ALABAMA DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL MANA GEMENT

IN THE MATTER OF:

City of Talladega Water & Sewer Board

CONSENT ORDER NO. 08-010-CWP
Talladega Main WWTP T :

Talladega (Talladega County), AL

NPDES Permit No. AL0022357

PREAMBLE
This Special Order by Conseﬁt is made and entered inio by the A_"labama
Départment of Environmental Management (hereinafter “the Deparhnenf”) and the City
of Tallédega Water & Sewer Board (hereinafter the “Permittee™) pursuant tol the
provisions of the Alabama Envirc;nmental Management Act, Ala. Code§§ 22-22A-1
through 22-22A-16 (2006_ Rple. Vol.), the Alabama Water Pollution Control Act, Ala.
Code§§ 22-22-1 through 22—22.—14 (2006 Rple. Vol.), and the regulations promulgated

pursuant thereto, and § 402 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, 33 US.C. §

1342,

STIPULATIONS

1. ‘The Permittee operates & wastewater treatment facﬂ]ty known as the
Talladega Main Wastewater Treatment Plant (hereinafter WWTP”) located on 601

Alabama Highway 275 in the City of Talladega, Talladega County, Alabama. The



WWTP discharges pblh_ltants from a point source into the Talladega Creek, a water of the
stat;:_
2. The Department is a duly constituted department of the State of Alabama
pursuant to Ala. Code §§ 22-22A-1 through 22-22A-16 (2006 Rplc. Vol.).
3. Pursuantto Ala. Code § 22-22A-4(n) (2006 Rp1c. Vol.), the Department is
'thel state agency resPc)nsiblé for the promulgation and enforcement Jof water pollution
control regulations 111 accordance with the Federal Water Pollution. Control Act, 33
U.5.C. §§ 1251 to 1387. In addition, the bepaﬁment is authorized to administer and
enforce the provisions of T;he Alabama Water Pollution Control Act, Ala. Code §§ 22-22-
| throngh 22-22-14 (2006 Rplc. Vol.). ' |
4, On May 18, 2004, the Department issuéd ‘Nationa] Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (hereinafter “NPDES”) Permit _ND. AL0022357 (hereinafter
“Permit™) to the Permittee, establishing limits on the discharge of })'ollutants into
Talladega Creék fro:ﬁ a point source, désignéted therein as ountfall number 0011. The
Permit requires that the Permittee monitor its discharges and submit periocﬁc Discharge
Monitoring Reports (hereinafter “DMRs”) to the Department descﬂbi_ng the monitoring
results. The Permit also quuﬁes that the Permittee maintain in good Wbrldng order all
systems used by the Permitiee .to achieve compliance with the terms land conditions of the
Permit. A
5. The DMRs submiﬁed to the Departinent by the Permiitee indicate that the
Permittee has &ischarged pollutanté from outfall 0011 mto the aforementioned Talladega
Creek in violation of the limitations established in the Permit. The months the violations

occurred along with the parameters Violatéd are listed in Attachment 1. -



6. On September 8, 2005, the Department issued a Wamming Letter to the
Permittee addressing violations of effluent limits established by the Permit.

7. A_s a response to the Warning Leiter, the Permittee stated that the cause of
the violations was atiributed to two major unit-operations being out of service: the unit
nitrification towers and the microscreen filter. The Permittee provided that thes'e. two unit
operations were séhedu]ed io be replaced and that several other facility improvements
 were also going to be madc.‘ An entire facility upgrade construction package was
reportedly scheduled to let for bidding on September 20, 2005. Constructlon was to
commence shortly thereaﬁer

| 8. On March 23, 2004, a Compliance Eva]uahon Inspection (heremaﬁer
‘ “CEI’ ) was completed by the Depariment The CEI findings 1dentlﬁed problcms with the
nitrification towers and microscreen filter. These two wnits were inoperabl_e during the
CEL |

S. On March 6, 2006, the Department issued a Notice of Violation
(hereinafier “NOV™) to the Permittee for effluent Iimitaﬁons of a similar nature and
extent through the period ending December 2005.

