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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

Office of the Public Counsel,
Complainant,

Warren County Water and Sewer
Company and Gary L. Smith,

Respondents .

STATE OF MISSOURI )
Ss

COUNTY OF COLE

	

)

Case No. WC-2002-155

AFFIDAVIT OF KIMBERLY K. BOLIN

Kimberly K. Bolin, oflawful age and being first duly sworn, 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
ofpages 1 through 8 and schedules KKB-1 through KKB-7 .

3 .

	

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

Subscrib$d ti 'Sagxn to me this 26th day of September, 2001 .
.:~o

	

-GgioN EGoiy ". vViy
4b-'0aOSAHVS~a..-9 ~i

My Cdfn~~M~%Wires May 3, 2005 .

Kimberly . Bolin

ie S . Howard, Notary Public
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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

Q .

	

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS .

A.

	

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

Q .

	

BY WHOM ARE YOU EMPLOYED AND IN WHAT CAPACITY?

A.

	

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

Counsel) as a Public Utility Accountant.

Q .

	

PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND .

A.

	

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

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

Q .

	

WHAT IS THE NATURE OF YOUR CURRENT DUTIES WITH THE OFFICE OF

THE PUBLIC COUNSEL?

A.

	

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

and examinations ofthe booksand records ofpublic utilities operating within the state of Missouri .

Q . HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY TESTIFIED BEFORE THE MISSOURI PUBLIC

SERVICE COMMISSION?

A.

	

Yes.

	

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

which I have previously submitted testimony .



Direct Testimony of
Kimberly K. Bolin
Case No. WC-2002-155

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

Q. WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR DIRECT TESTIMONY?

A.

	

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.

Q .

A.

Q .

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

CLEAN WATER ACT?
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A.

	

Yes, An agent from the EPA visited Mr. Smithon or about April 18, 2001 was told that his sewage

lines were discharging pollutant into Incline Village Lake . Mr. Smith was told of the source and

nature ofthe discharge and that his conduct was illegal . Agents ofthe 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 wouldbe recommended to the United States Attorney .

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

Q .

	

HAS MR . SMITH BEEN SENTENCED IN THAT CASE?

A.

	

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

The sentencing date is set for November 9, 2001 .

Q .

	

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

THE COMPANY?

A.

	

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

Q . IF MR . SMITH IS NOT IMPRISONED, SHOULD THE COMMISSION BE

CONCERNED ABOUT THE STATUS OF THIS COMPANY AND ITS SYSTEMS?

A.

	

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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1 DNR VIOLATIONS

2 Q . HAS THE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES ISSUED NOTICES OF

3 VIOLATION OR NON-COMPLAIANCE AGAINST THE COMPANY?

4 A. Yes, the Department of Natural Resources has issued notices of violation against Warren County

5 Water and Sewer Company six times over the past five years. The Company exceeded effluent

6 limitations ten times from November 1994 to February 2001 . The Company has consistently been

7 untimely in submitting monitoring reports to the DNR. In the calendar year 2000, the Company did

8 not timely submit monthly reports for the months of January, March , April and December .

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

10 Company and DNR.

11 Q. DO THE DNR RECORDS YOU HAVE REVIEWED AND ATTACHED TO YOUR

12 TESTIMONY, ADDRESS VIOLATIONS RELATED TO BOTH WATER AND SEWER

13 SERVICE?

14 A. Yes.

15 Q. DO YOU BELIEVE DNR RECORDS ESTABLISH THAT THIS COMPANY HAS

16 ONGOING PROBLEMS WHICH AFFECT ITS ABILITY TO PROVIDE SAFE AND

17 ADEQUATE SERVICE?

18 A. Yes.

19

20
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CUSTOMER SERVICE

Q . DOES PUBLIC COUNSEL HAVE OTHER CONCERNS WITH THE COMPANY'S

POOR AND INADEQUATE SERVICE?

A.

	

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)

"

	

Hasno or little water pressure (6 complaints)]

"

	

Hasseen raw sewage dumping into the lake (3 complaints)

"

	

Hadno 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

Q .

	

HAS THE COMPANY GAINED CUSTOMERS SINCE 1996?

A.

	

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 .

Q .

	

WHAT WAS THE RECOMMENDATION MADE BY MECO ENGINEERING COMPANY

IN REGARDS TO A WATER STORAGE TANK?

A.

	

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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The remainder of the necessary water storage facilities should be constructed in phases as the need

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

Q . DID THE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AGREE THE MECO

ENGINEERING'S RECOMMENDATION?

A.

	

Yes. A letter from DNR to Mr. Smith recommends that he proceed as quickly as po$ible with the

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

Q .

	

DID THE MISSOURI PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISISION STAFF RECOMMEND

THAT A WATER STORAGE TANK WAS NEEDED ALSO?

A.

	

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

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

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

In addition to resolving a pressure problem, the 100,000 gallon volume of water
in storage will exceed the one-day average usage amount as specified in a design
guide published by the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (DNR). The
present customer level is approximately 170 customers, and it is my estimate that
the proposed storage tank will be adequate to serve approximately 320 customers.
If the growth rate is 20 customer per year, then this will be adequate through the
year 2004 . At that time, depending on actual growth and actual usage, it may be
necessary to consider constructing another tank andperhaps another well."
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HAS THE COMPANY BUILT A WATER STORAGE TANK SINCE THIS REPORT?

A.

	

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.

Q .

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?

A . No.

Q.

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?

A .

	

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 KXB-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 .

Q .

Q .

	

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR DIRECT TESTIMONY?

A. Yes.
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CASE PARTICIPATION

OF

KIMBERLY K. BOLIN

SCHEDULE KKB- 1

Company Name Case Number

St . Louis County Water Company WR-95-145
Missouri-American WaterCompany WR-95-205
Steelville Telephone Company TR-96-123
St . Louis Water Company WR-96-263
Imperial Utility Corporation SR-96-427
Missouri-American WaterCompany WA-97-45
Associated Natural Gas Company GR-97-272
St . Louis County Water Company WR-97-382
Union Electric Company GR-97-393
Gascony Water Company, Inc. WA-97-510
Missouri Gas Energy GR-98-140
Laclede Gas Company GR-98-374
St . Joseph Light & Power ER-99-247

GR-99-246
HR-99-245

Laclede Gas Company GR-99-315
Missouri-American Water Company WR-2000-281
St . Louis County Water Company WR-2000-844
Osage Water Company SR-2000-556

WR-2000-557
Empire District Electric Company ER-2001-299
Gateway Pipeline Company GM-2001-585
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PLEA AGREI MENT AND STIPULATION OF FACTS
RELATIVE TO SENTENCING'

Come now the parties pursuant to Section 6131 .4, Sentencing Guidelines and Policy

Stntemems (October, 1987) and the Administrative Orderoftlais Court (January 2,199 1) andhereby

stipulate and ao'tee that the following facts are relevtrat for the purpose of serllcocing in tire above

cause:

1 .

	

'r-TI ?LOA AGREENIENT : In return for the defendant's plea of guilty to Count

I of the Ldictnacnt, which charges a violation of: Title 33, TJnitcd States Code, Section 1311(n) and

1319(c)(2) and Title 18, United States Code, Section 2, the Government agrees that no further

federal prosecution will be brought in this Districtrclative to the dcfendaurt's unlawfully discharging

or causing the discharge of pollutants into the Lcline Villa e hake, a water of the United States,

durn)g the period ofApril 17, 2001, to April 25, 2001 .

2.

	

WAIVER OF APPEAL : As part of the Plea Agreement, dcfcudant agrccs not to

appeal any sentence that nai ght be imposed in this matter, (See Waiver of Appeal-infra).

3 .

	

TIIb. FACTS INTHISMATTER: On or about April 18 . 2001, the defendant, Gary

Schedule KKB-2
2.1
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UNITED
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STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF MJSSOLTRI

EASTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF A1vI.ERICA, )

Plaintiff, )
NO. 4:01CR195 E

v. )

GARY.(,hTT S:~lITJa :, )
)

Defendant . )
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Fnicn ,l

I-elt Smith, who is the owner and operator of the War-.en County Sewa7e and Water Company, was

specifically told that his sewage lines wcvc discharging pollutants, to vvit : untruatcci selvage info the

Incline Village Lake. This specific karowled;c ofthe pot lutiun cvcut was personally provided to the

defendant, Gary Lett Smith, when he was visited zt his place of bLISirte5S by agents of the

Environmental Protection Agency - Criminal Investigation Division. The dufuudant was told the

specific source of the discharge (a manhole located near his lower section lift station 4l) ; the nature

of the pollutants (raw sewage); that this discharge was flowing into the Incline Villa -c Lake., -which

was identified to trim at that lime as awater ofthe United States ; and, that this sewage discharge into

theIncline Village Lake was not covered by his r)Iissouri Deparitrent of Natural Resources Permit

and, therefore, his conduct was illegal . "1'ptis illct,d discharge of pollutants continued unabated until

April 23, 2001 .

On April 23, 2001, the defetld urt, Gary Lett Smith, was again visited by agents of the

Environmental Protection Agency- Criminal lrivestigatioiaDivision . He was told fhutthepollution

violations outlined for him on April 18, 2001, were continuing ; that the pollution cv-nts from April

17, 2001 to April 23, 2001 were criminal violations of the Clean Water Act; and, unless he stepped

the illegal discharge ofraw sewage to the Incline Vi11a; e Lake iutmediatelv, a criminal prosecution

would be recommended to the United States Attorney . The defendant daclincd to immediately stop

the pollution, stating that lie had other priorities . This indictment ensued . '11r defendant had the

leaking manhole repaired on April 24 . 2001 .

4.

	

ELEMENTS OF THE OFFYiNSE: The defendant fully undurstaaids that the

elements of the crime with which he has been charged and which Tic admits comnittin- are as

follows : l . On or about the date charged in the indictnncnt the defendant discharged a pollutant :nto

Schedule KKB-2
2 .2
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anit,n a

	

c?t,caccf,tc nt,i vu .t

a water; 2. The pollutant was discharged from a point source ; 3 . The water was a water of the

Uniled States ; 4. The discharge was unpennittcd ; and 5 . Thu detorida1r1 t.'id so knowingly .

5 . PEN:S .J:i'fES:Tltedvfcndant£ullyunderstandsthatthentccrit .mxnpossihleltenahie,s

'" provided by law are as follows: Count I (33 USC g 1319(c)(2) a fine oFnot more titan S25U,000 or

impriswunent of not more than 3 years or butte, arid a 1 year p:riod of supervised release. T11c

defendant understands that this ofl'cnse is subjectto the provisions and eiridelities of the ",Sentencin;

Reform Ac t of1984", Title 18, U.S .C ., Sections 3661 et . seq. and Title 28, U.S .C ., Section994. 'I lie

dclondaut understands that the Court may impose a torn of "=upcrviscd release" to follow

incarccTation as peT Title 18 . U.S.C ., Section 3583 (Sentencing Guidelines, Chap . 5, Part L)), that

violation of tbe terms of the supervised release resulting in revocation may require the defendant to

serve a Lcnn of intprisourncnt equal to the length of the tern) of ssupcrvi ed relcaso, but not orcater

than the teen set forth in Title 18, U.S .C ., Section 3583(e)(3j, without cretin for tlic time served

post-release, and that parole has bead abolished . The defendant lbrther acknowledges that this

offense is subject to the provisions andguidelines o£ the "Criminal Fines Improvement Act of 197"

(rc: Special assessmenl, lines and rostitution) and that Lhc Court is required to impose a mandatory

assessment of .$100 .00 per count for a total of $100.00, which the deftnclant agrees to pay at the tune

of his sentencing. Defendant acknowlad_;cs that upon certain,, his plea of "Uilry as contemplated

in this Agreement, he may be subject to mandatory detcntio .n pursuant to the provisions of Tillu 18,

U.S.C ., Section 3143 .

6.

