Infiltration and inflow must be con-
sidered when systems are being designed for -

exisring residencas where there is a potential

for leaky house connections or feaky septic
C. Head loss should not exceed the
pumping pressure capabilities. Head loss
determination should be based. or  total
dynamic head under the maximum flow
expected to occur infrequently. ¥t is recomi-’
mended that a Hazen-Williams coefficient of
one hundred twenty: (120) be used 10 deter-
mine frictional head loss. _
2. ‘System -arrangement.. All pressure

sewer pipe shall be installed at a depth'suffi-

cient to protect against freazing and mechan-

mldamage.Anennonmustbegmﬁtnm:-

necessity for pmv:dmg automarie air release
valves at changes in slope. Raiezss devices
are required when the liquid flow velocity is
insufficient to purge bubbles of trapped air.
Pressure andfor flow control valves shall be
installed ar the end of all critical surge pipe
runs in order 10 maintam a full pipe system
and eliminate .Jift station flooding or plam
washout. Water/sewer line crossings shall be
in accordance with pa.mgra.ph (OMAM, of this
section.

3. System pressures. Pressm'c SEWer Sys-
tem operating pressures in general should be
in the range of twenty to forty pounds per
square inch (20—40 Ibg. psi) and shall not
exceed sixty pounds per square inch (60 Ibs.
psi) for any 2ppreciable amount of time. Pro-

" visions shall be-made in both the system and

the grinder pumps (0 protect against the cre-
ation of any long-term high pressure situa-
tions.

4, Materials, Many types of pipe mate-
rials tnay be used for pressure sewers. How-
ever, maximum benefit from the pressure
appreach can usually be achieved with non-
metallic materials such as polyethylene,
fiberglass reinforced plastic and polyvinyl
chioride. As 2 minimum the piping material

’

should be equivdlemt to SDR 21 PVC pres-
sure pipe. The small diameter service lines
maybcrequiredtobeoonsu'uctedcfaheav-
ier pipe than SDR 21 PVC pressure pipe.
Other materials may be used.

5. Service connections. Building service
connections from individual grinder pumps
1o the. collectors should be of one and one-
fourth inch (1 1/4") PVC pipe and should
include a full-ported valve (such as a corpo-
ration SWOp of “u” valve) located in the ser~
vice line to isolate the pump from the main.
Check valves specifically suited to wastewa-
ter service should be provided in the pressure

‘service line before it enters the main.

6§, Cleanouts and fiings. In place of

_manholes normally provided in gravity sys-

tams, pressure systems shal} bave cleanouts at
intervals of approximately four hundred -
five hundred ‘fest (400—500"), at major
changes of direction and where one (1) col-
lector main joins another main. These
cleanouts shall include an isolating valve and
capped Y-branch fining located on either side
of the isolating valve and pointed both
upstream and downstream for ‘access during

A. Access for cleaning shall be pro-
vided at the upstream end of each main
branch, '

B. All appunmancs and fittings shall
be compatible with the. piping system osed
and shall ‘be-full bore with smooth nterior
surfaces 10 eliminate obstruction and keep
friction loss 10 a minknum. :

L -Pumping equipment. - Pmper system
design and installation shali assure that each
grinder pump will be able to adequately dis-
chargemmthcp:pmg system during ail nor-
mal flow siwations including peak design
flow. Combined static, friction and miscella-
neous head Josses during peak design flows
for given paths of flow through the system
shafl be maintained balow the recommendsd
operating head of any unit on the given path.
The equipment shall be designed and many-
factured with materials appropriate to
wastewater service and shalf meet all applica-
bie safety, fire and health requirements aris-
ing from its intended 1S in or near residen-
tial buildings, Inside installations must be
examinsd for freedom " from noise, odors and

. electrical” hazards, Both free-standing and

below-the-floor type installations are accept-
able. Ouside instliarions shall be providad
with an access from the surface which is suit-
ably graded to prevent the entrance of surface
water and equipped Wwith a vandal-proof cov-
er. for safery. Installarion of nonsubmersible
grinder/macerator pumps must be protected
against enmance of surface water into the
¢lectical portdons of the equipment. This

CODE OF STATE REGULATIONS
Page 15
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» bmuon 249-1000 Publicly owned sewer treatment works. 1 _ Page 1 of 1

Missouri Revised Statutes

Chapter 249
Sewer Districts in Certain Counties
Section 249. 1000

August 28, 1999

Publicly owned sewer treatment works, responsible for whole sewer system, when--
exceptions.

249.1000. A publicly owned treatment works that has ownership of interceptor and local sewers shall
be responsible for the entire public sewer system, except that the operation and maintenance of any

‘part of an individual user's pressure sewer system, including grinder or low pressure pumps and
service lateral to the public or private pressure sewer system used for the purpose of collecting or
conducting wastewater originating at g residence or individual commercial entity, shall be the
responsibility of the owner of such residence or individual commercial entity unless the publicly
owned Ireatment works has assumed such responsibility.

(L I997HB. 7098 1)

l Effective 7.1-97

\‘\‘\.‘\
Y

Missouri General Assembly >

[ ¢ 522 20900 4) e

Page 16
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Warren County (WPCP) _ e TRV
Incline Village TP #2 ' 0 if iy LJ) ?U/
MO0100358 .. W,

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

/Jé;‘-‘ﬁ;; St. Louis Regional Office
R4 10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 St. Louis, MO 63127-1038
TS (314) 301-7100

FAX (314) 301-7107

June 20, 2000

" Incline Village Sewer & Water

1248 Mimosa Court
Attn: Gary Smith
Foristell, MO 63348

RE: State Operating Permit Number MO0100358

Dear Permittee:

The State Operating Permit for your facility requires that discharge monitoring reports be
submitted. The frequency of the monitoring and reporting is specified in the permit. A review

of our file reveals you have not submitted the discharge monitoring report for the period ending
April 2000. ~

Please be advised that failure to submit the discharge monitoring report constitutes a violation of
the permit — a legally binding document enforced by both state and federal laws.

All monitoring information applicable to the permit should be submitted to this office by July 5,
2000. In the absence of such required information, a lefter explaining your failure to comply
with the monitoring requirements must be sent before the end of the period noted.

If you have any questions, please contact Paula Couch or me at (314) 301-7100. Your
cooperation in this matter will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

ST. LOUIS REIGONAL OFFICE
Kurt Riebeling, Chief

Water Sejction

KR/al

Page 17
¢: Public Service-Commission
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warren County ( WPCP) ' . |
Warren County Water & Sewer O
M00098817 waa .

e -"ﬁv_.;;:_g- %, .
. A Mel Carmuban, Governor » su:p!-u:n M. Mahiood, Director
AR UlRi\ )

fgm OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

T St. Louis Regional Office

2" 10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100  St, Louis, MO 63127- -1038
(314) 301-7100

FAX (314) 301-7107

June 20, 2000

Warren County Water & Sewer

1248 Mimosa Court

Foristell, MO 63348

RE: State Operating Permit Number MO0098817

Dear Permittee:

The State Operating Permit for your facility requires that dischatgé monitoring rclﬁorts be
submitted. The frequency of the monitoring and reporting is specified in the permit. A review -
of our file reveals you have not submitted the discharge monitoring report for the period ending

April 2000.

- Please be advised that failure to submit the discharge monitoring report constitutes a violation of

the permit — a legally binding document enforced by both state and federal laws.

All monitoring information applicable to the permit shouid be submitted to this office by July 5,

- 2000. In the absence of such required information, a letter explaining your failure to comply

with the monitoring requirements must be sent before the end of the period noted.

If you have any questions, please contact Paula Couch or me at (314) 301-7100. Your
cooperation in this matter will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,
ST. LOUIS REIGONAL OFFICE

Kurt Riebeling, Chief
Water Section

KR/al

RECYCLED PAPER



Warren County (WPCP) . ; 7
Incline Village TP #2 . O
MO0100358 ... | =0

\ Me! Camahan. Governor » Stephen M. Maliford, Director
i

DIVISIOi\I OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

St. Louis Regional Office
10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100  St. Louis, MO 63127-1038
(314) 301-7100
FAX (314) 301-7107

May 24, 2000

Incline Village Sewer & Water
Attn: Gary Smith

1248 Mimosa Court

Foristell, MO 63348

RE: State Operating Permit Number MO0100353

Dear Permittee:

The State Operating Permit for your facility requires that discharge monitoring reports be
submitted. The frequency of the monitoring and reporting is specified in the permit. A review

of ourfile reveals you have not submitted the discharge monitoring report for the period ending
March 2000.

Please be advised that fajlure to submit the discharge monitoring report constitutes a violation of
the permit — a legally binding document enforced by both state and federal laws.

All monitoring information applicable to the permit should be submitted to this office by June 7,
2000. In the absence of such required information, a letter explaining your failure to comply
with the monitoring requirements must be sent before the end of the period noted.

If you have any questions, please contact Paula Couéh or me at (314) 301-7100. Your
cooperation in this matter will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

ST. LOUIS REIGONAL OFFICE

huds Couchs

Kurt Riebeling, Chief
' Water Section

KR/pe
c: Public Service Commission - Page 19

RECYCLED PAPER



Warren County (WPCP) .
Incline Village TP #2
MO0100358 i T

bl
T
i f\-

; ‘,LFEE\T OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
- St. Louis Regional Office
10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 St. Louis, MO 63127-1038
(314) 301-7100
FAX (314) 301-7107

March 23, 2000

Mr. Gary Smith
1248 Mimosa Ct.
Foristell, MO 63348

RE: State Operating Permit Number MO0100358

Dear Permittee:

The State Operatihg Permit for your facility requires that discharge monitoring reports be
submitted. The frequency of the monitoring and reporting is specified in the permit, A review

of our file reveals you have not submitted the discharge monitoring report for the period ending
January 2000.

Please be advised that failure to submit the discharge monitoring report constitutes a violation of
the permit — a legally binding document enforced by both state and federal laws.

All monitoring information applicable to the permit should be submitted to this office by
April 10, 2000. In the absence of such required information, a letter explaining your failure to
comply with the monitoring requirements must be sent before the end of the period noted.

If you have any questions, please contact Paula Couch or me at (314) 301-7100. Your
cooperation in this matter will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,
ST. LOUTS REIGONAL OFFICE
Wf/

Kurt Riebeling, Chief
Water Section

KR/pc

¢: Public Service Commission

RECYCLED PAPER



MOQ100358

. B s
Ak w Gud ARULL Y \N:E’UJ:’) ‘\ ?V/
Incline Village #2 ‘ RIS

NEEY

Mel Carmstluin, Governor = Stephen M. M.uhl‘mx.t Director

o f)r OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
St. Louis Regional Office
10805 Sunset ‘Office Drive, Suite 100 St. Louis, MO 63127-1038
(314) 301-7100
FAX (314) 301-7107
January 12, 2000 _

Warren County Sewer
Mr, Gary Smith

1248 Mimosa
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Permittees;

RE: STATE OPERATING PERMIT NUMBER MO0100358

After review of your discharge monitoring report(s), it has come to our attention
that the effluent limitationg in your State Operating Permit have been exceeded.
The effluent limitations established in the permit and the values reported in your

discharge monitoring report for the period ending November 1999, are as follows:

PERMIT REPORTED
OUTFALL MONTH PARAMETER LIMITATIONS RESULT
01 November BOD, 5-Day
30.0000 CONC. MAXIM. 49,0000
20.0000 CONC. AVERA. 492.0000

Exceeding these limitations is a violation of the Missouri Clean Water Commission

Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 *Effluent Regulations" and State Cperating Permit
‘conditions.