10. On April 3, 2006, the Penmttee responded to the March 2006, NOV
issued by the Department The Penmttee stated that it executed a construction contract in
October 2005, that was to address mumerous improvements to the facility, mcluding
replacement of nitrification tower media, the tower blowers, and the microscreen filter
control panel. How;aver, 'penm't violations continued té occur through October 2006.

11.  On May 12, 2005, the Department received the Permittes’s 2005 Annual

Municipal Water Pollution Prevention Report (hereinafter ‘-MWPP”). The 2005 Annual



MWPP report mdicated that thirteen sanitary sewer overflows (hereinafter “SS0s”)
occurred during calendar year 2004. Eight of the SSOs were reportedly due to inflow and
nfiltration probler-ns that rema.uated during rain events. The other five SSOs were
reported to be causeri by sewer line blo;kages.

12, On Aprl 11, (2006, the Depar@ent received the Penmttee 5 Arnnual
MWPP Report for calendar year ’)005 Founeen SS0s were mchcated 1n calendar year
2005. Eleven SSOs were ascribed to rain events and one SSO event was reportedly due
to a broken sewer line. The two femai’ning SSO events were attributed to sewage line
blockages. "The Permittee did not indicate in the report whether the blockage-induced
SSOs were resolved such that the events would not recur at those same locations. No
overflow évents were reported at the WWTP. The list of reported SSOs during calendar
year 2004, 2005, and 2006 is presented in Attachment 2.

13.  On July 27, 2006 the Department received an Engmeenng Report from
tbe Penmttee eiaboratmg on certain resolutions passed by the Talladega Water and Sewer
Board intended to ultimately to resolve problems associated with the WWTP.

14, Although the ﬁngineén'ng Report‘ in part addressed the resolutions, the
report failed to comﬁrehensively  address ﬁle ongoing SSOS problem within the
wastewater collection system The timeliness of completion of the varous proposed
' projects was also not prowded as requested in the Department’s letter dated Apnl 21, |
2006.

'15. . On Febmuary 16, 2007, a citizen lodged a éomplaint regarding intermittent
failures of a pump station located: at the intersection of Alabama Highway 275 and

.. Howard Street in Talladega, Alabama. The citizen asserted that the pump station failed



three times this past ‘year, and released wastewater volumes and considerable odor during
the overflow éeriodé. On March 20, 2007, the same citizen complained -of another
mstance of a pump station failure at the same aforementioned location.

16.  On March 20, 2007, the Department visited the above-stated pump station
location, and documented the condition of the area. The Department identified the
followmg concems: aging conduit and an unpermitted illicit discharge (i.e, an'SS O) ‘The
source of the SSO-was 1denhﬁed to be two adjacent manholes, one with an Dverﬂow
structure, and another npgradlent manhole without an overflow outlet. Sewage ‘was
observed to be flowing into a drainage ditch that. empties into Talladega Cresk. Water
sam.ples were collected both,upsﬁeém and downstream of the drainage ditch confluence
with Tallad‘ega Creek. Test results for fecal coﬁform (hereinafter “FC”) indjcated FC
counts of 2 and 12,000 colonies per 100 ml, respectively.

17. A written response-was submitted to the Department on March 22, 2007,

_ concéming the above-stated complaints. “The Permittee indicated thzﬁ there were three
instances of overflows at the subject manholes due and/;)r jmmp— station at the Hwy 275
pump stalion in the past three years. The SSO évents reportedly occune.d on iuly 6,
2006, February 26, 2007, and March 20-21, 2007. The cause of each SASO'was reportedly
attributed to grease buildup in the conveyance system from the Shocco Springs Christian

. Retreat area and also the failure of a utility transformer that supplies power to the pump

statiom. |
18.  The Perﬁ:ittee consents to abide by the terms of the .following Consent

Order and to pay the civil penalty assessed herein.