	

WAIVER OF APPEAL:

	

Tbedefendant has begirt Billy appnv.cd of his right to

appeal by his attotncy and fully understands that he has a ri-ht to appeal his scttwace under Title

13, U.S .C ., Section 3742 . In the event the District Court accepts the plea a;;reetnra~t in this case,

3

Schedule KKB-2
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defcndart underst-wids that as part ofthis a-reernent, both the defendant and tha C:ovcrnmcnthereby

imitually q-ee to wove all rights to appeal whatever sentence is imposed, including any issues dial

rclato to the establishment ofthe Guideline range, resolving only theright to appeal front pnupward

ur downward departure from the Cruideliue range that is establisbcd at senic.ncing. In this regard,

the parties expressly acknowledge that no agreement has boon roachcd as to i=suos pertinent to the

Guideline calculation, except as found in this section ofthc Stipulation . These issues arc left for the

District Court's determination; the District Court's decision shall not be subject to appeal . Uae

defendant states that he is fully satisfied with tlw representation lie has received from his counsel,

that they have discussed the government's case, possible defenses and defense witnesses, an6 that

his counselhas completely arid satisfactorily explored all areas which the defendant has requested

relative to the go'vernment's case and his defense, and in light of this, the dcfcndant further agrees

to waive all rights to contest the conviction or sentence, except for grounds of proseculmiul

misconduct or ineffective assistance 0.1 counsel, in any post-conviction proceeding, includine one

pursuant to "title 28, U.S.C., Section 2255 .

7.

	

SENTENCING GUIDELINES: The parties su ;gest that the following Guideline

may be applicable :

A)

	

13asc Offense Level [Fnvirontncata.i Offenses] . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .+G
[illishandling of Other Buvironntental
Pollutants § 2Q1 .3]

B)

	

Specific Offense Charactetistics . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .+4
[Discharge of a pollutant 2Ql.3(b)(1)(B)1
[Discharge without a permit 2Q1 .3(4)] . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .r-4

C) AcceptanceofResponsibiiity[3Fl .1(a)] . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .-2

4
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nn inn

D)

	

Application Notes :

The parties agree that, based upon the facts of this case, the following
downward departure may apply :

[For Specific Offense Characteristic (b)(1)(B)
Quantity andnature of the

	

ollulaut :Note 4

[For Specific Offense Characteristic (b)(4)
Quantity andnature of the pollutant : Note 7) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .2

Total Offen

	

e Level . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

Assuming a criminal history category of 1, itnd an offense level of 8, rite Sentencing

Guideline range would be 0-6 months itnpri .Wnmcrtt . Shouid the dc1bnd ;int have a countable

criminal history, the range of imprisonment may be higher .

The parties bused upon the factors of this cave, specifically agre- drat the adjusUtrents

contained in Chapter Three ofthe Sentcncin Guidelines, except Cur Section 3 R' i .l(a), do not apply

in this case .

The parties state that they have reviewed the Guidelines Icvcls and calculations agreed upon

herein, and are satisfied fist those Icvcls and calculations fairly .uzd accurately set forth both the

agreement of the parties and the Guidulinos levels and calculations which the parties believe the

Court should u.se in dcfermizting the defendant's sentence . The parties acknowlcdoe Ulat the

Guidelines levels and calculations set forth hcrciu reprasern a portion of the ar reen.zarn between tire

parties which lead to this plea, and that each parry has a tight to rely upon, and hold the other party

to this aoreernent at the time of sentencing. If either party later contends that the facts agreed to in

this Stipulation disagree with the Guidelines levels and calculations to ~xhieh the prrtios haveagi'eed

both pv.-Lies understand that it will be the Guidelines levels and calculations agreed upon herein

S

Schedule KK13-2
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which will govern, unless the opposing party consents to the change . 'fhe parties further agree that

neither party shall request a departure Pursuant to Chapter 4 or 5 of the Guidelines unless tbat

departure or facts which support that departure have been addressed by the parties before this

Stipulation is signed, or is made with the consenfofboth partica.

3. DEFENDANT'S F iNDfNG PERN-UT RZNEw'ALS : The United States is aware that

the defendant, Cary Lett Smith, has permit and license renewals pending; with the Missouri

Department of Natural Resources .

	

It ulso understands that it is the intention of the Missouri

Department of Natural Resources to issue those Permits and Licenses, upon paytnen't of the

applicable fees by the defendant, The United States agrees jaot to oppose tltoa: renewals :

9. FINES, RES1'1TUT10N S, COST'S : The defendant understands tlrn the Court naav

impose a Rile, resliludon (in addition to or in lieu of any Penalty authorizc(t by law), coals of

incarceration, and costs of supervision. 11c defendant a2rces that any line or restitution inaposcd

by the Court will be due and payable immediately.

	

Tlic defendant a.:;rcos to provide hull rcsti ration

is ordered by the Cvult to all victims of all charges in the lndicttnc:rat, without rceal-d to the count

or counts to which the defendant has auroed to plead guilty . Defendant consents to the releaac oz his

Personal Financial Statement (Probation Fonn 48A) by theU.S . Probation Office to the office ofthe

United States Attorney, and agxees to provide complete ; truthful and accurate infonriatiion on this

Fonn .

The defendant hereby stipulates thrd any finC or restitution obli,attiot, irnposed by the Court

is not dischargeabJe in any case commenced by the defendant or the defend:mt's creditors pursunrit

to the Bankruptcy Code. The defendant avrucs not to slticmpt to avoid paying any line or restitution

imposedby the Court tluough may proccedingpursuant to the United States Bankruptcy Code, wid

Schedule KKB-2
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stipulates that enfurcernent of any fine or restitution oblig,tion by the United States or a victim is

not barred or affected by the autornatic stay provisions ofthe United Slates Ban.kxuplcy Codc (Title

11, U.S .C ., Section 362) .

The defendant's tivaivers and slipula ti ons or agreements set forth bercin are made in exchan L7 e

for the United States' concessions set forth in this plea agreement.

10 . T11E DEFENDANT'S RICkTCS :

	

The defendant has bceti fully apprised of' 1115

constitutional rights by his attorney, and understands that he has an absolute right to pletul not guilty

to tlw charge ; that he has the right to file pro-trial anotions, includi:ag chose to suppress evicieirce

agai.rAst him ; that he has the right to be tried by a jury in a public and speedy trial . ; that at such trial

he would be presumed innocent and that he has the right Lo recluirc the ,,ovenncnl to prove the

entire case against lzun beyond a reasonable doubt; that he has the right not to testi ly against himsel F

or be compelled to incriminate himself, and that lie has the right to confront and cross-examine the

wihzessesagainsthintandtopreset-tttiviLnesseso1rhisownbehalf . Thedefendantfuitherunderstands

that by this eilty plea, he expressly waives all the fir=hts sLt forth in this paragraph . T~efenLhuu's

attorney has explained those rights to him and the consequences of his waiver of those rights .

Defendant ac,knowledgcs that as a result of his ;uilly plea no trial will, in fact, occur and that th .e

only action remaining to be taken in this case is the imposition of the sentence .

11 .

	

PRPSENTENCE REPORT: As to the sentence to be imposedupon tire defenilaizt,

pursuant to Rule 32(c)(3)(A), lted.R.CrimT ., each party his tlic right to comment on the report of

defendant's prcscntence investigation and the right to inlroduce testlnrony or other inlormatiun

relating to any factual inaccuracies contained in the report . -Ilze patties reserve; dre riglaL to conlnlertt

on the app)i cation and calculation o[the sentencing ~guidraines to the offense to whichdefendant will

7
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nn Inn - I

plead guilty and to allocation at the time oFscntoucing rL~,tardin;; the appropriate sentence to be

imposed . Each party also reserves the tightto bring any misstatmtents of fact conccntin; tlus hatter

made cithcr by the other party or on that party's behalf, to the atmition of the Court at the time of

sentencing .

12 .

	

'1'1a1 JUDGE JS NU'l APARTY'FQ THE AGRL13A.ENT : It is urrdcrsstrudby

the parties that the sentencing judge is neither a patty to norbound by this agreement and is Free to

irtiposc a sentence up to the maximum penalties as set forth in this Sl1pUlotion. Funliennore, this

agreement constitutes the entire agreement betwcun the defendant and the Uniled States, and no

other promises or inducements have been made, directly or indirectly, by :my <r ;unt ol'thc United

States, including any Department ofJustice attorney, conceming any plea to be entered in this case .

In addition, the defendant states that no person has, directly or indirectly, t1u catencd or coerced trim

to door refrain from doing anything in connection with any aspect of this case, including entering

a pica of guilty .

SO STIPULATED :

z.-1VI "C~ GL1 ''- :'
Date

	

PAIR ICKn-(. F.LAClts -
ASSi3tftnt Uni(dd States Attorney

Date

r 7;,rocr+,rc Inei vua

Gr1KY~ L~.l I r~;IGJ~(T
Uefendant

ELL LA

	

S'

	

K

lssistant Federal Public Defeuder
1010 Market Street; Suite 200
St . Louis, Missouri 03 101

a
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DATE : June 6, 2001

Kevin Mohammadi, WPCP Enforcement

FROM :

	

Mohamad Alhalabi, Regional Director

ENFORCEMENT ACTION-REQUEST

TO:

The St . Louis Regional office is requesting enforcement action by the Water
Pollution Control Program on Warren County Water and Sewer Co ., Gary Smith,
President .

l .

	

Brief description of violation .

2 .

3 .

-Discharging pollutants in amounts or concentrations exceeding those
specified in the regulations .
-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 environment .
-Facility failed to comply with effluent limits contained in Part A of
State Operating Permit MO-0098817 for months of June, August, September,
October, November and December 1999 .
-Facility failed 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 1999, January and March 2000 .
-Failed to have duplicate operational blowers and motors .
-Failed 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 Law (Chapter 644 RSMO 1986), Subsection
644 .051 .1 .(1),(2) & (3) and Subsection 644 .076 .1 .
Missouri clean water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7 .015(8)(B)l
Missouri Clean Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-1 .015(9),(9)(A)1 &
(9)(E)1&2
Missouri Clean
Missouri clean
Missouri Clean

To settle this

Seek penalties

Environmental SAelcia

egiona

Attachments :

x

	

Copy of File

MA/PEM/

Danc : Schuette,

Division of Environmental Quality

Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-8 .020(13) (B)6
Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-8 .020(11)(C)8
Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-9 .010

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

by monetary restitution to the State .

Deputy Director, DEQ

bl'Ie
61

	

Technical Review
D to

Approval
D te,

Page 1
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TOTAL POINTS

Case Name . irrfr/ Cz4dv 00pr 4SPwrl' ~~

Regional Office

1 .

	

Classification of water body

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

0 - All other waters

2 .

	

Pollution or Water Quality Standards violations

NOTE : The file must clearly 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, A, or U
before points can be assigned . The tracking report shall be consulted
during each case review. This includes impacts on groundwaters .

	

If the
file indicates any Water Quality Standards violation not listed in tables 2
or 3, notify the Water Quality Management Section chief of the situation .

12 - Discharge has harmful effect on human, animal, or aquatic life
(General Criterion 3D), as evidenced by fish kills or contamination of
private drinking water, 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 N)

8 =Discharge causes a violation of General Criteria 3A, B, C, or any
Specific Criteria, or would do so if the effluent regulations did not
apply (table 2 or 3 listings with Water Quality Impact Codes P or U)

r 4 - Discharge lowers water quality below the existing water quality levels
_ but does not prevent full maintenance of beneficial uses, table 2 or 3

listings with Water Quality Impact Code A)
0 - No apparent impact on watercourse, or a "putting or placing" violation

rev. 12/91

© (Choose only one .)

WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM
Clean Water Law Enforcement Priority Ranking

YES

(Choose only one .)

Is this a major-or 92-500 facility abject to 90 day for,,al

enforcement action? if yes, the case oust be handled in accord
.ith the requirements which relate to this group of facilities .

County

Date of Ranking

Page 2



3 . Facilities priorities

6 - Major- discharger, Class I Animal Waste Facility, Pretreatment Industry
4 - 92-500 grant funded municipalities
2 - Nonmajor or non92-500 municipality ; Class II Animal Waste Facility
0 - Other

(Choose only one .)

4 . Frequency of problem

(Choose'only one .)

5 . Need to take immediate action

12 - Needs immediate action ; includes fish kills,-spills, and 90 day
actions . State reason in space below.

6 - Timeliness will prevent exacerbation or proliferation
0 - No apparent need to act quickly

(Choose only one .) .