You are encouraged to take appropriate steps to eliminate this
violatiomn.

If there are any questions or comments concerning this letter, please contact me or

Paula Couch at (314) 301-7100.

Sincerely,
a87. LOULS REGIONAL QFFICE

Xurt Riebeling, Chief
Watex Section

KR/pc

c: Public Service Commissicn

RECYCLED PASER



" Warren County (WPCP)

Incline Village #2
]

Mel Carmaban, Governor = Swephen M, Muhfood, Director

T OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

_ St. Louis Regional Office

10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 5t. Louis, MO 63127-1038
(314) 301-7100

FAX (314) 301-7107

January 5, 2000

Warren County Sewer
Mr. Gary Smith

1248 Mimosa
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Permittee:

RE: NPDES PERMIT NUMBER MQO0100358

After review of your discharge monitoring report(s), it has come to our attention
that the effluent limitations in your National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) Permit have been exceeded. The effluent limitations established in

the permit and the values reported in your discharge monitoring report for the
period ending September 199%, are as follows:

PERMIT REPORTED
OUTFALL MONTH PARAMETER LIMITATIONS RESULT
01 September Solids, Total Suspended
- 30.0000 CONC. MAXIM. 31.0000
20.0000 CONC. AVERA. 31.0000,

Exceeding these limitations is a violation of the Missouri Clean Water Commission
Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 “Effluent Regulations® and NPDES permit conditions.

You
are encouraged to take appropriate steps to eliminate this violation.

.

1f there are any guesticons or comments concerning this letter, please contact me or
Paula Couch at (314} 301-7100. ’

" gincerely,

ST. LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

g

FKurt Riebeling, Chief
Water Section

KR/pC

c: Public Service Commission

RECYCLED PAPER
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» STATE OF MISSOURI
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

MISSOURI CLEAN WATER COMMISSION

MISSOURI STATE OPERATING PERMIT

In compliance with the Missouri Clean Water Law, (Chapter 644 R.S. Mo. as amended, hereinafter, the Law), and
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (Public Law 92-500, 92nd Congress) as amended,

Permit No. ' HO-0098817 :
0wner: . -:-W—-——Sﬁ%i"ﬁ‘h—" % ‘;_ W‘? Ay M
Owner's Address: 1248 Mimosa Ct., .Foristell, MO 63348

Operating Authority: | |

-N/&
Operating Authonty s Address: N /A

* Facility Name: Wﬁ%y Son Frans m \\‘L‘SL
Facility Address:  roristell, MO 63348
Legal Description: |

NE 1/4, SW 1/4, NE 1/4, Sec. 1, T47N, RIW, Warren County

RECEiViﬂ.g Stream & Basin: Incline Vi 1 lage Lake

(07110008-15=-01) (C)

is authorized to dmharge from the facility described herein, in accordance thh the effluent limitations and monitoring
requirements as set forth herein:

Indian Camp Creek (Cuivre River Easin)

. FACILITY DESCRIPTION

Outfall #001 - Subdivision - SIC #4952

Contact stablllzatlon/llft statlon/sludge disposal by contract hauler
Des:,gn population equivalent is 400 22 oo
Design flow is 40,000 gal er day.

Actual flow is G808 Fallons per day. .
Design sludge production is 10.0 dry tons/year.

This permit authorizes only wastewater discharges under the Missouri Clean Water Law and the National Poliutant
Discharge Elimination System; it does not apply to other regulated areas. This permit may be appealed in accordance

with Section 644.031.6 of the Law.,

Effcctive Date . ?‘\ A Young £CTOR OF

: rector, BF&@N nEREN By
3 Tone zeof STAFF, CLEAN WATER. COMM
Expiration D:u; } _ Director of Staff, Clean Water Commission Page 25

. MO TRC-004% (293 -



‘A, EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQU!REMENTS

PAGE NUMBER

2 of 3

PERMIT NUMBER M0-0098817

The permlttee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) with serial number(s) as specnfled in the application for this permit. The
final effluent fimitations shall become effective

tpOﬂ issuance
unt|1 expiration of the permit. Such discharges shall be con

and remain in effec:
olled, irm:ted and momtored by the permlttee as specified below:

OUTFALL NUMBER
AND EFFLUENT

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS

MONITOHING AEQUIREMENTS

*kk

of 6.0-9.0 pH

** A composite sample made
hour period with

PH is measured
units.

a minimun

in pH uni

up from a minimum of fo
1 of two hour

s petween e

ts and is nﬁt to be avex

\ir grab sampl

ch grab samy

aged. The j

UNITS DAILY WEEKLY MONTHLY MEASUREMENT
PARAMETER(S) MAXIMUM AVERAGE AVERAGE FREQUENCY swgé.s
Outfall #001
Flow MGD ] * once/week " 24 hr.
estimate
B:Lochemlcal Oxygen mg/L a5 30 once/month fadad
Demandy
Total Suspended mg/L 45 30 once/month Lt
Solids
l pH - Units suU bt dedede once/month grab
*' Monitoring regquirement anly.

es collected within a 24
ple.

bH is ‘J_.imited to the range

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED.
THERE SHALL BE NO DISCHARGE OF FLOATING SOLIDS OR VISIBLE FOAM {N OTHER THAN TRACE AMOUNTS,

Montnly

- THE FIRST REPORT IS DUE _O_ci:thr_ZB_...lElQA___

B. STANDARD CONDITIONS _

FULLY SET FORTH HEREIN.

STANDARD CONDITIONS DATED

IN ADDITION TO SPECIFIED CONDITIONS STATED HEREIN, THIS PERMIT IS SUBJECT TO THE ATTAGHED
October 1, 1980 & Auqust 15,

1994

Parts 1 and 111

730-0010 {891}

 AND HEREBY. lNCORPORATED AS THOUGH
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Page 3 of 3
Permit No. MO-0088817

1.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

Report as no-discharge when a discharge does not oceur during the report period.

Sludge and Biosolids Use For Domestic Wastewater Treatment Facilities

{a}

Permittee shall cvomply with the pollutant limitations, monitoring, reporting,

and other requirements in accordance with the attached permit Standard
Conditions. . : '

Permittee is to abandon the treatment facilities described herein and shall connect
the tributary waste load to trunk sewers within 90 days of notice of availability if
trunk sewers operated by one of the authorities outlined in Section (3){(B) 1 or 2 of
Clean Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-6.010 are made available to the site

during the time a valid discharge permit exists. By Septeﬁber 1, 1994 the permitte
must hire class C certified operater, ' ’ '




MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESQURCES

FEE DATE
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY "
WATER FOLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM
FEE CALCULATION INFORMATION
FAGILITY NAME COUNTY
I I_\NC.\\V\& \} l\"‘?ﬁ IVALVARY . ' \*'/"\-V\’&’/\
I MO— OO X< \"] ' STANDARD INDUSTRIAL CLASSIFICATION (SIC) CODE 152
1. s this facllity a POTW? - - Oves (EnNo
© 2. Is this a domestic only discharge? - .. Wvyes Ono
3. Were éPA categorical guidelines used directly in writing this permit?
{This does not include borrowing guidelines across mdustnal classifications _
by using Best Professional Judgement) 0O ves g NO
4. Is this discharge stormwatar runoff or noriconta_ct cooling water only? - {3 YES C}(NO '

M

S Uthisisa conétruction permit or a new operating permit, has the fee been received? [ YES O NO
8. Do you believe the fee is correct?’ . xXvyes Qo

7. The permit writer believes the fee should be:

0 1500 ‘ 0 $5000

'ﬁsso ' 01 $2500 O OTHER ___
O §500 O $3000
O $1000 3 $3500

PFIEPAFIEDl gy ’ _ 7 ! CATE )
- i @w&fs (0-21-1)

DATE
APPROVEDBY )
FEE SPECIALIST SIGNATURE ' DATE
Page 28
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-

DUR! DEPARTMENT OF NATURK. REBER REpREST \D\ A

ION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
ER POLLUTION CONTRQL PROGRANE FOR AGENCY USE DNLY -
50X 176, JEFFERSON CITY, MO 65108 APPLIGATION NUMBER

M B — APPLICATION FOR GONSTRY :ﬁa A 46‘1
SERATING PERMIT FOR FACILITIES e e sy

RELEIVE BASICALLY DOMESTIC V AS'I S o?

| 3 FIER MISSOURI GLEAN WATER LAW %8 ]{72 3% i 5 °

pEhSE READ THE ACCOMPANYING INSTHL r:. ONS BEFORE GOMBLETNGTHIS FORM

1 00 .=Xhis @p cation is for: C_pAS ALY

e truction permit ' M‘}ﬁ.épgatir@ pegmirgen@alzge ['1 W

(7 an operating permit for a new or unpermitted facility

(See instructions for appropriate fee to be submitted with application)

2.00

FACI LITY

&

NAME

7’1"/' 4— (Mex- Co. ﬂmgg Prag

IR Mimaosa CEH- T Ko sfell “h324E

210 LEGAL DESCRIPTION: A/fS Vo & s /o s Sec. | T¥INR f 0/ © -Couniy
220 s this a new faciiity constructed under a Missouri Consiruction Permit? [OYES ﬁNO
if yes, please provide Missouri Construction Permnt Number:
230 Nafne of receiving stream(s) Z Zoeline 0] MC M E z Ca p g e K
3.00 _OWNER

NAME

hj‘# | g ] ELEPHON-SNUMBE?'g / m )

”_W“ brrig fe /| ‘ “Wo |TpZ2¥X

4.00

OPERATING AUTHORITY: the legal name and address of the operating authority (person or company retained.to oversee day .
day business activities) if different from the owner. {If same, write same.) .

NAME TELEF‘H NE NUMBER
g ‘ e o — oNE
ADDRESS i /"-" igﬂ——L K D_LM \'4'\ .

