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Dear Chairman:
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Thank you for your active participation. Your views and comments will be considered by the Coungil in
making our decisions. The Council has a considerable amulnt of business to conduct in a limited armaunt of time,
therefore, please note the following items that are expected of you:

> The Home Rule Gharter provides for citizens to address the Council, 1t makes no provision for
initiating debate, discussion, or question and answer sessiong with Councilmembers or Administration
Officials. Your right is also guaranteed to examine public documents as you prepare your presentation.
Should you have any guestions for Councilmermhers and/or Department, Heads as you prepare, please
forward such inguiries to the Council Office to insure a timely response. Should you wish 1o speak to any
Official or Department personally, @ complete list of contact information will be furmnished at your request.

¥ Please be brief and limit your commaents to the specific subject matter on which you have requested
to address the Council,

* Please forward supporting documents to the Council Secretary for distribution to the Parish Council
before your scheduled appearance in order for the Council to prepare themselves, if necessary.

> Upon completion of your allotted time to address the Council, please respect the time gjiven to
Councilmembers to respond to your comments by not interrupting or interjecting remarks.

> Slanderous remarks and comments will not be tolerated. If slanderous remarks or comments
are made, your opportunity to address the Council will end, regardless of the remaining fime left to

address the Council.
¥ Repetitious comments and subject matter will be strictly limited.

A confirmation [etter will follow when your name is placed on the agenda.

Sincerely,

(e '
U ANGE MARINGZ 441 et
COUNGIL CHAIRMAN

(OVER)
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TRANSCRIPT OF ST. CHARLES PARISH
OPERATIONS, MAINTENANCE AND
CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
MARCH 10, 2004

Mr. Bush:; “The Luling Pond Lift Station Development. Again
That’s on hold pending further review of our administration
order requirements.

Mr. Ram; Yesterday 777 at the Council meeting , Gwen Dufrene
was talking about the position of why this is not being fixed,
and that maintenance, a few weeks ago, there was finding from
Federal government 2001, 2002, 2003. Can you explain what
happened, why tlus is not fixed.

Mr. Bush: “The fuading, received from the EPA grant, is not
specifically to fix the pond, its 2 common misconception. The
funding from EPA was a grant to assist the Parish in solving the
administrative order for the Pond. All the funds spent on fixing
parts of the Pond came from the Wastewater (internal) budget.
The rest of the grant money was used to pursue additional
grant money with Mr. Fauncheux efforts and Mr. Fabre and
likewise permitting and ??

Mr. Ram-“Did we get around 77?7 Million?

Mr. Bush;” No we did not. When you receive a grant from the
EPA that dollar amount might be $1.1 miilion. They then
subtract their administrative costs and other costs associated
with administration of the grant. So we came back , I think with
roughly $820,000 out of the original grant amount, The same
was true with the second year when they gave $240 something
thousand. Once you subtract out all of their fees, to the
administer the money they’re going to give to us, we’re lucky if
we have 70 or 80% left. It is that money that we used to
pursue. how we were going to solve problem with the
administrative order of the poad.




Ramchandran: <7777

Mr. Bush: 1999 “There was the original order. Then there was
subsequent orders issued. Each time we go through a series of
discharge violations a new order 1s administered. So 1999, and
m 2000, 2001 we keep having new orders issued. Each new
order lists all the violations

1

Mr. Ramchandran; “This is the monthly discharge non-
compliance?

Mr. Bush; Right “The same report we sent to you. All these then
show up on the next administrative order.

Mr. Ramchandran: “Administrative Order issued by EPA saying

slatement 77

Mr, Bush: That’s the truth.??? a treated facility you are issued a
permit. Because of that permit you are réquired to submit
monthly reports that which shows your discharges.

Ramchandran: “That is standard procedure. The question is
when did we decide we’re not going to use the Oxidation Pond
or when did the EPA say thou shall nol use the oxidation pond
because of your non-compliance’s That where the problem
is.... The Administrative Order.... Steven 7 was telling me

Mr. Bush: “That was2002”
Mr. Ramchandran: “2002”

Mr, Bush: “That’s correct.™

Mr. Ram: (this is section is hard to understand)*“Why can’t we
fix this with maintenance and make this oxidation °” when all the
Why was it not maintained. All the things not met. What you
sent to me 1997, 1998,, 1999,



