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Dear Constituent:

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

¥ The Home Rule Charter provides for citizens to address the Council. It makes no provision for
initiating debate, discussion, or question and answer sessions 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 Councilmembers and/or Department Heads as you prepare, please
forward such inquiries to the Council Office to insure a timely response. Should you wish to speak to any
Official or Department personally, a complete list of contact information will be furnished at your request,

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

¥ Please farward supporting documents to the Council Secretary for distribution to the Parish Council
before your seheduled appearance in order for the Council to prepare themselves, if necessary.

¥ Upon corpletion of your allotted time to address the Council, please respect the time given to
Councilmembers to respond to your comments by not interrupting or interjecting remarks.

> Silanderous 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 time left to
address the Coungil,

¥ Repetitious commerts and subject matter will be strictly limited.
A confirmation letter will follow when your name is placed on the agenda.

Sinpeyely,

Oyree oy TP
LANCE MARING -

COUNCIL CHAIRMAN
(OVER)
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DEPARTMENT OF WASTEWATER

FQ, BOX 705 = LILING, LOUISIANA 70070
(985) 783-5100 » (985) 783-5102 « SAY {986) 785-85073

ALBERT D LAGWUE
Parsh Plesident March 31, 2004

GREGORY £, BUSH, 170, JSA, Petlrad
Director

Ms. Vivian Hare
Water Enforcement Branch (6EN-WC(C)-EPA Region 6

1445 Ross Avenue, Suits 1200
Dallas, TX 75202-2733 . - .

-

Subject: Revised Administrative Order Docket No. CWA-06-2003-1753
Luling Oxidation Pond -~ L.A0032131

Dear Ms. Hare:

In response to our tslephone conversation of March 31, 2004 ragardiﬁg the Aprl
1, 2004 quarterly progress report I submit the following information:

Through discussions with the Lowisiana Department of Environmental Quality,
We were advised that by using the surrounding wetlands our discharge
niite Resources, LLP has been successfi]

in permitting several locations in the State with higher discharge limits,

previeus objective was mot attainabe due to excessive cost we fee]
wetlands discharge, is the most cost effective method of compliance,
¢l that this particular method is our

Because the
ihat this alternative,
Although we are atill reviewing all possibilities we fi

only option at this time.

T[T e emn



We are actively pursumg the wetlands discharge possibilities and will keep you
informed as to the progress, We understand that it is very important that we achisve a
solution to our oxidation pond problems within the original time frame.

Sincerely,
Gr Bush, LTC, USA, Retirad
Dikegtdr of Public Works/Wastewater

attachment

ee:  Romnnie Bean, LA Department of Environmental Quality



Coartyere (B (13\'-’-‘:]0(-.-

"".U{ ”l,'”u{'ill“ Poad 1
"

ﬁ P A W T ‘ T B . Ty A Y T ﬂF’“qvﬁ‘r .
5T, CHARLES PARIEH

DEPARTMENT OF WASTEWATER

RO, BOX 705 » LULING, LOUISIANA 70070
(935) 783-5100 = (085) 783-5102 » FAX (885) 785-6503

June 17, 2004

ALBERT D. LAQUE
Fansh Fresident

GREGORY E. BUSH, LTG, USA, Retired
Dirastor

Ms. Sonia Cantu

Waler Enforcement Branch (6EN-WC)-EPA, Region 6
1445 Ross Avenne, Suite 1200

Dallas, TX 75202-2733

Revised Administrative Order Docket No. C'WA-06-2003-1758

Subject:
Luling Oxidation Pond —LA0032131
Toxicity Rednction Evaluation-(TRE)
Reporting Date July 1, 2004

Dear Ms. Cantu:

In response to the above referenced Administrative Order we are submitting our
report due July 1, 2004,

St. Charles Parish has decided to implement the recommendations submitted in
the Wetland Use Altainability Analysis by Comite Resources, Juc, in lieu of the original
plan. The Parish is in the process of contracting with Comite Resources, Inc. to obtain
the necessary permit for the wetland discharge. The landowner has agreed to the use of

his wetland for discharge purposes.