STATE ZIP

5.00

FACILITY CONTACT L,/

P nre L il ™ Pegident Ly gLz ise]
6.00 ADDITIONAL FACILITY !NFOHMATION S ' , T

8.95'_'

6.10 Description of facilities (attach additional sheet if required). Attach a USGS 7'/2" topographic map showing location of all outfalls.
Lo T " 4 N
20 Number ot separate discharge puints ’
6.30 Number of persons presently connected or population equi nt ___Z__h Design FP.E. 4 U-D
Number of units presently connected: Homes (i Trailers __ 42 2
Apartments ; Other -
- Design flow;, 4 ooV p .. Actual flow: . 2= 2 50p :
6.40 Does any bypaSsmg oceur anywhere in thie collection system or at the treatment fac:hty'?
[ Yes KNO (¥ yes, atlach explanation)
6.50 s industrial waste discharged to the facility identified in item 27 U-ves ﬁNo ()F yes, see instructions.)
6.60 Wil the discharge be continuous through the year? Yes [ No :
a. Discharge will occur during the following months:
~ b.. How many days of the week will the discharge occur? i 3
1670 Will chiorine be added to the effluent? OvYes XiNo
= . a. lf chlorine is added, what is the resulting residual? X
6.80 . Does this facility discharge to a losing stream or sinkhole? O Yes ﬂNo
6.85 Attach a flow chart showing all influents, treatment {facilities and outfalls,
6.90 Has a waste load allocation study been completed for this facility? O Yes ‘é.No

List-alk ypermit woiatlons,a inclugjmg efﬂuent limit exceedances in the last 5 years. Anach a separate sheet it necessary
i rione, write none’ _ v -

L

E)
K N

MO 7BO-1512 (8-96)

Page 9.0200 \J ﬂ@« e



. . - ) ) . P ‘
7.00 SLUDGE HANDLING, USE AND DISPOSAL - ’ ) T o

710  Is the sludge a hazardous waste as defined by 10 CSR 257 [ Yes MNO . l o
]7.20  Sludge Production, including sludge received from others __‘[__D__ Design Dry Tons/Year _g__ Actual Dry Tons/Y- -
7.30  Capacity of sludge holding structures; 7 T . . T
7.31 Sludge storage provided: -  cubic feet; : days of stor-,
average percent soi:ds of sludge ﬁ:No sludge storage is provided. i
7.32 Type of storage: [ Holding tank I s & Building
(3 Basin -+ .- [] Other (describe)

[0 Concrete Pad

7.40  Siudge Treatment:

[ Anaerobic Digester J Lagoon [J Composting

[ Storage Tank 0 Aerobie Digester 3 Other (attach description)

O Lime Stabilization [T Air or Heat Drymg _ N
7.50 Sludge Use br Bisposal: R T o b R :

' Lamd Application D. Suriace D\spesal (Sludge Disposal Lagoon, Sludge héld for moresthan 2 ybars) (S
&:ontract Hauter O Incineration -, . i A s
] Hauted to Another D shdge Retained in Wastewater treatment lagoon
Treatrment Facility U: Other

O Solid Waste Landiil . Attach explanation shezt.

760 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR HAULING ‘SLUDGE TO DISPOSAL FACILITY
y Applicant {0 By Others (complete below) .
[namE T : : ‘ P , S ~
ot ' o ' Wb ‘*l . . ) L4
ADDRESS o ) ol T STATE ziP T .
CONTACT PERSON PHONE PERMIT NO.
‘ ~ _ : MO

7.70 SLUDGE USE OR DISPOSAL FACILITY ¢ o ; SR ) ' .o

& By Appiicant [ By Others (complete below) §
NAME [
ADPHEss!t 1"} '\.‘ * 'I G . E ‘:‘( em: " RN ?!'5'- L ." :: ’ '-:1' V ST?-E"‘-.'- . . : Z{P- " ‘-k.
CONTACT PERSON K 5 B PHONE PERMIT NO. '

MO-

7.80 Does the siud Dge or biogolids disposal comply with federal sludge regulatsons under 40 CFR 5037
Yes No (attach explanation)

8.00 DOWNSTREAM LANDOWNER
NAME ~—

- -

frion Moy D e Yoor s Je Al | 1™ e *HTIEE .
9.00 _DRINKING WATER SUPPLY INFORMATION . ' ' i
910  WHAT IS THE SOURCE OF YOUR DRINKING WATER SUPPLY:

@“ubllc supply (mumclpaE or water district water) . o { PR | M)
|

e
f public, please give name of the public supply MWL—E ety [

B. Private well

ADDRESS

C. Surface water (lake, pond, or streamy;
9.20 Dges your drinking water source serve at least 25 people at least 60 days per year (not necessarily consecutive days)?

Yes I No
8.30 des your supply serve housing which is occupied year round by the same peopie'? This does not include housing which is ocoupies
seasonally. J Yes L] No . .

10.00 | certify that! arn familiar with the information contained in the application, that to the best of my knowledge and belief such informaticn
is true, complete and accurate, and if granted this permit, | agree to abide by the Missouri Clean Water Law and all rules, reguiations,
orders and decisions, subject to any Iegitimate appeal available to applicant under the Missouri Clean Water Law.

A NAME AND OFFIG TITLE mma cipnmn ( M B r%a; ﬁwfh co:i ?;K% i "‘IL /
C. SIGNATURE = D. DATE SIGNED ) 2_ 72 - 7 ’Z
MO 7BO-1512 (8-96) VM o T
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Warren Coqﬁty Water & Sewer Co

COPY

Med Camuhan, Governor » Stephen M. Mahfood, Bireaor

AI\DT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
7 5t. Loujs Regional Office
10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 St. Louis, MO 63127-1058

(314) 301-7100
CERTIFIED MAIL # Z 465 691 892 FAX (314) 301-7107
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
June 7, 1999
Mr. Gary Smith
1248 Mimiosa Court

Foristell, Mo 63348

Dear Mr. Smith:

On June 3, 1999 Mr. Daugherty of my staff investigated a complaint of a sewage bypass at
1102 Post Qak Court in Incline Village. At the time of this investigation samples of the effluent

from the two treatment plants were collected. You will be provided with a copy of the analytical
results when they are avallable

The complaint alleged that a home’s pump station, or grmder pump, failed and that the contents of
.the wet well were pumped to the yard instead of being hauled away. Upon examining the site

Mr. Daugherty found solids from sewage left behind on the grass adjacent to the pump station.
Please be advised that discharging a water contaminant where it is reasonably certain to enter waters
of the State is a violation of the Missouri Clean Water Law [RSMo 644.051.1(1), & 644.076.1}. In
addition, the causing and failing to report a bypass is a violation of the Missouri Clean Water
Regulations [10CSR20-7.015(9)(E), and (E) (2)].

Notice of violation # 1420 SL is hereby issued for the above-cited violations. At locations where

sewage has been pumped to the pround, lime should be spread over the site to protect against the
spread of disease. This shounld be done immediately. -

In most of the systems that my staff inspect they find the pump stations are the responsibility of the
homeowner. However, since Warren County Water & Sewer Company has assued responsibility
for the pump stations, and because of the ever increasing number of these stations, 1t would appear
that the company should obtain a means to pump out these stations and deliver the contents to the
treatment plant. There are two options that are immediately evident.

)

2)

Gravity systems allow the transfer of material via a2 pump from one manhole to a second
manhole that is past the blockage. Unfortunately, manholes are not available on pressure
sewer systems as in Incline Village. However it may be possible to use a portable pump to
fransfer the waste from the disabled station to nearby pump station, if one is available.

The use of a portable tank to haul the sewage to the treatment plant. The tank could be
carried in the back of a pick-up, or could be a trailer mounted unit. The tank would not
necessarily have to be large enough to take the entire contents of a pump station to be

o
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4

Warren County Water & Sewer Co.
June 6, 1999
Page 2

effective. A station could be pumped down by haif at any time, or WO or more trips could be made
too completely empty a pump station.

Please note, whenever there is a bypass of the wastewater collection system the Department must be
notified by telephone within 24 hours, and in writing within five business days. The report shouid
include: location of the occurrence; duration of bypass, including the estimated time of start, and the
time the bypass was corrected; quanmy (estimated) bypassed; cause of bypass; methods employed to
clean-up the bypass.

A second item of concern was observed at treatment plant #2. A hose was connected to the flush
hydrant in front of the treatment plant, but a back-flow prevention device was not in use on the line.

- Whenever potable water 1s used or available within a wastewater treatment plant, the water line must

be protected by a reduced pressure principal (RPP) back-flow prevention assembly [Missouri Safe
Dnnkmg Water regulation 10 CSR 60-11.010(3)]. A list of approved back-flow prevention devu:es
is enclosed:

I am certain that you will take the necessary steps to address the items cited above, and to ensure that
such mcidents will not re-occur in the future,

¥ you have any questions, or need assistance, please contact Mr. Daugherty at the St. Louis Regional
Office at 314-301-7100. :

Sincerely,

ST. LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

AL AALEL

Robert S. P. Eck
Regional Director

RESPE/DID/cm
W
Enclosures

C: Public Drinking Water Program
Water Pollution Control Program
Missouri Department of Health, Central District
Warren County Department of Environmental Health
Warren County Planning & Zoning
James Mercile, Public Service Commission
John Kelly, Incline Village Board of Trustees
Mr. Robert Ullrich




MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - } //

Y./ DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY P.0. BOX 176 VIOLATION NUMBER
x2raly’ NOTICE OF VIOLAT!ON JEFFERSON CITY, MO 651:02 : 14 2 0 S
DATE AND TIME ISSUED | ) . J ‘ D o .
: JZ“@@fZ (999 a p.m.
SOURCE (NAME ADDRESS PERMIT NUMBEH LOCATION} 7 d . -
Warren County Water & Sewer :
Incline Village Treatment Plant #1-M0-0098817
Incline Village Treatment Plant #2-MO-0100358
Warren County '
MAILING ADDHESS ] ciTY STATE ZIP CODE -
1248 Mimosa Court - Foristell MO 63348
NAME OF OW’NER OR MANAGER TITLE OF OWNER OR MANAGER —I
Gary.smith Owner
LAW, REGULATION OR PERMIT VIOLATED

Missouri Clean Water Law RSMO 644.051.1 5 644.076.1

Missouri Clean Water Commission Regulations. 10CSR.20-7.015(9).(E)
- _

and 10CSR20-7.015(9)(E}(2).

NATURE OF VIOLATION DATE(S): i TIME(S]
Placed Water Contamants where they- would be resonabilly certaln to enter

water of the state by pumping lift stations to the env1ronment.

Caused or permitted the by pass of waste water, and failed to report the

by pass to the department as required by Clean Water Commission

Regulations.

SIGNATURE {(PERSON RECEIVING NOTICE) SIGNATURE (PERSON ISSUING NOTICE)

By Certified Mail Dan Daugherty »Q£;2Q£::2¢g#4%:§;h“_h
TITLE OR POSITION )

Environmental Specialist

TITLE OR POSITION/DNR REGION ~ j ‘*

St. Ionis Regional Qffice

MO 780-1457 (12-93) DISTRIBUTION:

WHITE/SOURGE CANARY/CENTRAL OFFICE PINK/REGIONAL OFFICE
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4179-23 6/3/99 DID

: Warren Co. Water & Sewer  Warren Co. . (WPCP)
417921 6/3/99 DID : o - View from the Golf Course towards the fou_ntain in the z.alleged
Warren Co. Water & Sewer Warren Co. (WPCP) . . “lagoon”. This sm_a‘ll"body of water was créated by cutting off a
View from outfall of T:P. #1, towards lake. Fountain is property cove of the lake with a golf cart pathway.

of thc_'. Golf Course.