19.  The Department has agreed to the terms of this Consent Order in an effort
to resolve the violations cited herein withont the unwarranted expenditure. of State
Tesources 1n further pros;ecuting the alleged violations. The Department has deterrnined
that the terms contemplated in this Consent Order are in {hc best interests of the citizens
of Alabama.

| PERMITTEE CONTENTIONS

20.  The Permittee contends that it identified the WWTP and collection system
concerns listed heréhl and that it attempted to be proactive in resolving system
Hmitations. Spec.iﬁcally, the Permittee installed microscreens 1n 2003 in an att.empt to .
provide improved treatment. The microscreens 'were installed based upon the cutcome of
an ADEM inspection during 2003. The Permittee also cqntends that 1t passed a sewer-
use rate increase in January 2006 in an attempt to ascertain funding to make additional
improvements. In additipn, the Permttee pursued and obtained bond money for these
projects. As aresult, the Permiﬁee reportedly initiated a WWTP rehabilitation project in
October 2005 ‘and sin;:e that time has incurred a cost of $2,115,000 .toomake facility
'IBp airs and improvements.

21.  Included in the WTP rehabilitatioﬁ ‘work completed since 2005, the |
Permittee re-built its nitrification tower pumps and rebuilt the digester mixing pump. In
July 2007 the Permittee is mitiating projects to replace sludge pumps and slndge control
valves and also to add rollers and tracks to the floating co.vcr of the anaerobic digester.

22. In 2007, the Permittee will gegin in'v'estigating implementation of a Fats,

Oils, and Grease (hereinafier “FOG™) program, including development of a FOG



Ordinance. The Permittee also asserts that it will dramatically increase its fanding oﬁ
1&1 work beginning with the FY08 budget.
DEPARTMENT CONTENTIONS

23, Pursuant to Ala. Code § 22-22A-5(18)c (2006 Rple. Vol.), in determining
the amount of any penalt_y, the Department must give consideration to the seriousness of
the violation, including any irreparable harm to the environment and any threat to the
health or safety of the public; the standard of care manifested by the Permittee; the
economic benefit which delayed compliance may confer upon the Permittee; the -nature,
extent and degree of success of the Pi-armjttee's efforts to minimize or-mitig‘ate the effects
of such violation upon the emrirc_mmenf; the Permittee's history of previous violations;
and the ability of the Pemiittge to pay such penalty. Any civil penalty assessed pursnant
to this authority shall not be less than $100.00 or'éx.ceed $25,000.00 for each violation,
provided hc;\%/ever, that the total penalty assessed in an order issued by the Departrent
shall not exceed ‘5250,000.00. Eaéh day such violation continues shall constitute a
sepa:rﬁte.yiolati_on. In amvmg at this civil penalty, th'e Department has considered the
following: | | ’

A. SERIOUSNESS OF THE VIOLATION: Violations consisted of exceediné '
the daily maximum FC and the monthly average limit for percent' removal of five-day
Carbonaceous Biochemical Oxygen Demand (hereinafier “CBODS”), Violations also
consisted of exceeding both the monthly and weekly average lumts for CBOD.S and both
the monthly and weekly average. concentrations for.Anm.loni-a—Nitogen (]1erein~aﬁer
. “INH3-N™). The violgtiqns also consisted of unpermitted sanitafy sewér overflows

(SS0s), some of which occurred during the two year period addressed by this Order.



The September 13, 2006 SSO event resulted from a force majeure event (e.g., hurricane)..

B. THE STANDARD OF CARE: The Permittee has initiated significant WWTP
rehabilitation efforts since October 2005. These efforts notwithstanding, the Permittee
failed to properly maintaiﬁ its wastewater treatment and collection system to ensure
comphance with permit limitations and conditions.

C. ECONOMIC BENEFIT WHICH DELAYED COMPLIANCE MAY HAVE
CONFERRED: The Department has been-unable to ascertain if there has been any
economic benefit conferred by T_h;a delay of compliance with permit requirements.

D. EFFORTS TO MINIMIZE OR MITIGATE TI—IE EFFECTS OF THE
VIOLATION UPON THE ENVIROMNT: There are no known environmental effects
as aresult of the violations acldresgcd by this Order.