Attached you will find the letter addressed to Ms. Vivian Hare dated March 3 1,
2004 explaining our position.

Should you have any questions, comments or need additional information, please
contact me at (985) 783-5102.

Sincerely,

Direftdr ublic Works/Wastewater

Grecgg E./push, LTC, USA, Retired



cc.

Ronmie Bean, LA Department of Environmental Quality
Albert Laque, St. Charles Parish President

Sammy J. Accardo, Assistant Director of Wastewater

L.J. Brady, Wastewater Superintendent

Diane C. Troxler, Laboratory Coordinator

Adam Fasehan, Ph.D., P.E., Camp Dresser & McKee, Ine.
Barbara Jacob, St. Charles Parish Council Secretary



TRANSCRIPT OF ST. CHARLES PARISH
OPERATIONS, MAINTENANCE AND L
CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT COMMIFTER
MARCH 10, 2004

Mr, Bush: “The Luling Pond Lift Station Development. Again
That’s on hold pending forther review of our administration

order requirements.

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

My. Bush: “The funding, received from the EPA grant, is
not specifically to fix the pend, its a 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 wsed to
pursue additional grant money with Mr. Faucheux efforts
and Mr. Fabre and likewise permitting and ??

Mr. Ram-“Did we get around 777 Million?

Mr. Bush;” No we did not. When you recgive a grant from the
EPA that dollar amount might be $1.1 million. They then
subfract their administrative costs and other costs associated
withl administration of the grant. So we came back , T think with
roughly $820,000 out of the original grant amount. The same
was true with the second year when they gave 5240 something
thousand. Once vou subiract out all of their fees, to the
adminigter the money they’re going to give to us, we’re lucky if

1



we have 70 or 30% left. It is that money that we used to
pursue. how we were going to solve problem with the
administrative order of the pond. |

Ramchandran; “77777

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 is adiministered. So 1999,
and in 2000, 2001 we keep having new orders issued. Each new
order lists all the violations “

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

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

Mr. Ramchaodran; “Admimstrative Order issued by EPA

statement 77

Myr. Bush: That’s the trath.??7 a treated facility vou are issued a
permit. Because of that permit you are required 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 not use the
oxidation pond because of your non-compliance’s That
where the problem is.... The Administrative Order....
Steven ? was telling me

Mr. Bush: “That was20027

[



Mr. Ramchandran; “20027
Mpr. 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 Wiy was 1t not maintained. All the things not met. What you
sent to me 1997, 1998, 1999.

Mr. 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 to bring the pond into
compliance . Lach 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
curtaing, we have built levees, to try to separate, we have used
chemicals to control the algas. That did not help, ?7?0utfail 7?
They have all failed???. It became, in my mind, economically
unfeasible to continue any attempts to bring the pond into
compliance, At that point, I wrote a letter, I 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
its 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 mntual
undersianding between the EPA and the Parish they. They
concurred completely with our plan to get out of ihe pond.

3



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 moneyv started to flow.

There’s no doubt in my mind even with the efforts of M.
Faucheux and Mr. Fabre, I don’t think we would have
gotten that money if we had tried to precis and maintain
the pond or ried to bring it back. ?exactly.

Ramehandran: 7777?Are we 1 compliance? “?77777?maintain
whatever we could?”

Mr. 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. Ramchandran: “In full compliance, what 13 the scope.

29

Mr. Bush: “ The initial plan to completely reroute the pond
and to take everything to Hahnville is between $12 to §14
million. Upfortunately, that did not take imio account future
erowth 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 subsequent plan on how we could
fund and also take care of future srowth. As part of that plan,
we developed an economic plan to support that, We will
probablv approach the council the next month with that
plan, with how we intend to fund it and how it will satisfy the
future erowth of the west bank and also eliminate the pond
as a future problem. [have already disconssed that plan with
several council members, I discussed with many developers,

4



I believe, I’m starting to get a concurrence among all those
] ~

people that that is the way to go.

Ramchandran: “ The people with the knowledge says that’s the

Mr. Bush: ” We’re just pumping into the canal, the canal takes
it hack to the lake. Tt 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 if across
the canal and discharge at certain points within those two
areas???