{ 7 e

) R A s st

Hlat- v
,
, 417924 : 6/3199 DID
' Warren Co. Water & Sewer Watren Co. {WPCP)
4179-22 63199 ' DID Close up of the fountain in the cove the complainant called a

Warren Co. Water & Sewer Warren Co. (WPCP)
~ Close up view from outfall of T.P. #1, towards the fountain in the
. 1ake. This is what the complaint letter referred to as a “lagoon”.
This is part of the lake, and owned and managed by the golf
course.

“lagoon”. Treatment Plant #1 is in background.
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4179-17 6/3/99 Db
Warren Co. Water & Sewer Warren Co. (WPCP)

Close up of solids left behind on ground when grinder pump unit
was pumped out to ground,

LB

4179-18 T 6/3/99 DID
Warren Co. Water & Sewer Warren Co.  (WPCP)

Looking towards the location where the sewage solids were left,
view from driveway. Lake in-background.

4179-19 6/3/99 DID
Warren Co. Water & Sewer Warren Co. (WPCP)
View of the sewage solids in foreground, and lake in background



: .
S

St. Louis Regional Office

Negative Files
Negative Set# 4179 ..
NEG | DATE: BY: | PROG: | DESCRIPTION OF PHOTO
i 1 THROUGH 135, outside project
16 to 24A Investigation of complaint at Incline Village, Warren County
d.b.a Warren County Water and Sewer Company

16 | 6/3/99 DD | WPCP Tire tracks through sewage solids left behind when grinder
pump unit was pumped out.-

17 | 6/3/99 DID | WPCP Close up of solids left behind on ground when grinder
pump unit was pumped out to ground.

18 | 6/3/9% DID | WPCP Looking towards the location where the sewage solids.
were left, view from driveway. Lake in background.

19 | 6/3/99 DID | WPCP View of the sewage solids in foreground, and lake in

: background
20 | 6/3/99 DID | WPCP/ | T.P.#2, No backflow preventer on hose going into the
PDW Treatment Plant.

21 | 6/3/99 DID | WPCP View from outfall of TP, #1, towards lake. Fountain is
property of the Golf Course.

22 | 6/3/99 DID | WPCP Close up view from outfall of T.P. #1, towards the fountain
in the lake. This is what the complaint letter referred to as a
“lagoon”. This is part of the lake, and owned and managed
by the golf course. '

23 | 6/3/99 DID | WPCP View from the Golf Course towards the fountain in the
alleged “lagoon”. This small body of water was created by
cutting off a cove of the lake with a golf cart pathway.

24 | 6/3/99 DJD | WPCP Close up of the fountain, Treatment Plant #1 is in

‘ background.
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Incline Village o S "{:\‘:;’
{Warren County Water & Sewer Co.) ( { R
— N e U
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STATE OF MISSQURI Myl Carmziham, Genwrnor = Stephen AL Mahiuel Diiccios

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

st. Louis Regional Office
: 10803 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 St. Louis, MO 63127-1038
(314) 301-7100
October 19, 1998 FAX (314) 301-7107
Mr. Gary Smith
Warren County Water & Sewer Co.
1248 Mimosa Court
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Mr. Gary Smith:

On August 11, 1998, a grab sample was collected of the effluent from the two extended aeration
treatment plants serving Incline Viltage, Warren County, Missouri.

This sampling was conducted as a part of an investigation of the operation and condition of that
treatment plant. A report on that investigation was provided at the conclusion of the inspection

on August 11, 1998. The effluent samples have been a.nalyzed and copies of the analytical
reports dated August 26, 1998, are attached.

For treatment plant #1, (Permit # MO-0098817) the results in the attached report show the
effluent was not in compliance with the applicable limitations specified in Clean Water
Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 at the time of sampling. Specifically, the analysis
result of 52 mg/l for Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) exceeded the monthly average limit
of 30 mg/l by 73% and the analysis result of 40 mg/! for Non-Filterable Residue (NFR) exceeded

the monthly average limit of 30 mg/! by 33% (however, this does not exceed the weekly limit of
45 mg/L).

In this case, violations of 10 CSR 20-7.015(8)(B)1 occurred. Discharging pollutants in amounts

or concentrations exceeding those specified in the regulations is a violation of the Missouri Clean
Water Law (Chap. 644, RSMo 1986 Sec. 644.051.1(3)).

This citation of violations is based only upon the single grab sample collected at the time of the
investigation. Please note the terms of your State Operating Permit require the collection of
composite samples for compliance monitoring purposes. Composite samples are required for
this purpose because of variations in effluent quality, which can occur within a 24 hour period.
The grab sample results shown on the attached report reflect only the effluent condition at the

time of the investigation and may not be fully indicative of the average effluent quality for the
day.

Page 37
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September 2, 1998
Page 2

For treatment plant #2, (Permit # M0O-0100350) the analysis results of 5 mg/l for Biochemical
Oxygen Demand (BOD), and 5 mg/l for Non-Filterable Residue (NFR) in the attached report

show the effluent was in compliance with the applicable limitations specified in Clean Water
Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 at the time of sampling.

Please note the terms of your State Operating Permit require the collection of composite samples
for compliance monitoring purposes. Composite samples are required for this purpose because
of variations in effluent quality, which can occur within a 24 hour period. The grab sample
results shown on the attached report reflect only the effiuent condition at the time of the
investigation and may not be fully indicative of the average effluent quality for the day.

If you have any questions, please contact me at the St. Louis Regional Office at (314) 822-0101,

Sincerely,

ST. LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

Daniel Daugherty
Environmental Specialist

DID/dr

Enclosure

c: ‘Water Pollution Control Program
Missouri Department of Health, Central District
Warren County Health Department
Warren County Planning & Zoning
Public Service Commission :

Mr. John Kelly, Incline Village Homeowners Associatio




AJG 3 by

Mel Carnghan, Governor » Scephen M. Mahfood, ‘Director

T OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
BO. Box 176 Jefterson City, MO 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM

RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

1y§o

Sample Number:
Lab Number:

98-3736
98~D2299

Reported To:

DAN DAUGHERTY

Report Date: 8/26/98
Affiliation: SLRO Date Collected: 8/11/98
Project Code: 3278/3000 Date Received: 8/12/98
Sample Collected by: DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification: MO-0098817
Sampling Location: INCLINE VILLAGE TREATMENT PLANT #1
Sample Description: GRAB SAMPLE
Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method
Non-Filterable Residue 52 mg/L 8/17/98 160.2
Biochemical Oxygen Demand < 40 mg/L 8/18/98 405.1

The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures
ed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

5

Ryreycied Fuper




Mel Carnahan. Governor « Stephen M. Mahfood. Dircetor

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
PO. Box 176 Jefferson Ciry, MO 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM

RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

E—

Sample Number:
Lab Number:

98-3737

98-D2300 39/39

Reported To:

DAN . DAUGHERTY

Report Date: 8/26/98
Affiliation: SLRO Date Collected: 8/11/98
Project Code: 3278/3000 Date Recelved: 8/12/98
Sample Collected by: DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification: MO-0100350 :
Sampling Locatieon: INCLINE VILLAGE TREATMENT PLANT #2
Sample Description: GRAB SAMPLE
Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method
Non-Filterable Residue 5 mg/L 8/17/98 160.2
Biochemical Oxygen Demand 5 mg/L 8/18/98 405.1

c: WPC

STEVE DYER,

Page 40
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|
W@Warreti County (WPCP): :
Warren County Water & Sewer Company

STATE @F MIS’&Q_URI et Gamnalan, Govemor » David A, Shom. Dirccior

25 TMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
St. Louis Regional Office '
10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 5t. Louis, MO 63127-1017
(314)822-0101
FAX (4141822.0943

December 5, 1997

Mr. Gary Smith ‘
1248 Mimosa Court
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Mr. Smith:

On July 30, 1997, grab samples were collected of the effluent from the Incline Village Treatment
Plant #1 (MO-0098817), and the Incline Village Treatment Plant #2 (MO-0100358). This
sampling was conducted as part of a routine surveillance of the operation and condition of that
treatment plant. The effluent samples have been analyzed and copies of the analytical reports

I ' dated August 12, 1997 are attached.

]

For Treatment Plant #1, the analysis results of 24 mg/l for Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD),
in the attached report was in compliance with the applicable limitations specified in Clean Water
Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 at the time of sampling. However the analysis result of
37 mg/1 for Non-Filterable Residue (NFR) exceeded the monthly average limit of 30 mg/l by 23%.

For Treatment Plant #2, the analysis results of 4 mg/! for Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD), in
the attached report was in compliance with the applicable limitations specified in Clean Water
Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 at the time of sampling, but the analysis result of

27 mg/l for Non-Filterable Residue (NFR) exceeded the monthly average limit of 20 mg/l by 35%.

Discharging pollutants in amounts or concentrations exceeding those specified in the regulations
is a violation of the Missouri Clean Water Law (Chap. 644, RSMo 1986 Sec. 644.051.1(3)). In
this case violations of 10 CSR 20-7.015 (8)(B)I and 7.015(3)(B)1 occurred.

These citations of violations is based only upon the single grab samples collected at the time of the
investigation. It is important to remember that the terms of your State Operating Permit require
the collection.of composite samples for compliance monitoring purposes. Composite samples are
required for this purpose because of variations in effluent quality which can occur within a

24 hour period. The grab sample analysis results shown on the attached report reflect only the

effluent condition at the time of the investigation and may not be fully indicative of the average
effluent quality for the day.

{',:1 Wi e _
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Warren County Water & Sewer Co.(WPCP)
December 5, 1997
Page2

If you have any questions, please contact me at the St. Louis Regional Office.

Sincerely,

ST. LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

Daniel Daugherty
Environmental Specialist

DID/cm

Attachment

< Water Pollution Control Program
Public Service Commission .
Mr. John Kelly, Incline Village Homeowners Assoc.
Warren County Health Department



STATE QF MISSOUR} S Carnahan, Goweenor s Pvid A, Shorr, [hrecor

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
PO, Box 176 jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

o s 1T
- -

Ty .

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM

- 9l
RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES AR

Sample Number: 97-3660
Lab Number: 97-D1929

Reported To: DAN DAUGHERTY

Report Date: 8/12/97
Affiliation: SLRO Date Collected: 7/30/97
Project Code: 3235/3000 : Date Received: 7/31/97
Sample Collected by: DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification: MO-0098817
Sampling Leocation: INCLINE VILLAGE #1
Sample Description: GRAB SAMPLE OF EFFLUENT
County: WARREN
Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method
Non-Filterable Residue 37 mg/L 8/ 5/97 160.2
Biochemical Oxygen Demand 24 mg/L 8/ 6/97 405.1

ized by the U.S. EHVLronmental Protection Agency.

c: STEVE DYER, WPC
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STATE OF MISSOUR[ Mot Caomuthun, Governer s Privid AL Sharr, $ieccor

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM

RESULTS QF SAMPLE ANALYSES

Sample Number: 97-3661
Lab Number: 97-D1930

Reported To: DAN DAUGHERTY Report Date: 8/12/97
Affiliation: SLRO Date Collected: 7/30/97
Project Code: 3235/3000 Date Received: 7/31/97
Sample Collected by: DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification: MO-0100358
Sampling Location: INCLINE VILLAGE #2
Analysls Performed Results Analyzed Method
Non-Filterable Residue 27 mg/L 8/ 5/97 160.2

| Biochemical Oxygen Demand 4 ng /L 8/ 6/97 405.1

c: STEVE DYER, WPC

alysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures
ized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

)
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'Warren County (wWecp)é&”
Incline Village

COPY

TMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

St. Louis Regional Office
10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 St Louis, MO 63127-1017
(314)822-0101
FAX (314)822-0943

September 18, 1995

CERTIFIED MAIL: P 177 782 340
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Gary Smith

Shady -Oaks Subdivision
1248 Mimosa Drive
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Mr. Smith:

i i
On September 13, 1995, Mr. Paul E. Mueller and Mr. Jim Rhodes of
this office were at Shady Oaks Subdivision and observed

violations of the Missouri Clean Water Laws and Regulations,

and
Public Drinking Water Regulations.