E. HISTORY OF PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS: A Warning Letter and NOV were
. issued by the Department, Iéspecti_vely, on September 8, 2005, and Mar;:hr 6, 2006,
addressing w'dlations of a similar nature and extent. These enforcement efforts have been
unsuccessful at resolving thé ongoing violations. |

F. THE ABILITY TO PAY: Based on available iﬁformation, the Depafnnent
believes the Permittee has a Hmited ability to pay a civil penalty. .

G. OTHER FACTORS: It should be noted that this Special t)rder by C.onsent‘is
a negotiated settl_emen‘é and, therefore, the Department has comprc;mised the amount of
the penalty it beﬁevesris warranted in this matter in the spmt of cooperation and in the
desire to resolve this matter amicably, without incurring the unwarranted expense of

- liigation. -



ORDER
, THEREFORE, the Permittee, along with the Department, desires to resolve and settle the
compliance is-sues cited above. The Department has carefully considered the facts
available to it and has c.onsi.dered the six penalty factors enumerated in Ala. Code § 22-
22A-5(18)c. (2006 Rplc. Vol.), as well as the need for timely and effective enforcement,
and the Deparﬁnent_-believes that the following conditions are approprizite to address the
violations cited herein. Therefore, the Department and the Permittee agree to entér into
this CONSENT ORDER with the following terms and conditions:

A.  The Permittée agrees to pay to the Department a civil penalty in the
- amount of $31,000.00 in settlement of the violations a;lleged herein within forty-five days
| from the effective date of this Consent Order. Failure to pay the civil penalfy within
forty—ﬁv‘é: days from the effective date may result in the Department’s filing a civil action
in the Circuit Court of Montgomery County to recover the civil penalty. |

B. The Permittee agrees that gll penalties due pursuant to this Consent Order
shall be made payable to-the Alabama Department of Environmental Management by

certified or cashier’s check and shall be remitted to: -

Office of General Counsel

Alabama Department of Environmental Management
P.O. Box 301463

Montgomery, Alabama 36130-1463

C. Altemnatively, within forty-five days after the effective date of this
Consent Order, the Permittee may- elect to implement a Supplemental Environmental.

- Project (hereiﬁ_after "SEP'"').l‘ _‘Ifl‘r-l;e Permittee elects to implement this SEP, it shall submit -



to the Department, no later than thirty days after the effective date of this Conaent Order,
a letter proposing the SEP, as well as an nnplementation_ plan and schedule that must be
reviewed‘and approved in writing by the Department. Upon notiﬁcation that the SEP 1s
acceptable, the Permittee may then offset a portion of the penalty assessed in paragraph A
above. This SEP may, at the sole discretion of the Department offset a portion of the
penalty at a ratio Df $1 00 for every $3.00 spent on the SEP, but in no event shall the SEP
offset the penalty below $10,350.00. Shou]d the Permittee elect to nerform the SEP and
should the SEP be proved acceptable to the Departlnent, the Permittee shall, wittn'n fort};—
five days of the effective date of this Consent Order, pay to the Depart:ment a -'eivi]
penalty ef $10,350.00 and shall notify the Department of its election to perform the SEP.
Adequate documentation of all expenses related to the SEP shall be submitted to the
Department for review and concurrence in determining the amount of the penalty to be
nffset no later than thirty days after the ‘approved completion date of the SEP or the
completion of the SEP, whichever is earlier. Routine operating' costs (i.e., those costs
that would normally be incurred by the Permittee absent the requirements of the SEP)
and costs related to routine compliance requirements, including the costs of cmnplying
with the requirements of Paragraphs D through H below, shall not be considered for -
penalty offset. .Should the Permittee not offset the total amount of the pen.alty allowed,
the remaining amount of the penalty required that is not offset shall be due and payable
within thirty days of the t’ermittee‘s receipt of notification of the remaining amount of
penalty due to be paid. If the SEP is imp_lemented,. the Permittee shall submit monthly
status repons to the Department documenting actual accompli_shments and