M. Bush: “Mr. Ram, the pond was not maintained prior to the
year 2000. And the pond was allowed to go into a state of
decay, in 2000 and from 2000 to the present time, this
administration has taken dramatic steps and has done_ 12
separate projects in attempt o bring the pond into
compliance . Each of the steps were taken and during the
winter months, December January, February, sometimes in
March we are in compliance . But as soon as the warm weather
comes back the algae comes back and we are now back into
noncompliance. We have added aerators, we have added
curtains, we have built levees, to try 1o separate, we have used
chemicals to control the algae. That did not help. 170u0tfall??
They have all failed???. It became, in mv mind, economically
unfeasible to continue any attempts to bring the pond into
compliance. At that point, [ wrote a letter, 1 briefed the council,
and I went to Dallas to talk to the EPA about that and we
came away with a plan to take the pond out of treatment
process, In other words, it would no longer have jts own permit..

Ramchandran: “So we volunteered to do that, not that EPA told
us we should do that™.

Mr. Bush: "We volunteered that based on a mutual
understanding between the EPA and the Parish they. They
concurred completely with our plan to get out of the pond.
At that point the administrative order will change. That’s the
plan, and that’s the plan we want you to follow. Becanse we
made that agreement the grant mongy started to flow.
There’s 1o doubt in my mind even with the efforts of Mr.
Faucheux and Mr. Fabre, 1 don’t think we would have

gotten that money if we had tried to precis and maintain
the pond or tried to bring it back, ?exactly.

Ramchandran: ?7777Are we in compliance? “979777?maintain
whatever we comid?”

M. Bush: “Yes, we're in compliance, because its cold.




Mr. Ramchandran: “So, our discharges are meeting right now.
And we have a deadline for 2006 for which we should be in
compliance.

Mr. Bush: “In Full Compliance.”

Mr. Ramehandran: “In full compliance, what is the scope.

7

Mr. Bush: ** The initial plan to completely reroute the pond
and to take everything to Hahnville is between 512 to $14
million. Unfortunately, that did not take into account future
growth of the Parish. All it did was take the pond away
from the administrative order and bring the parish into
compliance. The result, the cost of that, the administration
choose to come up with a subseguent plan on how we could
fund and also take care of future growth. As part of that plan,
we developed an economic plan to support that, We will
probably approach the council the next month with that
plan, with how we intend to fund it and how it will satisfv the
future srowth of the west bank and also eliminate the pond

as a future problem. I have already discussed that plan with W
several council members, I discussed with many developers. w‘/"“?

I believe, P'm starting to get a concurrence among all those W

T'ﬂ
people that that is the way to go. J rea
L,
» - o G e
Ramchandran; “ The people with the knowledge says that’s the (87

& .
way to go. ...... My concem????777? W

Mr, Bush: ” We’re just pumping into the canal, the canal takes it
back to the lake. It does not goes near the houses except the
edges of the canal. What Comite, has suggested is actual
discharge pipes and a pumping station that would take it across
the canal and discharge at certain points within those two

areas???

Mr. Ramchandran: “??7send it to the swamp.”



Mr. Bush: "No! No! Comite does not treat, Comite accepts
what we have treated, If we have not treated to a proper
level, then they’re study is somewhat in doubi.

Mr. Ram:"?77777discharge

Mr. Bush: “We made a real attempt to fix the pond and bring it
into compliance,

...........

Mr. Ramchandran; "EPA did not tell yon can?777

Mr. Bush: “What the EPA did, was take the plan we
submitted, and attached it to

Mr. Ramchandran :*It is our plan, we volunteered to spend
that money. We volunteered to fix it that way. It never
came from EPA.

Mr. Bush: “We volunteered a plan to bring the pond into
compliance which was to make it a viable treatment facility.
The EPA accepted that, endorsed that and added that to the
administrative order.

7217777
Mr. Bush: “Fix the pond by a certain date or be fine $27,500 per
violation per day.

Mr. Bush: "Don’t forget, EPA issued the initial order in
1999, They will be morxe that happy to cooperate over a
period of time. But at some point that time limit ends, If
vou don’t have an effective plan in place, or have shown you
have made an attempt, thev’re not going to keep giving_vou
extensions. There was no attempt to fix the pond until the
year 2000 when the new administration took over. Since




that time, we have proven to the EPA that we will go to any
extent in an attempt to fix the pond. They have seen the
faitures, because everything we do we record in writing to the
EPA. We record the results. Several times they have asked
for additional precedent to help us determine why it failed. T
think again it was a mutual concurrence between the Parish and
the EPA that the best way to solve this problem was to
ehminate the pond as a treatment facility. Certainly if Comite
had finished their study in a timely magner, in accordance
with their original contract we_probably could have used
part of that as part of our plan. But they didn’t it took them
an extra year to finish everything. We didn’t have time and

EPA wasn’t willing to give us additional time while they

waited on_mavDbe if the report would come back.

probably be in compliance. 7??? much cheaper, $100 to
$200,000 is cheaper that $15,000,000.