A pump was observed with a hose in the unfinished pump station
wet well. It was obvious that the discharge pipe had been
discharging to the downstream ditch. Standing water with a
malodor and sewage sludge was observed in the ditch. -Discharging

water contaminates to the waters of the State is a wviolation of
State laws and regulations.

An illegal cross-connection between the water supply and the
sanitary sewer system also existed. A hose had been connected to
a flushing hydrant and the other end had been dropped into the
sanitary sewer system manhole. This cross-connection is a

violation of Missouri Public Drinking Water Regulation 10 CSR 60 -
11.010(2).

Notice of Vviolation #0684 SL is hereby issued for the above
mentioned violations.

Please note that your Construction Permit #22-4678 expired June
30, 1995, and you did not apply for an extension 30 days prior to
the expiration date. Since the project for Shady Oaks
Subdivision was not finished in a timely manor {(pumps were not
installed}, you need to resubmit plans and specifications, and

the 200 dollar filing fee to this office before continuing
construction.

Page 45
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'Incline village (WPCP)
September 18, 1995
Page 2

Should you have any questibns or comments, please contact

Mr. Paul Mueller of this office.

 Sincerely,

ST, LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

L Ll

obert 8. P. Eck
Regional Director

RSPE/ é%?lo

Enclosures

c: Water Pollution Control Program
Public Drinking Water Program
Warren County Health Department
Warren County Building Commission

|
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MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES . _ et
kS DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 0.0, BOX 176 ~_ VIOLATION NUMBER
l #¥<u/ NOTICE OF VIOLATION JEFFERSON GITY, MO 85102 0 6 8 4 SL
DATE AND TIME ISSUED . 0O am. |
O p.m.
I BOURCE (NAME, ADDRESS, PERMIT NUMBER, LOCATION)
| Gary Smith
l Shady Osaks MHP
l MAILING ADDRESS ' , CITY STATE 21P CODE
2 | 1248 Mimosa Drive Foristell MO | 63348
l NAME OF OWNER OR MANAGER TITLE OF OWNER OH' MANAGER
Gary Smith
l 'LAW, REGULATION OR PERMIT VIOLATED
' "Missouri Clean Water Law RSMo. Section 644.051,1(2) and
Section 644.076.1
l Missouri Clean Water Commission 'Regulation 10 CsrR 20-7.,031(3)(A)(C)
~Miggouri Public Drinking Water Regulation 10 CSR 60-11.010(2)
l NATURE OF VIOLATION DATE(S): TIME(S):
I Discharged water contaminants into waters of the State which reduced the
.quality of such waters below the Water Quality standards established by
I the Missouri Clean Water Commission,
Caused or allowed an unprotected cross connection
" | SIGNATURE (PERSON RECEIVING NOTICE) SIGNATURE {PERSON 1SSUING NOTICE)
l BY CERTIFIED MAIL Paul E. Mueller ,{{ﬁ/{///%
TITLE OR POSITION TITLE OR POSITION/DNR REGION ‘
Environmental Specialist
. St. Louis Regicnal Office
MO 780-1457 (12-93) ) DISTRIBUTION: WHITE/SOURCE CANARY/CENTRAL OFFICE PINK/REGIONAL OFF
Page 47
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iy “"\\ - .,
Incline Village Water & Sewer . (? yff'ngéﬁquﬁ?7
. WA

| "'f-——-————— DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
2 St. Louis Regional Office

1080% Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100  St. Louis, MQ 63127-1017
(3143822-0101
FAX (314)822-0943

July 12, 1885

Mr, Gary Smith
1248 Mimosa Court
. Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Mr. Smith:

On June 19, 1985 grab samples were collected of the effluent from
wastewater treatment plant #1 (MO-0098B17) and wastewater treatment
plant #2 (MO-0100358) which serve Incline Village, Warren County,
Migsouri. This sampling was conducted as part of an investigation of
the operation and condition of the facility. & report on that

investigation was provided to you upon the conclusion of that
inspection.

‘ The effluent samples have been analyzed and copies of the analytical
I reports dated June 30, 1995 are attached. It should be noted that the
samples exceeded the recommended holding time of 48 hours by two to
. I three hours. It is not believed that this affected the amalysis

results to any noticeable extent, but would render the results lnvalld
for compliance monitoring.

The results in the attached report for Treatment Plant #1 show the
effluent was not in compliance with the appllcable limitations
spec1fled in Clean Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 at the
time of sampling. Specifically the analysis resgult of 64 mg/l for -
Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) exceeded the monthly average limit. of
30 mg/l by 113%, but the analysis result of 32 mg/l for Nonfilterable

Residue (NFR) only exceeded the monthly average limit of 30 mg/l
by 6%.

In this case viclations of 10 CSR 20-7.015(8) (B)1 occurred.

Dlscharglng pollutants in amounts or concentrations exceeding those
specified in the regulations is a violation of the Missouri Clean
Water Law (Chap. 644, RSMo 1986 Sec. 644.051.1{(3)).

This citation of viclations is based only upon the single grab sample
collected at the time of the investigation. Some suspended scolids may
have been caused by material dislodged at the sample access point in
the treatment plant just moments prior to collection of the sample at
the outfall. 1In addition, the terms of your State Operating Permit
regquire the collection of composite samples for compliance monitoring
purposes. Composite samples are reguired for this purpose because of

——
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Incline Village (WEBCE)
July 12, 19935
Page 2

variations in effluent quality which can occur within a 24 hour
period. The grab sample results shown on the attached report reflect
only the effluent condition at the time of the investigation and may
not be fully indicative of the average effluent qQuality for the day.

The results in the attached report for Treatment Plant #2 show the
effluent was in compliance with the applicable -limitations specified
in Clean Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 at the time of
sampling. Please note the terms of your State Operating Permit
require the collection of composite samples for compliance monitoring
purpeses. Composite samples are required for this purpose because of
variations in effluent quality which can occur within a 24 hour
period. The grab sample results shown on the attached report reflect
only the effluent condition at ‘the time of the investigation and may
not be fully indicative of the average effluent quality for the day.

.If you have any questions, please contact me at the St. Louis Regional

Office,

Sincerely,

8T. LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE
D f T

Daniel Daugherty

Environmental Specialist

DJD/bkk

Attachment

c: Water Pollution Control Program
Missouri Department of Health, Central District
Warren County Health Department
Warren County Planning & Zoning
Mr. John Kelly



STATE OF MISSOUR.[ Mel Camazlutn, Govemnor = David A, Shor. Dircctor

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM
RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

Sample Number: 95-4671
Lab Number: 95-D1017

Reported To: DAN DAUGHERTY Report Date: 6/30/95
Affiliation: SLRO

Date Collected: 6/19/95
Project Code: 3221/3000 Date Received: 6/21/95

Sample Collected by: DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification: MO0098817

Sample Description: GRAB SAMPLE QF EFFLUENT

Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method

Non-Filterable Residue 64.0 mwmg/L 6/22/95 160.2
pH 7.90 6/19/95 150.1
Comment: Analyzed in field

Biochemical Oxygen Demand 32 mg/L 6/21/95

405.1
Comment: Exceeded holding time.

l Sampling Location: INCLINE VILLAGE, PLANT #1,

¢t RICHARD ALLEN, WPC

RECYTLED PAPER
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STATE QF MISSOURI Mel Carnahan, Governor » David AL shom, Director

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM
RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

Sample Number: 95-4670
Lab Number: 95-D1018

Reported To: DAN DAUGHERTY Report Date: 6/30/95
Affiliation: SLRO L Date Collected: 6/19/95
Project Code: 3221/3000 Date Recelved: 6/21/95
Sample Collected by: DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification: MO0O0100358
Sampling Location: INCLINE VILLAGE, PLANT #2,
Sample Description: 'GRAB SAMPLE OF EFFLUENT
Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method
Non-Filterable Residue 9.00 mg/L 6/22/95 160.2
pH 8.00 6/19/95 150.1
Comment: Analyzed in field _
Biochemical Oxygen Demand 7 mg/L 6/21/95 405.1

Comment: Exceeded holding time.

The analysis of is sample was performed in accordance with procedures .

ized by the U.8. Environmental Protection ARgency.

c: RICHARD ALLEN, WPC

L)

RECYCLED PAPER
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warren Co. (WPLE)
L//Ipcllne Vvillage

~

__ CoPY

Met Curmohan, Govemor » DmdA Shorr. Direcior

— DI\'ISIO\! OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
St. Louis Regional Office
10805 Sunset Office Drive, Sujte 100  St. Louis, MO 63127-1017
(314)822-0101

May 11, 1885 FAX (314)822-0043

Mr. Gary Smith

Incline Village Water & Sewer
1248 Mimosa Court

Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Mr. Smith:

On March 21, 1995, grab samples were collected of the effluent from
Treatment Plant #1, and Treatment Plant #2, which serve the Incline
village Subdivision, Foristell, Missouri. This sampling was c¢onducted
.as part of an investigation of the. operatlon and condition of the
facility. The report on that investigation was prov1ded to you at the
conclusion of the inspection.

The effluent samples have been analyzed and copies of the analytlcal
reports, dated April 17, 1895, are attached.

The analysis results for Treatment Plant #1, show the effluent was not
in compliance with the applicable limitations specified in Clean Water
Commigsion Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.01% at the time of sampling.
Specifically, the Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD)} exceeded the monthly
average limit of 30 mg/l by 26% and the Nonfilterable Residue (NOR)
exceeded the monthly average limit of 30 mg/l by 26%.

In this case, violatiéns of 10 CSR 20-7.015(8) (BY1 occurrsd.

Discharging pollutants in amounts or concentrations exceeding théose
specified in the regulations is a violation of the Misgsouri Clean
Water Law (Chap. 644, RSMo 1986 Sec. 644.051.1(3)).

This citation of violations is based only upon the single grab sample
collected at the time of the 1nvest1gat10n Please note the terms of
your State Operating Permit requlre the collection of composite
samples for compliance monitoring purposes. Comp051te sEamples are
required for this purpose because of variations in effluent guality
which can cccur within a 24 hour period. The grab sample results

- ghown on the attached report reflect only the effluent ‘condition at
the time of the investigation and may not be fully indicative of the
average effluent quality for the day. In addition, you should note
that this single sample did not exceed the weeklz limit of 45 mg/l for
BOD and NFR. The results of any additional monitoring performed

during the month should be included in the calculations to determine
the true monthly average values.