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

Mr. Bush: "No! No! Comite does not treat, Comite accepis
what we have treated. If we have pot treated to 3 proper
level, then thev're study is somewhat in doubi.

My, Ram:"?7?7?discharge

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

7777777772 tape goes off then back on

..........

Mr. Ramchandran: “EPA did not tell you can??7?

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.

Mr. Bush: “Fix the pond by a certain date or be fine 527,500
per violation per day.

Mr. Duhe: “ So really EPA has you over a barrel, 77777

Mr. Bush: *Don’t forget, EPA issued the initial oxrder in
1999. They will be more 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 vou
have made an attempt, they’re not going to keep giving_you
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 thai we will go to any
extent in an attempt to fix the pond. They have seen the
failures, because everything we do we record in writing to the
EPA. We record the results, Several times thev have asked
for additional precedent to help us determine why it failed. T
think again it was a mutnal concurrence between the Parish and
the EPA that the best way to solve this problem was to
eliminate the pond as a treatment facility. Certaioly if Comite
had finished their study in a timely manner, 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 additiopal time while they

waited on mavhe if the report would come back.




probably be in compliance. 7?77 much cheaper. $100 to
$200,000 1s cheaper that $15,000,000.

My. Bush: “At the time, the report Mr. Fall had, did not
recognize the degree of decay the pond had gone inio. He
thought, based on his (initial?) analysis that that money
conld be better spent to de certain things of which we did.
Chlorinating, bergs, aerators and it failed. 5o I came in, T
tried several things I that thought based on my experience,
Mr. Accordo tried several things be thought might work.
And nothing worked. to bring the Pond into compliance.

Councilman Fauchenx: “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.

Mpr. Ram: goes on to explain 7777

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

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?

My. Bush: “Yes, [ do. [ have CH2Hill report, I've have the
report by CDM, I have the report from Hartman, I have report
from the Army Corps of Engineers, and the report from

Comite.”

Mr. Ramchandran: “"Basically, what 1 was locking roughly into
was Montgomery Watson Report. Concept with the Parish

7



discharge???

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

Mr. Ramchandran; “Actually, I have a problem with that, I
don’t undersiand why they don’t keep it up. Why its not
being maintained.”

Mr. Bush: “T’ll 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 “
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OFFICE OF THE PARIGH FRESIDENT
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ALBERT D, LAGUE Meay 17, 2002
FANISH PAESIDENT | T : .
U. 8. Army Corps of Engineers r JUL  § np
New Orleans District ey s
ATTN: Mr. Shawn Vicknair, Project Manager (CEMVN-PM-W) | PARISH GO, AEcgRps
Post Office Box 60267 T

New Orleans, Louisiana 701 60-0267
Dear Mr. Vicknair:

'am in receipt of your letter dated April 26,2002 This is to advise thar on November 2(),
2002, our Parish Council adopted Ordinance No, 00-11-16 approving ar.d aulherizing the exect f10a
of a contract with Comite Resources, LLP, to conduct a Use Altainabilily Analysis relative to
[ffluent discharge for the Luling Oxidation Pond inte adjacent wetlands,

3}5\" Our position now is the same as it was then - “When the study is compleied and resulis ars
reporied by Comite Resources we will make a decision as o the options avalable for the Luling
Oxidation Pond discharge.” -

P gy e T L Ty e

We will cooperate with the Corps in any way possible, bul we cannot stale at this time r’
whether or not we will be ahle to trangport all Westhank arta sewerage to the Halyylle Wastawater ﬂ?l@:‘
Treatment Plant or upgrade the Luling Oxidation Pond

As always it is & pleasure doing business with your office; however, untl we reqeve
commitments for the necessary monies available and needed to achieve either one of these provects
we cannot obligate ourselves to any particular project,

[ will keep you advised as 19 our feasibility study results being analyzed by Comite
Resources, LLP  Curent information suggests that it will take approximetely 12 (& 18 months from

this date before any results are fortheoming,

As always, | appreciate the Corps working with St. Charles Parish. Please do not heslate 1o
contact me at 985-783-5000 if further information is needed,

Sincersly

; BN
i o

Albert D). Laque, 4
Farish President