: implementaﬁon costs. If the SEP is not acceptable to the 'Department, the remaining



amount of the penalty shall be dué and payable within thirty days of the Permittes's
receipt of notification that the SEP is not acceptable. Furthermore, in the event that the
SEP is not fully implemented w1th_1n the time-frame accepted by the Depértment, the
remaining amount of the penalty shall be due and payable mth.m thirty days of the
Peﬁnittee's receipt of notification by the Department. |

| D. The Permittee agrees to prepare and submit to ‘the Department, notA]ater
than ninety days after the effective date of this Consent Order, a Comprehensive
~ Engineering Report. The report must inclide a scﬁedulé: for implementation (i.e. a
Compliance Plan) -idenﬁfyin;g all potential causes of .noncompliance, mncluding infiltration
and inflow jnto the wastewater collection and treatment systém ana performance
concerns with the WWTP. The report mus£ summarize the Permittee’s investigation of
the change-s necessary for the Permittee to implement to achieve compliance with NPDES
Permit Number AL0022357. At a minimum,- the Permittez.a shall consider each of the
following in making its determination: the need for changes in maintenance and operating
procedures, the need for modification of the existing treatment works and co]lect;ion
system components, and thé need for new or additional treatment works and collecﬁon
system componenté. The Engineering Report shall be pfepared by a professional
engineer licensed fo practice in the State of Alabama. If the Deinartment determines
B through its review of the submitted Engineering Report that the contents and '
recommendations in the report are not sufficient to accomplish éompliance with th.e
NPDES permit, then the Engineering Report shall be modified so that it does accomplish
‘compliance. Modifications to the Engincering Report, if required, shall be submitted to

: 'T.l:_le'Depart_rnent 1o later than thirty days after receipt of ﬂl_c Department’s comments. The



Permittee agrees to complete implementation of the recommendations provided in the
Engineering Repori in accordance with the accepted schedule preéented ‘in the
Cbmph'ance Plan and as required by this Order.

E.  The Permittee agrees to prepare and subrnit Semi-Annual Progress
Reports to the Depamnent‘descﬂbmg 1 detail the Permittee’s progress towards achieving
compliance with items presented- in the Compliance Plan. These reports shall be
submitted ever-y six months following the effective date of this Consent Order for each
year that the Permittee’s performance obligations under this Comsent QOrder remain
incomplete. In addition, not la.ter than fourteen days following each app].ic;bl_e due date
- that is contained in this Consent Order, the Permittee shall submit a written notice of
compliance or noncompliance with the requirements of that paragraph, if applicable.
Notices of noncompliance shall state the cause of noncompliance, the coﬁective action
taken, and the Permittee’s ability to co:cﬁply with any remaiming requirements of this
Consent Ordef.

F. The Permj.ttee'agrees to comply with FC, NH3-N, CBODS, and percent
removal of CBODS limitations of NPDES Permit Number AL0022357 within the:
accepted schedule provided in accordance with pafagraph D of this Order. TﬁE Permittee
agreeé to comply with all ;the'r .terms, conditioné,_ and limitations of the Permit
immediately upon the effective date of this C{:;nsent Order.

G. The Permittee agrees-tha.t, after the effective date of this Consent Order for
every FC, NH3-N, CBODS, and- CBODS percent removal limitation established by the
NPDES Permit, éxcept for upsets that have been properly documented and substantiated

s required by Part I1.C.2 of NPDES Permit Number AL0022357, the Permittee shall pay



to the Department the -sum of $250.00 for each and every daily maximmm, daily
minimum, weekly average, and Immmum percent removal vielation and $500.00 for each
and every monthly average violation.