At the time of the inspection,  we had noted that this treatment plant
did not appear to return sludge to the head. of the plant in the sgame
manner as plant #2. At the conclusion of the imspection, you had

O Page 52
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Alnecline village
May 11, 1885
Page 2

indicated that you were going to investigate and determine if the
sludge return line required repair. I am confident that with the
proper adjustments to this plant, you will have it operating within
the specified effluent limits, as plant $#2 currently does.

The anal&sis results for Treatment Plant #2 show the effluent was in
compliance with the applicable limitations specified in Clean Water
Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7,.015 at the time of sampling. The

analysis result for BOD was <4 mg/l, and the result for NOR was 1.01

mg/l, both are very good results. The effluent limit for BOD and NOR
are both 20 mg/l.

Please note the terms of your State Operating Permit réquire the
collection of composite samples for compliance monitoring purposes.

Composite samples are reguired for this purpose because of variations-

in effluent quality which can occur within a 24 hour periocd. The grab
sample results shown on the atiached report reflect only the effluent
condition at the time of the investigation and may not be fully
indicative of the average effluent quality for the day.

N

If you have any guestions, please contact me at the St. Louis Regiocnal
Office. : ‘

Sincerely,

ST, LOUIS REGIONAL QOFFICE
B

Daniel Daugherty
Environmental Specialist

DJID/mc
Attachment
¢:  Water Pollution Control Program

Warren County Health Department
Missouri Dept. of Bealth, Eastern District

Page 353



STATE OF MISSOURI el Caroabzn, Governor o Dasid AL S, Divectes

- DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Div ISIO’\ OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City; MO 65102-0176

L
'
> . )
l \

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM
RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

Sample Number: 95-4590
Lab Number: 95-D311

Reported To: DAN DAUGHERTY Report Date: 4/17/95

Affiliation: SLRO Date Collected: 3/21/95

Project Code: 3221/3000 Date Received: 3/22/95

! l Sample Collected by: DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification: MO-0098817
Sampling Location: INCLINE VILLAGE TREATMENT PLANT $#1
I Sample Description: GRAB SAMPLE OF TREATMENT PLANT
EFFLEUNT

Analysis Performed Results Date Analyzed Method

Non-Filterable Residue . 38.0 mg/L 3/24/95  160.2
Biochemical Oxygen Demand 38 mg/L 3/23/95 405.1

The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures
approved or recognized by the U.S5. Environmental Protection Agency.
| .

i Sal W Ak

ames H. Long, Director
Environmental Services Program
Division of Environmental Quality

_}\

c: RICHARD ALLEN, WPC
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STATE OF MISSOURI l Mel Canabian, Geavernor o Puivid A, Shorr, Dirccor

| DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIV ISIO\ OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City. MO 63102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM
RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

Sample Number: 95-4591 l
Lab Number: 85-D312

Reported To: DAN DAUGHERTY ) Report Date: 4/17/95
Affiliation: SLRO Date Collected: 3/21/95
Project Code: 3221/3000 Date Received: 3/22/95
Sample Collected by: DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO

Facility Identification: MO-0100358

Sampling Location: INCLINE VILLAGE TREATMENT PLANT #2

Sample Description: GRAB SAMPLE OF TREATMENT PLANT

EFFLUENT

Analysis performed Results Date Analyzed Method i
Non-Filterable Residue 1.01 mg/L 3/24/95 160.2
Biochemical Oxygen Demand < 4 mg/L 13/23/95 405.1

The analysis of this'sémple was performed in accordance with procedures
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

JLX AT

ames H. Long, Director
Environmental Services Program
Division of Environmental Quality

c: RICHARD ALLEN, WPC E IE8

e
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Incline Village #1 <(33 ?ﬂy‘%
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Warren County - (WECP)

“"‘fﬁ /————-— DIVISION OF-ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
2 i St. Louis Regional Office
10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 St. Louis, MO 63127-1017
(314)822-0101
FAX (314)822-0943

December 30, 1954

Mr. Gary Smith

Incline village water & Sewer
1248 Mimosa Court

Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Mr. Smith _
On Novernber is, 1994, a grab sample was collected of the efflueﬁt from

the Incline Village wastewater treatment plant #1. This sampling was
conducted as part of an investigation of the cperation and condition of

the facility. A report on that investigation was sent to you on November

30, 1994.

The effluent sample has been analyzed and a copy of the analytical report

dated December 2, 1994 13 attached.

The results in the attached report show the effluent was not in
compliance with the applicable limitations specified in Clean Water
Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7.015 at the time of sampling.
Specifically the Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) exceeded the monthly

average limit of 45 mg/l by 6.6%. The Nonfilterable Residue (NFR)} was in

compliance with the permit effluent limit of 30 mg/l with a analysis
result of 27mg/1l.

In this case violations of 10 CSR 20-7.015(8) {B)1 occurred.

Discharging pollutants in amounts or concentrations exceeding those
Bpecified in the regulations is a violation of the Missouri Clean Water
Law (Chap. 644, RSMo 1986 Sec. £44.051.1(3)).

This citation of violatiorns is based only upon the single gradb sample
collected at the time of the investigation., Please note the terms of
your State Operating Permit reguire the collection of composite samples
for compliance monitoring purposes. Composite samples are regquired for
this purpose because of variations in effluent gquality which can occur
within a 24 hour period. The grab sample results shown on the attached
report reflect only the effluent condition at the time of the
investigation and may not be fully indicative of the average effluent
quality for the day, and, was only 6% above the permit limit.

During the telephone conversation of December 22, 1994, you indicated
that the liquid level controls for the lift station serving treatment
plant #1 were adjusted to pump more frequently. This should reduce the

-

T
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*Incline Village #1

December 30, 1894
Page 2

occurance of the sewage in the lift station going septic before it is
pumped to the treatment plant. The pumping of septic sewage into the
treatment plant would adversely affect the biclogic action in the plant.
With this adjustment, you should see a reduction in the analysis results
for BOD from treatment plant #1 in the months to come.

In the inspection report of November 30, 199%4, I incorrectly stated that
the new permit for treatment plant #1 required monthly sampling and
quarterly reportlng. As we discusgsed on December 22, the permit regquires
monthly reporting. I apologize for the confusion and any problems this
may have caused. You also asked if the sample result form you received
from the laboratory would be sufficient as a Discharge Monitoring Report.
The answer is yes, as long as all of the reguired monthly sampling data .

is on the form and if you sign the copy you send this office. There is
not an "official™ DMR reporting form that must be used.

Again I would like to apologize for the confusion, and if you have any
questions, please contact me at the St. Louls Regional Office.

Sincerely,
ST. LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

Uit DT

Daniel Daugherty
Envirommental SpeC1allst

.pDJan/

Attachment

c: Water‘Pollution Control Program
Warren County Health Department
Incline Village Homeowners Association

- Page 57
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STATE OF Mlssoum*

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

RESULT OF SAMPLE ANAL

Sample No. 94

Reported to: DAN DAUGHERTY
Affiliation: SLRO

Sample Description: ‘
INCLINE VILLAGE TREATMENT PLANT #1
GRAB SAMPLE, EFFLUENT,
MOOUO98B817, WARREN COUNTY

Collected by: DAN DAUGHERTY
Affiliation: SLRO

MMt Camubian, Governoc « David AL Shos, Directar

DEP_“ TMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 63102-0176

PROGRAM

b o
qrEffTuﬂq R&!ﬁ'{qt RESGL Res

Bate: h2/02/94
Project Code: 3221/3000

bate: 11/16/94

PARAMETERS RESULTS
BOD 48 mg/L
NONFILTERABLE RESIDUE 27 mg/L

The analysis of this sample was performed in
proegduies apploved or recognized by the U.S.

cc: RICHARD ALLEN, WPC

o)

RECYCLED Pa®n

accordance with
Environmental
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COPY

GARY L. SMITH
D/B/A INCLINE WATER AND SEWER
1248 MIMOSA COURT _
FORISTELL, MISSOURI 63348 ~ i
(314) 673 1441 '

‘June 3, 1994 -7 8%

Mr. Joseph J. Becker
Attorney at Law
8011 Clayton Road

 ,.» St. Louis, Missouri 63117

- Re: Application For Transfer of Operating Permit
Dear Joe:

The Department of Natural Resources has requested that an
Application For Transfer of Operating Permit be filed
regarding the sewer system at Incline Village. Although I
thought all of this had been done previously, by copy of
this letter, I am sending to the DNR copies of various
documents that we have previously furnished to the DNR and
‘the PSC which may satisfy the DNR, However, to expedite
this matter, I am reguesting that you sign and forward a
copy of the above application at your earliest convenience.

1 appreciate your help in this matter. Hopefully, after
three years, this matter will finally be resolved.

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

]
Sincgrely yours,

Y L. SMITH

GLS/s

cc: MODNR St. Louis

Page 59



Law Offices of

Becker, Dufour, Yarbrough & Berndsen
8011 Clayton Road

St Louls, Misgsouri 53117

8147 727-7100

FAX 314 /787-47682

Joseph J. Becker

. Charlea F. Dufour

October 14, 1992 John T. Yarbrough
Thomas G. Berndaen

Sharen E. Burke

Mr. Gary Smith

Incline Sewer and Water Company
1248 Mimosa Court Aadatt
Foristell, Missouri 63348 bk

Dear Gary:

Enclosed herewith find duplicate executed original Minutes
giving the authority of the Board of Directors for the Officers
to dispose of the assets of both the Sewer and Water Company.

I trust that these documents will be adeguate for the Public
Service Commission.

If I can be of any further assistance, please contact me.

Very truly yours,

BECKER, DUFOUR, YARBROUGH, BERNDSEN
& BURKE

ttgtney at Law

JIB/sef
Enclosures
10.92 Incline _ Page 60



DUPLICATE

CONSENT TO ACTION OF ALL OF THE DIRECTORS OF

INCLINE VILLAGE SEWER COMPANY

The undersigned, being all of the surviving Directors of
Incline Village Sewer Cémpany, a Missouri-Corporation, acting
without notice, hereby waive notice and the holding of a meeting
and consent to and adopt and vote in favor of the following
resolution, which consent is to have the same gffect as a
unanimous vote of the Directors at a meeting duly heid on the

date hereof. The date of this consent is as of the ¥5th day

of June, 1960.

WHEREAS, the Company has no cash with which to continue
operations, and Mr. Crtmann and Mr. Adolphus have beeﬁ providing
funds to keep the company operating so as to provide continuing
sewer service for the customers of the system, and

WHEREAS, Mr. Ortmann and Mr. Adolphus are unable to pro-

‘vide additional funding and it is necessary to continue to pro-

vide gervice to the system customers, it is necessary to find an
operator and/or buyer for the system.
NOW THEREFORE, be it resolved as follows:

RESOLVED: That the officers of the Corporation are
hereby authorized to find a buyer and/or operator

for the system in order to provide continuing service to
the systems customers. Any officer is authorized to
execute all contracts, deeds, bills of sale and any
other document necessary to impliment this resolution.
Such sale or operating agreement shall be -on such terms
and conditions as the officers deem to be in the best

interest of the corporation and iis customers in their
sole discretion.