6 . NPDES permit fee

10 - $1500 and above
7 - S 500 to $1499
4-$ 15 to S499
0 - No permit fee violation

(Choose only one .)

7 . NPDES . permit and effluent violations

16 mar .

8 - NPDES permit is neither in effect nor pending issuance .

	

(If Class I
Animal Waste Facility, has neither permit nor LOA-.)
Permit limit violations, effluent regulation violations if NPDES
permit not in effect, or interference , or pass through by pretreatment
industry
Violations of schedule of compliance, standard conditions, or special
conditions (includes pretreatment, elimination, reporting
requirements, etc .)

0 - No permit violations

S

	

(For multiple violations, circle numbers, total .)

Page 3

12 - Chronic problem from "large" facility
8 - Periodic problem from "large" facility

- S - Chronic problem from "small" facility
2 - Periodic - problem from "small" facility
0 - No history of problem



New Memo-Paul Muel1er1SLR0/DEOIMODNR

Paul Mueller

	

To: kurt Riebeling/SLRO/DEO/MODNR@MODNR, mohamad
AlhalabVSLRO/DEO/MODNR,05/29/01 03:50 PM cc :

Subject: Contact with Senator Ted House's Office

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, concemed that the wastewater system would not be maintained now
that Mr. Smith was arrested by the EPA and entered into rehab.

I told Vaden that i had written a NOV on the 15th and that 1 was working a request for enforcement that I
should finish this week. I told him that I 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 I have been driving through Incline Village and checking the problem spots .

Paul Mueller
636-526-4779
Lincoln County Satellite Office
MODNR

10512912001-04:27:10 PM
Page 4



Warren County Sewer
M00098617

April 23, 2001

BobHolden
ISTAT$ QFPP~LiRt+

	

XZZ2r 1'L[#9 Gl, G"vemnr - SIrphcn M. k1ahtixxl. I)ina"r

DEPr ' -T,N NT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

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

Dear Permittee :

RE : STATE OPERATING PERMIT NUMBER M00098817

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 :

OUTFALL
01

01

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
violation .

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

Sincerely,

ST . LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

Kurt Riebelinrf, Chief
Water Section

KR/al

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

Page 5

MONTH
February

PERMIT
PARAMETER LIMITATIONS
BOD, 5-Day

REPORTED
RESULT

45 .0000 CONC . MAXIM . 42 .0000
30 .0000 CONC . AVERA . 42 .0000

February Solids, Total Suspended
45 .0000 CONC . MAXIM . 63 .0000
30 .0000 CONC . AVERA . 63 .0000



Warren County (WPCP)
Warren County Sewer
M00098817

	

. . . . , .

March 21, 2001

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

Dear Permittee :

KR/al

Sincerely,

ST . LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

Kurt Riebeling, Chief
Water Section

I .HOden
Om"mo, . Smphrn M. aLdUiexL Pirccu"

NT OF NATURAL RESOURCESRESOURCES,

RE : STATE OPERATING PERMIT NUMBER M00098817

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

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 January 2001, are as follows :

OUTFALL
01

01

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
violation .

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

MONTH
January

PERMIT
PARAMETER LIMITATIONS
BOD, 5-Day

45 .0000 CONC . MAXIM .

REPORTED
RESULT

63 .0000
30 .0000 CONC . AVERA . 63 .0000

January Solids, Total Suspended
45 .0000 CONC . MAXIM . 59 .0000
30 .0000 CONC . AVERA . 59 .0000



Warren County (WPCP)
Warren County Sewer TP #2
M00100358

February 22, 2001

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

RE: State Operating Permit Number MOO 100358

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
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 meat (314) 301-7100 . Your
cooperation in this matter will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

ST. LOUIS REIGONAL OFFICE
F

Kurt Riebeling, Chief
Water Section

KR/al

QOC~Mogii, G~~"rmor " 1iiphrD hl . Mahlixxl . UG'rcu,r
xx xxxxxxx

'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

Co
RC~CIfD 7PRD
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Warren County (WPCP)
Warren County Sewer
M00098817

STATEt~~A$PURt,
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NT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

February 22, 2001

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

RE: State Operating Permit Number M00098817

Dear Permittee :

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

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
comply with the monitoring requirements must be sent before the end ofthe 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 Page 8



warren county (WFCF)
' Warren County Water & Sewer Co.

November 27, 2000

Mr . Gary Smith .
Warren County Water & Sewer Co.
1248 Mimosa Court
Foristell, MO 63348

DearMr. Smith:

Rogc s. Wilson
STATli

	

P^

	

4~0URt\

	

y,M

	

74bgKGOV,ncu " vcplxn M. Mahf~~~J . nimnn

C opY
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

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

This sampling was conducted as part of a routine surveillance ofthe operation and condition of
the treatment plants . The effluent samples have been analyzed and copies ofthe 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 of30 mg/L by 40% and the analysis result
of 35 mg/L for Non-filterable Residue (NFR) exceeded the monthly 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 See. 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 com osite samples for compliance monitoring purposes . Composite
samples are required for this purpose because ofvariations 3n 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 ofthe investigation and may not be fully indicative ofthe average
effluent quality for the day . It is also noted that these samples did not exceed the Weekly
Maximum limit of45 mg/L for both BOD and"NFR-

Co
RCVCLC WBfP

Page 9



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 ofcomposite samples
for compliance monitoring purposes . Composite samples are required for this purpose because
o£variations in effluent quality which can occur within a 24-hour period . The grab sample
results shown on the attached reportreflect only the effluent condition at the time ofthe
investigation and may not be fully indicative ofthe average effluent quality for the day.

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

Sincerely,

ST . LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

Daniel Daugherty
Environmental Specialist

DJD/dr

Enclosure

c :

	

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

bc: Mr. Vic Muschler
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Bop, B. Wilenn,Cverso, " Smphc.M.MvMOOd,Dbmo,

DEP~I RTIVIENT OF NATURALRESOURCES

c : MARK OSBORN, WPC

Y

	

C

	

N /

	

. y r
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITI"
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Non-Filterable Residue
Biochemical Oxygen Demand

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM

RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

Sample Number :
Lab Number :

Reported To : DAN DAUGHERTY
Affiliation : SLRO
Project Code : 4915/3000

Sample Collected by :

	

DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification : MO-0098817
Sampling Location :

	

WARREN CO . WATER & SEWER CO, WWTP #1
County:

	

WARREN

Analysis Performed

	

Results

	

Analyzed Method

The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures
d or recognized by the U .S . Environmental Protection Agency :

42

	

mg/L

	

10/17/00 160 .2
35

	

mg/L

	

10/18/00 405 .1

0006173
00-D3178

Report Date : 10/24/00
Date Collected : 10/12/00
Date Received : 10/12/00



Analysis Performed

.'STATE O.F. "MISS0URI

	

o. Nv'ik"~, ce~.~,o" " s~eP6en M. Mnfaxl, n1 " ecru "

DEPARTMENT OFNATURALRESOURCES

-/. Lo g, Direc r
nmen al Servi s Program
n of Environmental Quality

c : MARK OSBORN, WPC

DIVISION OF ENVIRONNIENTAL QUALITY
P.O. Bo\ 176 Jefferson City, DIO 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM

RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

Facility Identification : MO-0100358
Sampling Location :

	

WARREN CO WATER & SEWER CO, WWTP #2
County :

	

WARREN

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

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

Sample Number :
Lab Number :

0006174
00-D3179

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



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 tothis 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 [mailto:nrmuelp@mali.dnr.state.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,

"Loethen, Steve"

	

To : "'Paul Mueller"' <nrmuelp@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>
<sloethen@mail.state

	

cc: "'dan Daugherty~ <nrdaugd@mall .dnr.state.mo.us>, "'Rochelle
.mo.us>

	

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

na/07!00 02:31 PM

	

<nrriebk@mail .dnr.state.mo.us>
Subject: RE: Warren County Sewer & Water

C(y)\

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 longer going to maintain individual sewer systems. The way
I read it, Statue 249.1000 only applies to publicly owned sewertreatment 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." I believe Warren County Water & Sewer Co. should continue to be
required to maintain the individual grinder pump stations .

Paul Mueller
636-528-4779 temp out of service
636-462-6200
Lincoln County Satellite Office
MODNR

RE: Warren County Sewer & Water-Paul Mueller/SLROIDEOIMODNR

Page 13
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FROM : WARREN CNTY WATER.& SEWER CO

	

PHONE NO. : 314 463 1000

	

Jul. 31 2000 11 :14AM P1

WAIMENCOUNT.WATER & SEWERCO.

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 objecting to Tariffs 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 maintain such systems and, according 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 no longer be responsible for maintenance of
such systems . Absent a Court Order to the contrary, that policy will then be
implemented .

A copy of249. 1000 is enclosed.

MOPSC CASE NO WC-2000-474

248 MIMOSA COURT
PO BOX 150
FORISTI LL MO 63348
(636) 463 1441



10 CSR 204-NATURAL RESOURCES

the sewer pipe. Where a bend occurs, the
channel shall be curved uniformly from inlet
to outlet. Changes in direction of flow should
generally not exceed ninety degrees (90°).
Where a junction of two (2) or more lines
occurs, a separate channel shall be construct-
ed for each incoming line with the channels
gradually merging together ahead of the out-
let using uniform 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 maintenance personnel and have enough
-slope to drain. A slope of one-half to one
inch (.5-1.0") per foot is recommended.

4. Watertighmess . 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 gaslrettd flexi- .
ble watertight connection or any watertight
connection arrangement that allows differen-
tial settlement of the. pipe and manhole wall
to take place. Watertight manhole covers are
to be used wherever the manhole tops may be
flooded by street runoff. or high water.
Locked manhole covets may be desirable in
isolated locations where vandalism may be a
problem.

5. Frame and cover. The frame and
cover shall be of standard design with a min-
imum clear opening of twenty-two inches
(22"). The frame and cover shall be designed
as a unit. The cover shall be easily removable
with the aid of ordinary band tools, such as a
pry bar. The cover shall be tight fining and
exclude surface water. The joint between the
frame and manhole shall be watertight.
'LDZIIs5tire

y~
Sewer y

	

~pressure
sewer system sconsiSeredas two (2) or more
individual pressurization units, such as
grinder pumps, discharging into a common
force main . Pressure sewer systems are not to
be used in lieu 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 .
presstre sewngste= aro utilued,-the°Peril

	

exceed sixty pounds per -are inch (60 lbs .
atmg watnhort -Sba~1�~e respons le forut6i:

	

psi) for any appreciable amount oftime Pro-
-maintenancer:2wnd opexafion'of"ilte .tnaidiah

	

visions shall be made in both thee i~ Siv

	

C
pce<surtnnon unts`

	

'Wher

	

system and
consideringthe

	

the grinder pumps to protect against the ere-
use of a pressure sewer system, the problems

	

ation of any long-term high pressure situa-
of extreme flow variation and anaerobic con-

	

lions.
ditons of the wastewater entering the treat-

	

4. Materials . Many types of pipe mare-
mem facility must be taken into considera-

	

pals may be used for pressure sewers . How-
tion. Consideration shall also. be given to the

	

ever, maximum benefit from the pressure
possible need for odor control facilities at

	

approach can usually be achieved with non-
receiving manholes or arthe treatment facili-

	

metallic materials such as polyethylene,
ty. For pressure sewer systems to function as

	

fiberglass reinforced plastic and polyvinyl
intended, an clear water from footing drains,

	

chloride. As a tnimmarm the piping material

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

1. Design factors.Pressure sewer sys-
tems shall be laid out in a branched or tree
configuration to avoid flow-splitting at
blanches whichcannot be accurately predict-
ed. The required pipe size shall be deter-
mined on the basis of three (3) principal cri-
teria:

A. Velocities adequate to assure
scouring should be achieved. A.velocty of
two m five feet (2-5) per second must be
achieved at least once and preferably several
times per day based on design flow.

H. Design shall be for peak sewage
flow rates and negligible infiltration. Design
shall be based on cumulative flow within the
system . Infiltration and inflow must be con-
sidered when systems are being designed for
existing residences where then: is a potential
for leaky house connections or leaky septic
tanks.