H. The Pen;littee_ag;rees that,. after the effective date of this Consent Order, for
each day it fails to meet any of the milestone dates or to satisfy any of the requirements
set forth in or established by paragraphs A, C, D, and E contained herein, it shall pay
stipulated penalties'. ‘The stipulated civil penalties for failure to meet each milestone or
any requirement date, except for Force Majeure acts as hereinafter defined as acts which

occur beyond the Permittee’s control, shall be as follows:

Period of Noncompliance Penalty per Day per Violation
1st to 30th day $ 100.00
31st to 60th day ~ $200.00

After 60 days i © $300.00

If the Permmttee féils to meet auy milestone or any assigned date ninety days aﬂei' the
redu;ired dates found in paragraphs A, C, D, E,F and G, then Ti13 Department resérves the
rigint to file a new action against the Permittee. |

L The parties agree that the curr.lulative. stipulated penﬂﬁes described in
paragraphs G and H above shall under no circumstanc.e.s exceed $24,000.00. Once
stipulated pen.altie.s of .$2_4_,000.00 are due to the Department ana violations continue to
‘oceur, or, should violations continue to :occur after the appr'oved. compliance date in
accordance with par;lgraph D of this Consent Order or as stipulated in paragraphs G and
H, above, then theADepa_mnant shall be free to issue additional orders or file suit against.

the Permittee in t_h“-‘, Cirpﬁij; Court of M(‘)ntgom‘ery County or in 6t]jer court of competent -



jurisdiction to enforce compliance of this Consent. Order.

J Upon each event (e, upon every twenty-four hour period for
overﬂowsfbypaéses lasting more than twenty-four consecutive hours and upon every
occurrence of any overflow/bypass la.é;ting less than twenty-four hours) of an unpermitted
discharge, the Permittee shall prepare and submit to t.he; Department, records of all
unpermitted discharges of wastewater, such as SSOs, bypassess, etc. (ie., any discharge
of wastewater from any point other than an NPDES permitted outfall). The report(s)
shall contain at least the following information: ‘i) the cause (known or Suspécted) of the
discharge; ii) estimated volume (if determinable); iii) description of the source (e.g.,
manhole, pump station); iv) identiﬁcati;)n of the collection system that overflowed: V)
locaﬁdn, by stregt address or any other appropriate method; vi) date of evént;.vii)
ultimate destination of the discharge (e.g., the name of the surface waterbody, land use
location, ér the name of surface waterbo;iy ultimately receiving t'he discharge via
municipal separate stofm sewer system (refefence location by basin and street address
and/or cross stréets)); Viii) corrective action plans to e]jminatefﬁlture disch'ar'ges; iX) name ‘
and title of person reporting the discharge; x) weather condiﬁoﬁs; and xi) a certification
statement simi-l.ar to those c_ontained in.l.)ischaige Monitoring Reports, concen;ing the
accuracy of information.

X The Permitee agrees that payment of stipulated_penalties due for violation
of effluent limitations under this Consent Order shall be due not l_ater_ than the 28% day of
- the month fol]owiné the moritoring period in which there were violations. Notification
o the Permittee by the Department of the ass;essment of any stipulated penalty is not

r_ét'quired..



L. ‘The parties agree that this Consent Order shall apply to and be binding
upon both parties, T.hei;’ directors, officers, and all persons or entities acting under or for
them. Each signatory to this Consent Order certifies that he dr she is fully authorized by
th:—*.: party he or she represents to enter into the terms and conditions of this Consent Order,
to execute the Consent Order on behalf of the party represented, and to legally bind such
ety : :

M. The parties agree that, subject to the terms of these presents and subject to
provisions otherwise provided by statute, this Consent Order is intended to operate as a
full fesolution of the violations cited in this Consent Order.

‘N. The Permittee agreés that it is not relieved from ény hability if it fails to
comply with any provision of this Consent Order.

0. For purposes of t]:us Consent Order only, the Permittee agfees that the
Department may p?operly bring an action to compel compliance with the terms and
conditions contained herein in the Circuit Court of Montgomery County. The Permittee
also agrees that in any action brought by the Department to compel compliance with the
terms of this Agreement, the Permittée shall be limited to the defenses of Force Majeure,
compliance with this Agreement and physical impossibility. A Force Majeure is defined
as any event arising from causes that are not foreseeable and are beyond the reasonable
t-:ontro.l of the Permittee, including its contractors and consultants, that could not be
overcome by due diligence (i.e., causes that could have been overcome or avoided by the '
exercise of due diligence .Wﬂ] not be considered to have been'béyond the reasonable
control of the Permittee) and which delays or preventé performance by a date required by