- -
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned being all of the sur-

viving Directors of the Corporation have executed this Consent

as of the 15th day of June 1990.

A

Robert Ortmann

Director
94 7
et A st goblee s —
Mark' Adolphus 4
Director .
-
" 'DUPLICATE
-2




ETATE COF MISSOURI
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
JEFPERSON CITY

December 17, 1993

CABE NO: _WM-03-109

Joseﬁh J. Becker, Becker, Dufour, Yarbrough & Berndsen, 8011 Clayton Road,
St. Louis, MO 63117

Mark C., Pointek, Atﬁorney at Law, P.0. Box 172, 216 West Main, Washington,
MO 630%0 -

Enclosed f£ind certified copy of ORDER in the above-numbered
case (5).

Sincerely,

;&umﬁw

David L. Rauch
Executive Secretary

Uncertified Copy:

Office of the Public Counsel, P.0. Box 7800, Jefferson City, MO 65102
Gary L. Smith, 1248 Mimosa Court: Foristell, MO 63348

——— m —_ m--
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STATE OF MISSOURI
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

At & session.of the Public Service
Commisgion held at its cffice
in Jefferson City on the 17th
day of December, 1993,

In the matter of the application of Gary L. Smith, d/bjfa )
Incline Village Water and Sewer Co., to assume assets,
to expand its operating area, to amend connection fees,
and such relsted matters.

Cace No. WM=-93=-109

ORDER APPROVING TARIFFS AND
CANCEL;NG PREVIOUS TARIFFS ON FILE

Oon November 15, 1993, Gary L. Smith, d/bfa Incline Village Water and
Sewer CQmpany {Smith/Incline) filed proposed tariffs with anieffectlve date of
December 20, 1933, reflecting the authorized expansion of the water service area,
revised water service connection charge, rewording of sewer service connection
rules, and the addition of water main gnd collecting sewer extension rules. On
May 4, 1993, the Commission issued its Order Approving Sale Of Assets, Granting
Certification And Expanding Certificated Area which approved Smith/Incline
acquiring the assets of Inéline Village Water Company, Inc., and Incline Village
Sewer Company, Inc. (Incline Villages) and expanding the certificated area for
water service.

On December 13, 1993, the cCommission’s Staff (Staff) filed its
recommendation. Staff states that at the time the acéuisition wasg approved, a
subsequent sale to East Central Missouri Water and Sewer Authority (ECM) was
considefed imminent. Smith/Incline was authorized to operate under tariffs of
Incline Villages initially, and if the sale to ECM did not take place within
60 days, Smith/Iﬁcline would then file its own new tariffs., Staff states that
the exﬁected sale has not taken place. Staff states that the propoaad tariffs
are adopted from its example tariffs and that other than those authorized

changes, there are no other rates or changes from Incline Villages' tariffs on
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file. Also, in a lettér dated December 6, 1993, Smith/Incline authorized Staff’s
permisaionﬁto make technical corrections to certain of the proéoaed tariff
aheets.. Staff states that the proposed tariffs, after those technical correc-
tions, comply with the Commission’s Order and should be approved.

After ﬁonsidering the proposed tariffes of smith/Incline, corrected by
Staff, and Staff’'s recommendation, the Commiesion determines that the proposed -
tariffs are in compliance with its previous Order and are alseo fair and reason-
able. Therefore, the COmmission' will approve +the proposed tariffs of
émith/Incline as corrected by Staff for water and sewer ser;iée rendered on and
after December 20, 1993, and order Incline Villages’ tariffs to be bance;ed as
of the effective Aate of the order.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the following proposed tariff sheets filed by Gary L. Smith,
d/b/a Incline Village Water and Sewer Company, on November 15, 1993, and as
corrected by the COmmission;s staff, be hereby approved for water and sewer
service rendered on and after December 20, 19933
P.5.C.MO. No. 1 Water)

Original Sheet No. A (Index)
Original Sheet Nee. 1 through 38

P.8.C.MO. Ng. 1 (Sewer)
Original Sheet No. A (Index)

Original Sheet Nos. 1 through 41

2. ,That all the tariffs previously approved for Incline Village Water
Company, Inc., and Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc. be hereby canceled as of

the effective date of this order.

- — . — ep . —




3. That this order shall become effective on the 20th day of

December, 1553.
BY THE COMMISSION
—— .
»

pavid L. R’a%f “"“44,

Executive Secretary

(SE A L)

Mueller, Chm., McClure, Perkins,
Fincheloe and Crumpton, CC., concur.




STATE OF MISSOURI
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

At a pession of the Public Service
‘Commission held at its office

in - Jefferson City on the 4th
day of May, 1993.

In the matter of the application of Gary L. Smith, d/b/a
Incline village Water and Sewer Co., to assume assets,

)
)
to expand its operating area, to amend connection fees, ) Case No, WM-93-109
and such related matters. )}

)

ORDER APPROVING BALE OF ASSETS, GRANTING CERTIFICATION
AND EXPANDING CERTIFICATED AREA

On September 22, 1992 Gary L. Smith, d/b/a'Incline Village Water and
Sewer Co., (Applicant) filed aﬁ. Application pursuant téi'éecfion 393.190,
R.S.Mo.'1986, seeking authorization of the COmmissiops (1) approving the sale
and transfer of all the franchise, works, or system of Incline Village Water
Company, Inc. and Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc. to Applicant; (2) authoriz-
ing hpplicant to begin.providing services to the certificated service area of
Incliné Village Water Company, Inc. and Incline Villagé Sewer Company,. Inc.;
{3) authorizing Applicant to expand to a newly certificated area; (4) to increase
new service connection fees as to new water connactions to the sum of $575 and
as to new sewer connections to the sum of $400; (5) to require any extension of
an ekisting main to be charged to the developer or new service aéplicant; {6) to
require customers on pressurized connection systems to be required to pay main-
tenance costs of such systems; and (7) for such other relief as may be deemed
necessary.

On September 24, 199? Applicant filed an Amended Application. On
October 15, 1992 Applicant filed an Assignment from Robert L. Lewis to Applicant
of all his right, title, or interest in a cgriain Sales Contract and Management
Agreement dated January 15, 1992 wherein Incline Village Water Company, Inc. and

Incline Village Sewer CDmpany: Inc. are named as £first party and further
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" Court, Foristell, ¥issouri 63348.

consenting to the Application to the Commission of Applicaﬁt. Oon Octcber 23,
1992 Applicant filed a duplicate of the Board of Directors of Incline Village
Water Company, Inc.‘s assent to the sale of the water company dated June 15,

1990. ©On October 26, 1992 Applicant filed a statement from Joseph J. Becker,

attorney for Incline Village Water Company, Inc., and Incline Village Sewer

Company, Inc. which indicated that there wasAno objection of the said companies
to the Application herein. |

A Applicant is an individual doing business as Inecline Village Water and
Sewer Co. w;th his principal office and place of business located at 1248 Mimosa
Incline Village Water Company, Inc., and
‘Incline Viliage Sewer Company, Inc. are both pubiic utilities as defined in Sec-
tion 386.020, R.S5.Mo. 1986, and as 8uch are authorized;i:reapectively, to

distribute and sell water and provide sewer service in their service areas

- located in Warren County, Missouri and St. Charles County, Missouri.

Certificates to provide water sgrvice and sewer service were granted
by the cOmmisaioﬁ to Incline Village Water Company, Inc., and Incline Village
Sewer Company, Inc., respectively, by a Report And Order in Case Nos. WA-82-259
and WA-82-260, effective November §, 1982. Incline Village Water cOmpany; Inc.,
and Incline Village Sewer Company,. Inc. provide-water.and sewer service to
apprdximately 57 residential customers piua the club house, swimming pool, and
a gubdivision sales office. The service area consists of the Incline Village
lake development in WarrenICOuntf, and the developers of the subdivision are the
owhers of Incline Village Water chﬁany, Inc., and Incline Village Sewer Company,
Inc; This subdivision was not-sﬁccessful for the devélopers, who are in bank-
ruptey. Also, ;ome of the principals in the development company have died or
have health problems. Fér these reasons they are n§ lqnger interested in ;he
operation of the utilities, Although Incline Village Water Company, Inc., and

Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc. themselves are not in bankruptcy, the

2 Page 68



attorney for the utilities has indicated bankruptcy would be filed unless the
agsets and responsibilitf are transferred to another party. Applicant,
Gary L. Smith, is presently operating Incline Village Water Company, Ine., ané
Incline Viiiage Sewer Company, Inc. by -contract with the utilities and also has
a contract to purchase the assets, which is the subject of this case. Smith
plans to operate the utility systems charging the same rates that the Commission
has approved for Incline Village Water Company, Inc., and Incline Village Sewer
Company, In¢., which are monthly rates of $7.50 plus $2.42 per 1,000 gallens for
water service and §$15.00 flat rate for sewer service.

On November 6, 1992 the Commission issued its Order And Notice of the
proposed sale causing notice to be provided: (1) to gach customer of
Incline Village Water Company, Inc., and Incline Village SeJér Company, Inc.,
(2) to ten persons residing in the proposed service area to be newly certifi-
cated, {3) to newspaper publishers located in St. Chafles, Warren and Lincoln
Counties, Missouri, (4) area lawmakers, and (5)'area county commissions. Said
Order And Notice also established a 30-day . intervention period and directed

ingquiries to the Office of Public Counsel or the Commission'’s Staff {Staff).- on

- December 23, 1992 the Commission issuved its order granting intervention to

'East Central Missouri Water and Sewer Authority (East Central).

, On April 16, 1993 the Commission‘’s Staff filed its recommendation.
Staff recommends that the sale of assets from both Incline Yillage Water Company,
Inc., and Incline Villagé Sewer Company, Inc. to Applicant be approved, Staff
also recommends that the expansion of the certificated area for water service as
requested by Applicant be approved. Staff also recommends Applicant give nctice
of the closing of the sale to Staff within five days thereafter and make specific
tariff f£ilings. In making its recommendations, Staff indicates that it has
settled with Applicant as to the connection charges applying to new customers to

the water and sewer systems. For z residential service connection and meter

-
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setting construction the charge will be §300. This would include material and

P

labor for making the tap, connecting service line piping between the tap ag_Eég
.-———-—’_—_,—4———_1_‘—#_'____#———“-———-—-—*-__

main and the property line, and a meter installed in a covered meter box at the
e e e et s pm—

——
d e

T

property line. The customer would be responsible for the service line between

the Teter setting and the building. Por a residential sewér gservice connecticn,
the preesent rule requires Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc. to provide material
and inspection,. Applicant wishes to provide material and labor for .sewer
connections similar éo ité desires on water connections. Therefore, Staff
recomﬁenda a modification of the applicable sewer tariff rules, Staff believes
the current charge of $150 is adeguate for sewer connections. Staff alao
recommends ﬁhat Applicant file an extension rule for each tariff concerning water
and sewer. Staff says no such tariffs currently exist anéiﬁay be needed to
Bervice a developer or prospective customer. Staff recommends that the tariffs
comply'witthEEi:EEEEE;gi_tarftfs for small companies.