C. Head loss should not exceed the
pumping pressure capabilities . Head loss
determination should be based. on total
dynamic head under the maximum flow
expected to occur infrequently. It is tecom- :
mended that a Haztn-Williams coefficient of
one hundred twenty, (120) be used to deter-
mine frictional head loss.

2. System ,anangemem . . All pressure
sewer pipe shall be installed at a depth'suffi

	

be compatible with the. piping system used
cient to protect against freezing .and mechan-

	

and shall' be full bore with smooth interior
ical damage. Attention must be given to the " surfaces to eliminate obstntaion and keep
necessity for. providing automatic air release

	

friction loss to a minimum.
valves at changes. in slope. Release devices

	

.

	

7.' Pumping equipment Tmper system
are required when the liquid flow velocity a

	

design and installation . shall assure that each
insufficient to purge bubbles of trapped air.

	

grinder pump, will be able to adequately . dis-
Pressure andlor flax control valves shall be

	

charge into the piping system during all nor-
installed at the end of all critical surge pipe

	

real flow situations including peak design
nuns in order to maintain a full pipe system

	

flow. . Combined static, friction and miscella-
and eliminate lift station flooding or plain

	

neotrs head losses during peak design flows
washout. Water/sewer line crossings shall be

	

for given paths of flow through the system
in accordance with paragraph (9XA)4 . of this

	

shall be maintained below the =commended
section.

	

operating head ofany unit on the given path .
3. System pressures. Pressure sewer sys-

	

The equipment shall be designed and manu-
tem operating pressures in general should be

	

factored with materials appropriate to
in the range of twenty to forty pounds per

	

wastewater service and shall meetall applica
pare inch (20--40 lbs. psi) and shall not

	

ble safety, the and health requirements aris-
ing from its intended use in or near residen-
tial buildings. Inside installations must be
examined for freedom'fmm noise, odors and
electrical ham Hots free-standing and
below-the-floor type installations are accept-
able. Outside insallations shall be provided
with an access from the surface which is suit-
ably graded to prevent the entrance of surface
water and equipped with a vandal-proof tpv-
er. for safety. Installation of nonsubmersible
grinder/macerator pumps must be protected
against entrance of surface water into the
electrical portions of the equipment. This

CODE OF STATE.REGULATIORS

	

(2128199) Rebecca McDewen Cook
Secretary of State
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Division 20-Clean Water Commission

should be equivalent to SDR 21 pVC pres-
sure pipe. The small diameter service lines
may be required to be constructed of a heav-
ier pipe than SDR 21 PVC pressure pipe.
Other materials may be used .

5. Service connections. Building service
connections from individual grinder pumps .
to 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 stop or, "u" valve) located m the Ser-
vice line to isolam 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. Cleanoats and fittings . In place of
manholes normally provided in gravity sys-
tems, pressure systems shall have cleanouts at
intervals of approximately four hundred to
five hundred 'feet (400-500'), at major
changes of direction and where one (1) col-
lator main joins another main. These
cieanouts shall include an isolating valve and
capped Y-branch fitting located on either side
of the isolating valve and pointed both
upstream and downstream for' access during
maintenance procedures,

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

H. All appurtenances and fmings shall



FROM : WARREN CNTY WATER. $ SEWER CO

	

PHONE N0. : 314 463 1000

Section 249-1000 Publicly owned sewer treatment works. r

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

249.1000. A publicly owned treatment works that has ownership ofinterceptor and local sewers shall
be responsible for the entire public sewer system, except that the operation and maintendnce o£ any
part ofan individual users 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 a residence or individual commercial entity, shall be the
responsibility of the owner of such residence or individual commercial entity unless the publicly
owned treatment works has assumed such responsibility .

(L 1"7 H.B.709 § 0

Etrxtive 7.1 .97

Missouri General Assembly >

Missouri Revised Statutes
Chapter 249

Sewer Districts in Certain Counties
Section 249,1000

August28,1999

http:llwww.moga .state.mo.us/statuteste200-299/2491000 .htm

Jul . 31 2000 11 :15AM P2
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Warren County (WPCP)
Incline Village TP #2
M00100358

June 20, 2000

Dear Permittee :

. ,

	

.,
'STA'PF

	

U I hlcl (brnalun. G<n'crnar " 4rphen hi. Ma6((e)l. Dirrnnr

I'TT 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

Incline Village Sewer & Water
1248 Mimosa Court
Attn : Gary Smith
Foristell, MO 63348

RE: State Operating Permit Number M00100358

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 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

c: Public Service Commission
0

IECCi6C~
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warren county (WFC:F)
Warren County Water & Sewer
M00098817

June 20, 2000

Sincerely;

KR/al

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

RE: State Operating Permit Number M00098817

Dear Permittee:

ST. LOUIS REIGONAL OFFICE

Kurt Riebeling, Chief
Water Section

ascxuo >~ .

00
Mnl G'.Iun . Go., - sttplxn M . MshfnotL Dimctor

OF NATURAL RESOURCES
- DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

r

	

St. Louis Regional Office
10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100

	

St, Louis, MO 63127-1038
(314) 301-7100

FAX (314) 301-7107

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
ofour 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 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 .

Page 18



Warren County (WPCP)
Incline Village TP #2
M00100358

May 24, 2000

Dear Permittee :

T OF NATURAL RESOURCES
+s,~ ; r

	

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
q !a �y

	

r ; ;'

	

St. Louis Regional Office
10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100

	

St. Louis, MO 63127-1038

Incline Village Sewer & Water
Attn : Gary Smith
1248 Mimosa Court
Foristell, MO 63348

RE: State Operating Permit Number M00100358

(314) 301-7100
FAX (314) 301-7.107

Met ~malvn . Goeemor , Stephen hi. Maldmul, Dirccnx

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
March 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 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 ofthe period noted .

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

Sincerely,

ST. LOUIS REIGONAL OFFICE

Kurt Riebeling, Chief
Water Section

KFJpc

c: Public Service Commission
161

MCI= w7F9
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Warren County (WPCP)
Incline Village TP #2
M00100358

March 23, 2000

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

RE: State Operating Permit Number M00100358

Dear Permittee:

Mnl Umahan . G,,,eM r " SRplmn M . Mahfrwcl, Dircnnr

IF L

` 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

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
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 ofthe period noted.

Ifyou 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/pc

c : Public Service Commission
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incline Village #2
M00100358

January 12, 2000

Warren County Sewer
Mr . Gary Smith
1248 Mimosa
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Permittee :

RE :

	

STATE OPERATING PERMIT NUMBER M00100358

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 November 1999, are as follows :

OUTFALL MONTH
01 November

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
violation .

If there are any questions 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/PC

c :

	

Public .Service Commission

Mel UmJmn. Guremnr " 5iepllen M . M:dfB.KL Umeurr

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 0314) 301-7107

PERMIT

	

REPORTED
PARAMETER LIMITATIONS

	

RESULT
BOD, 5-Day

30 .0000

	

CONC . MAXIM .

	

49 .0000
20 .0000

	

CONC . AVERA .

	

49.0000

oeewco v~
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Warren County (WPCP)
Incline Village #2

January 5, 2000

Warren County Sewer
Mr . Gary Smith
1248 Mimosa
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Permittee :

RE : NPDES PERMIT NUMBER M00100358

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 1999, 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 .

If there are any questions 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/pc

c : Public Service Commission

MA Gnmalmn. G.em.,- Wphen M. M.M.A . Dirca<v

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

Page 22



LEGAL DESCRIPTION
dJ E

	

'/y

MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM

J`"'

3. DOES THE DISCHARGER HAVETHE CORRECT CERTIFIED OPERATOR?

!- ICTYC /~DDp(1\'CIl IDD 1\ " DI pl./C',IT'Cll'7

4. IS AN INDUSTRIAL PRETREATMENT PROGRAM (IPA) REQUIRED?
IFYES, ANSWER THE FOLLOWING :

- A ATTACH A LIST OF CATEGORICAL AND OTHER INDUSTRIES NEEDING PRETREATMENT

age

PERMIT NO,
Mo-.

FACILITYNAME

	

'2ncI,.1e VA"

PRIMARY SIC CODE OF
DISCHARGE c 1 -7

IV OTHER INFORMATION
1 . EXPIRATION DATEOFOLD PERMIT

LT~-:z1 .

	

1455
3.OTHER ID NO. (LOAICP/ND/NP/G

6 . STANDARD CONDITIONS
PART 'o 1

	

d 1 AND 11 (POTW)

	

`0111
7. HAS THIS FACILITY BEEN REFERREDTO CIR FOR ENFORCEMENT?
13 YES

	

ANO

	

IFYES, DRAFT MUSTBE SENT TO CR SECTION
V. MANAGEMENT EVALUATION

~0-zvi00OC6 ~5--o(' . (c~

S. GRAM OR LOAN NUMBER

1, ISTHEREACONTINUINGAUINORITY?

2.' IS A CERTIFIED OPERATOR REQUIRED?

OPERAnNG AUTHORITY'S ADDRESS
5c---~'

FACILITYADDRESS

SIC CODE OF INDUSTRY OR FACILITYSERVED BYTHIS DISCHARGE
(F-1C.BOMB FACTORY, 510 3483)

	

( 55Z

	

5 ug P

63-SL %

RECEIVING STREAM, BASIN ANDRIVER REACH

	

`
Snc l\v,c 0M

!
-
];&

L+.`Lt- I Shd C 0..a ~ n'JL

z EXPIRATION DATEOF NEW PERMIT

4 . IS THIS A MNOR FACILITY?
O YES

	

;6O

IS THIS APOTW?

	

-
0YES

	

9NO
IS THIS A REGIONAL SEWER DISTRICT?

YES

	

ZNO

Y§YES

	

oNO

	

.WHAT ISIT?

	

PI-\~4 a.eivc.l

Q NO

	

CERTIFICATE LEVEL

OWNER

	

OWNER'S ADDRESS

	

~ ~~
W~rre.~l co-t w4~ cI	I

	

I "Oo MImosA C4 . . , . ~-s-yey~ 1 KG

	

6S3Kg

B. DOES THE DISCHARGER HAVE AN APPROVED IPA? P 23

IA ,

	

sec . 1 11

	

(`t-1 N )

	

~L9 W
l

	

~`'Gr~,n Cc

~~ ' STATE OPERATING

70: WATER POLLUTION CONTROLPROMIAM

PERMITTRANSMITTAL

Arm

COUNTY PATSREVIEW NO.

DATE FROM: ' .
e

//-1 , TY.
REGION $I .,DISCHARGE ONO-DISCHARGE . Q OTHER =DOMESTIC/ 0 INDUSTRIAL X BOTH 13 CAFO
I. ACTION REQUESTED

Gop FOR NEW PERMIT I] OP MODIFICATION
PLAN AND SPECS REVIEWED? O YES A NO REASON: '

O OF FOR MODIFICATIONTO EXISTING PERMIT O OP FOR NEW PERMIT, PUBLIC NOTICE COMPLETED F-,
REASON : - TO CB CONSTRUCTION COMPLETED
OF PERMIT RENEWAL , J OP AND CP ATSAMETIME .
OF FOR NEW OR PREVIOUSLY UNPERMITTED SOURCE O OTHER -PLEASE EXPLAIN

IT APPLICATIONREVIEW

1 . FORMS RECEIVED 2. ARE FORMS COMPLETE? YES 0 NO
0 A O D IF NO, EXPLAIN

lir-B 0 2F 3 . FILING FEE RECEIVED? YES O NO AMOUNT SG .fC "

13 C 4. IS SIGNATURE CORRECT? . YES 0 NO
TRANSFER FILL OUT SECTIONS I -111

ILL OWNER INFORMATION

.YES O No-

AYES

_

ONES O NO
O YES O NO
O YFS - Fl Nn



MO 78D-10B1 (1147)

5. DATE OF LAST MDNR DOCUMENTED INSPECTION

6 . HASTHE SYSTEM BEEN PROPERLY OPERATED AND MAINTAINED1 YEB O NO .

7. SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE hJ ~ CnwJ4~~, ~1Wk~-L

'A. HAS PREVIOUS SCHEDULE BEEN MET, OR HAS
)
k
'
N EXPLANATION BEEN GIVEN FOR THE DELAY OR INABILITY TO COOMPLYI

REMARKS (EXPLAIN DELAY)

VI . RECEIVING WATER EVALUATION
1 . STREAM CLASSIFICATION 0 CLASS P CCLASS Pi - O CLASS C Q LOSING STREAM OFWITHIN TWO
J LAKE 1FWITHIN 5 MILES O GROUNDWATER 1LWNCLASSIFIED'

MILES)

2 . DISTANCETO NEAREST CLASSIFIED STREAM MILES . NAME

3. RECEIVING EAM -DESIGNATED WATER USES (IF UNCLASSIFIED, INDICATE FOR NEAREST CLASSIFIED STREAM AND NOTE-DISTANCE)
1 :3 IRR J

.~W
';̀~ W XAQL JW O COF 10 BTG 1:1 DWS IND- WBC (IFWITHIN 2 MILES)

A . RECEIVING STREAM FLOW, SEVEN DAY 010 O-r~ ds OTHER
B . RATIO OF RECEIVING STREAM FLOWTO DISCHARGE O-0

' 4. REVIEW AVAILABLE STREAM SURVEY SNFORMATION AND COMMEMf ON WATER QUALITY:

5e

Y .a. yDN2

4
.YV-4 cv tv'Q G,^~% cvY5oY1

1 h v~ 5~'' ~""~ v-e Itia I

t

c w ~:1~5

(

wa y~-

iS ,

t 5. PROPOSED LIMITS ARE BASED UPON:
A ;ErEFF BEGS , . D.
S. n EPACAT GUIDELINES

WOS BY
0 PERMITWRITER

CALCULATION ATTACHED ATTACH JUSTIFICATION -
C: O BPJ 0 WOMS

JUSTIFICATION/CALCULATIONS ARE ATTACHED ATTACHED REVIEW SHEET

fi DOWNSTREAM PROPERTY OWNER (NAME AND ADDRESS)

, PERMITDRAFTED BY
~'L 1.

DATE
IG -LZ-~

' REVIEWED BY GATE

REVIEWED BY DATE

' APPROVED BY DATE

APPROVED BY

- Page 24



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.

Owner:

	

r..

	

r

	

c_:~.i_

	

cyQjL

	

W4A5 p,`

Owner's Address:

	

1248 Mimosa Ct ., .Foristell, MO 63348

Operating Authority:

	

N/A

Operating Authority's Address:

	

N/A

Facility Name:

	

ompany

	

5-e-p- ~F"S).4

Facility Address:

	

Foristell, 110 63348

Legal Description:

	

NE 1/4, SW 1/4, NE 1/4, Sec .

	

1, T47N, RlW, Warren County

Receiving Stream&Basin: Incline Village Lake, Indian Camp Creek (Cuivre River Basin)
(07110008-15-01) (C)

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

FACILITY DESCRIPTION

Outfall #001 - Subdivision - SIC =4952

Contact stabilization/lift station/sludge disposal by contract hauler
Design population equivalent is 40

	

-2 -L coo
Design flow is 40,000 gal

	

er day.
Actual flow is 91A96 -i~illons 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 Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System, it does not apply to other regulated areas. This permit maybe appealed in accordance
with Section (A4.0i 1 .6 of the Law.

Fffeceice Date

MG M-0041 (2-93)

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

MISSOURI STATE OPERATING PERMIT

1,10-0098817

STATE OF MISSOURI

MISSOURI CLEAN WATER COMMISSION

A. ~'oun¢
rector,g te~ n

	

NE~OV4t)JRECTOR OF

STAFF, CLEAN WATERCOMMISSiON

Expiration Dat

	

. .

	

Director of Staff. Clean Water Commission Page 25



`1A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

'

	

The permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) with serial number(s) as specified in the application for this permit. The
`final effluent limitations shall become effective

	

UpOn i sSUattCe

	

and remain in effect
until expiration of the permit. Such discharges shall be controlled, limited, and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

I

	

OUTFALL NUMBER

	

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS

	

MONITORING REOUIREMENTS
AND EFFLUENT .

	

UNITS

	

MAIIMUM

	

'

	

AVERAGE

	

AVERAGE

	

I M
FRECUENCYT

	

STYREE

	

I

Outfall #001

,Biochemical Oxygen
Demands

'Total Suspended
Solids

* Monitoring rec}uirement Only .

*** pH is measure
of 6 .0-9 .0 pH

MGD

mg/L

mg/L

ELI

45

45

30

30

PAGE NUMBER

	

2 Of 3
PERMITNUMBER MO-0098817

once/week

	

24 hr .
estimate

once/month

once/month

once/month grab

** A composite s ple made up from a m nimum of fo r grab samp es collected within a 24
hour period wit4 a minimum of two hou# between e*ch grab samtle .

in, pH un~ts and is nc}t to be ave~}aged .

	

The

	

H is limited to the range
units .

	

I

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED .

	

On

	

; THE FIRST REPORT IS DUE

	

OCt06er 2$, 1991
THERE SHALL BE NO DISCHARGE OF FLOATING SOLIDS OR VISIBLE FOAM IN OTHER THAN TRACE AMOUNTS
B. STANDARD CONDITIONS
IN ADDITION TO SPECIFIED CONDITIONS STATED HEREIN, THIS PERMIT tS SUBJECT TO THE ATTACHED

	

Parts

	

afl
STANDARD CONDITIONS DATED

	

October 1 . 1980 & August 15 -.

	

1994. AND HEREBY~INCORPORATED AS THOUGH

FULLY SET FORTH HEREIN.

	

.

	

Page 26
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Page 3 of 3
Permit No . MO-0098817

1 . Report as no-discharge when a discharge does not occur during_ the report period .

2 . Sludge and Biosolids Use For Domestic Wastewater Treatment Facilities

(a) Permittee shall comply with the pollutant limitations, monitoring, reporting,
and other requirements in accordance with the attached permit Standard
Conditions .

3 . 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 September 1, 1994 the permitte
must hire class C certified operater .



MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM
FEE CALCULATION INFORMATION

1 . Is this facility a POTW?

2. Is this a domestic only discharge?

411
STANDARD INDUSTRIAL CLASSIFICATION (SIC) CODE

	

% OL

	

Z

3. Were EPA categorical guidelines used directly in writing this permit?
(This does not include borrowing guidelines across industrial classifications
by using Best Professional Judgement)

5. If this is a construction permit or a new operating permit, has the fee been received?

4. Is this discharge stormwater runoff or noncontact cooling water only?

6 . Oo you believe the fee is correct?

7. The permit writer believes the fee should be:

0 $5000

0 OTHER

YES ONO

0 $15 El 1500

39r-$50 0 $2500

0 $500 0 $3000

0 $1000 0 $3500

YES NO

13 YES CYNO

0 YES C1 NO

YES 0 NO



MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL R
6~~, �QOISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

R POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRA
OX 176, JEFFERSON CITY, MO 651

Page 9 .0200

APPLICATION NUMBER

Apartments O

	

Other
..

	

Design flow:,

	

Actual flow: `~sS~
6.40

	

Does any bypassing occur anywhere in the collection system or at the treatment facility?
D Yes

	

s2iNo

	

(If yes, attach explanation)
6.50

	

Is industrial waste discharged to the facility identified in item

	

?

	

El Yes

	

No

	

(If yes, see instructions.)
6.60

	

Will the discharge be continuous through the year?

	

iYes

	

0 No
a.

	

Discharge will occur during the following months:
b. . How many days of the week will the discharge occur?-~

6.70

	

Will chlorine be added to the effluent?

	

DYes

	

ANo
a.

	

If chlorine is added, what is the resulting residual?
6.80 - Does this facility discharge to a losing stream or sinkhole?

	

0 Yes

	

No

	

.
6.85

	

Attach a flow chart showing all influents, treatment facilities and outfails .

	

~
6.90

	

Has a waste load allocation study been completed for this facility?

	

0Yes

	

~".dJO
6.95

	

List-al4permit .violations,,_incluping . effluent limit exceedances in the last 5 years . Attach a separate sheet if necessary. .,
If none, write none:

	

'

	

'

M B -APPLICATION FOR CO 5T
RATING PERMIT FOR FACILIT ES_ -¢W

z EIVE BASICALLY DOMESTIC AS E .,
ILI

LATE ECEI p FEESUB~QITiED

ER MISSOURI CLEAN WATER LAW JI
NOTE _PI_j%c SE READ THE ACCOMPANYING INST= ~ I- ONS BEF L j ]c';rHIS FORM
1 .00 .~fhis__ IB~p cation is for : Ell

I
~~ ,/7

" truction permit ~! pLti4 pJmi&en~al:& JUMV3 50 ~
Dan operating permit for anew or unpermitted facility

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

PHON MBE

" - - - --ADDRESS ~- crry ~f-37.
ED 3

2.10 LEGAL DESCRIPTION : jVrZ '/4,!;t,/ '/a, wF 1 /4, Sec. , T JZ7NR K/ Cbuniy

2.20 Is this e new faclli^," constructed under a tAissuuri Construction Permit? [I YES )(NO
If yes, please provide Missouri Construction Permit Number :

2.30 Name of receiving stream(s) Kf~At 1/1 ItALe 0 C
3.00 OWNER

I~~ r-
ELEPH:": "NUMHE

3L f= 4
ADDRESS

9 . W
o~~C* TE ZIP

7day

I M
V

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

61 TELEPHONE NUMBER

STATE ZIP

~ a 9L

P

r

t _ .
i ~~F.I,E~H rJC~UMaER.

6.00 ADDITIONAL FACILITY INFORMATION . .
6.10 Description of facilities (attach additional sheet if required) . Attach a USGS 7'/z" topographic map showing location of all ouffalis.

6.2"

'y

Number Of separate discharge puints
.. ,

6.30 Number of persons presently connected or population equivalgnt 11-D . Design PE .
Number of units presently connected: Homes ~0 Trailers 12



r%

SLUDGE HANDLING, USE AND DISPOSAL

Is the sludge a hazardous waste as defined by 10 CSR 253

	

Yes

	

No

	

.

Sludge Production, including sludge received from others :

	

-Design Dry Tons/Year
Capacity of sludge holding structures :

7.31

	

Sludge storage provided :

	

cubic feet;
average percent solids of sludge . . .

	

NO sludge storage is provided .
7.32 Type of storage:

	

O Holding tank

	

ttha .

	

°

	

d'Building
El Basin

	

, : D Other (describe)
Concrete Pad

Sludge Treatment:

	

'
0Anaerobic Digester

	

Lagoon

	

OComposting
StorageTank

	

DAerobic Digester
D Lime Stabilization

	

0Air or Heat Drying

Sludge UseOrbhspesal : I'
IE7 Latld,oplication
X-Contract Hauler
D Hauled to Another

Treatment Facility
D Solid Waste Landfill

PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR HAULIN15'$LUDGETO DISPOSAL FACILITY
IA
d

eey Applicant

	

0By Others (complete below)

0 Other (attach description)

0 Surface Disposal (9ludge Disposal Lagoon, Sludge Ad for morertharr 2years)
Incineration

0 Sludge Retained in Wastewater treatment lagoon
fOther

D. ATE SIGNED
12---lL -9

Page 30

_ Actual Dry Tons/Y_=

days of stort.:

Attach explanation she-at.

ADDRESS Cm I STATE ZIP

CONTACT PERSON PHONE PERMIT NO.
MO .

7.70 SLUDGE USE OR DISPOSAL FACILITY " ,
P A:?licant " , B Others complete below

NAME

ADDRES^
14

-
~q . ~1

CT'
. 1

-
.f

STATE ZIP
tI. I , f l

CONTACT PERSON ` PHONE PERMIT No.
MO .