‘the Consent Order. Events such as unanticipated or.increased costs of performance,



changed economic .circumstances, normal precipitation events, or failure to' obtain
_ federal, state, ror local permits shall not constitute Force Majeure. Any request for a
-Inodiﬁcation of a deadline must be accompaﬁed by . the reasons (including
documentation) for each extension and the proposed extension time. This information
shall be submitted to the Department a minimum of ten working days prior to the original
anticipated cornpletion date. If the Department, after review of the extension request,
ﬁnds the work was delayed bﬁcausa of conditions beyond the control and without tha;
fault of the Permittes, 'th‘e Department may extend the time .as justified by the
circﬁﬁlstances. The Deﬁar’unent may also grant any oﬁer additional time extension as
justiﬁed by the cifcu:ﬁstan_ées, but it is not ob]jéated to do so.
P, The Department and the Permittée agree that the sole purpose of this
Consent Order is to resolve and dispose of all allegations and contentions stated herein
. conceming the factal circumstances raf_erenced heremn. Should additional fagts and
circumstances be discovered in the future coﬁceming the facility which would constitute
‘possible violations not addressed in this Consent Ord.er, then such future violations I-nay
be addressed in Orders .as may be issued by the Direétor, litigation initiated by the
Department, or such other enforcement action as may be appropriate, En'd‘ the Permittee
shall not object to such future orders, litigation or enforcement ac%ion based on the
issuance of this Consent Order i-f future orders, litigation or other enforcement action
address new matters not raised in this Consent Order.
Q. The Departﬁenf and the Permittee agree that this Consent Ofdér shall be

considered final and effective immediately upon signature of all parties. This Consent



Or_der shall not be appealable, and the Permittee does hereby waive any hearing on the |
terms and conditions of same.

R The Department and the Permittes agree that this Consent Order shall not
affect the Permittee’s obligation to c:.omply_with any Federal, State,. or local laws or
regulations.

S. The Depaﬁment and the Permittee agree that final approval and entry into
this Consent Order are subject to the Tequirements that the Department. give notice of
proposed Orders to the public, and that the public have at least thirty days within which
to -commé'nt .on the Consent_ Order. -

T The Department and the Permittee agree that, should any provision of this.
Consent Order be declared by a court of competent jurisdiction or the Environmental
M‘anagement Commission to be inconsistent with Federal or State law and therefore
. | unenforceable the remaining prowsmns hereof Shall remain in full force and effect.

U. The Dt?parhnent and the Permittee agree that any modifications 6f this
Consent Order must be agreed to in wntmg signed by both paﬂies.

V. 'I;he Department aﬁd thg Permittee agree that, except as otherwise set forth
herein, this Consent Order is not and shall not be mtelpretea to be-a permit or
modiﬁcation- of an existing permit under Federal, State or local law, and shall not b-e
construed to waive o.r relieve the Permittee of its obligations to comply, in the future with

© any permit. .



Executed in duplicate, with each part being an original. -

CITY OF TALLADEGA WATER, ALABAMA DEPARTMENT OF
AND SEWER BOARD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

By m& ﬁy: C//'/ /-7// ,%—
| It-"ﬂ'/ WMCE?@D Tts: Z/(&ﬁ\/
Date:___ ?" O —0 17 | Date: ﬁ//%? .