Applicant proposes to expand the water service area to include an
addi@ional'area. Included in the additional area iB a subdivision known as
Forest Green Estates. That subdiv;sion has a developer-owned water system; but,
.tha well has some problems and the developer is under directive from the Missouri
Department of Natural Resources to correct the problem. Staff believes the
appropriate way to correct the problem would be to supply the area with water
from the Incline. Village Water Company, Inc. system. Staff states that the
Incline‘system's single well is capable of producing 350 gallons per ﬁinute
which, with the utilization of the storage tank, is enough water to supply more
than 700 residential cuatomérs. Staff believes that the Incline system provides
more than enough water supply for the 60 e#isting customers and the eight exist-
ing customers in Forest Green Estates. Staff states ‘that a new main between
Forest Green Estates and Incline Village has been constructed by the developer

of Forest Green Estates. When the new main is connected to the two systems the
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Forest Green diﬁtribution system will be deeded to Applicant‘and the residentes
of Forest Green Estates will become retaii customers ©f Applicant. Applicant
will install water meteés for each of thé existing customers in Forest Green
Estatgs and include the cost in rate base. Customers connecting in the future
would be subject to the same connection charges é; any other new customer in the
existing service area.

Staff indicates that theré have been numerous complaints from home-
owners concerning such prqblems asg wﬁter pressure, water leaks, pressure sewer
pump unit maintenance, dirty water, hydrant repair, and lack of response. Staff
attributes most of the problems to the inaction of the present owners, who are

essentially a bankrupt business. Staff believes that Applicant will provide

necessary management to the business  and that service can bd provided since a

professional operator has been hired.

Staff further states that East Central has been interested in ownership
of theAIncline system for years. Applicant and the management of East Central
have a tentative verbal agreement wherein East Central would purchase ﬁhe asgets
froﬁ Applican%, subject to Commission approval, after the approval of the sale
herein to Applicant. Staff states that an initial transfer of ownership to
Applicant is necessary due to contracts and interests of the varicus parties with
regard to the assets.

An opportunity for hearing has been provided and no proper party has
regquested an opportunity to present évidence.' Pursuant to State ex rel.
Rex Deffenderfer Ehterpriées ;, Inc. v. Public Service Commisasion, 776 S.W.2d, 454,
496 (Mo. App. “1989), the Commission will consider the case based upcon the
verified Application and attachments.

After considefing the verified Application and statements and Staff’s
recommendétions, the Commission finde that the <transfer of agsets of

Incline Village Water Company, Inc. and Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc. to

s
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Applicant and the expansion of the_certificated.arag for water service é&s
_reques;ed should be approved. The Commission determines that this transfer and
expansion of certificated area for water service is not detrimental to the public
interest and, in fact, is in the public interest. The Incline system has been
in a state of improper management from the p?esent owners, who have no interest
in continuing operation of water and sewer service. Although the companies
themselves are not presently in bankruptcy, the developers of the Incline com-
Panies are in bankruptcy. Apblicant is the present operator under a management
contract with the present owners gnd has demonstrated to Staff sufficient
willingness to provi'.gi.e pProper management to the Incline systam. The East Central
interest is a Peparate matter at tﬁis'point and may be considered by the Commis-
sion in the future. The important consideration for the cOmﬁiaaion is that there
is a present ownerrand operator who will provide adequate' water and sewer service
to the existing customers of the Incline system. Also, the Commission is of the
opinion'thatlthe Incline system should be expanded to include the Forest Green
Egtates. The present Fo;est Gréen Estates wate: distribution system appears
inadequate and its inclusion in the Incline water system would be an improvement
to the water system'of the homeowners of that'develcpment. | The Commission alsoc
finds that the tariffs requested by the Staff for Applicant to file are just and
reasonable, The Commissionlia of the cpinion that small water companies have a
particularly challenging task to operate efficiently and in an environmeptally
safe manner and that it is imperative that adequate water service be continucus.
Therefore, the Commission cannot be caught up in competing interests and must
lock to each \applicant on a stand-alone basis, as it has done wi‘th. this
Application. The Commission also determines thﬁt there will be no local tax

impact from the sale of assets upon any political subdivision.
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IT 1S TEHEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That Incline Village Water Company, Inc. and Incline Village Sewer
Company, Inc. be hereby authorized to sell, transfer and assign to Gary L. Smith,
d/b/a Incline Village Water and Sewer Co. , their water operations, sewer opera-
tions, assets,‘ franchise and service area.

2. That the expansion of the certificated area for water service to
an area including Forest G:;een Esfates be hereby approved.

3. That Gary L. Smith, &/b/a Incline Village Water and Sewer Co.,
notify the Commission’s Staff of the date of the cloeing of the sale of assets
withi'z_i five (5) days after such actic_:n._

4. That Gary L. Smith, d4/b/a Incline Village Water and Sewer Co., be
hereby authorized to adopt the tariffs on filé for Incline-Vill‘d:-cje Water Company,
Inc. and Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc. for provision of water and sewer
service, with the provision that if a.case to transfer assets to East Central
Missourl Water and Sewer Ruthority is not filed within sixty (60) days after the
effective date of the Commission’s order herein, Gary L. Smith will file his own
complete tariffs.

- 5. . That Gary L. Smith, d/b/a Incline Village Water and Sewer Co., be

hereby authoriz-ed to file tariff sheets within five (5) dlays after the effective

ate of the Commission's orderl herein modi-fying the water tariffs with a new map

d metes and bounds description to reflect tfxe added water service area, a water

/aervice connection charge of $300, and d rewording of present ta_riff rules 4(e)

and 12(f) regarding new water service connections which shail also include an
l:pénsion rule.”

6. That Gary L. Smith, d/b/a Incline Village Water and Sewer Co., be

hereby authorized to file tariff sheets within five (5) days after the effective

date of the Commission’'s order herein modifying the sewer tariffs with a
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‘rewording of present tariff rules 4tg), 5(i), 5(k) and 12{d) regarding sewer
service connections which shall also include an éxtension rule.

7. That after receipt of notificaéion ©f the closing of the sale from

Gary L. Smith, d/b/a Incline Village Water and Sewer Co., the certificates of

convenience and necessity heid by Incline Village Water Company, 1Inc. and
Incline Village Sewer Company, inc._ahall be canceled,

B. That after cancellation of the certificates of convenience and

neceasity held by Incline Village Water Company, Inc. and Incline Village Sewer
Company, Inc., certifica;es of convenience and necessity for water and sewer
service in the same area and for water service in the expanded area herein

approved shall be granted to Gary L. Smith, d/b/a Incline Village Water and Sewer
Co. -1., |
9. That Incline Village Water Company, Inc. and Incline Village Sewer

company, Inc. be hereby authorized to enter into, execute and perform in accord-

ance with the terms of all other documents reasonably necessary and incidental
to the performance of transfer of assets herein described.

10. That nothing in this order shall be considered as a finding by the

Commigsion of the reasconableness of the expenditures herein invelved, nor of the

value for ratemaking purposes of the properties herein involved, nor as an

acquiescence in the value placed upon said properties by Gary L. Smith, d/b/a
Incline Village Water and Sewer Co., or Incline Village Water Company, Inc. or

Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc. ; and the Commission reserves the right .to

consider the ratemaking treatment to be afforded these transactions, and their

resulting cost of capital, in any later proceeding.

"
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That this order shall become effective on the 1l4th day cf May,

11,
1993.
BY THE COMMISSION
:Brz«:t Shusat
Brent Stewart
Egecutive Secretary
(S EAL)

Mueller, Chm., Rauch, McClure,
Perkins and Kincheloe, CC., concur.
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. Warren County (PDWP) . - ‘
Warren Co. Water & Sewer Co. TN S

Bob Holden
WHEREREHRERE Governor » su.phen M. Mahlood, Direcior

OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
any St. Louis Regional Office
Fader.” 10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100 St Louis, MO 63127-1038
(314) 301-7100
FAX (314) 301-7107

March 2, 2001°

CERTIFIED MAIL #7099 3220 0008 0571 0025
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Gary Smith

Warren County Water & Sewer Company
1248 Mimosa Court
‘Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Mr. Smith; LETTER OF WARNING

On February 15, 2001, Mr. Paul Muéller of this office was at Incline Village, served by the

Warren County Water & Sewer Company, and found violations of the Missouri Public Drinking
Water Regulations.

1

A water sample collected in the distribution system found the chiorine levels at 4.4 mg/L of total
chlorine and a free chlorine level greater that 2.2 mg/L. A level of 4.4 mg/lis 10 percent greater
than is allowed. Missouri Safe Drinking Water Regulation 10 CSR 60-4.055(1)(A) sets the
Maximum Residual Disinfectant Levels (MDRL) at 4.0 mg/L.

If your tests do not reflect these high levels you may wish to contact Mr. Jack Baker of this office
to aid you in the calibration of your equipment.

Regulation 10 CSR 60-4.055 requires public water systems that disinfect to monitor daily the free
chiorine residual entering the distribution system and maintain the residual at 0.5 mg/L. The
regulation also requires the total chlorine be tested at the time of the bacteriological sampling,

and be maintained at no less than 0.2 mg/L at the far ends of the distribution system. These
readings should be kept on file and available for Department of Natural Resources review. A
chlorine colorimeter or spectrophotometer, which use DPD chemistry, must be used for chiorine
analysis. The results of the analysis should be kept on file and submitted to the Department (by

the 10th of the following month) as required by State Regulation 10 CSR 69-4.080 and
10 CSR 69-7.010. '
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Warren Co. Water & Sewer Co. (PDWP)
March 2, 2001
Page 2

The difference of almost 50 percent between the total chlorine residual and the free chlorine
residual indicates that there is a substantial chiorine demand within the system. Quite possibly this
may be the result of a biofilm coating the water lines. Biofilms are common in water systems,

which may have previously not used disinfection or may not have maintained a sufficient chlorine
residual.

Immediately, take action to bring the chlorine levels below the 4.0 mg/L MDRL.

Within 10 days, submit chiorine records for the months of January and February 2001,

It would be advisable to do the daily chlorine residuals at three locations; one close to the well,
one in mid-distribution, and the final one at a far end of the distribution. Both free and total
residuals should be done daily. Eventually you should see free residual raise to approach almost
90 percent of the total residual. This will occur over time as the chlorine demand is satisfied

" throughout the system. The res1duals at the far end will always be lower than those closest to the

well.

Should you wish to meet with or to discuss this Letter of Warning, please contact Mr. Mueller at
the Lincoln County Satellite Office at (636) 528-4779 or Mr. Dan Daugherty at this office.

Sincerely,

ST. LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

Mohamad Alhalabi, P.E.
Regional Director

MA/PEMjjh
(7 4

¢:  Warren County Department of Health'

Page 77