7.80 Does the stu~d e or biosolids disposal comply with federal sludge regulations under 40 CFR 503?
Yes CJ No (attach explanation)

,8.00 DOWNSTREAM LANDOWNER

~ADORESS
a'

"CITY
T~ DO% r 1 S

STTE ,
''

_ _ 21P
G~~~IA

9.00 DRINKING WATER SUPPLY INFORMATION
, _ -~

_

9.10 WHAT IS THE SOURCE OF YOUR DRINKING WATER SUPPLY:

A. yublic supply (municipal or water district water) _
(~If public, please give name of the public supply

B. Private well

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

v'.4 Yes "' No
9.30 , Os your supply serve housing which is occupied year round by the same people? This does not include housing which is occupie

seasonally. ,,t'*
1

'" No -
10.00 I certify that I am familiar with the information contained in the application, that to the best of my knowledge and belief such informatic,.

is true, complete and accurate, and if granted this permit, I agree to abide by the Missouri Clean WaterLaw and all rules, regulations,
orders and decisions, subject to any legitimate appeal available to applicant under the Missouri Clean Water Law.

A. NAME AND OFFID TrrLE (TYPE O PRINT) S. H E l COD NO



Warren County Water & Sewer Co

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

CERTIFIED MAIL. # Z 465 691892

	

FAX (314) 3a1-7107

June 7, 1999

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Gary Smith
1248 Mimosa Court
Foristell, Mo 63348

Dear Mr. Smith:

MW Gmahan. Govemor , S[ephen M. Mahf(aI. Drtnnor

CoOp~l

On June 3, 1999 Mr. Daugherty ofmy staff investigated a complaint of a sewage bypass at
1102 Post Oak 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 ofthe analytical
results when they are available.

The complaint alleged that a home's pump station, or grinder pump, failed and that the contents of
the wet well were pumped to the yard instead ofbeing 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 [IOCSR20-7.015(9)(E), and (E) (2)] .

Notice ofviolation 41420 SL is hereby issued for the above-cited violations . At locations where
sewage has been pumped to the ground, lime should be spread over the site to protect against the
spread of disease . This should be done immediately .

In most ofthe systems that my staffinspect they find the pump stations are the responsibility of the
homeowner. However, since Warren County Water & Sewer Company has assumed responsibility
for the pump stations, and because of the ever increasing number of these stations, it 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.

1)

	

Gravity systems allow the transfer ofmaterial via a 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
transfer the waste from the disabled station to nearby pump station, if one is available .

2)

	

The use ofa 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

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

effective. A station could be pumped down by half at any time, or two 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 should
include : location ofthe occurrence; duration ofbypass, including the estimated time ofstart, and the
time the bypass was corrected; quantity (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 is 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
Drinking Water regulation 10 CSR 60-11.010(3)] . A list of approved back-flow prevention devices
is enclosed:

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

If 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

Robert S . P . Eck
Regional Director

RESPE/DJD/cm
00

Enclosures

C :

	

Public Drinking Water Program
Water Pollution Control Program
Missouri Department ofHealth, Central District
Warren County Department of Environmental Health
Warren County Planning & Zoning
James Mercile, Public Service Commission
John Kelly, Incline Village Board ofTrustees
Mr. Robert Ullrich
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MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

P,O . BOX 176
NOTICE OF VIOLATION

	

JEFFERSON CITY, MO 65102

DISTRIBUTION : WHITE/SOURCE CANARY/CENTRAL OFFICE PINK/REGIONAL OFFICE

Page 33

VIOLATION NUMBER

1420 Si.
DATE AND TIME ISSUED . ,

7
11 A.M .

! YY 9 O P.M ._ _ eg. ~::
SOURCE (NAME, ADDRESS, PERMIT NUMBER, LOCATION)

Warren Count Water &Sewer '

Incline. Villa"Ie Treatment Plant ,l-MO-0098117

Incline Villa " e Treatment Plan
Warren County

MAILING ADDRESS

1248 Mimosa court

CITY

Foristell

STATE

MO

ZIP

163348

CODE

NAME OF OWNER OR MANAGER

Gary Smith

TITLE OF OWNER OR MANAGER

Owner
LAW, REGULATION OR PERMIT VIOLATED

Missouri Clean Water Law RSMO 644 .051 .1 $ 644 .076 .1

Missouri Clean Water Commission Regulations . 10CSR .20-7 .015(9).(E)

and 10CSR20-7 .015(9)(E)(2) .

NATURE OFVIOLATION - PATE(S): TIME(S) :

Placed Water Con'tamants where they would be resonabilly certain to enter

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

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) -

By Certified Mail
SIGNATURE (PERSON ISSUING NOTICE)-- .

Dan Daugherty
~

-
~--

TITLE OR POSITION TITLE OR POSITION/ONR REGION

Environmental Specialist
w0 M-- OI . Gff1Ce





4179-21 6/3/99

	

DJD
Warren Co . Water & Sewer

	

Warren Co. (WPCP)
View from outfall ofT:P . #l, towards lake . Fountain is property
ofthe GolfCourse .

4179-22 6/3/99

	

DJD
Warren Co. Water & Sewer

	

Warren Co . (WPCP)
Close up view from outfall ofT.P . #1, towards the fountain in the
lake . This is what the complaint letter referred to as a "lagoon" .
This is part ofthe lake, and owned and managed by the golf
course.

4179-23 6/3/99

	

DJD
Warren Co. Water & Sewer

	

Warren Co. . (WPCP)
View from the Golf Course towards the fountain in the alleged
"lagoon" . This small body ofwater was created by cutting offa
cove of the lake with a golfcart pathway .

4179-24 6/3/99

	

DJD
Warren Co . Water & Sewer

	

Warren Co . (WPCP)
Close up ofthe fountain in the cove the complainant called a
"lagoon" . Treatment Plant #1 is in background.
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4179-17 6/3/99

	

DID
Warren Co . Water & Sewer

	

Warren Co . (WPCP)
Close up of solids left behind on ground when grinder pump unit
was pumped out to ground.

4179-18 6/3/99

	

DJD
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 6/3199

	

DID
Warren Co. Water & Sewer

	

Warren Co . (WPCP)
View ofthe sewage solids in foreground, and lake in background

cayrfq



St. Louis Regional Office
Negative Files

Negative Set # 4179

NEG DATE: BY: PROG: DESCRIPTION OF PHOTO

1 1 THROUGH 15, 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 DJD WPCP Tire tracks through sewage solids left behind when grinder

um unit was um ed out.
17 6/3/99 DJD WPCP Close up of solids left behind on ground when grinder

um unit was um ed out to ground .
18 6/3/99 DJD WPCP Lookingtowards the location where the sewage solids

were left, view from driveway . Lake in background .
19 6/3/99 DJD WPCP View ofthe sewage solids in foreground, and lake in

background
20 6/3/99 DID WPCP/

PDW
T.P . #2, No backflow preventer on hose going into the
Treatment Plant.

21 6/3/99 DJD WPCP View from outfall of T.P . #1, towards lake . Fountain is
roe of the Golf Course .

22 6/3/99 DJD WPCP Close up view from outfall ofT.P . 41, towards the fountain
in the lake . This is what the complaint letter referred to as a
"lagoon" . This is part ofthe lake, and owned and managed
b the golf course.

23 6/3/99 DJD WPCP View from the Golf Course towards the fountain in the
alleged "lagoon" . This small body ofwaterwas created by
cutting off a cove of the lake with a golf cart pathway.

24 6/3/99 DJD WPCP Close up ofthe fountain, Treatment Plant # 1 is in
back ound .



Incline Village
,(Warren County Water & Sewer Co.)

STATE. OF MISSOURI

	

via c"'.

	

P;,.oo,

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

On August 11, 1998, a grab sample was collected of the effluent from the two extended aeration
treatment plants serving Incline Village, 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 ofthe inspection
on August 11, 1998 . The effluent samples have been analyzed and copies ofthe 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 mgfl by 73% and the analysis result of 40 mg/l for Non-Filterable Residue (NFR) exceeded
the monthly average limit of 30 mg/1 by 33% (however, this does not exceed the weekly limit of
45 mg1L) .

In this case, violations of 10 CSR 20-7.015(8)(B) I 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 See . 644.051 .1(3)) .

This citation of violations is based only upon the single grab sample collected at the time ofthe
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 .

u

Page 37

10803 Sunset

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
St . Louis Regional Office

Office Drive, Suite 160 St . Louis, ,NIO 63127-7038
(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:



September 2, 1998
Page 2

For treatment plant #2, (Permit # MO-0100350) the analysis results of 5 mg/l for Biochemical
Oxygen Demand (BOD), and 5 mg/1 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 ofyour 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 ofthe average effluent quality for the day .

Ifyou 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

DJD/dr

Enclosure

c: Water Pollution Control Program
Missouri Department ofHealth, Central District
Warren County Health Department
Warren County Planning & Zoning
Public Service Commission
Mr. John Kelly, Incline Village Homeowners Association



TAT'E

	

3li~bUR1,,

	

Md C ...han . Govnnor . Smphm M . Mahfuod. DirKCO,

DEF'

	

Tl ENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DMSION OF_

	

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
*NOw"~ "^

	

PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM

RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

AUG 3 1 j_: -,

Sample Collected by :

	

DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification : MO-0098817
Sampling Location :

	

INCLINE VILLAGE TREATMENT PLANT #1
Sample Description :

	

GRAB SAMPLE

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

. Long, 1rec r
onmental Services Program
on of Eronment 1 Quality

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

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



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-0100350
Sampling Location :

	

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

alysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures
d or recogfi'iz~ed by the U .S . Environmental Protection Agency .

c : STEVE DYER, WPC

rquRI`.

	

Md Carmhan. Covernor . Stephcn M . Mahftwd. Dirmtor

NT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM

RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

Sample Number : 98-3737
Lab Number: 98-1)2300

5

	

mg/L

	

8/18/98 405 .1



arren County (WPCP).
Warren County Water & Sewer Company

STATE,QF Mt~QURI

	

Atcl G,m~hen. cAscnulr . Daeld A . 5ho, Dim,io,

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

December 5, 1997

Mr. Gary Smith
1248 Mimosa Court
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Mr. Smith:

\Ny

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
St . Louis Regional Office

10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100

	

St. Louis, MO 63127-1017
(314)822-0101
FAX (4131922-(FH3

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
dated August 12, 1997 are attached .

For Treatment Plant #1, the analysis results of24 mg/1 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/I 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/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, but the analysis result of
27 mg/1 for Non-Filterable Residue (NFR) exceeded the monthly average limit of 20 mg/1 by 35%.

Discharging pollutants in amounts or concentrations exceeding those specified in the regulations
is a violation ofthe 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)l 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 ofthe investigation and may not be fully indicative of the average
effluent quality for the day .

ca
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Warren County Water & Sewer Co.(WPCP)
December 5, 1997
Page 2

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

Sincerely,

ST. LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

Daniel Daugherty
Environmental Specialist

DJD/cm

Attachment

c:

	

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



STATE OF MISSOURI
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Reported To : DAN DAUGHERTY
Affiliation : SLRO
Project Code : 3235/3000

Sample Collected by :
Facility Identification :
Sampling Location :
Sample Description :
County :

Analysis Performed

Non-Filterable Residue
Biochemical Oxygen Demand

c : STEVE DYER, WPC

Md C.rtnalun . G. "ro.n' m - 0,41 %. 51 .orr. INnaIiR

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUAL(TY-
1' .O . Box 176

	

Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM

RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

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

DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
MO-0098817
INCLINE VILLAGE #1
GRAB SAMPLE OF EFFLUENT
WARREN

Results

Program
al Quality

37 mg/L
24 mg/L

Analyzed Method

8/ 5/97 160 .2
8/ 6/97 405 .1

alysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures
d or rec g'.zed by the U .S . Environmental Protection Agency .

Report Date : 8/12/97
Date Collected : 7/30/97
Date Received : 7/31/97



STATE OF MISSOURI

	

NttI r 1rn .nI :t � , ramv ,vn . ta, ;d A . 51,urr. Dimrnlr

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM

RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

Reported To :
Affiliation :
Project Code :

Sample Collected by :

	

DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification : MO-0100358
Sampling Location :

	

INCLINE VILLAGE #2

Analysis Performed

Non-Filterable Residue

	

27

	

mg/L

	

8/ 5/97 160 .2
Biochemical Oxygen Demand

	

4

	

mg/L

	

8/ 6/97 405 .1

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

c : STEVE DYER, WPC

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

Results

	

Analyzed Method

Sample Numb
Lab Number :

r : 97-3661
97-D1930

DAN DAUGHERTY Report Date : 8/12/97
SLRO Date Collected : 7/30/97
3235/3000 Date Received : 7/31/97



Warren County (WPCP)l/
Incline Village

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 :

C0p~
Me) Qvtahan, Oovemor " David A Shorr . Direanr

T 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
PAX (374)822-0943

(

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 violation 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 Violation #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 .
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'Incline village (WPCP)
September 18, 1995
Page 2

Should you have any questions or comments, please contact
Mr . Paul Mueller of this office .