Attachment 1

Averaging Time

AL0022357 TALLADEGA MAIN WWTP
DMR Value Limil Unils
Qutfall 1D: 001

MNovember, 2005
BOD CARBONACEOUS

.2 13 10 mg/l
3 16 15 mofl
CBOD 5 Day Percent Removal
4 B4 a5 Percent
NITROGEN AMMONIA TOTAL N
5 2 49 ma/!
& 3 mg/l

ADecember, 2005
CBOD 5 Day Percent Remaval

7 B3 - as - Percenl
January, 2006, '

CBOD 5 Day Percent Remagval

] 78 85 Percent
February, 2006

C-EiOD § Day Percent Removat

g B1 85 Percent
March, 2006 . ‘
CBOD 5 Day Percent Removal
0 83 85 Percent
FECAL COLIFORM
11 12000 2000 #M00 mt
April, 2006
FECAL COLIFDRM
12 3750 2000 #1100 mi
May, 2006
BOD CARBONACEOUS
13 114 10 mghl
FECAL COLIFORM o
14 3100 ' 2000 #1100 mt
June, 2006
BOD CARBOMNACEQUS
B 1.7 10 mgft
16 155 15 " mall
July, 2006
BOD CARBONACEQUS
17 137 10 mgAl
CBDD 5 Day Percent Remaoval
18 85 Percent

Page 1 of 1

Mnmhiy Average
Weekly Average

Monthly Average

Monthly Average
Weekly Average

) Manthly Average

Monthly Average

Monthly Average

Manthly Average

Daily Maximum
Daily Maximum

Monthly Average

Daily Maxfmum

Monthly Average

Weakly Average .

Monthly Average

Monthly Average

NITROGEN AMMONJA TOTAL N
19 417 mag/]
20 5.6 3 mo/l

August, 2006

BOD CARBONAGECLIS

21 118 10 m/l

22 156 15 oA
EECAL COLIFORM

23 &0000 . 2000 #1100 ml
NITROGEN AMMON!A TOTALN

24 558 mght

5 72 3 ma/!

26 96.3 75 Ibs/day

27  126.8 112 Ibs/day

September, 2006

FECAL COLIFORM
28 60000 2000 #1100 ml

.Oclober, 2006

BOD CARBONACEDUS

=20 LARBOINACEOUS

29 15.8 10 mg/l

g 26.1 15 -mg/l
CBCD 5 Day Pen:enl Removal

31 B4 a5 Percent

Monthly Averaga
Weelkly Averge

Monthly Average
. Weekly Average

Daily Maximum
Monthly Average
Weekly Average

Monthiy Avarage
Weekly Average

Daily Maximum

Monthly Average
Weekly Average

Monthly Average



ATTACHMENT 2: $SO Events Occuring 2006 to 2007

Date

9/13/2006
3/20/2006
2/23/2006
27712006
1/23/2006
4/20/2006
10/24/2006
10/12/2006
8/28/2006
6/26/2006

Date

1/4/2006
1/16/2006
12/1/2006

12/21/2006

12/18/2006

2/26/2007
3/20/2007

Note:

Discharge type

Partially treated ww
Partially treated ww
Partially treated ww

‘Partially treated ww

Partially treated ww
Partially treated ww
Partially treated ww
Partially treated ww

* Partially treated ww

Partially treated ww

Discharge type

Manholc overflows ‘

Sewer overflows
Manhole overflows
Sewer overflows
Drainage Ditch

Sewer oveflows
Sewer overflos

Cause Estimated Volume

I/, heavy rain 60,000 gallons
/1, heavy rain 330,000 gallons
/1, heavy rain 30,000 galions
VI, heavyrain 1.31 MGD

V1, heavy rain 140,000 gallons
I/, heavy rain 20,000 gallons
Power swap 100,000 gallons
Power swap 10,000 gallons
Power swap 52,499 gallons
VI, heavyrain 5,000 gallons

Cause ‘Estimated Volume
Blockage 150 gallons
‘Blockage 50 - 60 gallons
Grease 60 gallons
Blockage 150 gallons
Blockage 10,000 gallons
Grease

- (rease

Www stands for wastewater

Cr. stands for creek

Dest. stands for destination

Flow Dest.

Talladega Cr.

~ Talladega Cr.

Talladega Cr.
Talladega Cr.
Talladega Cr.
Talladega Cr.
Talladega Cr.
Talladega Cr.
Taliadega Cr.

Talladega Cr.

Flow Dest.

Main WWTP
Main WWTP
Main WWTP-
Main WWTP
Main WWTP

Talladega Cr.
Talladega Cr.