Mr. Bush: “Al the time, the report Mr. Fall had, did not
recognize the degree of decay the pond had gone into, He
thought, based on his (nitial?) analysis that that money could be
better spent to do certain things of which we did. Chlorinating,
bergs, aerators and it failed. So I came in, ] tried severa] things 1
that thought based on my experience, Mr. Accordo tried
several things he thought might work. And uothing worked. to
bring the Pond into compliance.

Councilman Faucheux: “Mr. Ram I understand where you are
going.” But you said something was done in 1999 that other
things tried to accomplish. What was that.

Mr. Ram: goes on to explain 7777

Mr. Bush: “What you are referring to is a process called
blending. (he goes on to explain the process) They discuss 1.

Mr. Ram- talks about the population growth and the capacity of
the Hahnville plant capacity.




Mr. Ram-“You got a copy of the Montgomery Watson Report?

Mr. Bush: “Yes, I do. Thave CH2HIill report, I've have the
report by CDM, I have the report from Hartman, T have report
irom the Army Corps of Engineers, and the report from
Comite.”

Mr, Ramchandran: "Basically, what [ was looking roughly into
was Montgomery Watson Report. Concept with the Parish

discharge??7?

Mr, Bush: “The MW suggested improvements have been made.
Tt does not work.”

Mr. Ramehandran: “Actually, I have a problem with that, T
don’t understand why they don’t keep it up. Why its not being
maintained.”

Mr. Bush: “T'1! explain why. The previous administration
allowed the pond to reach the stage that , since 2000, two
operators everyday in an attempt to bring that pond into
compliance. Every other week



Inflowdinfiliration Reduction Program

Avarding Agency:
Agency Project #
Award Amount:

Pariah Match;:

Agreement Date:
Terminatlon Dotz

US Epvicomertal Profection Agency

AF-Q780850%-0
072 000,00
2714,273.00

P418/2002 %

78/2004

Reaojution:

Revanue

Accaunt:

Expandlturs Fund:

6033

401

Expanditures:
Vendor invoice Humiier  lowoics Date Aiount Edpanaitbure Aseaun!
CoM 020303 A1 18/2002 108,750,00 401-188000
CDM 020303A2 BH9I2002 23791432 407188000
CDM 02030G3A3 1042372002 19718347 401188000
D 02030344 112302002 £0,598.32 401-~188000
COM 020303A5 12/30/2002 144,434,553 401-188000
COM 02030348 12T 48,564,320 401188000
coM (2030347 41112003 55,839.85 401-188000
DM 02030348 BM3/2003 82,744.50 401-188000
GoM OZ0R03AY 6AG/2003 §2,736 65 401188000
ChM 020303A10 713112003 47,900,000 401~ 88000
CoOM 0EA503A11 81252008 24,860,060 401-" 88000
COM 020303A12 10428/2003 4,000.00 401188000
L 020303413 12/31/2003 ’ 4,000.00 401188000
5 18777 M;EE Total Expandfurss
¥

Revenue;

Check Number  Check Dste Amating

EPA Raquest #1 1128/2003 188,015.00

EFA Raquegi #2 2712005 154, 840,00

EPA Requesat #3 §30/2003 180,931.00

EPA Request #4 22004 40,850.00

EPA Request#5  pending 18,122.00

Em

892,758 90

Falal Ravenne Resired

T —————— L P b g

farank Paianesa

$280,242.00 Unexpanded




Inflow/Infiltration Reduction Program

Awarding Agency: VS Enviromental Protection Agancy
Agency Project # AP-97603501-1

Rasalutian:
Ravenue Account:

Award Amoutt: $218,800.00 Expenditura Fund: 40

Parish Match: $177.372.00

Agreement Date: 9/8/2003

Termination Date: 47712008

Expenditures:

Vendor Invoice Number  Invoice Date  Amount Expenchiure Ascour .

] - Taral E speaditurey

#—-.nm_.—w

Revenue:

Check Number Check Date

Amouit

$ B R Lo.oa

$216,800.00 Unexpended