Sincerely,

ST'. LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

obert S . P . .Eck
Regional Director

RSPE/$ W to

Enclosures

c :

	

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



,' MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

MO 700-1457(12-03) DISTRIBUTION: WHITE/SOURCE CANARY/CENTRAL OFFICE PINK/REGIONALOFr'-

Page 47

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY VIOLATION NUMBER
P.O . BOX 178

n.,

i7 ~,~

NOTICE OF VIOLATION JEFFERSON CITY, MO 65102
V', SL'

DATE AND TIME ISSUED C] A.M .

O P.M.
SOURCE (NAME, ADDRESS. PERMIT NUMBER. LOCATION)

Shad Oaks MHP

MAILING ADDRESS -

1248 Mimosa Drive

CITY

Foristell

STATE

MO

JZ6CODE

3348
NAME OF OWNER OR MANAGER

Gary Smith

TITLE OF OWNER OR MANAGER

'LAW, REGULATION OR PERMIT VIOLATED

Missouri Clean Water Law RSMo . Section 644 .051 .1(2) and

Section 644 .076 .1

Missouri Clean Water Commission Regulation 10 CSR 20-7 .031(3)(A)(C)

°Missouri Public Drinking Water Regulation 10 CSR 60-11 .010(2)
NATURE OF VIOLATION DATE(S) : TIME(S):

Discharged water contaminants into waters of the State which reduced the

quality of such waters below the Water Quality Standards established by

the Missouri Clean Water Commission .

Caused or allowed an unprotected cross connection

SIGNATURE (PERSON RECEIVING NOTICE)

BY CERTIFIED MAIL

SIGNATURE (PERSON ISSUING NOTICE)

Paul E . Mueller i
TITLE OR POSITION TITLEOR POSITION/DNR REGION

Environmental Specialist
St . Louis Regional Office



' VWarren County (WPCP)
Incline Village Water & Sewer

July 12, 1995

Mr . Gary Smith
1248 Mimosa Court
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Mr . Smith :

MCI Camalun, Go.wmw " David A . Short . Disaur
i

`NT 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

On June 19, 1995 grab samples were collected of the effluent from
wastewater treatment plant #1 (MO-0098817) and wastewater treatment
plant #2 (MO-0100358) which serve Incline Village, Warren County,
Missouri . This sampling was conducted as part of an investigation of
the operation and condition of the facility . A 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
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
three hours . It is not believed that this affected the analysis
results to any noticeable extent, but would render the results invalid
for compliance monitoring .

The results in the attached report for Treatment Plant #1 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 64 mg/l for
Biochemical Oxygen Demand (HOD) exceeded the monthly average limit of
30 mg/l by 113%, but the analysis result of 32 mg/1 for Nonfilterable
Residue (NFR) only exceeded the monthly average limit of 30 mg/l
by 6% .

in this case violations of 10 CSR 20-7 .015(8) (B)l 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 . Some suspended solids 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 . In addition, 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

15~o,~ra
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Incline Village (WPCP)
July 12 . 1995
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 quality 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
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, please contact me at the St . Louis Regional
Office .

Sincerely,

ST . LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

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 MISSOURI Met G,malun. Go%vmor- David L. >hnrr. Dircetor

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

c : RICHARD ALLEN, WPC

- 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 : M00098817
Sampling Location :

	

INCLINE VILLAGE, PLANT #1,
Sample Description :

	

GRAB SAMPLE OF EFFLUENT

Analysis Performed Results

Non-Filterable Residue

	

64 .0

	

mg/L
pH

	

7 .90
Comment : Analyzed in field

Biochemical Oxygen Demand

	

32

	

mg/L
Comment : Exceeded holding time .

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

Page 50

Analyzed Method

6/22/95 160 .2
6/19/95 150 .1

6/21/95 405 .1



STATE OF MISSOURI

	

Mt] Camahan, tHvemor " David d. Sham. Dlmanr

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

c : RICHARD ALLEN, WPC

- DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY-
P.O . Box 176 Jefferson Ciry, 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

	

_

	

Date Collected :

	

6/19/95
Project Code : 3221/3000

	

Date Received :

	

6/21/95

Sample Collected by :

	

DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification : M00100358
Sampling Location :

	

INCLINE VILLAGE, PLANT #2,
Sample Description :

	

GRAB SAMPLE OF EFFLUENT

Analysis Performed

Non-Filterable Residue
pH

Comment : Analyzed in field
Biochemical Oxygen Demand

Comment : Exceeded holding time .

is sample was performed in accordance with procedures .
zed by the U .S . Environmental Protection Agency .

co
RfCVC :£7 R..RFp
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Results Analyzed Method

9 .00 mg/L 6/22/95 160 .2
8 .00 6/19/95 150 .1

7 mg/L 6/21/95 405 .1



vvarren co . tweur)I

	

Incline Village

may 11, 1995

0 E~ j ~.)

STAT'E.Of MISSOURI,

	

Mel Cs=hzn . Gmemor . Dm" id A. Shorr. Dircaor

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
=,5.~

	

) ~,-L, Fz;_ ,

	

,
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Mr . Gary Smith
Incline Village Water & Sewer
1248 Mimosa Court
Foristell, MO 63348

Dear Mr . Smith :

St . Louis Regional Office
10805 Sunset Office Drive, Suite 100

	

St. Louis, MO 63127-1017
(314)822-0101

-

	

FAX (314)822-0943

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 Conducted
as part of an investigation of the operation and . condition of the
facility . The report on that investigation was provided to you at the
conclusion of the inspection .

The effluent samples have been analyzed and copies of the analytical
reports, dated April 17, 1995, are attached .

The analysis results for Treatment Plant #1, 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 30 mg/l by 26% and the Nonfilterable Residue (NOR)
exceeded the monthly average limit of 30 mg/l by 26% .

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 o£
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 .

	

In addition, you should note
that this single sample did not exceed the weekly limit of 45 mg/1 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 same
manner as plant #2 . At the conclusion of. the inspection, you had

0
0.fCVC~D age,q
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;incline village
May 11, 1995
Page 2

indicated that you were goingto 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 analysis 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/1, both are very good results .

	

The effluent limit for BCD and NOR
are both 20 mg/1 .

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, please contact me
Office .

Sincerely,

ST . LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

c :

Daniel Daugherty
Environmental Specialist

DJD/mc

Attachment

Water Pollution Control Program
Warren County Health Department
Missouri Dept . of Health,'Eastern District

at the St . Louis'Regional



STATE OF MISSOURI

	

)kd <iv'Wmn . G.nc.m .r " 17.iJ a . Sivm Dlrcuu .u

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF ENZ'IRONNIEN7AL QLALITf
P.O . Box 1'6 Jefferson City ; CIO 65102-0176

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

	

approved or recognized by the U .S . Environmental Protection Agency .

Gtl4_-c 141.1`

	

'r

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

c : RICHARD ALLEN, WPC

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM
RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

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

Sample Collected by :

	

DAN DAUGHERTY, SLRO
Facility Identification : MO-0098817
Sampling Location :

	

INCLINE VILLAGE TREATMENT PLANT #1
Sample Description :

	

GRAB SAMPLE OF TREATMENT PLANT
EFFLEUNT

Analysis Performed Results

	

Date Analyzed Method

Non-Filterable Residue .

	

38 .0

	

mg/L

	

3/24/95
Biochemical Oxygen Demand

	

38

	

mg/L

	

3/23/95
160 .2
405 .1

APR 2 51995
i_ _
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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



STATE OF MISSOURI

	

1ki c.arnah:ut, lSuccrn,~r " Ua0d A. Shan . I>irtrior

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

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

Non-Filterable Residue

	

1 .01 mg/L

	

3/24/95

	

160 .2
Biochemical Oxygen Demand

	

< 4

	

mg/L

	

3/23/95

	

405 .1

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

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

c : RICHARD ALLEN, WPC

DIVISION OF ENVIRONbIENTAL QUALITY
P.O . Box 176

	

Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM
RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES

cs
?CvC :fp e4Ma

Page 55

Sample Number :
Lab Number :

95-4591
95-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



Warren County-(WPCP)
Incline Village #1

Mr . Gary Smith
Incline Village water & Sewer
1248 Mimosa Court
Foristell, MO . 63348

Dear Mr . Smith

Mel Ca.Aaa Govemo, . David A Short. Dim=,

T 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

on November 16, 1994, a grab sample was collected of the effluent from
the Incline village wastewater treatment plant #1 . This sampling was
conducted as part of an investigation o£ the operation 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 is 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/1 with a analysis
result of 27mg/l .

In this case violations of 10 CSR 20-7 .015(8) (B)l 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, 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
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,Incline Village #1
December 30, 1994
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 biologic 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, 1994, I incorrectly stated that
the new permit for treatment plant #1 required monthly sampling and
quarterly reporting . As we discussed on December 22, the permit requires
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 required monthly sampling data .
is on the form and if you sicrn 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 . Louis Regional Office .

Sincerely,

ST . LOUIS REGIONAL OFFICE

Daniel Daugherty
Environmental Specialist

DJD/

Attachment

c:

	

Water Pollution Control Program
Warren County Health Department
Incline Village Homeowners Association
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6TATE C1F MlS~u()URY,

	

Uei Glmah,a . G<rcemo, - Oa~'id A. 5fwm Mi m,

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Reported to : DAN DAUGHERTY
Affiliation : SLRO

Sample Description=
INCLINE VILLAGE TREATMENT PLANT #1,
GRAB SAMPLE, EFFLUENT,
MO0098817, WARREN COUNTY

NONFILTERABLE RESIDUE

	

27 mg/L

cc : RICHARD ALLEN, WPC

for
Program

ital Quality

-DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY -
P.O . Boa 176 Jefferson City, A10 65102-0176

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM
RESULT OF SAMPLE An14YSIS

PARAMETERS

	

RESULTS

Sample No .

	

944R7 11G 4 401
MO. DEPT OF N$iLIRq~ RESO

	

r.,_--ST In~i1±$ R

	

It^I f~rIhf .M

	

..
m~Date -: 112/02/94

Project Code : 3221/3000

Collected by : DAI4 DAUGHERTY

	

Date : 11/16/94
Affiliation : SLRO

The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with
pr

	

dunes approved or recognized by the U .S . Environmental
Prdite tion A

Page 5 8



Mr . Joseph J . Becker
Attorney at Law '
8011 Clayton Road
St . Louis, Missouri 63117

Dear Joe :

1' L . SM

GLS/s

cc : MODNR St . Louis

G A R Y

	

L .

	

S M I T R
D/B/A INCLINE WATER AND SEWER

1248 MIMOSA COURT
FORISTELL, MISSOURI 63348

(314) 673 1441

June 3, 1994

C- oOPY

Re : Application For Transfer of Operating Permit

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 requesting that you sign and forward a
copy of the above application at your earliest convenience .

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

Thank you for your attention in this matter .



1,am Offices of
Becker, Dufour, Yarbrough & Berndeen
8011 Clayton Road
St Louie, Mlesouri 63117
314 / 727"7100
FAX314 / 7274762

Mr . Gary Smith
Incline Sewer and Water Company
1248 Mimosa Court
Foristell, Missouri 63348

Dear Gary :

Enclosed herewith find duplicate
giving the authority of the Board of
to dispose of the assets of both the

I trust that these
Service Commission .

If I can be of any

JJB/sef
Enclosures

10 .92 Incline

October 14, 1992

documents will be adequate

further assistance, please

executed original Minutes
Directors for the Officers
Sewer and Water Company .

Very truly yours,

for the Public

contact me .

BECKER, DUFOUR, YARBROUGH, BERNDSEN
& BURKE

Page 60

Joseph J. Backer
.

	

Charles F. Dufour
John T. Yarbrough

Thomas G. Berndsen

Sharon E. Burke



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 Company, 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 effect as a

unanimous vote of the Directors at a meeting duly held on the

date hereof .

	

The date of this consent is as of the .1̀ 5th day

of June, 1990 .

WHEREAS, the Company has no cash with which to continue

operations, and Mr . Ortmann and Mr . Adolphus have been 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 service 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 its customers in their
sole discretion .
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned being all of the sur-

viving Directors o£ the Corporation have executed this Consent

as of the 15th day of June 1990 .

DUPLS.CATE

Robert Ortmann
Director

Mark Adolphus

	

V
Director



CASE NO :

	

WM-93-149

December 17, 1993

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

Mark C. Pointek, Attorney at Law, P .O . Box 172, 216 West Main, Washington,
MO 63090

Uncertified copy :

STATE OF MISSOURI
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

JEFFERSON CITY

David L . Rauch
Executive Secretary

Enclosed find certified copy of ORDER in the above-numbered
case(s) .

Office of the Public Counsel, P .O . Boi 7800, Jefferson City, MO 65102
Gary L . Smith, 1248 Mimosa Court, Foristell, MO 63348
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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 TARIFFS AND
CANCELING PREVIOUS TARIFFS ON FILE

STATE OF MISSOURI
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

At a session .of the Public Service
Commission held at its office
in Jefferson city on the 17th
day of December, 1993 .

On November 15, 1993, Gary L. Smith, d/b/a Incline Village Water and

Sewer Company (Smith/Incline) filed proposed tariffs with an effective date of

December 20, 1993, 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 and 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 Incline 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 Commission's Staff (Staff) filed its

recommendation . Staff states that at the time the acquisition was approved, a

subsequent sale to East Central Missouri Water and Sewer Authority (ECM) was

considered 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/Incline would then file its own new tariffs . Staff states that

the expected sale has not taken place : Staff states that the proposed tariffs

are adopted from its example tariffs and that other than those authorized

changes, there are no other rates or changes from Incline Villa
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file .

	

Also, in a letter dated December 6, 1993, Smith/Incline authorized Staff 'a

permission to make technical corrections to certain of the proposed tariff

sheets . Staff states that the proposed tariffs, after those technical correc-

tions, comply with the Commission's Order and should be approved .

After considering the proposed tariffs of Smith/Incline, corrected by

Staff, and Staff's recommendation, the Commission determines that the proposed

tariffs are in compliance with its previous order and are also fair and reason-

able. Therefore, the Commission will approve the proposed tariffs of

Smith/Incline as corrected by Staff for water and sewer service rendered on and

after December 20, 1993, and order Incline Villages', tariff6 to be canceled as

of the effective date 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, 1993 :,

Company, Inc ., and Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc . be hereby canceled as of

the effective date of this order .

P .S .C .MO. No . 1 Water)
Original Sheet No . A (Index)
Original Sheet Nos . 1 through 38

P .S .C .MO . No . 1 (Sewer)
Original Sheet No . A (Index)
original Sheet Nos . 1 through 41

2 . That all the tariffs previously approved for Incline Village Water



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

December, 1993 .

(SEAL)

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

BY THE COMMISSION

David L . Ra°uc2~~+I,y
Executive Secretary



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,
and such related matters .

ORDER APPROVING SALE OF ASSETS

STATE OF MISSOURI
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

At a session of the Public Service
Commission held at its office
in Jefferson City on the 4th
day of May, 1993 .

Case No . WM-93-109

GRANTING . CERTIFICATION
AND EXPANDING CERTIFICATED AREA

On September . 22, 1992 Gary L . Smith, d/b/a Incline Village Water and

Sewer Co-, (Applicant) filed an Application pursuant toi - Section 393 .190,

R .S .Mo . 1986, seeking authorization of the Commissions (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 Applicant to begin providing services to the certificated service area of

incline Village Water Company, Inc . and Incline Village Sewer Company, . Inc . ;

(3) authorizing Applicant to expand to a newly certificated area ; (4) to increase

new service connection fees as to new water connections to the sum of $575 and

as to new sewer connections to the sum of $400 ; (5) to require any extension of

an existing main to be charged to the developer or new service applicant ; (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, 1992 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 certain Sales Contract and Management

Agreement dated January 15, 1992 wherein Incline Village Water Company, Inc . and

Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc . are named as first party and further
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consenting to the Application to the Commission of Applicant . On October 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 was no objection of the said companies

to the Application herein .

Applicant is an individual doing business as Incline Village Water and

Sewer Co . with his principal office and place of business located at 1248 Mimosa

Court, Foristell, Missouri 63348 .

	

Incline Village Water. Company, Inc ., and

Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc . are both public utilities as defined in Sec-

tion 386 .020, R .S .Mo . 1986, and as such are authorized ;, respectively, 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 service and sewer service were granted

by the Commission 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 9, 1982 .

	

Incline Village Water Company, Inc .,

and Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc . provide . water and sewer service to

approximately 57 residential customers plus the club house, swimming pool, and

a subdivision sales office . The service area consists of the Incline village

lake development in Warren County, and the developers of the subdivision are the

owners of Incline Village Water Company, Inc ., and Incline Village Sewer Company,

Inc . This subdivision was not successful for the developers, who are in bank-

ruptcy . Also, some of the principals in the development company have died or

have health problems . For these reasons they are no longer interested in the

operation of the utilities . Although Incline Village water Company, Inc ., and

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



attorney for the utilities has indicated bankruptcy would be filed unless the

assets and responsibility are transferred to another party . . Applicant,

Gary L . Smith, is presently operating Incline Village Water Company, Inc ., and

Incline Village 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, Inc ., which are monthly rates o£ $7 .50 plus $2 .42 per 1,000 gallons 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 each customer of

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

(2) to ten persons residing in the proposed service area to be newly certifi-

cated, (3) to newspaper publishers located in St . Charles, 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

inquiries to the Office of Public Counsel or the Commission's Staff (Staff) . On

December 23, 1992 the Commission issued 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 Village Water Company,

Inc ., and Incline Village 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 notice

of the closing of the sale to Staff within five days thereafter and make specific

tariff filings . 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 a residential service connection and meter
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setting construction the charge will be $300 . This would include material and

labor for making the tap, connecting service line piping between the tap at the

main and the property line, and a meter installed in a covered meter box at the

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

the meter setting and the building. For a residential sewer service connection,

the present rule requires Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc . to provide material

and inspection . Applicant wishes to provide material and labor for-sewer

connections similar to its desires on water connections . Therefore, Staff

recommends a modification of the applicable sewer tariff rules . Staff believes

the current charge of $150 is adequate for sewer connections . Staff also

recommends that Applicant file an extension rule for each tariff concerning water

and sewer . Staff says no such tariffs currently exist and 1 may be needed to

service a developer or prospective customer . Staff recommends that the tariffs

comply with its "exam 1 "

	

"iTfs for small companies .

Applicant proposes to expand the water service area to include an

additional area . Included in the additional area is . a subdivision known as

Forest Green Estates . That subdivision has a developer-owned water system ; but,

the 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 minute

which, with the utilization of the storage tank, is enough water to supply more

than 700 residential customers . Staff believes that the Incline system provides

more than enough water supply for the 60 existing 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 distribution system will be deeded to Applicant and the residents

of Forest Green Estates will become retail customers of Applicant . Applicant

will install water meters for each of the existing customers in Forest Green

Estates and include the cost in rate base . Customers connecting in the future

would be subject to the same connection charges as any other new customer in the

existing service area .

Staff indicates that there have been numerous complaints from home-

owners concerning such problems as water 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 the incline system for years . Applicant and the management of East Central

have a tentative verbal agreement wherein East Central would purchase the assets

from Applicant, 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 various parties with

regard to the assets .

An opportunity for hearing has been provided and no proper party has

requested an opportunity to present evidence . Pursuant to State ex rel .

Rex Deffenderfer Enterprises, Inc . v . Public Service Commission, 776 S .W .2d, 494,

496 (Mo . App . '1989), the Commission will consider the case based upon the

verified Application and attachments .

After considering the verified Application and statements and Staff's

recommendations, the Commission finds that the transfer of assets of

Incline Village Water Company, Inc . and Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc, to
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Applicant and the expansion o£ the . certificated area for water service as

requested 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 present 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 . Applicant is the present operator under a management

contract with the present owners and has demonstrated to Staff sufficient

willingness to provide proper management to the Incline system . The East Central

interest is a separate matter at this point and may be considered by the Commis-

sion in the future . The important consideration for the Commission is that there

is a present owner and operator who will provide adequate water and sewer service

to the existing customers of the Incline system . Also, the Commission is of the

opinion that the Incline system should be expanded to include the Forest Green

Estates . The present Forest Green Estates water 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 development . The Commission also

finds that the tariffs requested by the Staff for Applicant to file are just and

reasonable . The Commission is of the opinion that small water companies have a

particularly challenging task to operate efficiently and in an environmentally

safe manner and that it is imperative that adequate water service be continuous .

Therefore, the Commission cannot be caught up in competing interests and must

look to each applicant on a stand-alone basis, as it has done with this

Application . The Commission also determines that there will be no local tax

impact from the sale of assets upon any political subdivision .
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDEREDi

	

-

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 Green Estates be hereby approved .

3 .

	

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

notify the Commission's Staff of the date of the closing of the sale of assets

within five (5) days after such action .

4 .

	

That Gary L . Smith, d/b/a

hereby authorized to adopt the tariffs on

Inc . and Incline Village Sewer Company,

service, with the provision that if a case to transfer assets to East Central

Missouri Water and Sewer Authority 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 authorized to file tariff sheets within five (5) days after the effective

ate of the Commission's order herein modifying the water tariffs with a new map

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

ervice connection charge of $300, and a rewording of present tariff rules 4(e)

12(f) regarding new water service connections which shall also include an

nsion 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

and

~xt

Incline Village Water and Sewer Co ., be

file for Incline Village Water Company,

Inc . for provision of water and sewer
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rewording of present tariff rules 4(g), 5(1), 5(k) and 12(d) regarding sewer

service connections which shall also include an extension rule .

7 .

	

That after receipt of notification of the closing of the sale from

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

convenience and necessity held by Incline Village Water Company, Inc . and

Incline Village Sewer Company, Inc . shall be canceled .

8 .

	

That after cancellation of the certificates of convenience and

necessity held by Incline Village water Company, Inc . and Incline Village Sewer

Company, Inc ., certificates 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 .

	

i . .

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

Commission of the reasonableness of the expenditures herein involved, 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 .



1993

(S E A L)

11 . That this order shall become effective on the 14th day of May,

Mueller, Chm., Rauch, McClure,
Perkins and Kincheloe, CC ., concur .

BY THE COMMISSION

Brent Stewart
Executive Secretary



Warren County (PDWP) .
Warren Co. Water & Sewer Co.

March 2, 2001

CERTIFIED MAIL47099 3220 0008 05710025
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED -

Mr. Gary Smith
Warren County Water & Sewer Company
1248 Mimosa Court

'Foristell, MO 63348

Hob Holder
Grh~mrx " +nphrn NI, hLhfmJ . Dimour

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

Dear Mr. Smith :

	

LETTER OF WARNING

On February 15, 2001, Mr. Paul Mueller of this office was at Incline Village, served by the
Warren County Water & Sewer Company, and found violations ofthe Missouri Public Drinking
Water Regulations .

A water sample collected in the distribution system found the chlorine levels at 4.4 mg/L oftotal
chlorine and a free chlorine level greater that 2.2. mg/L. A level of4.4 mg/1 is 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
chlorine 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 chlorine
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 .

Co
xc.cuo o� rla
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Warren Co. Water & Sewer Co. (PDWP)
March 2, 2001
Page 2

The difference ofalmost 50 percent betweenthe total chlorine residual and the free chlorine
residual indicates that there is a substantial chlorine 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 mg1L MDRL.

Within 10 days, submit chlorine records for the months ofJanuary 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 ofthe 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 residuals 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 ofWarning, 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

Mohamsd Alhalabi, P.E.
Regional Director

MAPEMljh
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Warren County Department ofHealth
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